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PREFACE: ON THE WRITING. 

This work is, essentially, a collection of Essays undertaken by me in Mid-August 

of 2009.  I have, for the most part, cleaned them up very little.  I’m a horrible 

typist and usually let the fingers simply go and hope they get most of the stuff 

in my head out in a somewhat reasonable form. 

The Essays are examinations of various concepts related to the Trans 

Community, which, as I write this, is a newly formed one, with its own structures 

and systems and institutions, many of which I attempt to clarify by contrasting 

them with some stark realities that are often absent for political, personal, 

emotional, or otherwise community oriented reasons. 

I have placed each essay as its own Chapter within the book, and used the 

various tools at my disposal to enable its distribution.   

I got tired of the infighting and the disagreements that such a haphazard set of 

taboos produced, and so decided to go back to the sources and look outside the 

community for the answers to the problems that face it in dealing with the rest 

of society. 

From here, we will see where I go. 
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CHAPTER ONE: TRANSSEXUALS. 

Ok, so what makes a transsexual?  Who are the real transsexuals and who is 

pretending? And if they aren’t transsexual, then what 

the hell are they?  And who gets to decide? 

Real simple stuff. 

First off, the deciders:  It isn’t other 

transsexuals.  They, in fact, don’t get a say in the 

matter at present – and doom foretelling 

notwithstanding, the people who do are, well, not trans 

and simply trying to figure out how the hell it is they 

are going to explain what we are to the rest of the 

world. 

This is about what.  And the people who do get to 

decide1are members of a set of fairly small 

organizations.  Professional organizations.  The 

American Psychiatric Association, being chief among 

them. 

Most of the others bring in a more widely recognized body: The World Health 

Organization. A couple to which I am a member do this, in fact.2  

WHO publishes something called the International Classification of Diseases.  It is in 

its 10th revision at present. It’s usually called the ICD-10. 

The APA mentioned previously (which is different from another related APA) 

publishes something called the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual.  In its 4th edition 

right now, with a 5th edition coming out in 2012 and taking roughly 3 years to be 

fully implemented after that, so it is quite safe to say 2015. It’s usually called the 

DSM-IV.  Sometimes peeps add a tr to that (which is technically correct). 

In the United States, Transsexualism and Gender Identity Disorder/Dysphoria are 

considered medical issues.  This places them under the aegis of the Health 

Insurance Portability and Accountability Act.  Also known as HIPAA.  One of the 

                                           
1 for the purposes of my sphere of focus, which, to remind readers again, is strictly the United States 

2 As do most insurance companies 

Not who.  This isn’t about identity.  I 

have, generally speaking, given up on 

the value of identity as categorization 

tool when it comes to trans and cis 

folks.  Which is why if I classify some as 

trans or cis, its based on a rough 

knowledge of their history.  To be 

frank, I don’t give a rat’s ass how they 

identify — most people identify as a 

hell of a lot of things.  I’m looking for a 

manner to describe them that is 

consistent with their history, and so 

when I use the phrasing and 

terminology, it is strictly adjectival. 
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things about this bill is that it means you control the information of a medical 

nature about you — including who can see it, etc. 

All of which means one simple little thing: the people 

who decide who’s what are basically shrinks and 

lawyers. And the lawyers generally listen to the 

shrinks. 

These people gain the ability to do this because they 

have, in the most purely democratic way possible, been 

given the authority to do so, in law, in common 

practice, in common understand, and, therefore, are 

institutional in their nature. 

So, that said, to set the stage for this, understand a 

couple things: 

Transsexualism is a medical condition.  

That means, right now, in the US, its doctors who decide.  Not trans people.  Sorry 

that’s so terribly upsetting the applecart for so many different people.  Not my fault 

— but, point blank, ya haven’t got the authority to make that call. And when I say 

Doctors, I do, in fact, mean medical doctors.  The sort that go through all the 

rigorous training in medicine and anatomy.  Because Psychiatrists (who write the 

DSM) are medical doctors. 

In other words, its people who are not trans that get to decide what trans is. And 

who is the real transsexual and who is not.3,4 

In short, those are the facts.  Even going by the best incidence rate I’ve seen 

proposed of 1 in 500, there are only around 615 thousand m2f transsexuals in the 

United States. (That’s 13 and half million worldwide). 615,000 total. 

                                           

3 Want to change that?  Go to school and get on the boards there. Or help Kelley Winters in her fight or any of 

the others. 

4 If you don’t think that’s the case, well then, you are living in a fantasy land. Yeah, really.  You likely don’t 

think trans people in general are mainstream, you probably find the idea of being thought of as ―sick‖ to be 

very wrong, or you — like me — simply have too big a freaking ego. 

Indeed, you haven’t got the credentials 

to make that call.  Even if you are 

transsexual.  I do, and I can’t tell. (well, 

I can tell usually the one’s that ―ring‖ 

true to me through transdar or 

whatever you want to call it, but that’s 

not something the people who are in 

authority generally have or even give a 

rat’s ass about, and its not a certain 

thing.) 
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That’s 0.002% of the total United States population.  A third between the ages of 21 

and 44.  A quarter between 45 and 64.  A fifth under 15.5  Those three groups make 

up 78% of the total, or around 480,000.6   That will give you all sorts of numbers to 

play with.  Odds are, when you do it, the number of non-European descent folks will 

outnumber the one’s who are, well, basically, white.  So if you don’t know a lot of 

non-white transfolks, then you don’t know transsexuals. 

That’s for the incidence of Transsexualism, and that’s about the lowest realistic 

number — it’s most likely somewhat higher than that. 

I can do the math for the boys, too, but I’ll stick to the girls, since I rarely ever see a 

trans man (and have yet to meet just one) who has this issue of deciding who’s 

what. 

Now, what marks these people from the rest according to those who make that 

decision for them?  Note that as I say this I am using an incidence rate that is 

developed by a transsexual and a cissexual person that they admit is only possible 

and is far too common. So, really, we are talking about even fewer people. 

Well, that’s determined by a relatively simple set of rules.  You can argue the point 

all you want — these are still the basic rules.  In the parlance, they are called the 

diagnosis. 

And what is done is a treatment, not a cure.  That is, there is no cure for this 

condition.  There is merely a treatment. A cure, under the standards these cis folk 

have developed, would be to make you perfectly fine the way you are — that is, to 

make you like them, so that you, too, can be amazed about all of the crap that these 

poor transsexuals have to go through. 

In other words, no transition.  That is the cure.  Not to us, mind you, but, again, 

what we think doesn’t count. Get that through the head, please, because if, in the 

future, you want to argue or belabor that part with me, you are going to have to 

remember that.  And I’m in a lot of places when I’m in a mood. 

Now, we can all have whatever little personal disagreements we want with this 

viewpoint.  We can even work to change that viewpoint. We can sit there and tell 

                                           
5 Numbers based off 2008 available data 

6 Now if you want to break that down more yourself, well, go 

here: http://www.census.gov/population/www/socdemo/age/age_sex_2008.html.   

http://www.census.gov/population/www/socdemo/age/age_sex_2008.html
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each other and talk among ourselves and swear up and down about how wrong they 

are and how they are so damned cisprivileged and all manner of stuff. 

Fact still remains, transsexuals aren’t even one tenth of one percent, and don’t get a 

say in the matter.  Yet. 

One day, we will.  And when that day comes, what we call ourselves, what we are 

called, how we interact, and the dues paid and the effort gone through will resemble 

nothing like what is talked about today. But today — right now, in this country -- 

there are 250 million plus people who really don’t give a rat’s ass what you think. 

Or what I think.  Because to them, all of us are different.  Some of them see that 

difference as bad, some as good, most really don’t want to think about it. 

And just because they know you doesn’t mean they are accepting, or educated, or 

understanding of any one or more of the other 0.002% of the population.  Indeed, to 

most of them, there’s no difference between those unknown other people and the 

stereotypes these funky ideas are built to combat. Heckfire — this is all about what 

they think, and in case no one has noticed, I’m saying that what they think is what 

counts right now.  More than any of the other BS. 

You, personally, may get away with ―acceptance‖ or ―tolerance‖ (two words which are 

far too often used interchangeably by mistake).  But that bearded bodybuilder with 

the curls, heavy eye shadow, and piss poor taste in clothing and a voice that 

reminds you of the grave, well, she’s the same as you as far as the rest of those 

people are concerned, and it doesn’t matter what you call it. 

Because remember that media is packaged, even in these days of internet and 

blogging and community encyclopedias.  You, me, the part time cross dresser in the 

local LGB rag, the drag queen on stage Friday nights at the local bar, Rudy Giuliani, 

and the mentally ill folks who run around flashing people in parks while wearing a 

woman’s swimsuit and screaming ‖Praise Jeebus the monty haul!‖ in some obscure 

Basque dialect are all the same to the regular people walking down the street. 

We know we aren’t all the same. But we don’t count. 

There aren’t enough of us to make it count. 

Now, I want to point out that there is only one other class of gender variant people 

that are subject to this particular issue.  And that is the Paraphilia grouped 

Transvestitic Fetishist.  A lot of people think this group is the one’s who get horny 
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when they put on women’s clothing, but, bluntly, if you think that, you are 

uninformed on the subject. And I don’t care what your degree’s are.  That’s an 

oversimplification, and was done with the express purpose of making people go 

―ewww — that’s gross‖.  Because that’s how people look at people who don’t 

happen to be just like the majority of other people. 

When you hear people talk about ―normal‖, that’s what they are talking 

about.  About conforming.  About trying to be cis when they are trans, trying to be 

popular when they are an outcast, about trying to be of at least average height when 

they are short, about being more like what they think the median is for someone of 

their background and experience based on the world around them. 

And it insults them to point out that being normal is, well, mythical, because they 

have a lot invested in that castle in the sky, and to see it come crashing down is 

never happy or pretty. 

But in this post, I don’t give a damn.7 

You want a dose of reality, well, here it is: 

The idea of being a transsexual is a fairly recent one.  You can track it back to the 

late 1800’s.  Go back any further than that and step outside the 

US/European/Western culture, and you are talking out your ass and being 

appropriative. From about 1880 to 1950 or so, it was something only a few people 

really put much effort or serious consideration into. And until the 1930’s, most of 

the learning and trying to figure us out happened in Germany. 

In the 1920’s, two guys met one day.  They are generally given the most credit in 

terms of  US ideal formation.  One was from Germany. The other from the US.  The 

US one kept at it for years, publishing a book in his later years. He called it The 

Transsexual Phenomenon. 

                                           

7 Hell, I’m tilting at windmills here, myself, and so its not like I’m leaving myself out of it.  My own castle in 

the sky is that people will get over all these little petty ante asswipish disagreements and 

actually do something to change stuff so that they can be held and with importance and meaning where it 

counts — the 99 percent of the population out there that isn’t trans. 
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He didn’t coin the word. He just used it.  By then, he’d helped many, many gals find 

a bit of solace.  He was, like anyone else, a product of his time and era, and the time 

and era had a different social culture, a different knowledge base, than it does 

today. 

