TRANS/SEX

Gilreath SHanNON'!

Transsexualism: Patriarchal Ontology and Postmodern Praxis*
To men a man s but a mind, Who cares what face be carrres or what be wears? But woman's body is the woman.

— Ambrose Bierce

There is & gap between the way in which trans-gender is theorized and transsexualivy is practiced. The gap is patriarchy.

— Myself

There can be no doubt thai in the culture of male-female discreteness, transsexuality s a disaster for the mdividieal
transsexmal. Every transsexual, white, black; man, woman, rich, pooy, is in a state of primary emergency as a transsexmal.

1. Introduction

In this essay, I provide a Gay liberation
analysis of the phenomenon of transsexuality.
To do so is to risk being greatly misundersto-
od - being labelled as transphobic or, perhaps
WwOrsc, as a gay conservative'”, Nevertheless,

1 Wake Forest University School of Law Professor for the
Interdisciplinary Smdy of Law & Professor of Wanwn
and Gender Studies, Walke Forest Umversity, NC-LI5A,
I, Wake Forest University (Brown Scholar); BA, Le-
noir-Rhyne College; Wake Forest Fellow and Professor.
I realize thar a “postmedern praxis" may seem oxymore-
mc given that postmodermsts usually disavow raking ac-
fon on anything, Nevertheless, rranssexualism is a dis-
tncely postmodern “pracrice” and is claimed as such by
some postmodernists. See, for example, the discussion of
Judith Budler’s work on gender in this essay..

This essay has been published, in a slightly modified form,
as a chapier in my book The End of Straight Supremacy:
Realizing Gay Liberarion (Cambridge, 2011). In that
work, I capitalize "Gay” in order to recognire the social,
culrral, artiste, and intellecrual dimensions of Gay exis-
tence, is opposed o use of the word merely as an ack-
nowledgment of certain sexual behaviors. The excepuon
te this rule is that I do not capitalize "gay” when | mein
to mdicate something this is not Gay-idencified, 1.e,, not
compatible with Gay liberation: e.g., “gay rights move-
ment”. These distinenions will be clear to the reader in
Conrext.
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— Andrea Dworkin
Men are mien, but Man 15 @ womean,

— G.K. Chesterton

transsexuality, in its more modern, politically
correct incarnation of transgender,' has shif-
ted to the center of “gay nghts” organizing in
ways I find distressing.

This erystallized for me during the 2007
2008 debates over the Employment Non-Dis-
crimination Act. Transsexuals and their su-
pporters rallied to condemn the legislation and
its proponents, most notably Congressman
Barney Frank. " Such action seemed to me par-
ticularly hostile to Gay people, given that
transsexuals already had/have greater anti-dis-
crimination protections at the federal level than
do Gays'®. In this and other obvious ways,

128 Juge the term "transsexuality” i this Clapter exclugsive-
ly, because 1 believe it is the mast accurate descriptor of
the phenomenon T am anslyzing, There 15 a gap between
the way in which trans-gender is theorized and transsexua-
lity is practiced. The gap = patrirchy. In most cases, it
swallows the theory whole, leaving only patriarchal prac-
tices of gender and sexual hierarchy.

For my nbservations then, ses Shannon Gilreath, fn De-
fevise of the Emplogment Non-Discrimination Act, Gay
Corry News, Ot 24, 2007,

For example, there is 2 growing rend of protecting trans-
sexnals under 2 Title VIT theoty of sex stereotvping. See,



UnivErsioad Racarno Paima

lranbsexnahr}r has becomeincreasingly central
to “gay rights,” and it is increasingly celebra-
ted aga path to liberation by gay rights leaders
and by the postmodern cannon working to rob
Gays of Seli-possession even before we have it.

2. Definitsons

Some definitions are in order. By trans-
sexual | mean to refer to a person who belie-
ves that he or she is actually of the sex opposi-
te to that of his or her body — 2 person whose
“gender identity” or “psychological sex” does
not comport with the actual physical body to
which he or she was born. On account of this,
he or she wishes to become the other sex, with
its attendant gender convention, including
dress, mannerism, as well as bodily presence;
thus J_ivillg the sex and gcnd er that are in his or
her head. Transsexuality 1s the process, gene-
rally medicalized, by which this (re)gendering
of biological sex 18 accomplished, often invol-
ving, for the male-to-female transsexual, cas-
trﬂt]ﬂll a Pf‘niﬂ-ﬂctﬂﬁl’? E‘Strﬂgcn therap'}r, Bn‘.d
the creation o: a vagina. breast implants, hair
removal, a tracheal shave (to remove the visi-
ble Adam’s apple), and various facial femini-
zation procedures are also often undertaken
in order to make the transsexual’s appearance
appear more conventionally pendered-femini-
ne.'” By focusing on this medicalized process,
Tmean to draw a distinction between the trans-

e, Smith v, City of Salem, 378 F3d 566 (6th Cir. 2004);
Barnes v. Cincinnaty, 461 Fad 729 {6th Cir. 2005 Mit-
chiell v, Axcan Scandipharm, Lnc., 2006 WL 456173 [W.D.
Pa. 2006); Schroer v, Billingron, 424 I Supp. 2d 203
(D.D.C. 2006); Lopez v, River Oalis Tmaging & Diapnos-
e Graup, Inc, 542 T. Supp. 2d 633 (5.1, Tex. 2008);
Glesm v, Brumby, 724 F. Supp. 2d 1284 (N.D. Ga. 2010).
For fenmle-to- male trinssexuals, the process involves tes-
Losterone rearments, doubile mastecromy, often (bur not
always) closure of the vagina, and the creation of an artifi-
cial penis and serotum filled with plastic implants ro si-
mulate restes. Meedless o say, in a country like the Uni-
ted Staces, where insurance does not pay for such proce-
dures, the cost is colossal. The desperation for "sex chan-
pe” that most acute ranssexuals say they experience
eoupled with thefinancial hurdles has given nise toan in-
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genderism that has always been 2 part of Ra-
dical Gay culture, for example the genderben-
ding of fermnme Gay men, as seen in the likes of
Harry Hay, or the butch Lesbian, represented
by Jess Goldberg in the autobiographical no-
vel Stone Butch Bines, by Leshe Feinberpg?,
and transsexualisi. With Gay transgender, the
object is to be differently gendered —to cha-
llenge gender— not to become the other gen-
der by disciplining the body into heteroarchal
gender prescriptions'®. Gender disruption
—indeed destruction— has always been a goal
of Gay liberation.™”

Transsexuality, on-the-other-hand, as the
conversion of a bielogically male body to a fe-
male body, or of a biologically female body
into 2 male body, through hormone “thera-
]:r}' ar sulgical alteration 1s acqmescmlﬂﬂ i,
indeed, 1s ritual celebration of patriarchal/he-
teroarchal gender roles and is incongruous
with Gay liberation. In direct contravention
of Gay liberarion, rranssexuality presents gen-
der as ontological (biological, even spiritual,
in some cases), not epistemological (social).

dustry of pre-op transsexual prostitures, in which trans-
sexals trick inan altempl Lo edrn the funds IECEsSSATY for
the “sex change.” The use of the pre-operative transsexual
body in this way underscores my point about the sexvali-
zation of the body inherent in mranssexuality (see secrion
entitled T:wrssumﬂi!y prid the Purrmgrapb:lﬁ’atrfmﬁaﬂr"
Heteroarchal Worldvisw, in this essay).

