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51. This supports sociologist Harold Garfinkel's argument
that we treat routine events as our fue as social members
and that we treat gender, like all normal forms, as a
moral imperative, It is no wonder, then, that physi-
cians conceptualize what they are doing as natural and

unquestionably “right.” Harold Garfinkel, Shudies i

Ethnonicthodology.

52.Sherry B. Ortner, “ls Female to Male as Nature Is to
Culiure?”

53. Money, “Psychological Counseling: Hermapluoditism,” 618.
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Susan Stryker

Transgender Feminism:
Queering the Woman Question’

Many years ago, I paid a visit to my son’s kindergarten
room for parent-teacher night. Among the treats in
store for us parents that evening was a chance to look
at the My Faoorife Things book that each child had pre-
pared over the first few weeks of classes. Fach FEJI e
was b_lank except for a pre-printed line that said PT\/%
favorite color is (blank),” or "My favorite food .
(blank),” or "My favorite story is (blank)”; studen;:
\;n:cre supposed to fill in the blanks with their favorite
hmgs_, and draw an accompanying picture. My son
ha{d filled the blanks and empty spaces of‘hisybo k
with many such things as “green,” “pizza” and “Gaoii\
Lnghf Moon,” but T was unprepared for his response tc;

My”favorite animal is (blank).” His favorite animal
was yeast.” Tlooked up at the teacher, who had beeix
WE.ItChmg me in anticipation of this moment. “Yeast?” }
said, and she, barely suppressing her glee, said, “Ye-ah.

ﬁ?s ‘Vghrstn I asked why yeast was his favorite animal,
e felst,in gt{ubt makes the category animal seem more
. At the risk of suggesting that the category “woman”
Is somehow not interesting enongh without a trans [en-
der supplemnent, which is certainly not my intent lhgwe
to confess that there is a sense in which “WDD‘IElIfl " :s
category of human personhood, is indeed, for mer n:mra’
m‘ter?stilng when we include transgendet: phenoinen:
within its rubric. The work required to encam 15;
transgender within the bounds of womanhood tE)f'es
women'’s studies, and queer feminist theorizin t \in
mmportant and necessary directions. It takes us ch_r%ctl
into the basic questions of the sex/gender distinctior{
Ezgr(t)f t}'leA;oncept ofa sex./ g.ender system, that lie at ﬂ‘ll-_:
o glophone feminism, Once there transgen-
der phenomena ask us to follow basic femin’ist insights
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to their logical conclusion (biclogy is not destiny, and
one is not born a woman, right?} And yet, ransgender
phenomena simultaneously threaten to refigure the
basic conceptual and representational framework
within which the category “woman” has been conven-
tionally understood, deployed, embraced, and resisted.
Perhaps “gender,” transgender tells us, is not related
to “sex” in quite the same way that an apple is refated
to the reflection of a red fruit in the mirror; it is not a
mimetic relationship. Perhaps “sex” is a category that,
like citizenship, can be attained by the non-native resi-
dents of a particular location by following certain pro-
cedures. Perhaps gender has a more complex genealogy,
at the level of individual psychobiography as well as
collective sociohistorical process, than can be grasped
or accounted for by the currently dominant binary sex/
gender model of Eurocentric modernity. And perhaps
what is to be learned by grappling with transgender
concerns is relevant to a great many people, including
nontransgendered women and men. Perhaps transgen-
der discourses help us think in terms of embodied spec-
ificities, as women’s studies has traditionally tried to do,
while also giving us a way to think about gender as a
system with multiple nodes and positions, as gender
studies increasingly requires us to do. Perhaps
transgender stuclies, which emerged in the academy at
the intersection of feminism and queer theory over the
course of the last decade or so, can be thought of as one
productive way to “queer the woman question.”

If we define “transgender phenomena” broadly as
anything that disrupts or denaturalizes normaiive
gender, and which calls our attention to the processes
through which normativity is produced and atypical-
ity achieves visibility, “transgender” becomes an
incredibly useful analytical concept. What might
“transgender feminism”—a feminism that focuses on
marginalized gender expressions as well as normative
ones—look like?