But what he did was to classify transsexuals. First one to really do it.  He made some 

errors, but, even today, 50 years later, his classification with changes is still used. 

HBSOS Type IV -Transsexual Type V - True 
Transsexual 

Type VI ς True Transsexual 

Gender Feeling: Undecided. Wavering 
between TV and TS. 

Feminine (trapped in 
male body) 

Feminine. Total psycho-sexual 
inversion. 

Dressing Habits 
and Social Life: 

Dresses as often as 
possible with insufficient 
relief of his gender 
discomfort. May live as a 
man or woman; 
sometimes alternating. 

Lives and works as 
woman if possible. 
Insufficient relief from 
dressing. 

May live and work as a 
woman. Dressing gives 
insufficient relief. Gender 
discomfort intense. 

Sex Object 
Choice and Sex 
Life: 

Libido often low. Asexual 
or auto-erotic. Could be 
bisexual. Could also be 
married and have 
children. 

Libido low. Asexual 
auto-erotic or passive 
homosexual activity. 
May have been 
married and have 
children. 

Intensely desires relations 
with normal male as female if 
young. May have been 
married and have children, by 
using fantasies in intercourse. 

Kinsey Scale: 1-4 4-6 6 

Conversion 
Operation: 

Attractive but not 
requested or attraction 
not admitted. 

Requested and usually 
indicated. 

Urgently requested and 
usually attained. Indicated. 

Estrogen 
Medication: 

Needed for comfort and 
emotional balance. 

Needed as substitute 
for or preliminary to 
operation. 

Required for partial relief. 

Psychotherapy: Only as guidance; 
otherwise refused or 
unsuccessful. 

Rejected. Useless as to 
cure. Permissive 
psychological 
guidance. 

Psychological guidance or 
psychotherapy for 
symptomaticrelief only. 

Remarks: Social life dependent 
upon circumstances. 

Operation hoped for 
and worked for. Often 
attained. 

Despises his male sex organs. 
Danger of suicide or self-
mutilation, if too long 
frustrated. 

Now that’s only part of the table.  Half of it.  The half that actually deals with 

transsexuals.  I want to point out a couple of important things regarding 

that.  The first one may not need surgery.  They kinda bounce a bit.  The second 
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one wants surgery, but, well, May not ever get it.  The last one is the types who 

gotta have it. 

All three are transsexuals. 

Yes, that means that one can be a transsexual and never want or need 

surgery.  And that’s from a guy who spent 50 years dealing with all sorts of 

transfolk in one of the most repressive climates possible.8  

However, it does mean we could probably use estrogen taking as the dividing 

line.9 

A guy who was part of that group who has the authority to decide what we are. 

So, first off, going back 50 freaking years, its pretty obvious that anyone who 

uses surgery, for any reason, as the basis of what does or does not make a 

transsexual is talking out their ass.  Me included. 

Yes, anyone. 

Because right there, they are showing that not only do they NOT know a damn 

thing about Transsexualism, they don’t know a damn thing about other people, 

either.  All they know is their own experience, and they project it on to other 

people.10 

Now, we have the above list, and there are some pretty annoying things in it to 

us that have, over the years, been removed.  The Kinsey scale stuff, for 

example.  In the years since that classification was published, some things have 

been learned that weren’t known then.  Stuff learned in other fields. 

It wasn’t until the late 1940’s that anyone got back to it, and by then it was here in 

the US. That was stalled in the 1960’s and once again it moved outside the US to 

Europe and former European colonies. It didn’t come back to the US until the 

1990’s, and now it’s pretty much equal throughout the western nations. 

                                           
8 Stuff that makes anyone under 70 who bitches about how hard their stuff was sound like whiny crybabies. 

Stuff that started changing — dramatically — 40 years ago. 

9 Testosterone for the guys, and, as noted earlier — I’m not trying to be mean to the guys.  In general, and to 

my understanding, they don’t have this sort of issue in their side of things. 

10 Which is stupid. Because that guy knew more about transsexuals than most transsexuals.  Then or now. 
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Among those things was this weird idea.  Its called ―gender identity‖.  It, along 

with the idea of a ―Gender role‖, were ideas figured out by this one dude named 

John Money. Dr. Money was a pretty sharp guy, and his closest rival-slash-

colleague is a guy named Milton Diamond. 

Money figured out that people — all people — have this sorta internal sense of 

who they are in terms of their sex.  That is, people know if they are a boy or a 

girl. He then proved it. Forty years ago.  Yes, forty years ago.11   But he also 

figured that this sense was something that developed in us due to outside 

influences.  The way we were raised, the place we were raised in, the culture 

around us, etc.  Dr. Diamond, however, disagreed with him on that.  So did a lot 

of other people.  And they had lots of studies and tests and evidence — but it all 

lacked a control group. 

Money came across such a situation. One where he could have his control 

group, and prove how he was right.  And it made his reputation. And so he 

published this and for most of the last 40 years his view was the main one 

held.  This killed a lot of research into Transsexualism. 

Because, if he was right, well, then we all learned to be this way.  That is, 

transsexuals were made, not born. 

Good thing he lied.  Because what his little case actually proved was that 

we are born, not made. 

Now, why does Money and the Reimer case actually matter here in a discussion 

of who is and who is not a transsexual? 

Because he coined the concept of Gender Identity.  And in the early 1980’s, a 

new classification was added to the books based on that little list up above by 

Dr. Benjamin.  Because as far as these authorities were concerned, there was 

something wrong with that 0.002% of the population that had everything about 

them saying they were boys but they said they were girls.  Then, later, they put 

out a new version of the book that listed it, and the name was changed from 

Transsexualism to gender identity disorder. 

                                           
11 gee, a lot of stuff happened 40 years ago, huh? 
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They called it a disorder. Later, it was suggested to be a ―Dysphoria‖ because 

after all, its pretty unhappy making. 

Now, note that this was added for the first time several years after 

homosexuality was taken out.  (well, sorta, but then sissy boy syndrome became 

[part of GID as well). 

So Gender Identity Disorder is the same thing as Transsexualism. 

And you can go back 30 years and its still the same with some minor revisions 

here and there.  Much hullabaloo is being made about the new version, but all 

that will do is create a conflict between the international source and the more 

localized US source.  And the US source will win in the US, because we’re like 

that here. 

All of that so we can discuss two listings: F64 or 302.85. 12 

In the ICD, it is listed as follows: 

F64                         Gender identity disorders 

F64.0  TRANSSEXUALISM 

A desire to live and be accepted as a member of the opposite sex, 

usually accompanied by a sense of discomfort with, or 

inappropriateness of, one’s anatomic sex, and a wish to have 

surgery and hormonal treatment to make one’s body as congruent 

as possible with one’s preferred sex. 

Now that is pretty good.  It says that usually its joined with a desire for 

surgery.  Usually, however, is not always (see that little list above). 

What interesting is that it doesn’t mean they must get surgery.  It also says 

there isn’t a need to have a discomfort with one’s anatomic sex. 

                                           
12 Now, yes, I could discuss 302.6 or F64.2, but those are for kids.  And I could also discuss F64.8 or F64.9 

and even the NOS in the DSM.  But not right now. 
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So, really, in the end, according to the international standard, all 

that’s needed to be a transsexual is ―a desire to live and be accepted as a 

member of the opposite sex‖. 

In other words, a full time crossdresser who wants to be called a woman, 

dresses as a woman, and seeks acceptance as a woman — despite being 6 foot 

4 inches and 265 pounds of pure muscle with a voice like a backwoods gravel 

road and having no desire for surgery — is, in fact, a transsexual. 

Right there.  Black and white.  Official. United Nations, baby.13 

But wait.  Remember the US version takes precedence.  So let’s look at that 

DSM-IV, shall we? 

From the DSM-IV: 

There are two components of Gender Identity Disorder, both of which must be 

present to make the diagnosis. 

1. There must be evidence of a strong and persistent gross-gender 

identification, which is the desire to be, or the insistence that one is of the other 

sex. This cross-gender identification must not merely be a desire for any 

perceived cultural advantages of being the other sex. 

2. There must also be evidence of persistent discomfort about one’s assigned 

sex or a sense of inappropriateness in the gender role of that sex. 

To make the diagnosis, there must be evidence of clinically significant distress or 

impairment in social, occupational, or other important areas of functioning. 

Diagnostic Criteria for Gender Identity Disorder: 

A strong, persistent cross-gender identification (not merely a desire for any 

perceived cultural advantages of being the other sex). 

The disturbance causes clinically significant distress or impairment in social, 

occupational, or other important areas of functioning. 

                                           
13 Go on, Seriously, go ahead.  Argue with it until you are blue in the face.  I’ll smile and mock you for it.  

Because, again, you and I don’t get a voice in the matter. 
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The patient strongly and persistently identifies with the other sex. This is not 

simply a desire for a perceived cultural advantage of being the other sex. In 

adolescents and adults, this desire may be manifested by any of: 

 ·         Stated wish to be the other sex. 

 ·         Often passing as the other sex. 

 ·         Wish to live or be treated as the other sex. 

 ·         Belief that the patient’s feelings and reactions are typical of 

the other sex. 

cool huh? 

So, to start off with, you gotta have 2 things ―wrong‖ with you (which, in our 

mind, would simply be ―different‖ about us from the typical person, but this isn’t 

about us, this is about them). 

Desire to be and evidence of being screwed up as a result.  But, you can do it 

part time, and still be transsexual.  Because there is no time or other element 

factoring in there. 

And again with the may, or the repeat of the ICD’s ―usually‖.14 

And that gravel voiced, penis possessing woman mentioned earlier is still a 

transsexual under the DSM. 

And all the complaining about how they make me look bad or how they don’t 

―ring‖ true or anything else doesn’t matter or even count because, in the end, its 

all a lie. 

Now, there is one more aspect to this which needs to be looked at in order to 

fully understand how the public (that is, society as a whole) sees transsexuals.  

And that’s to look at the dictionary definition of transsexuals. 

Dictionary definitions are important since they show what people actually think 

the word means, as demonstrated by the manner in which they use it.  

                                           
14 Now, note further, please, that some people never seek help.  They simply get by.  So they never get the 

diagnosis, and yet they still have all those things.  So, ultimately, they are transsexual.  Which means a 

transsexual can, in fact, be a person who is just walking around out there. 



Antonia E. 

D’orsay  
GOLDEN CALVES 

 

17 | P a g e  

 

Throughout this series, I will be using dictionary and thesaurus to demonstrate 

how it is that the general public sees us, and why we need to be aware of such. 

So let’s turn to the two most widely used dictionaries in the United States for 

our look at the definitions (and therefore the ideas that 90% of the population 

has, including transsexuals) of transsexuals. 

TRANSEXUAL DEFINITION 1 

  [ trans -sek -shoo -uh l]  

ïnoun  

1.  a person having a strong desire to assume the physical 

characteristics and gender role of the opposite sex.  