See Leslie FEmaeERG, Stone Butch Blues (1993).
Heteroarchy is the wortd T use 1o describe the sysrem of
Stl’night over G’d_'_r domimation. I s an administative 5¥5-
tem that exerss control over sex and conorols [hrnug]‘l SEX.
It is l]mmughly sexual. Tt is based on the rdiﬁ;clus my'lh
of straight male supremacy; parriarchy is its religion, lis
polities is the politics of gender, Tt seript is the seript of
male/female relarion in the parriarchal model Ir creates
pseado-norms of sexuality, which it says are nurural, and
eriaces them into law. [rs laws regulare (3ay sesualivy, iden-
tity, creativicy, and imaginatiomn Tis laws do not cegulace
the systematic terrorizarion, caprure, and mass murder af
Gavs, s ai s the planned, systemaic descrucon of
Gays: gaynocide,

As a political statement and swretegy, for example, mem-
liers of the Gay Liberation Fronr in the early 1970s adop-
ted intentionally androgynous dress and grooming. This
Was noran if|tfn|:f’f;|:al|nn W;th |1ctr'm:11'-:l1:1[_gcnr|l:r I:I.IEEi"
plines, buta pointed rejection of such disciplining,
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Much, of course, has been made of the su-
Ppuscd biological link between sex and gen-
der, so that what 15 actually trans-sexual (to
the extent that that can actually be accomplis-
hed) is heralded as trans-gender. In the con-
text of straight supremacy, the supposition of
a biological link between sex and gender is use-
ful to make gender seem like a product of na-
ture instead of politics; thus, challenges to gen-
der are rendered less likely. In the context of
gay rights, gender identity is propagandized
as biology in order to analogize it to homose-
guality, certainly claimed as biological; thus,
making a political kinship between sexuality
and gender identity seem reasonable. But per-
haps as much as any phenomenon of patriar-
chy, transsexuality exposes the fact that nei-
ther sex nor gender, nor sexuality for that ma-
ter, as categories of difference that matter, have
much to do with biology. Transsexuality 1s
better understood as the social meaning of bio-
logy when biology is social, as in the case of
the need to alter biology to conform to patriar-
chal notions about what gender means. Thus,
transsexuality is patriarchy succeeding onto-
logically, in the sense that reified dominance
producing surgical alteration to conform to
gender norms does not look epistemological
in the context of transsexuality. Instead, ir 1s
taken as, theorized as, defended as, and pro-
moted as, biology; thus bringing new meaning
to Catharine MacKinnon’s observation that
“dominance reified becomes difference.”*?
Quirte literally, here, gender epistemology is
reified as biology —is made biological (or, at
least, physiological)- through the “sex chan-
ge” operation™!. A purely biological mode of
gender division, in the sense that one simply
cither /s 2 man or 7 a woman, in the gendered
sense, by birth is reinforced. Nothing here
challenges the construction of gender or its
hierarchy.

8 Catharine A. MacKoaens, Toweard a Ferninist Theory of
the State 238 (198Y).

" This is now relerred ta in the medical community as “sex
reassignment surgery " or “gender reassignment surgery”,
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It is this epistemic surrender thar I think
has given some feminists difficulties with trans-
sexualism, conceptually and politically ~ that
transsexualism basically accepts the notion that
gender is difference rather than hierarchy in
operation'*?. Ln the rranssexual system, gender
18 distinetly bipolar, with one pole being male/
masculine and the other pole being female/fe-
minine. Bach pole is possessed of some inhe-
rent attributes that define what it is to be male
and female; each pole is complementary. Whi-
le transvestitism —a man in a dress— might do
something to disrupt gender, obscuring the
difference berween what is social and what is
biological, transsexualism essentially reinfor-
ces straight male dominance by reinforcing sex
difference and presenting gender binarism as
static and natural.

Whatever discomfort transsexuals face is
thus taken as a natural biological harmony so-
mehow disrupted (by being born in the wrong
body?) that can be restored through lopping
off the penis, or the breasts, e cerera — by the
“science” of "gender reassigniment surgery.”
Quite to the contrary of Gay liberation’s aim
of destroying patriarchal/heteroarchal gender
caregories, transsexualism says flatly that gen-
der 1s all we have.

Thus, the liberalism that celebrates trans-
sexualism is not much different from the con-
servatism that would condemn it. For each,
what is nature, thus natural, is simply a reflec-
tion of how the socially dominant see them-
selves. For liberals, that natural self is ultma-
tely an autonomous self. Thus, the complete
autonomy over the body that is a precondi-
tion of transsexuality is simpatico with a libe-
ral politic. This is fairly easy to see. Less ob-
vious are transsexuality’s inks o conservatism.
Oddly, transsexualisn, condemned, of cour-

B See., e, Janice G, Ravyonn, Tramssexual Empire: The
Making of the She-Male (1979); Mary Davy, Gyn/Ecolp-
ay: The Metaetlics of Radical Feminism (1978).
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se, by religionists, 1s actually a mutated clone
of natural law theory. Essentially, transsexua-
lism says that Self-alienating gender stereoty-
pes and sexual roles are part of an immutable
(divine?) plan — certainly, they are a part of
nature, Any transsexual you ask will tell you
that this plan is clearly knowable through (and
here 15 the note of evangelical Protestantism)
personal revelation. In facr, transsexuals say
this personal revelation comes very early: they
say they know long before puberty that they
are “in the wrong body™"*. Transsexual fun-
damentalism says that there 1s male and fema-
le, as you shall know them. The important
question is how you know them. Transsexuality's
answer is really that of conservative religion:
you know them by gender, which is holy for
both the transsexual and the religionist alike.

Curiously celebrated by the gay rights
movement as a path to liberation, transsexua-
|i3m ].S at‘:tua“}’ more ﬂkin to rﬂjigiﬂus dﬂgm&,
standing in the way of authentic personhoaod,
which is Self-creation, not mimicry by ritual
or other means. T'o say that sex exists only co-
extensively with gender in the head, which
must be moved to the body, 1s not an auto-
nomy claim, much less a creative one. It’s su-
rrendering any autonomy, by moving to one’s
predetermined place. From the trangsexual
perspective, gender and sexuality in most ca-
ses, and possibilities for reinvention relative to
ecither or both, are severely limited by npid,
predetermined roles. Gay liberation, by con-
trast, recognizes the ambiguity of the authen-
tic Self, which cannot be encapsulated in abs-
tractions in the form of gender or subverted

m T!'Il'?n lI'I.i!E IEI'] 4] d.'IC E]'Ii'll.'l[']li]'lg pral:-ticc Hf mfdicﬂ”}'-ﬁllﬂ-
pending puberty inidentilied “transgender” childeen. The
idea behind the practice is that it will prevent the anset of
the “wrong puberty” ina "transgender child.™ Thus, for
mﬂiC"tU"FEmﬂiE tmnxscxuﬂs, tll'lis WDII'.(". mean .'I\l'ﬂ;ci:il'lg
thickening of the vocal cords, masculing body hair patter
15, increases in size of musculanure and skeleral composi-
tion, and other "masculinization™ of the body attendant
with ingreases of testogierone in males at puberty.
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through concrete distortions in the form of
rigid sex roles. In this much needed analysis,
Gay liberation understands patterns of rela-
ting sexually as subject to social evolution, net
as defined by “nature,” Gay liberation hay
always been lirst and foremost about libera-
tng all human beings from the murderous con-
dition that is Heteroarchy; it cannot, therefo-
re, celebrate surrender to the bedrock princi-
ples of Heteroarchy, which are sex roles and
gendr:r llierarch}'. Ga}r liberation's act of ques-
tioning and protesting what Janice Raymond
named “The Transsexual Empire™* may thus
aid in the breaking down of gender that is ne-
cessary for true, Radical change.

2. Trans-sex/Trans-gender

The prefix “trans” signals that transsexua-
lity and its conceprual umbrella, rransgender,
are CG!IC&]IVE‘j Uf as mﬂ.r!:[iﬂ.g 1 MOoVement across
the gender spectrum. Indeed, the surgical and/
or hormone-induced alteration of the sexed
body (male/female) to craft a “new,” explicit-
ly-gendered body (male-to-constructed-fema-
le/female-to-constructed-male) mvolves mo-
vement. The degree of the movement, and con-
comitantly its political content, is what is of
most interest in a Gay liberation analysis. Lt s
in this respect that I think the trend in the
modern gay rights movement of accepting the
conflation of “transgender” with “wranssexual”
15 a serious mistake.*® A disruption of gender
to the extent that conventionally understood

M My citation to Raymond’s well-known work on trans-
sexuality {Ra¥MonD, supre note 11) is not nended 10
endorse some of her more exotic and dated claims. For
example, that male-to-female rranssexuals are part of a
pacriarchal plot o spy oo wemen by infilrrating women’s
spaces. | no mare believe thar than 1 helieve Gore Vidal’s
Lctonalized sceount of the male-to-lerale transsexoal
whose sole purpose is o tormive giraight men. See Gore
Vioar, Myra Breckivmncrf 1993).