As an historian of the United 5tates, my training
encourages me to approach currently salient questions
by looking at the past through new eyes. Questions
that maiter now, historians are taught to think, are
always framed by enabling conditions that precede
them. Thus, when I want to lswow what transgender
feminism might be, I try to learn what it has already
been. When T learned, for example, that the first publi-
cation of the post-WWTI transgender movement, a
short-lived early-1950s magazine called Transvestin,
was praduced by a group calling itself The Society for
Equality in Dress, [ not only saw that a group of male

transvestites in Southern California had embraced the
rhetoric of first-wave feminism and applied the con-
cept of gender equality to the marginalized topic of
cross-dressing; 1 also came to think differently about
Amelia Bloomer and the antebellum clothing reform
movement. To the extent that breaking out of the
conventional constrictions of wemanhood is both a
feminist and a transgender practice, what we might
conceivably call fransgender feminism arguably has
been around since the first half of the 19th century.
Locking back, it is increasingly obvious that trans-
gender phenomena are not limited to individuals who
have “transgendered” personal identities. Rather, they
are signposts that point to many different kinds of
bodies and subjects, and they can help us see how gen-
der can function as part of a more extensive apparaius
of social domination and control. Gender as a form of
sacial contral is not limited te the control of bodies
defined as “women’s bodies,” or the control of female
reproductive capacities. Because genders are catego-
ries through which we recognize the personhiood of
others (as well as ourselves), because they are catego-
ries without which we have great difficulty in recog-
nizing personhood at all, gender also functions as a
mechanism of control when some loss of gender status
is threatened, or when claims of membership in a gen-
dler are denied. Why is it considered a heterosexist put-
down to call some lesbians mannish? Why, if a
working-class woman does certain kinds of physically
demanding labor, or if a middle-class woman sur-
passes a certain level of professional accomplishment,
is their feminine respectability called into question?
Stripping away gender, and misattributing gender, are
practices of social domination, regulation, and control
that threaten sociat abjection; they operate by attaching
transgender stigma to various unruly bodies and sub-
ject positions, not just to “transgendered” ones.*

There is alsa, however, a lost history of feminist
activism by self-identified transgender people waiting
to be recovered. My own historical research into
20th-century transgender communities and identities
teaches me that activists on transgender issues were
involved in multi-issue paliical movements in the
19605 and 1970s, including radical feminism. The
ascendancy of cultural feminism and lesbian separat-
ism by the mid-1970s—both of which cast transgender
practices, particularly transsexuality, as reactionary
patriarchal anachronisms—largely erased knowledge
of this early transgender activism from feminist
consciousness. janice Raymond, in her outrageously
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transphobic book The Transsexual Ewmpire, went so far

as to suggest that “the problem of transsexualism

wc_m]d best be served by morally mandating it out of

E.XISIZEHCE."D Even in this peried, however, when iden-

t1Fy politics effectively disconnected transgender femi-

nism from the broader women’s movement and befare
the queer cultural palitics of the 1990s revitalized and
e-xpanded the transgender movement, it is possible to
find startling historical episodes that compel us to
rgexamine what we think we know about the feminjst
history of the recent past. The Radical Queens drag col-
lective in Philadelphia, for example, had a “sister
hou.se” relationship with a lesbian separatist commune
du ring the early 1970s, and participated in mainstream
feminist activism through involvement with the local
chapter of N.O.W. In the later 1970s in Washington

D.C., secretive clubs for married heterosexual male:
cros_s—dressers began holding consciousness-raising
sessions; they argued that to identify as feminine meant
tl?e_v were politically obligated to come out as femi-
nists, speak out as transvestites, and wark publicly for
passage of the Equal Rights Amendment.

_ Inaddition to offering a revisionist history of femi-
nist activism, transgender issues also engage many of
ﬂ.m foundational questions in the social sciences and
hfe sciences as they pertain to feminist inquiry. The
biological body, which is typically assumed to be a sin-
gle organically unified natural object characterized by
one and only one of two available sex statuses, is
demonstrably no such thing. The so-called “sex of the
body” is an interpretive fiction that narrates a complex
amalgamation of gland secretions and reproductive
organs, chromosomes and genes, morpholegical char-
acteristics and physiognomic features. There are far
more than two viable aggregations of sexed bodily
being. At what cost, for what purposes, and through
what means do we collapse this diversity of embodi-
ment into the social categories “woman” and “man”?
How does the psychical subject wha forms in this
n'mterial context become aware of itself, of its embodied
situation, of its position in language, family, or society?
How does it learn to answer to one or the other of the
‘h./vo personal pronouns “he” or “she,” and to recognize
"it” as a disavowed opHon that forecloses personhood?