2.  a person who has undergone hormone treatment and surgery 

to attain the physical characteristics of the opposite sex.  

ïadjective  

3.  of, pertaining to, or characteristic of transsexuals.  

Origin:   

1955 ï60;  TRANS-  +  SEXUAL,  orig. in  transsexualism  (coined in 1953)  

Related  forms:  

trans ẗsex ẗuẗalẗism,  trans ẗsex ẗuẗalẗiẗty,  noun  

Dictionary.com Unabridged 
Based on the Random House Dictionary, © Random House, Inc. 2009.  

TRANSSEXUAL DEFINITON 2 

    (trƃns-sŊk'shƬƬ-ᴅl)     

n.    

1.  One who wishes to be considered by society as a member of the opposite 

sex.  

2.  One who has undergone a sex change.  

trans·sex'u·al  adj. ,  trans·sex'u·al·ism ,  trans·sex'u·al'i·ty  ( -ƃl'Ɲ-tƉ) n.  

The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English Language, Fourth Edition 
Copyright © 2009 by Houghton Mifflin Company. 
Published by Houghton Mifflin Company. All rights reserved.  

Now, this shows us a rather cool set of contradictions. 

http://dictionary.reference.com/search?q=trans-&db=luna
http://dictionary.reference.com/search?q=sexual&db=luna
http://dictionary.reference.com/help/ahd4/pronkey.html
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Our more liberal source describes a transsexual as someone who has undergone 

hormone treatment and surgery. Whereas our more conservative source says, 

bluntly, its anyone who wants to be thought of as such. 

In the original release of this article, I did not include this dictionary definition.  

This was an error on my part that I have since corrected, but it allows me to fully 

highlight the things I’ve said thus far. 

The primary point is that no matter what we within the Trans* community think 

is right or proper in terms of who is what, the truth is, we are unimportant I the 

great scheme of the world. The fight is foolish, since we still haven’t convinced 

them that there’s anything different about the various groups. 

In short, people see that a transsexual is anyone who wants to be something 

other than the sex they were assigned to at birth – and as far as most other 

people are concerned, they are right. 

So to the majority of people out there, regardless of how we may feel, once 

again, that burly woman is still the same as that skinny gorgeous supermodel 

when it comes to transsexuals. 

-------------------------------------- 

Now, none of the above is my rules. 

I didn’t make them up.  I don’t necessarily approve of them.  I’d be a lot 

harder on people in general and have more exacting requirements, myself. 

These are the rules of the society we live in. The rules they have for us.  And 

they get to make those rules because we are not the authorities, regardless of 

our particular thoughts on the matter.  They are. 

And how you Identify is something entirely separate from the above. 

You can Identify as a flying purple people eater for all I care.  More power to 

you. 

Nor does ―transgender‖ factor into the above. It’s a construct intended to mean 

one thing, with a very different end result. 
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That includes some transsexuals.  Not all of them. Just most.  As in pretty much 

anyone classified under the above descriptions. 

Now, this does not make bigender, pangender, androgyne, genderqueer, or 

genderfuck or any of a gazillion other variations of those who are gender variant 

a transsexual. 

It does allow for a part time crossdresser to be transsexual.   You see, there’s no 

―time‖ factor in the above either. So, really, they would be part time 

transsexuals, right? 

There is a major golden calf exposed here:  the idea that we can determine our 

own sense of identity, control how others see us. As this all demonstrates, we 

are institutionally limited in doing so. 

That’s pretty smashed to bits by the fact that we are not all that many as a 

people.15 

I want to move on to something more constructive. Or at least something that 

doesn’t involve bashing each other’s heads in over stupid crap like who doesn’t 

like who on account of they are not what one thinks one should be about. 

So there it is.  That’s where I come from when I speak to issues of that 

sort.  That’s what I see.  And I see it that way because I see it the way a lot of 

people who aren’t trans see it. 

I don’t like a lot of that.  And it will change.  For better and for worse. 

But as to who is transsexual, well, now you know, and odds are pretty darn good 

it is a lot different from what is expected. 

The real transsexuals cannot be told apart just because they don’t have a certain 

background or tell a certain story or look a certain way. 

                                           

15 I have no doubt Leigh and Susan will castigate me.  Friends of mine will shake their heads and question 

their association with me. Cathryn may come and piss on me.  Others will do all manner of stuff. 

And I know it. And to all of you, I’m sorry.  But its gotten old.   I’m tired of it. 
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∞ 

In reactions to this when originally posted, a really good friend of mine said 

something that I found of interest, and illustrates 

something that I didn’t skewer, and yet should have: 

They said: 

So, if I read this right, I see the author 

standing in the town square with the DSM-IV 

open in their right hand and telling society, 

―Thou shalt embrace .002% of the population 

for it is written in the book that they are all 

manner of Transsexual. The book defines for 

them what they are and thus defines for you 

that your standards of acceptable gender 

presentation are moot.‖ 

I am not sure society will agree their 

standards are irrelevant. 

To which, I need to point out one thing: 

This entire series is about showing what society’s 

standards are. 

All too often, we think that people see us as 

individuals as exceptions.  We are accepted, we are 

embraced.  Some of us retain our families and 

friends and work and more. 

And that leads us to forget that there is a concept of 

institution in place here.  That it is society’s 

standards that say all of the above, because those 

criteria listed above, they are what society believes. 

They are what society holds as accurate. 

They created those rules. 

This is the last thing I will post on the 

subject of who is and who isn’t 

transsexual. Because that’s pretty much 

concrete up above, and until it does 

change — and while we can influence 

that change, we aren’t really the one’s 

that do it — the point is moot.  It’s 

been decided for us.  Because it is not 

meant to explain it to us, but to explain 

it to them. 

Because we scare them. 

My brothers and sisters, we are so 

powerful, so amazing, and so utterly 

incredible.  I see that, every day.  I feel 

it every moment. There are times when 

I weep over just how totally incredible it 

is that in this culture we can even get to 

the point where we feel empowered 

enough to have arguments like this. 

Because despite us not having the 

ability to change it now, the day will 

come when we can change it.  There is 

a lot of work to do there, and as I’ve 

said before, by working to solve the 

issues of transsexuals, that tiny little 

piece, we solve the issues of all the rest 

of the gender variant peoples I describe 

as Trans. 
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We didn’t.  And, ultimately, right now, we don’t get to. 

So what I’m actually doing here I standing in the town square saying ―why are 

you bitching at each other about who is real and who is not when you do not get 

to make that decision?‖ 

Twenty years from now, that’ll be moot — by then we will get to decide 

that.  The idea right now, for many, is to make it not matter anymore. 

At least, not to society. 
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CHAPTER TWO: NORMAL 

This time around, I tackle normal. 

It is almost without fail that when people use the 

word normal, they fuck it up. At least from a 

scientist’s perspective. The words they should be 

using are words like ―typical‖ ―commonplace‖, 

―ordinary‖, but as I pointed out in the previous 

installment, I don’t get to decide what the word 

means. 

This is important because a lot of the issues 

involved trace back to the way in which the trans 

community uses language. For example, one of my 

own particular methods of dealing with it is to point 

out that normal is a statistical mean — an averaging 

tool for broadcasting data across a spectrum. I often 

say it’s a myth, for example. 

You can imagine that goes over about as well as a 

lead balloon flies over a pond. 

Since I am going back to the core of the issues here 

(and I am indeed building up to something in the 

long term), singly, and looking at them not in terms 

of identity but in terms of description (which is what 

counts here. You personally can identify as a 

―Classic Transsexual‖ and make any number of 

requirements for entry into your little clique, even 

unspoken ones, but that does not allow you to 

escape the description of you by the general public in the manner they are 

accustomed to understanding.). 

Since that point was consistently glossed over by everyone time and time again 

on all sides, allow me to revisit it for a moment for clarity: 

This is part two in my continuing series 

of essays on the sacred cows of the 

trans culture — the taboo subjects that 

we, as a community, tend to get into 

the biggest fights over. 

Part one dealt with the ongoing 

arguments of who is and who isn’t a 

transsexual. In it, I point out how the 

basic core definitions used within the 

transsexual segment of the broader 

trans community are built on false ideas 

and understandings of the concept of 

Transsexualism — something that all 

sides seem to have forgotten in their 

battles over the separate concept of 

Identity. 

This one deals with something I’ve 

talked about before, and has cost me 

friendships in the past. Earlier today, 

however, I was suddenly shocked into 

realizing a new aspect to the argument, 

which allows me to place it in a 

different perspective, much like I did 

with the definitions of transsexual in 

the previous installment. 
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This is not about how you identify. It is not about identity, or about identity 

politics. It is about adjectives and how you can be described, regardless of your 

personal feeling about it. 

Identity is not the same as description. I identify as a 

woman. I can be described as a tall woman, a white 

woman, a bitchy woman, a transsexual woman and 

all manner of various other descriptions. 

Indeed, I can readily be described as, well… 

Normal. 

To see why, we need to look at the definitions of 

Normal.  

For Normal, we get this: 

NORMAL DEFINITION 1 

–adjective 

1. conforming to the standard or the common type; usual; not abnormal; 

regular; natural. 

 2. serving to establish a standard.  

3. Psychology. 

a. approximately average in any psychological trait, as 

intelligence, personality, or emotional adjustment.  

b. free from any mental disorder; sane.  

4. Biology, Medicine/Medical. 

a. free from any infection or other form of disease or 

malformation, or from experimental therapy or manipulation.  

b. of natural occurrence. 

–noun 

7. the average or mean: Production may fall below normal.  

8. the standard or type.  

9. Mathematics. 

a. a perpendicular line or plane, esp. one perpendicular to a 

tangent line of a curve, or a tangent plane of a surface, at the 

point of contact.  

b. the portion of this perpendicular line included between its point 

of contact with the curve and the x-axis. 

Now, there are two main dictionaries in 

use in the US: Random House and 

American Heritage. They do not always 

agree on specifics, but one thing that 

they both do is remain aware that 

language is a changing, fluctuating, 

living thing all unto itself. 

And so they pay attention to how words 

are used and every so often they update 

the dictionary to reflect that. 
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Origin:  

1520–30; < L normālis made according to a carpenter’s square, equiv. To 

norm (a) (see norm ) +-ālis -al 1  

Dictionary.com Unabridged 

Based on the Random House Dictionary, © Random House, Inc. 2009. 

We also have: 

NORMAL DEFINITION 2 

(nôr’mᴅl) 

adj. 

Conforming with, adhering to, or constituting a norm, standard, pattern, 

level, or type; typical: normal room temperature; one’s normal weight; 

normal diplomatic relations. 

Biology:  Functioning or occurring in a natural way; lacking observable 

abnormalities or deficiencies. 

Abbr. n orN Chemistry 

 Designating a solution having one gram equivalent weight of 

solute per liter of solution. 