David Valentine doés an excellsnt job tracing the develo-
pment ol this trend in fmaginimy Transgender, An Eth-
nography of & Cazegory (2007),
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gender hierarchy is unsettled by gender-ben-
ding activity has political moment; compara-
tively bland migration from one gender pole
to the other is not revolutionary — is not a
movement toward personal, much less, social
liberation. In fact, acceprance of transsexualism
in the guise of transgenderism may be more
dangerous than it first appears. In actualiry,
transsexualism 1s about more than understan-
ding gender separately from sexuality, as many
proponents of transsexualism argue, Trans-
sexualism amounts to a technologized reme-
dicalization of Gays and the endorsement of
the possibility of a medical “cure” for homo-

sexuality.

In the West, where reality is obfuscated
by postmodernism and an insistence on derea-
lization as progress, as well as a fersh for
“choice” that makes choice apparent where it
is not real, these facts are obscured. In other
places, however, the view 15 not so obscured.
In Iran, for example, where homosexuality is
punishable by particularly grucsome manifes-
tations of the death penaley, transsexual sur-
gery is paid for by the state'’. In Iran, a Gay
man can become a “straight woman” to avoid
this kind of punishment. It is the “final solu-
tion” for homosexuality, Thus, when Iran’s
President Ahmadingjad says that there are no
homosexuals in Iran, thanks to state-manda-
ted transsexualism, he can mean 1t*¥, Now, of
course, critics will immediately point out that
the West is not Iran, protesting that the kind

1% [y Morman Spnck, a |ezding priponent of medicalized
transsexuality, has said definitely thae *being mansgende-
red 15 ngr about sexual artenration, ™ Dr. Eip:.d{': use of
the term "Lr;r_tﬂgﬁudl.:rcd” Lere 15 thlivalf:ul witl ity use
in the mainstream gay vights mavement i mean mecheal
alecration o the body through hormones or surgery — the
defimuon of “rranssexnal™ as wsed 0 rhis Chaprer. See
Ellen 8. Glazer, Demysiifying the Transgendered: Rennw-
sned Brookline Physictan, Broosune Macazne, Apr.
2005, ar 22-27.

Tanazr FeracHian, He Like Others {2003:! {ﬂncurnen'm'}r
Il

See Helene Cooper, Abmadingjad at Columbia, Parries
and Pazylos, DUY, Tivzs, Sept. 25, 2007, au AL,
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ot harsh legal discipline for sexuality present
there no lenger exists here. Or that what hap-
pens i Iran is a direct result of Tslamist des-
potism. But Sandra Bartky, building on
Foucault’s theory of institutionalized discipli-
ning of “docile bodies,” explains that overt le-
gal discipline is not always necessary to accom-
plish gender (and sexuality) discipline'. In
fact, once the discipline is no longer overtly
legal —once it 15 invisibilized and made over to
a question of social practice and good taste- it
may be even more effective. Once obvious
caercion disappears so too does much of the
impetus for rebellion. The spectre of choice
once materialized is all that 1s necessary to rai-
se the 1dea of agency, which in democratic so-
cieties 1s all that seems to be required to trans-
form the appressive into the romantic.

Nevertheless, liberal theory continues to
talk about transsexualism as though it were
transgenderism —as though it really has some-
thing to do with abolishing gender as we know
it. Professor Judich Butler, for example, cites
transsexual activist Kate Bornstein for the pre-
mise that a transsexual cannot aceurately be
described as a “woman” or “man,” but must
be understood in terms of verbs that articulate
a process of continuous transformation— of
“in-betweenness”'?, But transsexuals cannot
have it both ways. They cannot claim some
paradigm shifting move and then go about li-
ving gender polarity as if it were natural. The-
re is a certain “in-betweenness” inherent when
a being chromosomally- sexed male lives with
a vagina, but when that constructed-vaginal-
female then presents as gendered female, hair,
make-up, dress, stilettos, and so on, the “in-
betweenness” loses any political value (if it had
any) from the standpoint of Gay liberation.
Transsexuality is, especially outwardly, a nor-

1 See Sandra L. Barrey, Femininity and Domination: Sti-
dies n the Phenamennlagy of Oppression (1990) {especia-
lly chapter 5),

e padith Buries, Gender Trowble: Femingsm and the Sib-
werston of Tdertrty xil (1999),
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mative project, and, as such, it relinquishes part
of what is at the core of Gay liberation, name-
ly the destabilization of gender as a category
of authority, Under transsexuality, one 15 2
woman or a man only according to the gender
framework of the Heteroarchy, and 1o call into
question gender norms for the transsexual is
to |ose one’s place in gender — a place no Gay
person has ever had, Tlluminatingly, when
Bornstein attended one of my speeches on
pornography, he/she, also a pornographer,
spolce from the floor in response to my asser-
tion that Gay pornography reduces Gay
people to sex. “Everybody’s got to be about
something,” he/she said, “What’s wrong with
being all about sex?”"*! As a transsexual, Bor-
nstein is all about conventional/patriarchal
gender, whether or not he/she is willing to
admit it'2,

Wl Thisp articular speech was given at the 2008 Southeastern
Unity Conlference, held ac the Univessity of North Caro-
lina, Chapel Hill if Bornstein's “theory™ wasn't such a
mass of contradicions, tus posiion would be exceedin
gly odd given that, in Gender Qurlazy, Bornstein poinre-
dly recognizes pornography as a form of “force” — of coer
cion. Se¢ Susan BORMWSTEIN, Gender Outlam: On Men,
Weomen and vhe Res of Uy 233 (1995),

Kate Bornstein's theory of gender, ourlined in Gender
Owtlee and in subsequent work, though [raughe wich
internal contradictions and incansistencies, is werth fea-
ding. Bornstein, himself/herself 2 postoperative wans-
sexual, gives a compelling account of his/her early life as a
man (semething he/she says he/she never was) and 2 run
down of the surgical process as well as its afrermarh. He/
she also makes some pelioeally salicit poines about gun
der and power. But, in the end, Bornsrein’s own thenry
abour the social construetion and consequent mutabilicy
of gender 15 belied by histher own acrions of presenrarion
as a gender-female and day-to-day “passing,” (See, eg.,
id. a1 48) whoch 15 the transsesual phenomenon of nor iden-
rifying as transsesual (as Bornstein preseribes) bucol iden-
tifying solely with the gender 1o which the rranssexual
hiag transitioned (some manssexuzls have descrbed tus
covert transsexuality 1o me as “going stealth™), and of her
Insistence on the maral relovance of gendered pronuuns
ta describe transsexuals. See idat 126 Bornstein seems
genuinely oblivious ro the face that his/her stated aum of
destroying gender {fd. at 112} is undernuned by hig/her
insistence on “living.,,25 2 woman” ({¢f, at 149}, wich his/
her “sex change” being the most obvious ourward mani-
festation of both the actual relagonship under patiarchy
between sex and the gender binary and the most conyin-
cing evidence that, in living the binary and claiming revo-
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Butler, too, celebrates the revolutionary
capacity of transsexualism in her best-known
book, paradoxically entitled Gender Trouble'’.
The title and the entire work are paradoxical
because Professor Butler proceeds from the
premise that gender is entirely a product of
social discourse —a premise with which I am
not inclined to disagree. The paradox develops,
however, because Butler understands there to
be no reality outside of social discourse— no
meaningful distinction between apparent rea-
lity and truth — thus indicating gender as an
imitation without an original. Ne Self that has
been c.aprurcdf gendercd exists in Butler’s post-
modern philosophy; thus for Butler, gender is
all that there is. And yet, Butler understands
gender as capable of being revolutionized and
transsexuzlity as a revolutionary enterprise.
She writes:

Indeed, if we shift the example from drag
to transsexuality, then it is no longer possible
to derive a judgment about stable anatomy
from the clothes that cover and articulate the
budy That budv may be prcopcratlvc, tranm—
tional, or post-operative; even “seeing” the
body may not answer the question: for what
are the categories rhmsf.gb which one sees? The
moment in which one’s staid and usual culru-
ral perceptions fail, when one cannot with su-
rety read the body that one sees, is precisely
the moment when one is no longer sure whe-
ther the body encountered 1s that of a man or
a woman. The vacillation between the catego-
ries itself constitutes the experience of the body
in question.