How do these processes vary from individual to indi-
vidual, from place to place, and from time to Hme?
These are questions of importance to feminism, usu-
ally relegated to the domains of biology and pS}JTChC}l—
ogy, that transgender phenomena can help us think
through. Transgender feminism gives us another axis,

aleng with critical race studies or disability studies, to

learn more about the ways in which bodily difference

becomes the basis for socially constructed hierarchies

and helps us see in new ways how we are all inextrica:
bly situated, through the inescapable necessity of our
own bodies, in terms of race, sex, gender, or ability.

When we look cross-culturally and trans-historically

at societies, as anthropologists and saciologists tend to
do, we readily see patterns of variations in the sacial
orgm:lizaﬁon of biological reproduction, labor, eco-
nomic exchange, and kinship; we see a variety of cul-
turz'tlly specific configurations of embadiment, identity,
desire, social status, and social role. Which of these pat-
terns do we call “gender,” and which do we call “trans-
gender”? The question makes sense only in reference o
an unstated norm that allows us to distinguish between
the two. To examine “transgender” cross-culturaily and

tFans—]1lstorica]1y is to articulate the masked assump-

hgns that produce gender normativity in any given

(tlrne-bo%md and geographically constrained) context.,
To examine “transgender” is thus to risk decentering

tl?e privileged standpoint of white Eurocentric moder
nity. It is to denaturize and dereify the terms through
which we ground our own genders, in order to con-
front the possibility of radically different ways of being
in the world. This, too, is a feminist project.”

‘ A third set of concerns that male transgender femi-
nism interesting for women’s studies is the extent to
which “transgender,” for more than a decade now, has
f;erved as a laboratory and proving ground for the var-
lous postmodern and poststructuralist critical theories
that have transformed humanities scholarship in gen-
eral over the past half century, and which have played
a role in structuring the generational debates about

second wave” and “third wave” feminism. This is a
debate in which T take an explicitly partisan position,
largely in response to the utterly inexcusable level of
overt transphobia in second-wave feminisim.

An' unfortunate consequence of the second-wave
fen.umst turn to an untheorized female body as the
ultimate ground for feminist practice (which has to be
understood historically in the context of reacHonary
political pressures that fragmented all sorts of move
ments posing radical threats to the established order
and required them to find new, often ontological, bases
for political resistance) was that it steered feminist
analysis in directions that ill equipped it ko engage the-
ore!:ically with the emerging material conditions of
social life within advanced capitalism that collectively
have come to be called, more or less usefully,
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“postmodernity.” The overarching tendency of sec-
ond-wave feminism to couch its political analyses
within moral narratives that link “woman” with “nat-
ural,” “nataral” with “good,” “good” with "true,” and
“true” with “right” has been predicated on an increas-
ingly non-utilitarian modernist episternology. Within
the representational framework of Eurocentric moder-
nity, which posits gender as the superstructural sign of
the material referent of sex, transgender practices have
been morally condemned as unnatural, bad, false, and
wrong, in that they fundamentally misalign the proper
relationship between sex and gender. The people who
engage in such misrepresentations can be understood
only as duped or duplicitous, fools or enemies to be
pitied or scorned, The failure of second-wave feminism
to do justice to transgender issues in the 1970s; 1980s,
and afterward is rooted in its more fundamental theo-
retical failure to recognize the conceptual limits of
modernist epistemology.f

Transgender theorizing in third-wave feminism
begins from a different-postmodern—epistemologi-
cal standpoint which imagines new ways for sexed
bodies to signify gender. Within the feminist third
wave, and within humanities scholarship in general,
transgender phenomena have come to constitute
important evidence in recent arguments about essen-
tialism and social construction, performativity and
citationality, hybridity and fluidity, anti-foundationalist
ontologies and non-referential epistemologies, the pro-
liferation of perversities, the collapse of difference, the
triumph of technology, the advent of posthumanism,
and the end of the world as we know it. While it is easy
to parody the specialized and sometimes alienating
jargon of these debates, the issues at stake are quite
large, involving as they do the actual as well as theo-
retical dismantling of power relations that sustain vari-
ous privileges associated with normativity and
injustices directed at minorities. Because these debates
are irreducibly political, because they constitute an
ideological landscape upon which material struggles
are waged within the academy for research funds and
promotions, for tenure and teaching loads, transgen-
der phenomena have come to occupy a curiously stra-
tegic location in the working lves of humanities
professionals, whether they like it or not. This brings
me at last to the crux of my remarks.