 Designating an aliphatic hydrocarbon having a straight and 

unbranched chain of carbon atoms. 

Mathematics: 

 Being at right angles; perpendicular. 

 Perpendicular to the direction of a tangent line to a curve or a 

tangent plane to a surface. 

Psychology & Psychiatry 

 Free from mental illness; sane. 

 Relating to or characterized by average intelligence or 

development. 

n. 

Something normal; the standard: scored close to the normal. 

The usual or expected state, form, amount, or degree. 

Correspondence to a norm. 

Mathematics  

 An average. 
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 A perpendicular, especially a perpendicular to a line tangent to a 

plane curve or to a plane tangent to a space curve. 

[Middle English, from Late Latin normālis, from Latin, made according to 

the square, from norma, carpenter's 

square; seegnō- in Indo-European roots.] 

nor’mal·ly adv. 

The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English 

Language, Fourth Edition 

Copyright © 2009 by Houghton Mifflin Company. 

Published by Houghton Mifflin Company. All rights 

reserved. 

Now, in both cases, I sorta erased the versions of 

the definitions that have no bearing here (like the 

math ones). 

So, in comparing the two, and recognizing that Normal is usually being used in 

the sense of an adjective to describe someone, we see that what most people 

mean can be broken down into a couple of basic meanings held in tandem: 

 Conforming to the standard or the common type; usual; 

not abnormal; regular; commonplace, ordinary, typical. 

 Free from any mental disorder; sane. 

So, the plain and simple fact of the matter is that when people say ‖ I just want 

to be normal‖, what they mean is that they want to be free from mental illness, 

and conform to the typical, ordinary, commonplace type of person found 

throughout the United States. 

Succinctly: they just want to be like everyone else. 

For the most part, that is the oft stated goal they have, as well — to be normal, 

to be just like any other woman, just like any other man, to be ordinary. 

So what does a thesaurus say about Normal? Let’s look. 

Main Entry: normal 

   Part of Speech: adjective    

   Definition: common, usual    

Now, as many can imagine, for 

someone as semantically inclined, 

personally and professionally, as I am, I 

happen to adore thesauri. A good 

thesaurus teaches one about how words 

interrelate, and how they can be used 

and the subtleties of connotation and 

implication. 
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Synonyms: accustomed, acknowledged, average, commonplace, conventional, 

customary, general, habitual, mean, median, methodical, natural, orderly, 

ordinary, popular, prevalent, regular, routine, run-of-the-mill, standard, 

traditional, typical, unexceptional    

Antonyms:  abnormal, irregular, odd, strange, uncommon, unconventional, 

unusual.  

Very interesting. 

So they want to be conventional, customary, average, and so on. 

This is a big deal — for many, many trans people, but, in particular, this is a 

quirk fairly reserved for transsexuals. Crossdressers don’t seek to be normal, 

for example. Those who are political seek to normalize cross dressing.16 

Now that we know these things, let’s look back at a couple of elements of 

what’s required to be diagnosed with Gender Identity Disorder. Remember, 

please, that this is a requirement to actually be a transsexual. If you don’t have 

that diagnosis, you aren’t one. You may be able to get one, mind you, but that 

doesn’t describe you until you do. 

To make the diagnosis, there must be evidence of clinically significant distress 

or impairment in social, occupational, or other important areas of functioning.17 

Now the treatment is, to the greatest extent possible for the individual 

concerned’s personal comfort, to take care of the ―psychiatric, psychological, 

medical, and surgical management of gender identity disorders―. 18 

Now, keeping in mind the above requirements to make a diagnosis, we also 

have this element19: 

Are Gender Identity Disorders Mental Disorders?  

                                           
16 That’s a huge difference, and now we can see why I started this series with a focus on what is a transsexual. 

17 Now, as I explained last time around, there is   cure for transsexualism. There is only a treatment. The idea 

that there is a ―cure‖ is one of the most cherished and highest held of the beliefs among many transsexuals. I, 

myself, happen to have held this erroneous notion for quite some time. 

And no, I am not ashamed of such, I did what I could with the information I had. I can correct it now. 

18 WPATH SoC, page 1 

19 WPATH SoC, page 6 
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To qualify as a mental disorder, a behavioral pattern must result in a significant 

adaptive disadvantage to the person or cause personal mental suffering. The 

DSM-IV and ICD-10 have defined hundreds of mental disorders which vary in 

onset, duration, pathogenesis, functional disability, and treatability.  

The designation of gender identity disorders as mental disorders is not a license 

for stigmatization, or for the deprivation of gender patients’ civil rights. 

The use of a formal diagnosis is often important in offering relief, providing 

health insurance coverage, and guiding research to provide more effective future 

treatments. 

So to classify it as a mental illness, the person must suffer mentally. Which 

makes sense, really, when you think about it. Now combine that with the 

aforementioned requirements for the diagnosis and you get a person who has a 

mental illness that is managed (or treated). 

So we now have the less than happy truth that according the majority of the 

United States, we’re freaking nuts. And, as noted earlier, it doesn’t matte what 

we think — we lack the authority. And, as a result, I can now be described, 

accurately as a mentally ill woman. 

Not that any of you will ever really be all that surprised to see that about me,. 

But it applies to all transsexuals.20 

So, given that one of the two elements required for normal is that they not be 

mentally ill, from the very moment they gain that diagnosis as a transsexual, 

they will never be normal again in their entire lives. 

I should point out that that’s not really fair, since21: 

                                           

20 When I get into the down and dirty arguments with people over this sort of thing, I talk about something 

called a delusion. More specifically, I say they suffer from a delusion. Perhaps a better term (one I tend to shy 

away from for obvious reasons) is a lot of transsexuals suffer from very specific coping mechanisms that we 

could call cognitive dissonance. 

And, as a result of this cognitive dissonance — this refusing to believe a fact simply because they don’t like it 

and it offends them — there are a lot of transsexuals who will read that and say, point blank: 

 ―I’m not crazy you stupid bitch.‖  

When they are polite, of course. Based on my emails of late, they are rarely polite. 

And I agree, personally. However, my thoughts are irrelevant, as are their own. They are, the moment they can 

be described as a transsexual, mentally ill. That is, not sane. 

21 WPATH SoC, page 5 
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Five less firmly scientifically established observations prevent clinicians from 

prescribing the triadic therapy based on diagnosis alone:  

1. some carefully diagnosed persons spontaneously change their aspirations;  

2. others make more comfortable accommodations to their gender identities 

without medical interventions;  

3. others give up their wish to follow the triadic sequence during 

psychotherapy;  

4. some gender identity clinics have an unexplained high drop out rate; and  

5. the percentage of persons who are not benefited from the triadic therapy 

varies significantly from study to study. 

Emphasis (as usual, or normal) is mine. 

Note that the above bold section means that some people spontaneously 

become normal — they cease to be transsexuals. Without surgery or hormones 

or any of the related aspects of actually following the triadic treatment which 

results in changing their sex. 

Some transsexuals manage to find other ways than the triadic treatment of 

dealing with it. Based, again, on the previous posting, this means that some 

transsexuals get by and deal with this by merely dressing; or maybe dressing 

and taking or hormones; or no hormones and getting a boob job; or any of a 

thousand possibilities. 

And still others deal with it by not doing a damn thing medically (which, 

technically, I implied in the above, but I want to be clear). 

However, back the point… 

Transsexuals can never be normal. They can, however, be mostly normal. Since I 

doubt many would argue that the first part of the earlier definition is less 

important than the sane part. 

Indeed, the triadic treatment’s purpose, beneath everything else, is to treat and 

manage the symptoms through providing a sense of congruency in one’s body 

and mind. So it gets them mostly normal. As close to normal as a transsexual 

can get. 

Now, outside of transsexuals, in the rest of the gender variant community as a 

whole, normal is not something they are trying to achieve. Indeed, they are 
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trying to achieve the exact opposite of normal. They are trying to be abnormal, 

unconventional, strange, uncommon — unusual. Different. 

So you have some folks who are trying to be different allying themselves (for 

socio-political purposes) with people who are trying to be as close to normal as 

they can possibly get (even though they, themselves, are not normal), and it’s all 

supposed to be one big happy conforming social group. 

Not true.  Another myth shot to hell. 

In a future essay, I will look at why they are aligned for reasons of what is 

shared in common, but right now we are looking at the differences. When I get 

to that one, I will likely respond to the various letters and blog posts that have 

apparently been incited by this one little girl22… 

And, as I could point out, normal people don’t have blogs or comment on them. 

Normal people, in fact, don’t have much knowledge or understanding of 

computers or the internet. 

Normal people don’t care about all of this because they don’t care about 

transsexuals. So, by definition, no normal person is going to be reading this. 

The blog thing is changing slowly, though. So is the internet thing — once the 

older holdout generation and the really poor die out and are gone, then it will be 

normal. 

Right now, though — well, not so much. 

But… 

The nice thing about normal is that its relative. And, as a result, no matter how 

far I run from it, I will always be normal. As I occasionally point out, I am a 

perfectly normal member of my species. I am normal in BMI for someone my 

                                           

22 Now, to be completely upfront here, I want to explain something about me. 

I am not really all that normal. Indeed, I do not want to be normal. I have never wanted to be normal. I can’t 

stand the thought of being customary or ordinary or run of the mill, or, worst of all: just like everyone else. 

And that is not a Trans thing. I have never wanted to be normal. I was raised to be an individual, to be unique, 

and different. 
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height and weight. I am normal in my internet usage for someone who has 

dallied on it since the early 90’s, is unemployed, and, well, you get the idea. 

I’m going to point out that wanting to be ordinary is perfectly fine23. Because 

guess what? Ordinary means that you get to have less hassle, less 

inconvenience. Life is easier. Fitting in to the society you live in when you are far 

less than one percent — let’s just round up given all we’ve learned so far and 

call it 1/300th of the total population. 

The majority does not rule in the US system, but the majority can be pretty hard 

on you and will take advantage of every single loophole they can come up with 

to fuck you over if you are not, well, normal. 

So, after all of that, we’ve learned that, as a general rule, transsexuals are never 

normal. The fact they are transsexuals, since it is something they are never 

cured of, is why they will never be normal. No matter what their protestations 

might be to the contrary. 

They can, however, be normal in many, many, other ways, and for many 

transsexuals, that seeking out of normal is vital to their ability to even transition 

in the first place — sometimes cognitive dissonance works for you, not against 

you. 

Understand, however, that normal means you get screwed.  

                                           

23 Now, if this was the older, 2.0 version of Dyssonance, I would start talking about how that whole idea of 

being normal is actually reflective of inherent sexism, which is, to put not too fine a point on it, bigotry 

against the and about the sexes and the social sex roles assigned to them by the society at large. 

Not this time. 
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CHAPTER THREE: TRANSGENDER  

And so, without further ado, I will now tackle the 

non transsexual part of the whole trans community. 