When such categories come into question,
the reality of gender is also put into crisis: it

lution, Bornseein doesa't get it Crwell dido't know Bor-
nstein, bur Bornsrein eerminly knows doublethink. Sull,
i Geader Qutlazy, there are glinmers of hape. At the
bnalk's conclusion, Barnstein claims thar *pid ™ is “an iden-
ity I'm wu||air|5 iy way out of * fd at 238 In this en-
deavar, | wish him/her well,

B Burien, seira note 15,
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becomes unclear how to distinguish the real
from the unreal. And thus is the oceasion in
which we come to understand that what we

take to be “real,” what we involke as the natu-
ralized knowledge of gender is, in fact, a chan-
gea ble and revisable reality. Call it subversive
orcall it smncthmg else. Although this insight
does not in itsell constitute a political revolu-
tion, no political revolution is possible without
a radical shift in one’s notion of the possible
and the real... At this point, the sedimented
and reified held of gender “reality” is unders-
tood as one that might be made differently and,
indeed, less violently'*,

But what Butler is describing here is a
change —often explicitly violent, in the case of
sex reassignment surgery— in anatomical sex,
not in gender. Gender, the social practice, is
what drives surgical alteration of an anatomi-
cally male body to make it appear female, Be-
cause the anatomy does not comport with the
gender the transsexual feels compelled to live
socially, the body is altered. Sex changes in this
scenario (although, of course, not at a chro-
mosomal level); the meaning of gender does
not. Nothing is made different; compulsory
heterosexuality is reinforced; the heterosexual/
heteronormative complementarity of bodies is
reinforced, The only subversion is the subver-
sive desire of a man to be 2 woman, Bur this is
less subversive when one pauses to consider
that perhaps the only thing worse than being a
woman, from the heteroarchal perspective, is
being a Gay man. To be Gay in patriarchy/
Heteroarchy is to be alien from the gender hie-
rarchy, and thus separated from power, to be
inhuman, Transsexuals generally believe they
are not intelligibly human unless they conform
to naturalized understandings of what sex is
to gender and gender is to sex. The body of
the transsexual thus becomes a reification of
the power transsexuality 1s theorized to op-

M I at v,
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pose: it is mutilated in a real sense by and for
the compulsory heterosexuality it is said to
disrupt —and it 15 affected by and effects gen-
der in ways that are irreducibly traditionally
patnarchal/heteroarchal. Mutilaton of the
body, usually the female body, in the name of
an idealized gender complementarity, has, af-
ter all, been a longstanding patriarchal practi-
ce— a longstanding and effective way of gen-
dering power, and, indeed, of sexualizing
power s exclusively heterosexual along gen-
der lines.

The pathological view of humanity as a
stasis of the male positive and the female ne-
gative has been inscribed on women’s bodies
for the whole of patriarchal history, The phy-
sical disunguishing between the male and the
female —necessary to keep the powerful male
cthos dominant— has been physically enacted
through countless mutilations. For one thou-
sand years in China, for example, women’s feet
were bound from early girlhood', At about
seven or eight years-old, a girl’s feer were was-
hed in a chemical to cause shrinking and then
bound as tightly as possible, usually by the
girl’s own marher, with all toes, except the big
toe, bent inward to the sole of the foot. Bones
broke. This procedure was repeated frequent-
ly for approximately three years —a fresh agony
visited on the girl each time the bandages were
loosened, so that the foot could be washed, and
tightened again. The ideal end-product would
be the three-inch “lotus foot”- the idolized
object of Chinese men’s sexual pleasure'*. In

% For excellent discussions of foetbinding in China, sec
Andrea Dworkin, Worman Hanng (1974) (the entive chap-
ter 6, entitled Gywoide: Chinese Footbinding), See also
Dacy, supra note 11 (the enrire chaprer 4 entitled Chmase
Foothinding: Cin Foornoting the Three-Inch "Lottis=Ho-
oks"),

Another sexuzlization of the bound foor involred the
wyth that the way in which women with bound [eet had
1o walk resulted ina strengthening of the vaginal and ree-
tal museles of these women, thus making the vagina and
anus tighter and more emjoyable lor nuales duving pene-
lrE.LiD!I.
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reality, of course, the fetishized sexual (and
obviously gendered) foot was a rotting, oozing,
puss-filled stump. Toenails grew o the sole
of the foot, cireulation all but stopped, some-
umes toes fell off, flesh blackened and roteed.
Girls were forced to walk —or more accurately
to habble- on these rotting stumps. Of course
they werealso taught always to conceal the true
nature of their mutilated feet from men, so that
even during sex the female feer were never

naked.

This atrocity of foothinding commirted
against Chinese women’s bodies was done in
the name of sex roles, male/female complemen-
tarity, and gender identty, all to the tune of
straight male desire. In other words, footbin-
ding communicated the patriarchal message
ahout what a woman looked like in imperial
Chinese culture, or, even more specifically,
what a desirable woman looked like; thus re-
vealing gender wself as a kind of sexual fetish.
To have one’s feet bound was to be definitive-
lyv and definitionally female: the outward sign
of the lotus foot communicated the feminine
wdentty. To be born biclogically female and
not to have bound feet was to be robbed of
one’s status {albeit the lower status in patriar-
chy) of being a desirable woman. Thus, wo-
man, thoroughly sexualized, 2 made through
the social process of gender,

Of course, one mig]_'n: say that transsexua-
lity is qualiratively different than footbinding
because of the difference in degree of apparent
agency in the rwo practices. Transsexuals, 1t
could be said, themselves choose to alter their
bodics surgically. Chinese girls, by contrast,
had body alteration foreed on them by their
morthers or zunts or older female relatives (ac-
wually, of course, by the Chinese patriarchs
who forced these practices on all women), But
T remember seeing a news program many years
aga leaturing an elderly Chinese women, ta-
king the tiny, hobbling steps that are the re-
sult of [ootbinding. This woman, a young
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woman when the revolutionary regine out-
lawed foorhinding, continued to bind her own
feet out of a gender-motivated desire to be
“beautiful,” in the gendered sense, and artrac-
tive to men — that is, to be a woman, The Hin-
du practice of sati 18 another example of body
destruction in the name of gender in which the
compulsion necessary to sustain the practice
is rendered invisible, rendered merely culen-
ral'¥, Indian widows were seen to leap “willin-
gly” into the funeral pyres of their husbands
and burn to death. Perhaps in a state of captu-
red consciousness some did go “willingly” to
their deaths (although some women had to be
physically forced)", But social compulsion
was/1s at work!"". Perhaps physical destruction
seems to some widows a pracrical response to
prevailing social deprivation and ostracism.

Other forms of body destruction and ne-
gation continue, usually in the form and prac-
tice of patriarchal religions denominated “cul-
ture” (whose culture?) by relativists: female
genital mutilation or negation of the female

¥ 1t also shows the inherently patriarchal/heteroarchal na-
ture of marrage, of which the practice of widow-burning
is abviously dervative. Marriage and gender are inextri-
cably iterewined, Szir is a consummanon.of bath. Foran
excellent, feminist excavation of saf and its meanings, see
Dy, sepra note L1, at114-127. Daly's critique is not
without its problems. For one thing, Daly’s criticism of
god-centered patriarchal veligion does not necessarily
rranstate o Hinduism, which certainly has susined a
harsh p:u_riﬂn:ha] .-irm:it‘:ty bt is neverthelessa religinn thiat
fearures many powerful poddesses. Also, T am cognizant
U{ soIme ‘_II'IJISILJIJ.UJlﬂl {l.:}'l.'lill]l.sl \U["I'I'lh J‘Ejf{:Lil!g Ihﬁ pDSSi-
hility of anri-patriarchal eritigue that can be wpplied eross-
culwrally, Seq, e.g., Chandra MonarTy, Femmian Without
Borders: Decolomizing Theary, Praciiceg Soldarity (2003);
Tlma WNanayae, Dfsi’mmiﬂg Cudiares: Tdentitivs, Tradi-
s and Thivd Warld Fewiniom (1997). Tn the end,
though, T'm left with a fairly basic question: Dio wamen
marter or nor? | chink they do, and they marter equally
overywhere, including in places where obvicusly gende-
red practices like satr, although not widespread, aceom-
plish thelr deseruction,