For all the reasons 1 have suggested, transgender
phenomena are inlerestinng for feminism, women's stud-
ies, gender studies, sexuality studies, and so forth. But
inferesting, by itself, is not enough, when hard decisions
aboutbudgets and staffing have to be made in academic

departments, priorities and commitments aciualized
through classroom allocations and affirmative acHon
hiring goals. Interesting also has to be jmportaint, and
transgender is rarely considered important. All too
often transgender is thought to name only a largely
irrelevant class of phenomena that occupy the marginat
fringe of the hegemonic gender categories man and
woman, or else it is seen as one of the later, minor accre-
tions to the gay and lesbian movemeni, along with
bisexual and intersexed. At best, transgender is consid-
ered a portent of a future that seems to await us, for
gooed or ill. But it remains a canary in the cultural coal
mine, not an analytical workhorse for pulling down the
patriarchy and other associated social ills. As long as
transgender is conceived as the fraction of a fraction of
a fraction of a movement, as long as it is thought to rep-
resent only some inconsequential outliers in a bigger
and more important set of data, there is very little rea-
son to support transgender concerns at the instituional
level. Transgender will always lose by the numbers.
The transgender community is tny. In (so-called) lib-
eral democracies that measures political strength by the
number of votes or the number of dollars, transgender
doesn’t count for much, or add up to a lot. But there is
another way to think about the importance of transgen-
der concerns at this moment in our history.

One measure of an issue’s potential is not how many
people directly identify with it, but rather, how many
other issues it can be linked with in a productive fash-
ion. How, in other words, can an issue be articulited, in
the double sense of “articulation,” meaning both “to
bring into language,” and “the act of flexibly conjoin-
ing.”® Articulaiing a ransgender politics is part of the
spedalized work that I do as an activist transgender
intellectual. How many issues can I link together
through my experience of the category transgender?

To the extent I am perceived as a woman (which is
most of the time), | experience the same misogyny as
other women, and to the extent that I am perceived as a
man {(which happens every now and then), I experience
the homophobia directed at gay men—both forms of
oppression, in my experience, being rooted in a cultural
devaluation of the feminine. My fransgender status, to
the extent that it is apparent to others, manifests itself
through the appearance of my bodily surface and my
shape, in much the same way that race is constructed,
in part, through visuality and skin, and in much the
same way that the beauty system operates by privileg-
ing certain modes of appearance. My transsexual body
is different from most other bedies, and while this dif-
ference does not impair me, it has been medicalized,

i, N .
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and T am someltimes disabled by the social appression
that takes aim at the specific form of my difference.
Because | am formally classified as a person with a psy-
chopathology known as Gender Identity Disorder, | am
subject to the social stigma attached to mental illness,
and [ am more vulnerable to unwanted medical-
psychiatric interventions. Because changing personal
identification decuments is an expensive and drawn-
out affair, I have spent part of my life as an undocu-
mented worker. Because identification dacuments such
as drivers licenses and passports are coded with mult-
ple levels of information, including previous names
and “AK.A.s,” my privacy, and perhaps my personal
safety, are at risk every time I drive too fast or cross a
border. When [ travel I always have to ask myself—will
some aspect of my appearance, some bit of data buried
in the magnetic strip on some piece of plastic with my
picture on it, create suspicion and result in my deten-
tion? In this era of terror and security, we are all sur-
veiled, we are all profiled, but some of us have more to
fear from the state than others. Staying home, however,
does not make me safer. If I risk arrest by engaging in
non-violent demonstrations, or violent political protest,
the incarceration complex would not readily accommo-
date my needs; even though I am a post-operative male-
to-femnale transsexual, I could wind up in a men’s prison
where I would be at extreme risk of rape and sexual
assault. Because I am transgendered, I am more likely to
experience discrimination in housing, employment,
and access to health care, more likely to experience vio-
lence. These are not abstract issues: [ have lost jobs, and
not been offered jobs, because I am transgendered.
I'have had doctors walk out of exam rooms in disgust; T
have had more trouble finding and retaining housing
because I am transgendered; ! have had my home bur-
glarized and my property vandalized, and I have been
assaulted, because [ am transgendered.