One of the fundamental truths to this entire thing is 

what other people believe.  In response to my last 

essay of this series, someone skimmed the essay 

and said that ―dictionary definitions don’t mean 

much to the rest of the world.‖ – more or less. 

This is one of those golden calves – those untenable 

ideas being clung to in the name of identity.  Its 

false, because the definitions being provided are the 

ones that the rest of the world uses.  Or, more 

accurately, that the people in the US use.  I can say 

most, as well, as the number of people using it that 

way is well over 90%. 

The argument is that same as the point made in the 

first essay about how the authority of those who 

determine what is and is not a transsexual comes from the rest of the people – 

not transsexuals.  Right or wrong, that is what is, and no single transsexual or 

even through total unity can all transsexual truly change that fact. 

There are, simply enough, not enough of us. 

But this essay is about the people who are not transsexual. 

In the first installment, we looked at who is a transsexual, and found that the 

following elements are required to be a transsexual: 

1. A diagnosis of Gender Identity Disorder/Transsexualism. 

2. Benefit from hormones 

3. An enduring need to live as a member of the opposite sex to at least 

some degree. 

4. Significant impairment in one’s life as a result of that need. 

This is the third in a series of essays 

that tackle some of the thornier, 

unpopular concepts that float out in the 

trans community – I’m thinking of 

naming it Golden Calves, to borrow 

from a particular vantage point. 

It has a unique quality, this series of 

essays.  Outside of my being, well, 

Dyss, it also seems to be striking hot 

points all around. 

Other points in this series as I see it 

now will deal in Legislation, in Passing, 

in Discovery,  in Language, and other 

issues that are ultimately important and 

based on the underlying truths here. 
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That’s the four basic requirements to be a transsexual. I may have missed 

something in there, but anyone who meets those four requirements is a 

transsexual.  Anyone who doesn’t is not. Yes, really – it is absolutely that cut 

and dried. 

In the last two decades, a word has arisen to describe both what became an 

Identity, and what became part of a description.  This word is transgender.  

So what does transgender mean to the average person? 

To me, it has a very specific and detailed identity infused meaning of those who 

simply wish to cross a social sex role line.  However, since I am transsexual and 

therefore of no account in the greater scheme of things, what I think is 

irrelevant. 

As noted earlier, dictionaries, and especially the Random House dictionary and 

the American Heritage dictionary, reflect what most people think of the word as 

meaning – in particular as it is used in expressing and describing things to 

others. 

In this case, the two books use this as the definition: 

Transgender Definition 1 

 [trans-jen-der, tranz-]  

-noun  

1. a person appearing or attempting to be a member of the opposite sex, 

as a transsexual or habitual cross-dresser.  

-adjective  

Also, trans-gen-dered.  

2. being, pertaining to, or characteristic of a transgender or 

transgenders: the transgender movement.  

Origin:  

1990-95 

Dictionary.com Unabridged 

Based on the Random House Dictionary, © Random House, Inc. 2009.  
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Transgender Definition 2 

 (trans-jen'dr, tranz-)  

adj.  

1. Appearing as, wishing to be considered as, or having undergone 

surgery to become a member of the opposite sex.  

2. Of or relating to transgender people. 

n. A transgender person.  

The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English Language, Fourth Edition 

Copyright © 2009 by Houghton Mifflin Company. 

Published by Houghton Mifflin Company. All rights reserved. 

 

Here, right away, we see a few things that, if most of the activists out there were 

to look at them, would really piss them off. 

First off, it appears on the surface that Transgender means (to the vast majority 

of the public) someone who strikes them as a transsexual. 

The keyword here is ―appearing‖.  That is, the way it looks to the group doing 

the viewing at the time it does it. 

If someone appears to be in the process of changing their sex, or wanting to be 

considered a sex other than their own, they are transgender.  Without knowing 

the status of the four requirements for being a transsexual, therefore, one can 

call anyone who they think has to some extent changed, considered changing, 

or is changing their sex transgender. 

And be right.  For example, Stu Rasmussen, the Mayor of Silverton, appears to 

me to be a transgender. Since I do not and cannot foresee finding out is he’s 

had a diagnosis, is getting a benefit from hormones, has an enduring need to 

live as a member of the opposite sex24, or if his life has been significantly 

impaired as a result of such, I cannot use the term transsexual to describe him. 

Indeed, doing so would be incorrect, as it would be appropriative and projecting 

my own sense of his status on to him without evidence. 

                                           
24 although I can deduce that one to some extent, which is mitigated by his continuing use of the male 

pronoun 
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Or, in the phrasing I like to use now and then, if I were to call Stu Rasmussen a 

transsexual, I would be talking out my ass. 

So would anyone else. 

I can call him a transgender, however.  Just as I can call any other transsexual a 

transgender or even (I hate this) ―transgendered‖, since they do often have that 

appearance, and when using the word myself, its what I can have evidence of 

that counts. 

Now, most people tend to really on a very basic form of evidence that is 

important:  what the person says.  Since I have not asked Stu what he says he is, 

though, I’m SOL.  A regular commenter here, Leigh, I can call a transsexual 

because she has stated she is and I have no particular reason to doubt her 

personal veracity other than the standard ―ya just never know online‖ sort of 

thing.  By the same token, the same can be said about me,25. 

 

However, this defining aspect is troubling, because it means that many people 

who do not appear to be transitioning from one sex to another but perhaps to 

some point in between the two sexes, are also sometimes transgender. 

As an example: Genderqueer folks and Intersex folks. 

Normally I don’t talk about intersex people, but, in the wider context here, since 

they are impacted indirectly, I will deal with this. 

As a note regarding them, however, I want to point out that most intersex 

people do not talk about being intersex.  Except with other intersex people, and 

then only when they feel comfortable in doing so. 

It is rather sad, but there are many situations where an intersex individual was 

surgically corrected towards a more normative genital arrangement as an infant 

and/or child. Normally without their express consent to do so. 

When they grow to adulthood or these days even into their teens, they realize 

the assignment they weren’t given a choice on is incorrect and so they correct it. 

                                           

25 However, I can also call Leigh transgender(ed), and I am utterly certain if I do so she’ll come after me with a 

kitchen knife. 
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At that moment, they can be called transgender.  To some extent, they are 

transsexual, as well, since the NOS diagnosis (Gender Identity Disorder NOS) can 

be and is used for them at that point in time. 

That will not fly well with most IS groups, but then, they are just as insignificant 

as we are (although actually more numerous than transsexuals) and have an 

equal amount of say in the matter: none. 

Genderqueer people though are a bit different, as are all the various 

combinations thereof.  As are androgyne, genderfuck, bigender, pangender, 

genderless, etc. also all exist.  

 Note the many different connotations that resound within just that one small 

segment. 

You have people who specifically seek to be both genders at once, both genders 

in an alternating aspect (which allows for some of them to be transsexual, as 

well), some people as no gender whatsoever  or even a third gender  (which 

necessitated the creation of new pronouns). 

This makes for an interesting situation, as they are not trying to appear as if 

they are changing their sex, but often people will see them as trying such. 

This tells us, thus far, that the identity of Transgender is formed by the 

perception of the wider world of those people who share characteristics which 

are similar to what they perceive as being akin to transsexuals. 

Because the description and definition, as it is understood by most people, says 

that transgender is or has something to do with transsexuals. 

Transgender is a potentially huge concept – and that means that the 6 foot four 

cross dresser who does body building and sports a thick beard in en femme is, 

indeed, casting an image on transsexuals. 

That no one is going to be able to change individually.  Because it becomes a 

certain kind of stereotype, and stereotypes aren’t ended by a single person, they 

are needed by multiples of people who either change the stereotype or render it 

invalid in the mind of the person. 

Most transsexuals know and feel this, as a great many of them, as noted earlier, 

seek to establish themselves as normal – meaning conforming to the general 

expectations of society at large regarding appearance according to social sex 

role. 
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That is, most transsexuals, like the overwhelming majority of the population, 

think that a woman should look like a woman and a man should look like a man. 

―Butch‖, for example, is usually used to describe a 

lesbian who is still very much a woman, but tends to 

have an appearance that is closer to the manly side 

of things.  However, its only closer -- they are still 

women, and they are not trying to look like men 

(although, again, due to the social understandings 

of transgender, they can, in fact, be called 

transgendered, since they relate to certain aspects 

of someone who is in the process of changing their 

sex). 

This creates an internal tension between those 

transsexuals who are, ultimately, heteronormative, 

and those transsexuals and the people perceived to 

be transsexuals that can be called transgender who 

are not heteronormative in their outlook. (see sidebar) 

This is made more difficult since words such as 

genderqueer are still neologisms that haven’t made 

it into the dictionary due to failure to have wide 

adoption in the general public yet. 

That doesn’t mean they don’t have value in discourse, it means most people 

don’t know about it. 

And so, to them, genderqueer people are transgender.  Even though, in 

technical truth, they are not. 

So what about the all too often crapped on people.  The one’s who present, 

ultimately, the greatest challenge to any sort of legal or social reduction in 

prejudice? 

That’s right, I’m talking about cross dressers. 

 

In other words, people who seek normal 

and people who seek abnormal. 

Oh, wait – people are offended by 

abnormal.  Let’s try people who are 

ordinary and people who are 

unconventional. 

Wait again – apparently, no one likes to 

be called ordinary or conventional, but 

they do like Normal. 

So it’s the people who want to be as 

close to normal as they can possibly get 

versus those who are unconventional. 

There we go.  (See the golden calves I’m 

tackling in part now?) 
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I have a hard time, personally, understanding the emotional, personal aspects of 

cross dressing.  I can sympathize, but not empathize.26 

I do have a somewhat ok grasp of the basics of what they go through and the 

odds and ends involved, but I’m by no means truly conversant on the subject. 

Interestingly enough, most of the most ardent separatists I know have the same 

issue.  They just take the tack that its weird, because they don’t sympathize.27 

And that’s ignoring the fact that cross dressing is one of the treatments used 

for the management of Gender Identity Disorder. 

Now, cross dressing is generally thought of in the wider public (that is, the 90% 

of citizens of the US, again) as being a male thing.  This is because it is socially 

acceptable for women to cross dress to a great extent, and the most common 

depictions of ―cross dressing‖ – even within these essays – is of a man who just 

doesn’t  look like a woman dressing up as one, -- usually over the top. 

If he’s straight, he keeps it a secret or gets a vicarious thrill out of it, if he’s gay, 

he’s a drag queen who does it to be on stage or ―mock women‖. 

From an external viewpoint as a sociologist, the particulars of the way cross 

dressing men are treated by even the most non-normative (or unconventional) 

gender variant people is utterly revealing about a great deal of the issues that 

roll around within the community and are never resolved. 

Perhaps the biggest one is the idea that cross dressers have nothing in common 

with transsexuals. 

This particular golden calf – this enormous elephant in the room when politics 

are spoken – is almost sacrosanct. Nobody wants to talk about the ―one that still 

acts like a man‖ (which is utterly sexist and literally transphobic) except in the 

most negative of ways. 