Dhaly discusses the force necessary in marny instances. fd
Tuse thie pastand present vierb form here because, although
it was outhiwed in Indin in 1829, saif persists in some dreas.
Sve, v, Worrian Jrmps inte Hlasbads Deneral Pyre, THE
Trves oF Iamsia, Oct, 13, 2008,
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body through the Islamist practice of veiling
are examples.™ In the case of the vell, “fems

nist” culrural reladivists defend the practice as
one of female agency, invisibilizing the patnar-
chal religiomist compulsion that causes women
to smother themselves under layers of sufling
clothing, even covering their mouths and no-
ses. ™ Still subder forms of gender ingcription
on the body exist [or the supposedly-libera-
ted Western woman, in the form of suletto
heels or layers of face-obscuring make-up (and,
of course, much more). Even pregnancy, with
its real physical dangers, is often (is usually)
an imposed state of Sell-negation, with women
conned LALO $e€Ing Pregnancy s a Umique sour-
ce of fulfillment in the system of gender pola-

" Alshough the mutilation of female bodies has certainly
been more prevalent, males have not escaped enorely uns-
cathed from the anatomical Gxations of the patrizrchal
world. There are, for example, the practices of penis elon-
gation, whereby hieavy weights ave attached to the penises
of young menin some areas of Africa. But there is also the
pragtice, so comumon in Aumerica as w go nearly unremar-
ked, of male circumeision, This custom, perpernared as 1
parriarchal religious pracice of Judaisin, volves excision
of the skin covering the elands of a male child®s penis. Tn
the Jewish rradition, this male muzilation i fralized in
the bris, & ceremany in which a rabbi (not a doctor) per-
forms the surgery, while onlookers gawk ar this sadism
and celebrate it as a religious rite. De-ritualized male cir-
cameision has been exported o the West, especially 1o
America, where it is foisted on male children, per their
parents, by doetors who claim iv s medical necessivy. In
fact, cirpumeision — penile curting — may be an original
form of ranssexvalism. It was necessary for Jewish men,
who invented the idea of subservience o ane, consum-
mately male god, 1o relinguish sonme of thelr manhood, to
become, 10 contrast to their omnipotent male god, lemi-
nine, This they secomplished through penile cuning,
Through the cut, blasding penis they became/become like
women in funietion — a5 Andrea Dworkin put ir, chey be-
came/hecome “menstruating males.”

Burwhen affinity for the veil is counterpoised against es-
caluting danger inageressively putriarchal, Islamist culo-
res, veiling is revealed not sa much an ace of agency as one
of survival. Egypuan aciivist Nawal Tl Saadawi’s has ob-
served thar when she was in medical school in the 1950y
there were moovetled women in the sehool, but thar in the
19905 close o elghry-percent of wemen in schwol were
veiled {the number is probably greater now). Sadaawa has
said flarly thar, *Fundamentalism is why women i the
Islamic world are now velled again.” See Mary Daly,
Quinresserice. . REATzNG TrE AucHalc PUTURE: A Ra-
vrcar Bresenmar Femmeast Masmresto 80 (1998).
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rity, induced into the delusion that they are
having children because they want to.
Meanwhile, pregnancy and ensuing child-rea-
ring arc actually used to [ix and make state a
woman’s inferionity to men. She s punished -
professionally, economically, intellectually, ez
cetera — for her unique capacity to bear chil-
dren.!*?

I offer these examples of traditional gen-
der-based mutilations to ask this question: Can
women in patriarchy ~women who “choose”
ta bind their feer or walk inta the flames, or
veil their faces, or have their third or sixth or
eighth child, or hobble arcund on stiletto he-
els- really be said to be exercising meaninglul
agency over their own bodies? My premise 1s
that the gender compulsion affects ranssexuals
in similar, powerful ways."” The historical
negation of the female through destruction of
the body —a practicality in no uncertain terms
in many situations— is carried forward into a
new, technologized age where, in spite of the
same advances in knowledge that make the
process of “sex change” possible, in the name
of compulsory heterosexuality’s pathological
vision of gender polarity, the body, this ume
the body of a Gay man'*, must still be nega-
ted, must be mutilated. No one is dragging the
transsexual to the surgeon’s kmife or the hor-
monal needle, but the compulsion is real.

And what of the related, but certainly less
physically-vielent practice with which Proles-
sor Butler begins her discussion of transsexua-

For lucid discussion of this point, see Andrea Dworin,
Qur Blood: Praphesies and Discawrses an Sexusd Padities
100-01 {1976) [Hereinafter Dwonkny, Our Broop),
Interestingly, Kate Bornstein recognized zender ar this
kind of force. See BORNSTER, sapra note 20, al 233,

See the section of this essay, Transsexsalivy as Gay Erasu-
Tty h}.r ELQ,L)UIE.[IL‘II[. Dl COLUrSe, ]..Il Ll';].ll;:isl.'}iulﬂlit}', []'ll'.'- LJ.Ud}'
of 1 womanisalse mutilated in thesase of fomale-ra-male
transsexuals. The cases of lemale-to-niale conversion seem
|'F."(F rl'ﬁ.{]'llf.:‘lr, b'l'l'l: W].'I e&n Ilf'li'y [][] Qtur llﬁ' an h{: Jlrﬂ.i]'i'}' Sﬂid
that doubie and historically connected negations occur —
nepation of both the female body and the Leshian Sell.
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lity above: what of drag? Professor Butler secs
drag as illumining the soecial construction of
gender and, importantly, as disputing its na-
turalness.””® But to tell the whale truth about
drag, one must distinguish berween drag thar
is “female impersonation” and drag that is
“wender-fuck.”™ Drag as gender-fuck may
involve a man, identifiable as a man, in a dress.
Encountering an identifiable man in a dress 1s
startling. It sends messages about gender roles
that, obviously, contradict those roles.'” It 1s
disruptive. Drag as female impersonation, on-
the-other-hand, is simply the ritual reenact-
ment of the patriarchal/heteroarchal feminine
eternal — the role attributed to women as the
product of nature and accepred as such. Fe-
male impersonators pantonume and pander to
traditional gender roles, often in exaggerated
fashion, re-enacting the feminine stereotype
with dramatic flourishes: the sensual dance, the
provocative gesture, the lip-synched sexual
ballad or club groove.' These are parodies of
woman; they are not liberatory. The Sell 1s not
liberated; even in drag, the Self is still gendered.

Perhaps the reason that Professor Butler
does not respect this difference 1s that she can-
not understand it, largely because she does not
believe there is a Self beyond the veneer of so-
cial construction, This is an ebscurantism that
1s hard to understand fully, a discussion of gen-
der that takes gender to be an imitation that
has no original, nor referent. Her understan-
ding of the body in these same terms is per-
haps what leads her to her conclusion that
rranssexuality is liberation. As Richard Mohr

B Bumies, sepre note 19, at 123, 128=-39, [43—49,
% O this point see Richard Mong, Gay Ldeas: Ouiing and
Orher Controversies 144, et seq. (1994),

15" 1'm thinking here of Harry Hay, the original prophet ol
Gy male Radicalisn, whe, often appearing bedecked in
Native-American jewellery, and sometimes in a dress,
anderstaud the Inportance of disrupring gender hege-
mony 1 the beteraarchal model.

Certainly, drag is also sonietimes a sexual ferish. This roo
is ried to heternarchal understandings of the commumica-
fenol (hetero)iezuality through zendered modes of dress.

Lig

8

observes, Butler “presses further [than Foucault],
She claims that the bady is even less than a
blank slate, and that Foucault is wrong in main-
taining a body prior to its cultural inscrip-
ton.” '™ So there ts no sexed body, only a gen-

dered body. From Buter’s perspective then,
perh'lp&. there is only transgender, and what is
transsexual is transgender by the default of
Butler’s position, which has here drifred inro
Derrida-land, that there is no being outside of
social context.”®

Popular rationalization and defense of
transsexuality is different from Professor
Butler’s postmodern musings on the subject.
The transsexual politic is quite distinctly enc
ol biology, naming as a product of naturc or
biology the psychological sex that must be
appeased through surgical modificarion of the
body. And ver there are resonances of Butler's
theory in transsexual polities, for, ina very real
way, transsexuality suggests that the corporeal
body does not really exist —not authentically
at least— until the social inseriprions of com-
pulsory heterosexuality’s gender have been
imprinted on it. The principal distinction in
the conereteness of transgender politics and the
spuriousness of postmodern nothingness,
however, is that transsexual advocates say that
gender is a priori —is always. Butler says that
gender, despite the fact that she devotes tomes
to it, never really was. Herein lies the chief
principle of resistance of Gay liberation 1o Gay
erasure through transsexual Sell-mutilation
and postmodern nihilism: this principle is the
existential assertion of Self— the [ am. L am a
Gay man, and no transsexual lobbyist or post-
modern theorist is going to disabuse me of that

50 Mowr, s#pra note 35, ac 279 n.g (1992) (ciong Buier,
siepra note 19,41 138),

The groundlessness of Butler’s ke leaves me, with Mohr,
wondaring “what in the end she does mean.” MaHg, s
pra noce 35, at 279 n.i0. Thiz coming to nothongness 13
perhaps what packs tenure dossiers these days, butir, ke
all postmodernism, is of litile use to problems m need of
selutions,

rall
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fact." And this should in no sense be read as
an assertion of male power, T hope T would be
equally emphatic about my identity 11 T were a
Gay woman —a Lesbian.