Let me recapitulate what I can personally articulate
through transgender: misogyny, homophobia, racism,
looksism, disability, medical colonization, coercive
psychiatrization, undocumented labor, border control,
state surveillance, population profiling, the prison-
industrial complex, employment discrimination, hous-
ing discrimination, lack of health care, denial of access
to social services, and viclent hate crimes. These issues
are my issues, not because I think it's chic to be politi-
cally progressive. These issues are my issues, not
because | feel guilty about being white, highly edu-
cated, or a citizen of the United States. These issues are
my issues because my bodily being lives in the space
where these issues intersect. T articulate these issues

when my mouth speaks the words that my mind puts
together from what my hody knows. It is by winning
the struggles over these issues that my body as it is
lived for me survives—or by losing them, that it will
die, If these issues are your issues as well, then trans-
gender needs to be part of your intellectual and politi-
cal agenda. 1t is one of your issues.

Teonclude now with some thoughts on yet another
aspect of transgender articulation, the one mentioned
in my title, which is how transgender issues arliculate,
or join together, feminist and queer projects. “Trans-"
is troublesome for both LGBT communities and femi-
nism, but the kind of knowledge that emerges from
this linkage is precisely the kind of knowledge that we
desperately need in the larger social arena.

Trans is not a “sexnal identity,” and therefore fits
awkwardly in the LGBT rubric. That is, “transgender”
does not describe a sexual orientation (like homosex-
ual, bisexual, heterosexual, or asexual), nor are trans-
gender people typically attracted to other transgender
people in the same way that lesbians are attracted to
other lesbians, or gay men to other gay men. Transgen-
der status is more like race or class, in that it cuts across
the categories of sexual identity." Neither is transgen-
der (at least currently, in Eurocentric modernity) an
identity term like “woman” or “man” that names a
gender category within a social system. It is a way of
being a man or a woman, or a way of marking resis-
tance to those terms. Transgender analyses of gender
oppression and hierarchy, unlike more normative fem-
inist analyses, are not primarily concerned with the
differential operations of power upon particular iden-
tity categories that create inequalities within gender
systems, but rather on how the system itself produces
a multitude of possible positions that it then works to
center or to marginalize.

Transgender practices and idenlities are a form of
gender trouble, in that they call attention to contradic-
tions in how we tend to think about gender, sex, and
sexuality. But the transgender knowledges that emerge
from these troubling contradictions, T want {o argue,
can yoke together queer and feminist projects in a way
that helps break the impasse of identity politics that
has so crippled progressive movements in the United
States. Since the early 1970s, progressive politics have
fragmented along identity lines practically to the point
of absurdity. While it undoubtedly has been vital over
the past few decades of movement history to enunciate
the particularities of all our manifold forms of bodily
being in the world, it is equally important that we now
find new ways of articulating our commonalities
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without falling into the equally dead-end logic of total-
izing philosophies and programs.

Transgender studies offers us one critical methodol-
ogy for thinking through the diverse particularifies of
our embodied lives, as well for thinking through the
commonalities we share through our mutual enmesh-
ment in more global systems. Reactionary political move-
ments have been very effective in telling stories about
shared values—-family, religion, radition. We who work
at the intersection of queer and feminist movements, we
who have a different vision of our collective fuhire, need
to become equally adept in telling stories that link us in
ways that advance the cause of justice, and that hold
forth the promise of happy endings for all our strivings.
Bringing transgender issues into women's studies, and
into feminist movement building, is one concrete way to
be engaged in that important work.