                                           
26 Now, I never cross dressed.  I cross lived – that is, I never did the secretive trying on of women’s clothing as 

a teenager or adult masculine person, or dressing up to relieve tensions and all that.  What I did was I lived 

online as a woman for 6 years. I did business, the works. 

27 This strikes me as almost hilarious, since often they use surgery as the baseline, which means that the 

required RLE they lived through (usually) was in fact, cross dressing. 
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And it gets worse – because cross dressers generally self identify, they never 

have any of the medical aspects that transsexuals have to deal with, and so lose 

that particular ―excuse‖ or defense. 

Cross Dressers are not something I am familiar enough to categorize by 

behavior outside of the standards, so, just as we have done previously, let’s look 

at what the concepts actually mean to most people. 

The first thing we encounter is that the hyphenated form has only made it into 

one dictionary:  

 

CROSS-DRESS DEFINITION 

  [ kraws -dres ,  kros - ]   

ïverb (used without object)  

to dress in clothing typically worn by members of the opposite sex.  

Related forms:  

cross - dresser,  noun  

Dictionary.com Unabridged 
Based on the Random House Dictionary, © Random House, Inc. 2009.  

This isn’t that uncommon, actually, especially with socio-politically charged 

terms and phrases. American Heritage is generally considered the more 

―conservative‖ of the two (we Americans love our binaries), and Random House 

the more ―liberal‖.28 

There is another term more commonly used by the general public for this, since 

―crossdresser‖ or ―CD‖ is actually a neologism within the community akin to 

―transgender‖. This term has acquired a negative connotation from the wider 

public as well that is associated with a stigma that impacts transsexuals. 

That word is Transvestite. 

Cue eerie music. 

                                           

28 As a side note – I have written novels and papers before, under another name, so I’m familiar with how 

editors and publishers perceive the dictionaries since I argue with everyone. Which is likely why I haven’t been 

published in over a decade. 
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TRANSVESTITE DEFINITION 1 

  [ trans -ves - tahyt,  tranz - ]  

ïnoun  

a person, esp. a male, who assumes the dress and manner usually associated 

with the opposite sex.  

Origin:   

1925 ï30;  < G  Transvestit;  see TRANSVESTISM ,  - ITE  1  

Dictionary.com Unabridged 
Based on the Random House Dictionary, © Random House, Inc. 2009.  

 

TRANSVESTITE DEFINITION 2 

 (trƃns-vŊs'tƛt', trƃnz-)  

n.   A person who dresses and acts in a style or manner traditionally associated with 

the opposite sex.  

 

[German  Transvestit  : Latin  trƃns-, trans -  + Latin  vestƛre, to dress ; see  travesty .]  

trans·ves'tism  ( -tƝz'ᴅm),  trans·ves'ti·tism  ( -tƝ-tƝz'ᴅm)  n.  

The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English Language, Fourth Edition 
Copyright © 2009 by Houghton Mifflin Company. 
Published by Houghton Mifflin Company. All rights reserved. 

We also have our thesaurus: 

Main Entry: drag queen 

Part of Speech: noun 

Definition: male performer who dresses as a woman 

Synonyms: closet queen, cross-dresser, female impersonator, 

fruitcake, queen, transvestite 

Roget's 21st Century Thesaurus, Third Edition 

Copyright © 2009 by the Philip Lief Group.  

Now from all of that we can see, rather clearly, the negative connotation (and, 

incidentally, *how* a negative connotation is formed via synonyms), but with an 

interesting shift – transvestite now becomes synonymous in the minds of most 

people with a gay man performing. 

But what we also see is, for many transsexuals and others, that transvestite -- 

despite their personal objections on the basis of perceived connotation -- can 

be used as a synonym for transsexual in the understanding of the wider public. 

http://dictionary.reference.com/search?q=transvestism&db=luna
http://dictionary.reference.com/search?q=-ite&db=luna
http://thesaurus.reference.com/browse/queen
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This, right here, will upset many people.  This is because among the various 

things that are used among ourselves to divide us, is the classification of each 

other, and in that pecking order, transvestite is the bottom rung. 

And yet it *is* possible, since transvestites do something that is suggestive of 

wanting to be the opposite sex -- it is a characteristic of them. 

One thing saves it, though -- it is a noun, not an adjective.  So, in that light, it 

becomes a singular identification -- capable of being used in place of "human" 

or "man" or "woman".  Unfortunately, it can be turned into an adjective because 

nouns do that. 

Now, there is one significant difference between a 

cross dresser and a transvestite.  A transvestite 

(which is what transsexuals were called by the general 

public until the late 1970’s) is actually suffering from 

a mental illness.  This is something that the majority 

of the population is aware of.  Indeed, it is something 

that our opponents are aware of as well, and they use 

this language with tremendous effect against us. 

The American Psychiatric Association’s DSM-IV 

describes Transvestic Fetishism in this manner: 

302.3 Transvestic Fetishism 

The paraphiliac focus of Transvestic 

Fetishism involves cross-dressing. Usually 

the male with Transvestic Fetishism keeps 

a collection of female clothes that he 

intermittently uses to cross-dress. While 

cross dressed, he usually masturbates, 

imagining himself to be both the male and 

the female object of his sexual fantasy. 

This disorder has been described only in 

heterosexual males. Transvestic Fetishism 

is to be diagnosed when cross-dressing 

occurs exclusively during the course of 

Our opponents, you see, are *more* 

aware of the public perception of trans 

people than, well, trans people are.  

This is part of why the ―bathroom‖ 

argument is so powerful.  As a result, in 

general, Trans activists tend to fail to 

see this, because they, too, are steeped 

in all these cherished myths, since they 

are a part of the very institutions they 

are dealing with trying to change. 

They can’t escape it – they are citizens 

of the United States, and as such, they 

are products of it.  

And until they realize these things and 

tackle them head on – without the 

academic understandings of political 

identity that divide us – they will 

continue to fail and have issues since 

their defense of the attacks actually 

works to maintain division when the 

public sees all these groups and 

variants as one big solid group. 

In other words, we are doing our 

enemies work for them.  We are not 

uniting, we are dividing. 
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Gender Identity Disorder. 

Transvestic phenomena range from occasional solitary wearing of 

female clothes to extensive involvement in a transvestic subculture. 

Some males wear a single item of women's apparel (e.g., underwear 

or hosiery) under their masculine attire. Other males with 

Transvestic Fetishism dress entirely as females and wear makeup. 

The degree to which the cross-dressed individual successfully 

appears to be a female varies, depending on mannerisms, body 

habitus, and cross-dressing skill. 

When not cross-dressed, the male with Transvestic Fetishism is 

usually unremarkably masculine. Although his basic preference is 

heterosexual, he tends to have few sexual partners and may have 

engaged in occasional homosexual acts. An associated feature may 

be the presence of Sexual Masochism. The disorder typically begins 

with cross-dressing in childhood or early adolescence. In many 

cases, the cross-dressing is not done in public until adulthood. The 

initial experience may involve partial or total cross-dressing; partial 

cross-dressing often progresses to complete cross-dressing. 

A favored article of clothing may become erotic in itself and may be 

used habitually, first in masturbation and later in intercourse. In 

some individuals, the motivation for cross-dressing may change 

over time, temporarily or permanently, with sexual arousal in 

response to the cross-dressing diminishing or disappearing. In 

such instances, the cross-dressing becomes an antidote to anxiety 

or depression or contributes to a sense of peace and calm. 

In other individuals, gender dysphoria may emerge, especially 

under situational stress with or without symptoms of depression. 

For a small number of individuals, the gender dysphoria becomes a 

fixed part of the clinical picture and is accompanied by the desire 

to dress and live permanently as a female and to seek hormonal or 

surgical reassignment. Individuals with Transvestic Fetishism often 

seek treatment when gender dysphoria emerges. The subtype with 
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Gender Dysphoria is provided to allow the clinician to note the 

presence of gender dysphoria as part of Tranvestic Fetishism. 

DSM-IV: TRANSVESTIC FETISHISM 

 

Heterosexual males with this Paraphilia dress in female clothes (cross-
dress) to produce or enhance sexual arousal, usually without a real 
partner, but with the fantasy that they are the female partner as well. 

DIAGNOSTIC CRITERIA FOR 302.3 TRANSVESTIC FETISHISM 

A. Over a period of at least 6 months, in a heterosexual male, recurrent, 
intense sexually arousing fantasies, sexual urges, or behaviors 
involving cross-dressing.  

B. The fantasies, sexual urges, or behaviors cause clinically significant 
distress or impairment in social, occupational, or other important areas of 
functioning.  

Specify if:  

With Gender Dysphoria: if the person has persistent discomfort with 
gender role or identity 

 

Now if that doesn’t freak a lot of people out who are very much invested 

politically and emotionally with being different from transvestite, well… 

They are too far gone to be reached via reality. 

There is another classification for Transvestites that’s applicable – the HBSoS for 

which the second half was already shown. 

So we now can see, however, that in the general public’s mind, there is no 

practical difference between the two groups, and that in the minds of the 

authority – the institution of society – that is given the charge of handling this, 

the difference is even less visible. 

http://www.behavenet.com/capsules/disorders/d4class.htm
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From which we can see that for the general population of the United States, 

there is no difference between a transsexual, a transvestite, and a transgender 

person – and a cross dresser can, in fact, be one or more of those categories. 

The last group to look at is now rather readily revealed as something of an 

interesting anomaly. 

Autogynephilia is, basically, transvestic fetishists who are transsexuals.  The 

love of self as woman essential translation used normally to discredit the 

concept is actually a piss poor excuse for taking the time to understand the 

category, and we can now see that despite what many consider to be 

inflammatory language on the part of the creator, in the end, it’s still just 

another transvestite. 

 

After all of that, what we now see to be the case is the following: 

That a gay man who crossdresses to perform on stage is thought of by 

the general public as the same as some heterosexual guy who dresses up 

for sexual pleasure and the same as some male-bodied post operative 

transsexual who transitioned in the 1950’s. 

To them, there is no difference.  None at all. 

 

Last night, I had a guest.  We talked on some of this stuff, and the guest 

came up with a really cool analogy for how *all* these various factions in 

the ―T‖ look at things. 

It’s a lot like an immigrant coming from Africa. They arrive in the US.  

They encounter the institutionalized racism that still exists in ways that 

have only cracked a very little after 40 some years of hard work and effort 

in getting laws changed to minimize it. 

We’ll say they come from Liberia.  They are dark skinned, well educated in 

their country, well suited to the tasks they have immigrated to the US for. 
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And they arrive, and they find that they are associated by virtue of the 

overwhelming undercurrent of thought and ideas in the general 

population with the population of other Black Americans in all the 

negative ways.  They get stopped for Driving while Black.  People hide 

their children. They get checked against a police artist sketch because 

someone a mile away said ―hey, that looks like them‖. 