3. Transsexuality as Gay Erasure

As 1 have alluded already, T have olten
wondered how much of transsexualism can be

il Postmodernism is dangerous for Gay liberation principa-
lly because it paralyzes activisn A brilliant young scho-
lar T know told me recently of his confusion at having his
invited paperin a sympoesivim simaltaneously praised and
maligned by a famous Harvard pastmodernise professor.
My friend was told his work was bollant excepr for the
fact that it condescended to offer solunions to real-world
problems. Go figure - the “problem” s thar your scho-
larship might actually matrer in the real world.

For postmodernists, an idenvry caimed by a motley
assortment of characters whose worlt has lirtle in common,
not the least of which is consistency, there can be no reality
of Gay life because a central epistemic notion for postmo-
dernisim is that reality does not exist, What rakes reality’s
phace as & subject (but, then, there ave no subjects in past-
modermism ather) is generzlly a blathering on unw no-
thingness that leaves one wondering about the point. The
[act that much af this is coming out of the most prestigious
of umiversities and being published 1n the most prestigious
of places is not surprising, since one may fairly suppose
that this is the eventual product of chtism left alone with
isell for long enough: obseurantism 1n the guise of pro
fandity. Many are fooled, not the least of whom, 1t seems,
are postmodernists themselves. The perfeer exampleof this
lkind af blind elitist snobibery is the publication of an essay,
which was in fact inscrutable blather, in a leading postmo-
dern journal. See Alan D, SoxaL, Transgressing the Bown-
davive Toward a Transformative Hermenentics of Quan-
tumn Grravity, 46/47 Sociae Texr 217 (L996). Sokal said that
he engaged in his satimcal infilteation of the postmodern
noise machine because he “never guite undersiood how
deconstruction was supposed 1o help the working class.®
AlanSora & Jean Bruicsont; Fashionable Nomsense: fost-
wevdern Tntellocinals' Abuse of Science 269 (1998),

Pastmodern, elitist detachment from ceality and the
utter desperation of Gay people living under straighe su-
premacy have merged in the emergence of marriage and
wranssexuality as central liberation themes in gay rights
discaurse and polies. What T see as the erasure of Gay
identity cannot be understood this way by 2 postmodern
polities hecause postmodernism denies the existence of any
colicrent Gay reality or experience 1o erase. Postulating
otherwise — thar, for example, Gays share the identity of
subordination under stratzht supremacy — s sneered acas
“essenmialist.” And the acme of aggrandized hetera-assi-
wilation in marriage and its twisted cousin transsexuality
are reconstiruted a5 revululion

explained by an appalling Self-hatred, an
overwhelming need not to be Gay — in ather
words, a Self-liquidating homophaobia. Fram
this perspective, transsexualism is a way af
avoiding being a femme Gay man or a butch
Lesbian. Instead a femme Gay man can actua-
lly be a “straight woman,” and a butch Les-
bian can actually be a “straight man.” Of cour-
se,  am aware that there are cases of post-ope-
rative male-to-female Lesbians and of female-
to-male “Gay men.” Kate Bornstein, for exam-
ple, professes to be a transsexual Lesbian. As
in any system, there are counterfactuals and
outliers. Still, the outhiers often aren’t really as
far out as they appear. The climax of Bornstein’s
Gender Outlaw, for example, is the revelation
that his/her “lesbian lover” is “becoming a

marn,*162

For my theory ol transsexuality to make
senge at this point, one must pause Lo remem-
ber the importance of the gendered body and
its relationship to compulsory heterosexuali-
ty under patriarchy/Heteroarchy as “a direct
locus of social control.™¢ I know [rom expe-
rience that it is not uncommon for Little Gay
boys, who often instinctively identify with
women because they sense that they are being
instinctively kept at a distance by the men in

W Sge BoRNSTEN, spra note 20, 3t 225. Bornstein is inmany
ways an “exceptional” transsexual, in the sense that she
continues to identity as transsexual and a5 a transsexual
activist, Using her as 2 reference in order to discuss trans-
sexuality highlights the fact that discussion of transsexua-
lity nearly irvarably invelves discussion of exceptional
cascs, Generally, we are denied the ability to critique the
product of transsexvalism hecause the product is invisibi-
lized in straight supremacy. The practice of "going steal-
th,® as it was named for me by 2 male-wo-female rans-
sexual, which is the process of living as one’s "new™ gen-
der, with life as the prior gender rendered as underectable
as possible, means that the particulars of transsexualicy
and its relatonship ro straight supremacy are harder 1o
analyze because we cannot always readily see and evalua-
te them. Nevertheless, | believe thar the transsexnal pro-
ject raturalizes gender binarism particularly and namarali-
ze¢ heterosexualiy in the ways T have suggested - thus
naturalizes the heterosexual imperative.

168 Ghsan Borno, rbearable 'I.Vﬁ.igbt: Feminim, Wesiern
Cilrure, and ioe Body 165 [1993).
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their lives, to be chastised for being “roa femi-
nine.” (ender nonconformists have the big-
gest burdens to bear in the hetercarchal sys-
tem because they least approximate the hete-
roarchal gender norms that serve as access po-
ints to power —and, if not to power, at least to
safety.'®! To anyone who might ask why there
are so many closeted Gays, this is the why: to
be out is to be vulnerable to straight sadism.
Gays learn quickly that gender conformity/
assimilation means safety.

(Gays also learn that assimilating when we
can provide a chance to claim some of the
Heteroarchy’s dominance, however briefly.
This hypothesis can be substantiated through
the literature on transsexualism, In one of the
earliest case accounts of the psychoanalysis of
what we would today call a transsexual, J. Allen
Gilbert labeled the condition “homo-sexuali-
ty. ™% In 1954, the psychiatrist Emil Gutheil
speculated that transsexuals were homosexuals
“with an unresolved castration complex.” " In
1955, Frederic Worden, a UCLA psychoa-
nalyst and his clinical partner James Marsh
opined that transsexuality is deiven by a desi-
re for “escape from ... sexual impulses. ™' In-
deed, in the first case study of Christine Jor-
genscn him/herself, his/her Danish endocrino-
logist described him/her as “suftering from ho-
mosexual tendencies, ™ Transsexuals, of cour-
se, see transsexuality as wholly scparate from
homasexuality, as they surely would if they
were using transsexuality as an escape route
to normalcy. Jorgensen, in a recorded inter-
view, said, “T identified myself as female, and

¥ Gaysare realty trans-gender in that, by fucking peoplie of

the same sex, we dispute compulsory hererosexualivy and,
therely, gender.

Joanne Meverowmrz, Hew Sex Chappeds A History of
Transsexmatity in the Uprted States 104 (2002)

Id ax 106.

Id s 108.

Jorgensan's male-to-fomale mansformation with theaid of
Dhanish doctors 15 celebrated as the beginning of the wans-
sexual mavensent Threughout histher life, he/she acted as
a spokesperson for the srans-movement. Jd, ar 171
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consequently my interests In men were no-
mal.”*** Clearly, Jorgensen’s choice of adjecti-
ves shows the process of rationalization at
worle, her normal (read: heternsexual, even in
her pre-operative state) interest in men eom-
pared with the abnormal (read: homosexual)
interests of Gay men — of what she was before
her sex “changed.” This process of normali-
zing, mindbinding begins early and is carried
into the adult reality of Gay men and women,

The gendered, physical destruction inhe-
rent in transsexuality is thus a product of the
destruction of the mental and intellectual ca-
pacity of Gays under Heteroarchy. This, too,
1s like the destruction of women’s mental and
intellectual capacities by the patriarchs. Such
circumscription 1§ necessary to create the
{un)consciousness necessary to sustain patriar-
chal deceptions, Under Heteroarchy, Gays are
conditioned from birth to submit willingly to
our own Self-annihilation, Might transsesua-
lity not be this conditioned submissiveness to
annihilation in its most acute form — the radi-
cal annihilanon of the Gay Self through gen-
dered conformity of the body to compulsory
heterosexualiry.