While it {s politically necessary to include transgen-
der issues in feminist theorizing and organizing, it is
not intellectually responsible, nor ethically defensible,
to teach transgender studies in academic women'’s
studies without being engaged in peer-to-peer conver-
sations with various sorts of trans- and genderqueer
people. Something crucial is lost when academically-
based feminists fail to suppart iransgender inclusion
in the academic workplace. Genderqueer youth who
have come of age after the “queer "90s” are now pass-
ing through the higher education system, and they
increasingly fail to recognize the applicability of pre-
vailing modes of feminist discourse for their own lives
and experiences. How we each live our bodies in the
world is a vital source of knowledge for us all, and to

teach trans studies without being in dialog with trans
pecple is akin to teaching race studies only from
a position of whiteness, or gender studies only from a
position of masculinity. Why is transgender not a cate-
gory targeted for affirmative action in hiring, and val-
ued the same way that racial diversity is valued? It is
past time for feminists who have imagined that trans-
gender issties have not been part of their own concerns
to take a tong, hard look in the mirror. What in their
own constructions of self, their own experiences of
gender, prevents their recognition of transgender peo-
ple as being somehow like themselves--as people
engaged in paratlel, intersecting, and overlapping
struggles, who are not fundamentally Other?
Transgender phenomena now present queer figures
on the horizon of feminist visibility. Their calls for
attention are too often received, however, as an
uncomfortable solicitation from an alien and unthinl-
able monstrosity best left somewhere outside the vil-
lage gates. But justice, when we first feel its claims
upon us, typically points us toward a future we can
scarcely imagine. At the historical moment when racial
slavery in the United States at long last became mor-
ally indefensible, and the nation plunged into civil
war, what did the future of the nation look like? When
greenhouse gas emissions finally become equally mor-
ally indefensible, what shape will a post-oil world
take? Transgender issues malke similar claims of justice
upon us all, and promise equally unthinkable transfor-
mations.! Recognizing the legitimacy of these claims
will change the world, and feminism along with it, in
ways we can now hardly fathom, it's about time.

NOTES

1, This essay was first delivered as a keynote address at
Third Wave Feminism, an international conference at the
Institute for Feminist Theory and Research, University of
Exeter, UK, July 25, 2002; and in revised form at the Presi-
dential Session plenary on “Transgender Theory” at the
National Women's Studies Association Annual Meeting,
Oakland, California, June 17, 2006. Many of the ideas T
present here have been worked out in greater detail in
Stryker 1994,1998, 2004, and 2006; see also Zalewslki, For
anolher account of the relationship between recent femi-
nist scholarship and transgender issues, see Heyes.

2. Meyerowitz 2002, p. 179.

3. My thoughts on the role of transgender phenomena for
understanding United States history in general are signifi-
cantly indebted o Joanne Meyerowitz; see Meyerowitz 2006.

4. Raymond, 178. See also Hausman, 9-14, for an overview
of cultural feminist critiques of transsexuality, and Biltings

and Urban for a particularly cogent exposition and appli-
cation of this approach.

. Tommi Avicolli Mecca interview, November 19, 1998, in
author’s possession; see also Silverman and Stryker 2005,
and Members of the Gay and Lesbian Historical Society
1998, for transgender involvement in progressive grass-
roots political activism in the San Francisco Bay Area in
the 1960s.

6. See Blackwood and Wieringa, and Morgan and Towle, on
cross-cultural studies of transgender phenomena.

7. Far a post-structuralist, anti-foundationalist critique of
second-wave feminism, see Butler.

8. The concept of “arficulation” is taken from Laclan and
Mouffe 2001.

9, See GGamson on the trouble transgender presents to iden-
tity movements.

10. On monstrosity and justice, see Sullivan 2006.
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Maxine Baca Zinn
Bonnie Thornton Dill

Theorizing Difference from Multiracial Feminism

Women of color have long challenged the hegemony
of feminisms constructed primarily around the lives of
white middle-class women. Since the late 1960s, U.S.
women of color have taken issue with unitary theories
of gender. Qur critiques grew out of the widespread
concern about the exclusion of women of color from

feminist scholarship and the misinterpretation of cur
experiences,! and ultimately “out of the very dis-
courses, denying, permitting, and producing differ-
ence.”” Speaking simultaneously from “within and
against” ol women’s liberation @i antiracist move-
ments, we have insisted on the need to challenge