They are, in their minds, nothing like these ―American Blacks‖.  They are 

Africans, they think to themselves. And so they start explaining to people 

around them how they are not like those other people. 

And yet, they still have the one thing that tends to characterize them in 

the minds of the general public. That one thing that no matter what they 

do, regardless of how much jumping up and down and screaming and 

shouting and begging and pleading and fighting and arguing they do, 

they will always be identified under. 

They have black skin. 

They can scream and shout and argue and bitch.  They are still black. 

Just as the CD’s, and Classic Trans and HBS, and Women born 

transsexual, and Transgender Warriors and so forth and so on can all 

scream and shout and argue and bitch about how they are nothing like all 

those others. 

A simple, utter, factual truth is that they are.  And they can do nothing 

about it. 

Because they are like those others.  To some degree, in some way, even if 

the only way is in their search to be Normal. 

And until they get that, until all these various groups stop their infighting 

and realize that it’ll be a hundred years before they get their little point 

across, they will still be thought of that way. 
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This is the end of the first set of three essays. 

In it, we looked at the various aspects of what it means to be a 

transsexual, transgender, normal, and more, from the perspective of the 

greater society in which we live. 

We discovered some cold, unpleasant facts in the process – facts which 

put the lie to some of the more cherished ideas and concepts held by 

trans people. 

No particular side was left alone, either – those who want to see 

transsexuals removed or those who want to be inclusive.  Both are 

equally guilty of being, ultimately wrong. 

One of the things that does come to the fore in this, is that we have a 

strong tendency to project our particular experiences, thoughts, and 

preferences onto the community at large, and then build on those things 

as we find those who agree with us. 

We allow emotional truths that are found only among ourselves to 

become of greater importance than the actual truth of the world around 

us. 

That’s pretty classically delusional. 

It is my opinion that if we, any of us, are ever going to achieve anything 

for any single part of us, then we must present a fairly unified front to the 

institutionalized *lack of knowledge* that threatens us. 

It is also my opinion that, due to the pre-existing familiarity with 

transsexuals and the fact they tend to overwhelm the rest in terms of the 

public’s awareness, we should be working towards solving the problems 

of transsexuals first and foremost. 

In doing that, we achieve a measure of the same for the rest since, 

ultimately, regardless of all the internal differences, all the rest do things 
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to a lesser degree that transsexuals do them.  And, to a great extent, go 

through the same emotional challenges that transsexuals face. 

Transsexuals are required to go through RLE.  Under the standard US 

interpretation of such, that means that they must live, as a woman, 

without benefit of surgery. 

That makes them essentially crossdressers.  For a year.  At least. 

And we know now that exceedingly few transsexuals ever actually achieve 

surgery – and despite what some like to say, it is not because of a lack of 

trying. 

Saying that is blaming the victim, because the ―lack of trying‖ is inevitably 

based in the ―well, I did it, so you can too‖ and forgets that what a 

European descent person can do in society at large is still quite a bit 

more than what a Native American descent person can do in this country 

in terms of getting the money together. 

And the some applies to Hispanic, or African American, or any other basic 

group. 

It ignores the vagaries of family dynamics and social interaction that work 

to limit one’s possible ability to move forward. 

In short, if you have had surgery, you were blessed. And the odds are 

*really* strong that you are white, from a middle class background or 

better, and were able to transition while on the job or did so in stealth 

prior to 1995. 

So when you say that, you are blaming people for haing been born into 

the United States and its institutionalized systems of maintaining one in 

one’s particular social class and ethnic situation. 

Which one can readily describe as prejudice or projection, pick one. 

More to come in this vein, as there are many more golden calves… 
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CHAPTER FOUR: WHIRLED PEAS (TIARA INCLUDED) 

ALSO KNOWN AS:  THE LESSONS THUS FAR. 

 

I want to point out a few things, yet again.   I am a sociologist by nature.  As 

a sociologist, I know one little thing that tends to be overlooked in a lot of 

the complaints about this series. 

The typical person has an effective sphere of 23 people.  A main linkage 

may have 100.  

When dealing with something as utterly ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭƛȊŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŦŦ LΩƳ 

talking about, those immediate circles are, ultimately, of zero meaning or 

value. In the discussion, that is, to remind people of the context here, since 

so many immediately recontextualize things to reflect their personal view. 

So yes ς your close friends and co-workers, the people in your momentary 

life, may be extremely tolerant, and in many cases even accepting, and they 

may even be thinking that there is nothing wrong with trans whatever. It 

ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊŜ ǘǊǳǘƘǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ. 

There are people who do not like green peas in the world. They are, 

nevertheless, presented, enduringly, with all the reasons to like peas, all 

the people who do like peas, the need to sell peas, the ideas that peas are 

sweet and delicious and make great special effects props in horror films 

when reduced to soup. 

Among themselves, if they were to develop a set of myths and constructs 

that place green peas as some sort of utterly demonic evil, they would be 

absolute morons if they thought, for one moment, that they would change 

ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΩ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǇŜŀǎΦ 

They would ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŀ ǎƳŀƭƭ ŦŜǿ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΦ  !ŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘΣ ƛǘΩǎ ƻǾŜǊΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ 

Ƨǳǎǘ Ǌƻƭƭ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜȅŜǎ ƻǊ ǿƘƛǎǇŜǊ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŀƭƪŜŘ ōȅΣ ƻǊΧ 

Χ ²ŜƭƭΣ ȅƻǳ ƎŜǘ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜŀΦ 
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bƻǿ ƭŜǘΩǎ ǎŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǇŜŀ ƘŀǘŜǊǎ ŦŜƭǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǊŜŀƭ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ 

hate peas was because of the texture, while others thought the only real 

reason to hate peas was the taste. 

And they fought, publicly.  How much credibility do you think that would 

give to anyone involved in the entire whirled peas fiasco (because, really. 

¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜΣ ƛn the end.). 

¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǘǊŀƴǎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǎƳ ƛǎ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƛƳŜΣ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭƭȅ ŀƴŘ 

externally.  

In writing the first part of 

the Golden Calves Series, 

I wanted to step back 

from the position I 

normally hold, and 

explore the core aspects 

of what, ultimately, all of 

the various discussions 

about what it means to 

be trans and all the 

elements of all the other 

crud found in blogs, 

forums, books, and more 

are half expected to be 

addressing. 

!ƴŘ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ Ƙƻǿ ǘƻ ōŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƘŜƭǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ are trans. 

Although a lot of what I referenced was the voice of those who are 

attempting to make it clear they are not like cross dressers and 

genderqueers and transvestites and genderfucks and those other 

transsexuals who decide that maybe surgery is not for them, it is important 

to remember that they still do have a  point. 

They ŀǊŜƴΩǘ like them. And if one if going to speak to inclusiveness with 

respect to all identities (which, granted, they tend to fail miserably on), 

then you must respect them as well. 
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Always. 

They are still transsexuals.  They might call it HBS or Women born 

transsexual or classic transsexual or original transsexual or whatever else 

they want to call it ς they are still transsexuals. 

They do not stop being such merely because they say things that are 

incredibly degrading, horrifically hurtful, and often racist or sexist.  Saying 

that of them is akin to saying that because the 99% of normal people in the 

ǿƻǊƭŘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΦ 

Now, that does not excuse them from having the same sense of propriety 

and normal, everyday, common sense courtesy in making their arguments. 

Some of them are aware of that ς they have realized that they have a point 

ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǿŀƭƪƛƴƎ ƛƴ ŀƴŘ ǎŀȅƛƴƎ ǿŜ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŀǎ ǘhose 

other freaks. 

The reasons why they are different are where the argument starts.  

Granted, their rationales are faulty and based on old, proven wrong 

concepts most often, but, like anyone else, they are a product of their times 

and it is unreasonable to expect them to catch up on the current facts of 

the day when their entire lives were spent being taught something utterly 

wrong. 

On the flip side, however, as I discovered in writing these basic things, there 

are a lot of basic constructs which are erroneous in their application when 

it comes to the presentation by activists to allies and opponents. And those 

constructs, because they fail to be fully inclusive in practice, regardless of 

the principle, actually create the concepts and the structures that lead to 

their finding a need to state they are not like anyone else. 

¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ƎƘƻǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎȅǎǘŜƳΦ !ƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜƭŜǇƘŀƴǘƛƴŜ ƻƴŜΦ 

The average person ς a normal person ς ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŎŀǊŜ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ƛǎ 

between a drag queen and a post op transsexual.  Our opponents, as I 

remarked in a side note, know this; apparently far better than we do.  They 

use that confusion and apathy as one of their most potent weapons against 
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us ς its effect is so great that it can actually cause reasonably educated 

supporters to sit down and withdraw their support for their own bills. 

Which is not to say that all this internal understanding and semi-tolerance 

stuff that goes on within the community is of any reduced value ς it will be 

essential in the years and decades ahead in court cases and in class rooms 

and more. 

However, to get to the point where there is some value to it, first w must 

have laws that allow for those court cases to exist. 

Which is great.  But in what way does it actively help the community with 

the greatest problems? 

How do we write laws to reflect this immense variability?  Trans people are 

not all straight.  They are not all gay, or bisexual.  They are not all men, or 

all women.  They are a part of all of those groups ς and consistently told by 

all of them ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ŀ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳΦ 

How does one include them, when they are so great and diverse a group? 

When even their gender variance itself is so diverse that no single term can 

truly encompass them all? 

I am asking you, the reader that question. 

When the gay community speaks to Trans issues, should they be expected 

to speak to straight issues as well, since there are straight people within the 

trans community? 
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L Řƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŀǘΣ ōǳǘ LΩƳ ŀǎƪƛƴƎ 

you, the reader.  

Recently, on a widely read blog, a 

contributor wrote a snippet of a sentence 

that is indicative of part of the problem. 

άΧ ǿƘȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǿƻƳŜƴ ŀƴŘ ǘǊŀƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƭƭ 

ǘƘŜ ŦǳƴΚέ he asked. 

 In doing so, he separated Trans from 

women, and one cannot do that.  Nor can 

one separate Trans from men.  Because 

within that huge taxonomy of types there 

will always be someone horrifically 

offended to be set as other than man or 

other than woman. And there will equally 

be those offended by being just a man or a 

woman. 

Not all transfolk seek to create a third 

gender.  Not all transfolk seek to create a 

null class ς something other than male and 

female, man and woman. Not all transfolk 

find that great a difference between 

themselves and butch dykes or nelly men. 

Now, within the community we have a 

multitude of different groups.  The most 

common ones are: 

Non-gendered, gender neutral, agendered, 

between genders, intergendered, 

bigendered, gender fluid, ambigender, 

genderless, pangender, genderfuck, third 

gendered, cross-dresser, drag queen, drag 

king, androgynes, transvestites, transvestic 

On a personal note, critiquing 

me with Butlerian ideology is an 

error.  My approach is actually 

uninformed by Butler except 

peripherally, and is derived 

instead from Diamond, Money, 

and the very language I am 

writing in (that is, from 

sociolinguistics). 