Understanding transsexualism in this way
acrually provides clarity of insight into the pre-
vailing politics of the “mainstream™ gay mo-
vement. For example, Bruce Bawer’s A Place
at the Table was received enthusiasucally by
liberals and neo-cons because it told them what
they wanted to hear: that straight-assimilated
Gays were just normal folks who wanted all
the normal heterosexual things out of life."”
Except for a distaste for heterosexual sex, Gays
are straights. Gays who rebel agamst gender
rGlES :].T]CE SCK SlcrﬂOL}'PCS and t.he C-Ollv@]lti.ﬂnﬂ]
institutions enshrining them (like marriage) arc

I jd ar 183,
" Brice Bawes, A Plare at the Table: The Gay Individual
i Amierican Soaety (1993).
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to be distrusted, even punished.”'Bawer's, like
the politics of all gay conservatives, is a pol-
ties of Gay erasure. Transsexuality, of which
Bawer disapproves, is simply the extreme-li-
beral-Left version of what he preaches — era-
sing the Gay identity to conform to straight
rules. Both ideologies are built around ngid

ender conformity and of nonconformists’
erasure. In the way 1t sees gender, not to men-
tion politics, Gay liberation is substantially
dilferent in perspective. When a male-to-fema-
le transsexual seeks affirmation as a woman,
he seeks affirmation of a woman’s body as the
biological determinant of a woman’s role in
sociery. Gay conservatives, like Bawer, see gen-
der roles as assigned by sex and as basically
immutable. Gay liberation, on-the-other-
hand, understands what it means te be a man
or a woman as process driven, subject to so-
cial evolution — to change. To have a social
meaning imposed on the body — which is the
process of gender — is therefore Gay liberation’s
anathema.

4. Transsexuality and the Pornographic/Pa-

triarchal/tleteroarchal Worldview

Transscxuality, lilke marriage and porno-
graphy, is part of the heteroarchal world-
view.'” The relationship between transsexua-
lity and the pornographic worldview (that is

" Liga Duggan has named this state aptly as the “new ho-
monormativity,” See Lisa Duccan, The New Homanor-
mativity: The Sexsal Polities of Neoliberalism, in Maie-
rtalizing Demacracy: Toward a Revitalized Cultural Po-
[itfes 17595 (Russ Casteonovo & Dane D, Neison, eds,
2002).

With regard w the va sextial argument fram "nare”
and patural law junisprudence arguments about marrage,
mamely the narrow, ohsessive [ocus on “sexual caomple-
mentarity or hodily union in eoital acts,” (see Sherif Gir-
g5, Ryan T, AndersonteRobert P, George, Marrimze: No
Avoiding the Cenmal Question, available st hoypdy
wwrwithepublicdiscousse com/ 200 1/01/2295) the parallels
are undeniable. | wonder if George and company would
become enthusiasie supporiers of “ranssexnal marriape”,
if not “Gay marriage,” if the mad scentists could bgure
QUL E Wiy [0 give transsexuals 2 functioning urerus,

i
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the heteroarchal worldview) is plain in the 1968
bools, Take My Tool: Revelations of a Sex-
Switch, the blatantly pornographic autobiogra-
phy of 2 male-to-female ranssexual.™ As the
bool’s author, writing under the assumed
name of Vivian Le Mans, proclammed, “[1]n bed
performing sexually, I can finally fulfill my-
self and my male partner as much as can any
other women — and probably better than
most! "' Le Mans contrasts stories with his/
her less-than-fulfilling sex life as a Gay man
with the transcendent pleasure of sex in the
female form, underscoring the transsexual be-
lief that the “sex change” is rooted in heteroar-
chal understandings of the gendered roles and
purposes of male and female bodies.

Joanne Myerowitz, writing about Take
My Toolin her excellent boak, How Sex Chan-
ged: The History of Transsexuality in Ameri-
ca, sees Take My Tool and its blatam eran-
cistn of the transsexual as marking a sexuali-
zation of transsexuality.'”” But, in fact, sexuva-
lization of physical identity 15 an inherent com-
ponent of transsexuality in as much as it is a
practice of heteroarchal understandings of gen-
der, which have always been explicitly sexual
and bipolar, and understood 1n terms of sexual
complementarity. This polar binary is dissec-
ted in Jane Caputi’s analysis of an advertise-
ment for a perfume called “Happy.” The ad
“shows a white man and woman in 1950s-type
garb suggesting total gender role conformity.
She wears a pink party dress and holds out a
birthday cake. He sports a football uniform,
holds a ball under his arm, and has assumed a
running stance.”"”® “Happy”? Professor Ca-

Tithe My Toolis the bestfwaorst example. Vivian Le Maws,
Take My Tool (1968), Other nl.:lmb'lngrnphim of rrans-
sexuals of the perind have obviously pornographic pers-
pectives. See, eg., Lyn Raswn, Dy of a Transsexal
{(1971}; Patricia Morean & Paul Hoemar, The Man-
Maid Doll (1973).

Le Mans, sapra note 52, at &

MeyerowrTz, supra note 44, ar 170.

Jane Capur, Goddesses end Mopsters: Women, M JTh
Power, and Popular Calyure 79 [2004),
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l_u,lli wryly remarles, “I wonder. I'lug por-
trait might more aptly be dubbed “Misery,”
for the image portrays one originally whole
psyche, now split and divided against itself.™'™
The key to “step[ping| out of these ferishized
roles” is to dispute them and the sexualized
hierarchy grounded in them by refusing 1o
acquiesce in the “gender porm™ 7 built on the
Self-alienated psyche they represent.

Pornography'™ is materially a visual en-
terprise, whether the visual is created in the
mind’s eye, as in written pornography, or, as
is the case predominantly in the video/dvd/
internet age, in the physical eye, through ima-
ges of actual women subordinated through the
act of heterosexual fucking and its equivalents.
The relationship between sex and gender 15
fixed and perpetuated through pornography
as visual aide — as a how-to guide to interpre-
ting sex ditference that has been gendered. The
body and its parts are fetishized 1n pornogra-
phy and functionality is communicated
through the pornographic visual medium. The
male penis is gendered/pornographed into the
phallus, permanently erect, ever-ready, engor-
ged, pulsating, and aggressive. In straight por-
nography, the lemale body, virtually every part
of it, is sexualized according to the gender
seript. The concentration is usually on the va-
gina and the breasts. Even the smoothness of 2
woman's skin 1s fetishized, her skin used as a
sexual organ. The physical parts of her define
her as a woman, and the visual cues are of ut-
most importance to the pornographic gaze. In
photograpliic pornography, a medium in whi-
ch users cannot benefit from acrally seeing
the vagina identified by the penis thrusting into

1
17

i7

Id,

I,

Id.

To qualily the noun “pornagraphy” with the adjective
*gender,” in the way that Professor Capuii did intheatove
exncerpt, isactually a red undaney, since all pornography is
abour gender, gender is irveducibly pornographic = the
two exist entively in endependence with one another.
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ir, a5 is the case with video pornography. tric-
ks must be employed to keep the pornogra-
phic gaze in focus. The yvulva may be painted
purple, for example, or splayed and propped
open by toothpicks to make it appear three
dimensional, so that the pornographic gaze 15
directed toits appropriate object —there can be
no space for imagination, Sexual dominance
communicated socially as gender polarity— that
is the physical sex differences berween men and
women 1mbued with political meanings and
consequences — is dependant on visual cues in
pornography and in the everyday.

Rather than disputing the primacy of bi-
polar gender complementarity, transsexuality
parrots parriarchy by calling gender differen-
ce natural (biological, inevitable) and by em-
bracing its visual propaganda. In an incredible
reversal, the postmodern ethic of the trans-
sexual politic intent on de-realizing reality ac-
tually reifics the patriarchal reality of gender
difference made into dominance by intentio-
nally replicating the patriarchal gender huerar-
chy. Historian Gerda Lerner sites the birch of
patriarchy in the “invention of hierarchy.™*
Transsexualism, as a product of the medical/
scientific age, might aptly be said to be
patriarchy’s rebirth through cloning,'®

W Gerda Lexrz, Why Histary Matzers: Life and Thought
133 (1997},

Reeaders may wonder howa man becoming 2 woman could
actually be replicating patria: clial ideas abour dominance
and power when a man is relinquishing that power ve-
luntarily through adopung & female body and 1 feminine
persona (1 concenrrate on the male-to-female transsexual
here booause 2 woman wanting o become a man is more
understandable from the parriarchal perspective). Buc |
observe a mend atong many male - female ranssexuals
I meet of nor having casrragion or penisectony procedu-
res, These transsexuals ruay have bresst implants and other
surgical alterarions bue the penis and {often) testicles re-
main intact (someimes there is castration but the [ponis is
mamntained ), Omemranssexual Laskad about this put it mast
succinetly when hefshe said, *1 don’t want o ger rid of
my dick; | respeet it.” Even the celebrated Chasune Jor-
gensen had some difficulty relinquishing male-identifica-
tionentirely, Interestingly, the apolitical werm, “bisexual,”
wis popularized by doctors m the early reenteth cen-
rary as a direct result of the push to redefine sexuality on
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5. Conclusion

What can be made sense of in normal ter-
ms cannot be deviant. It is the convention ol
many Gay men [ know —especially younger
Gay men— to refer to other Gay men as “she.”
This is in part, I think, a conscious effort at
distance from straight men, who are the
oppressors, But it is also symbolic of the fact
that, in the Heteroarchy’s system of gender
Pniaj‘it}' to be fuckable is a state of behlg |
functionality —which is gender— female. As
Monique Wirtig noted, “The mark of gender,
according Lo grammarians, concerns substan-
tives. They talk about it in terms of [unc-
tion.™¥ So the invocation of the feminine pro-
noun by Gay men in friendly conversation
with each other is a kind of mental note — a
way of making intelligible their sexual practi-
ces in a heteroarchal world.

Transsexuality is, I think, a fringe out-
growth of this same kind of process of coping
with same-sex desire under straight suprema-
cy. It is a way of making sense of what seems
senseless. Judith Butler describes an “intelli-
gible gender” as one that will “in some sense
institute and maintain relations of coherence
and continuity among sex, gender, sexual prac-
tice, and desire.”# I can think of no better des-
cription of what transsexuality is. In trans-
sexuality, gender is, so that a definite and iden-
ufiable gender exists and is discernible even

ranssaxials’ terms. Beginning in the 19505, Jorgensen used
his/her celebrity and by nwost accounts incredibly persua-
sive persanzlicy o push doctors to redefing telr terms.
“Risexuality® emerged as an important explinatory toal,
endorsed by Jorgensen, w explain bis/er situation as one
in which both mutuline and feminine elements were pre-
sent, but thar the feminine predominated. One mightalso
recall Vivian Le Mans® telling remark that ™...T can finally
Fultill impsell and iy male parter as mich as can any other
wamen — aitd probably better than mostd™ LE Mans, ste-
pranote 52 (emphasis mine). Tmplicit here is tat Le Mans
brings hisdher old masculine supertority to hiséher new
female sexuality,

¥ Maonique WirTig, The Mark of Gender (1284),

W BuTLER, sigpra note 13, a1 23

1G3

when, anatomically, the body does not agree.
On-the-other-hand, gender follows from sex,
such that it can only be experienced fully if
and when the physicality thatis anatomical sex
1s made to conform, This physical sex confor-
mity makes possible the fullness of gender ex-
pression/identity, and the gender conformity
malses possible, from the transsexual perspec-
tive, the fullness of sexual expression.'® Trans-
sexuality thus serves a more or less compul-
sory heterosexuality. Once-Gay, once-men
can now have sex as women with men.'% ITe-
gemonic heterosexuality 1s renforced.

I have no doubr that the desire for a sex
change in transsexuals is an urgent, even des-
perate drive. Testimonies of this urgency are
part of transsexuality’s narrative history,™ as
well as part ol more recent case law.'™ But this
desperation, which 1s understandably for the
transsexual rationalized as a product “of natu-
re,” is not necessarily a biological phenome-
All manner of physical munlations in the
name of gender conformiry have been rario-
nalized as natural, and the drive for them has
been heady, even for their victims, erther be-

nomn.

18 Sesthe sexval exuberance of the author of Fake My Toal,
for example. L Maxs, supra nore 52,
A5 Gordene MacKenzie explains, the modern, liberal
embirace of transsexuality has also creared 3 dilemma for
transsexuals. MacKenzie notes that, “The dictionary defi-
nition [of transsexuality] also implies that by undergoing
prescribed medical treatments, transsexuals can arrain the
physical charactenisrics of the opposite sex. Nothing could
be lurther from the truth, This medical promise that sex-
reassignment surgery will provide physical characreristics
of the “opposite” sex promotes unrealistic expectations
abour the physical eapabulities of sex-reassignment sur-
gery and ignores the bidden culrural agenda of a bipolar
sociery.” See Corpove O, MacKenzte, TraNsGENDER
Mazion 13 (1994). Indeed, & wealthy, professionally-ae-
enmiplished male-to-female rranssexual told me privately
that he/she was disappainted writh the results of histher
aponizing and expensive surgeries, Some things like vo-
ice, EI{E[EE:‘[[ size, and height simply eanmaot be alered. Be-
canse hetshe Teels thac the surgery does not really allow
him/her to “pass,” hetshe often feels like a sorrof “freak-
show™ to be “stared ar.”
MEYEROWITZ, stfiva nove +4
W Lep ., Kosilelov. Maloney, 221 F Supp. 2d 156(1). Mass.
2002},
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cause of captured consciousnesses or the prac-
ticalities of survival.'™

Nothing T have said is meant to suggest,
even in the slightest, that transsexuals should
be marked for any legal disadvantage on ac-
count of their transsexuality. Quite to the con-
trary, 1 support legal protections for trans-
sexuals.” [ also think that it 1s the duty of so-
ciety, so long as Heteroarchy prevails, to pro-
vide the means of “sex change™ to transsexuals
who are desperate for it. Transsexuality is the
product of straight society and is therefore a
stratght emergency. Having thus created the
prablem, straights owe transsexuals the right
of survival and of life lived on the terms of thetr
choosing. Support lor the raking of emergen-
cy measures in exigent circumstances, howe-
ver, 1s not a determining factor for the ethical
perspective of Gay liberation on gender. To
whar degree does a belief that no human being
should be punished for conforming to the he-
terosexualization of anatomy and desire
through gender —after all, we all conform to a
ereater or lesser degrec— preclude serious in-
quiry into what possibilities might exist for im-
proving life if this same conformity were rea-
lly challenged? Whar might a day look like
when gender itself is delegitimized and remo-
ved to reveal a state of authentic sexuality?

i See the discussion of foocbinding, seti, el veteda, above,

Al Imugh 1 am inclined ra see the s1ms of such legal pro-
weetion properly in disability law, not m the discourse
legal or otherwise = of Gay liberation,
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What if we were to arrive at a day on which
concepes of gender polarity and rigid role-pla-
ying were replaced with androgynous fluidity
— in this case meant as a relerent for a world in
which the sexed body is not politicized into a
means of tyranny? Transsexuality would di-
sappear as the conditions that produce 1t di-
sappeared. Human capacity might be realized
in that world and on that day. When gender
no longer constrains the politics of Gay libe-
ration, we will be cloger ro that day, A world
made new through Gay liberation would mean
the ability to live out our lives and our sexua-
lities in ways that are not scripted for us by
gender stercotyping,

Gay liberation is at its core a Movement
for freedom through societal transformation.
Gay people, nor no people, will be truly free
until the system of gender polarity on which
so much tyranny of mind and body is predi-
cated 1s eradicated from society. The polar
identities in this system, phallic identity in men
and “masochistic nonidentity” in women, '
must and will be destroyed. As these gender
identities are destroyed, so 100 will transsexua-
lity be destroyed. Real liberation is found in
this revolutionary Gay re:tlity, not in the Self-
negatwn of pOStn‘md ernism or transsexuality
as 1ts partner in derealisation.

o See Drwankin, Our Blood, supra note 31,at 110, In her ini-
mitable way, Dwnrldn describes the resule of the gender
bimary as a “division of humain flesh into two camps —one
an armed camp and the other 2 concentration camp.” [d.
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