And if you do not understand 

those three areas, you will fail 

to accurately be able to grasp 

my particular stance on the 

concept.   

Milton Diamond established 

that gender identity is 

physiological, and that gender 

is social. He accomplished this 

through basic biology and 

psychology.  John Money, in a 

vain attempt at proving the 

opposite – that gender identity 

was something learned – failed 

in a way that actually 

established that gender identity 

was inherent.  He proved it, 

with a certitude that is amazing 

and inarguable. 

Then you have our language.  

So when you come at me with 

Butlerian hypothesis, 

understand that while I a 

vaguely familiar with them as a 

result of their commonalities, I 

actually don’t use or really 

reference her.  Indeed, she 

came to her point long before I 

did, and was far more 

theoretical than I am – for me 

there is no theory involved.  

There is evidence, and all you 

can do is argue the evidence.   

Good luck on that. 
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fetishist, genderqueer, cross-dresser, transgender, and transsexual. 

Now, given the variety included in that grouping alone, how can one expect 

much to be able to cover the whole mess of them? 

Seriously. 

Something that makes sense to the wider 

community -- that is the other 97% of the 

total population out there that really has far 

more say in the matter despite any feelings 

about how right it is -- Ƨǳǎǘ ƛǎƴΩt going to 

happen right now, in this day and age. 

Another one, many year from now, no 

problem. 

CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΩǎ ǾƛŜǿǇƻƛƴǘΣ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ 

those are the same damn thing.  And that rest 

of the world really does include a lot of those 

who are allies.  

Within the Trans community, though all of 

them are different, even when they overlap, 

so suddenly the sense of identity is more 

important than the description.  And it is in the name of protecting that 

sense of identity that things get ugly. 

So my general thought, immediately, is grow up.  Your identity is only of 

ŀƴȅ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǘƻ ȅƻǳΣ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƭȅΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŎŀǊŜΦ 

.ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ǘƻ ƪƴƻǿ ȅƻǳ ŀǎ ŀ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΣ ǘƘŜȅ Ƨǳǎǘ ǿŀƴǘ ŀ 

way to describe you that other people who are not trans will understand. 

Now, of those categories, there are a whole bunch that one can kinda lump 

ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ ƎǊƻǳǇ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ άǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ŘƻƴΩǘ ŎǊƻǎǎ ōǳǘ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻƴŜ 

ǎƛŘŜΣ ŜƛǘƘŜǊέΦ  {ƻΣ ǊŜŀƭƭȅΣ ǘƻ ǎƻƳŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ǘǊŀƴǎΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ 

cis, either.  If you take trans as being those who actually cross. 

For those curious why I 

say 97%, note that 

Crossdressers of some 

sort make up an 

estimated 2 to 3 percent 

of the total population, 

excluding transsexuals.  

While the remaining 

elements are unknown, 

most people don’t find 

evidence for it to be 

significantly greater than 

1 percent at best. 

http://www.apa.org/topics/transgender.html#whatdoes
http://www.apa.org/topics/transgender.html#whatdoes
http://www.apa.org/topics/transgender.html#whatdoes


Antonia E. 

D’orsay  
GOLDEN CALVES 

 

53 | P a g e  

 

Those would be non-gendered, gender neutral, agendered, between 

genders, intergendered, ambigender, genderless, pangender, genderfuck, 

gender queer, and third gendered. 

Then you have several that do cross, to some extent, the gender line: 

bigendered, gender fluid, cross-dresser, drag queen, drag king, androgynes, 

transvestites, transvestic fetishist, cross-dresser, and transgender. 

Lastly you have those who cross sex and gender lines: Transsexuals 

Then you have cis folk.  And then intersex folk. 

This, for those who know me, makes five, which has significance in my life 

and understanding of the world. 

Two of those groups have a fairly set understanding of where they are in 

society overall ς cis and inter. 

One of them is what the rest of them are thought of as: transsexual. 

hƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳ ƛǎ ǎŜŜƴ ōȅ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ŀǎ Ƨǳǎǘ ǇǊŜǘǘȅ ŘŀƳƴŜŘ ǎƛƭƭȅΦ  ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ 

the gender crossing group. 

¢ƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ƻƴŜ фл҈ ƻŦ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ ŀōƻǳǘΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƻƴΩǘ 

particular care as it will seem to them to just be more of the same as the 

others. 

If you question that assertion, are you also questioning why there are five 

distinct groups and how there are differences between them? 

Now, I am not interested in coininƎ ƴŜǿ ǘŜǊƳǎ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ǘƘƛǎΦ LΩƳ ŀƴ 

observational type of person ς L ǿŀǘŎƘ ŀƴŘ ǎŜŜ ŀƴŘ ǎǘǳŘȅΣ L ŘƻƴΩǘ 

necessarily get into it. 

{ƻ ŘƻƴΩǘ ŜȄǇŜŎǘ ƳŜ ǘƻƻΦ 

But should someone be expected to be consistently and competently 

capable of writing all of those things whenever they write about trans 

anything? 

!ƎŀƛƴΣ ǿƘŀǘΩǎ your take on the matter? 
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So we have one group that the whole world thinks is the basis for all the 

other groups ς ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎǎŜȄǳŀƭǎΦ 

Now, in terms of strategy and approach, that sorts strongly suggests a 

course of action for ease of making changes that will enable the social shift. 

At least, as long as no one talks about that one stupid thing that always 

screws up the works: acceptance. 

.ǳǘ ǘƘŀǘΣ ǿŜƭƭΣ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ ŦƻǊ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǎŀŎǊŜŘ Ŏƻǿ ǇƻǎǘΦ 

Right now IΩƳ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǘƻ Ǝƻ ǿŀǘŎƘ ŀ ŦƛƭƳ ŀōƻǳǘ ǎƻƳŜƻƴŜ ǎǘǳŎƪ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ 

situation who sacrifices himself when he finds out he has come to love it. 

And think about a friend who just had an anniversary. 
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CHAPTER FIVE: ODDS & ENDS 

QUICK REFERENCE TO KEY POINTS PREVIOUSLY 

1. Transsexuals are anyone who is diagnosed with the codes F64.0 or 

302.85 as adults.   

2. The only common threads among the requirements to be a transsexual 

are a diagnosis of Gender Identity Disorder/Transsexualism, benefit from 

hormones, an enduring need to live as a member of the opposite sex to 

at least some degree, and significant impairment in one’s life as a result 

of that need. 

3. There is no requirement for living as the opposite sex in terms of time to 

be so diagnosed. So it is not unreasonable to note that it is possible for a 

transsexual to be non-op and part time. 

4. Transsexuals comprise roughly 320,000 total members of the population 

of the United States by the *highest* estimation of prevalence.  This 

number includes children, infants, youths, teens, young adults, adults, 

and senior citizens.  This number is insignificant when compared to the 

300 million plus presently citizens of the US. 66% are between the ages of 

21 and 54, 20% under 15. 

5. Transsexualism is a medical condition. As such, its understanding is fed 

by medical professionals who have been given an institutionalized 

authority by the wider public to determine what does and does not 

comprise a Transsexual. 

6. Transsexuals don’t get to make that decision as they do not have that 

institutional authority. 

7. To make a diagnosis of transsexualism, there must be evidence of 

clinically significant distress or impairment in social, occupational, or 

other important areas of functioning. Thusly, all persons with the 

diagnosis are suffering from significant distress and/or impaired in 

social, occupational, or other important areas of functioning.  
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8. It is classified as a mental illness, much like Alzheimer’s, not because it is 

believed to be an aspect of one being crazy, but because it causes mental 

suffering. 

9. Transsexualism is not cured.  It is treated, and the symptoms managed. 

10. Using surgery as the basis for who is a transsexual is asinine and a lie. 

11. Transsexualism is medically defined as:  A desire to live and be accepted 

as a member of the opposite sex, usually accompanied by a sense of 

discomfort with, or inappropriateness of, one's anatomic sex, and a wish 

to have surgery and hormonal treatment to make one's body as 

congruent as possible with one's preferred sex. 

12. A transsexual is considered by the general public to be: 1. a person 

having a strong desire to assume the physical characteristics and gender 

role of the opposite sex. 2. One who wishes to be considered by society 

as a member of the opposite sex. 3. a person who has undergone 

hormone treatment and surgery to attain the physical characteristics of 

the opposite sex. 4. One who has undergone a sex change.  1 & 2 are the 

most common ideas in the public of what a transsexual is. 

13. Normal means, according to most people, 1. Conforming to the standard 

or the common type; usual; not abnormal; regular; commonplace, 

ordinary, typical. 2. Free from any mental disorder; sane. 

14. Transsexuals can never be truly normal as a result of number 2.  They 

can, however, be *mostly* normal.  Since I doubt many would argue that 

the first part of the earlier definition is less important than the sane part. 

15. Wanting to be normal, to be ordinary is perfectly fine. Because guess 

what? Ordinary means that you get to have less hassle, less 

inconvenience.  Life is easier.  Fitting in to the society you live in when 

you are far less than one percent — let’s just round up given all we’ve 

learned so far and call it 1/300th of the total population. 

16. It is significant that a very high percentage of the transsexual population 

is interested in being as close to normal as they can get. 
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17. Most transsexuals, like the overwhelming majority of the population, 

think that a woman should look like a woman and a man should look like 

a man. 

18. There are five basic classes of people dealing with Gender according to 

Dyss:  

a. Cisfolk: They generally do not change or seek to defy conventional 

social sex roles. 

b. Intersex folk 

c. Transsexual folk: They generally want to adhere to the conventions 

of social sex roles. 

d. Middlefolk: non-gendered, gender neutral, agendered, between 

genders, intergendered, ambigender, genderless, pangender, 

genderfuck, gender queer, and third gendered. They generally do 

not want to adhere to be social sex role Binary and challenge 

conventions. 

e. Transgender folk: bigendered, gender fluid, cross-dresser, drag 

queen, drag king, androgynes, transvestites, transvestic fetishist, 

cross-dresser, and transgender. They generally alternate between 

the social sex roles to some extent or other. 

19. Those who use all manner of excuses to separate themselves from the 

rest of the gender variant groups may not always express it in the best 

way possible, but do have a valid point, as they are not technically like 

the other groups. 

20. That point, in a truly inclusive organization, would be part of the 

inclusion, and it would be noted that the parties involved are not 

speaking for such. 

21. You cannot use a gender neutral or gender specific phrasing or term 

without offending some aspect of those groups. 

22. To the general public, Transgender is synonymous with transsexual.  

Trying to turn back the clock on the language shift is futile and puerile. 
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23. Crossdressers make up 3% of the total population.  That’s 9 million 

people, compared to the 320,000 transsexuals and the less than that of 

all the others combined. 

24. To the general public, Transvestite and cross dresser can be used to 

accurately describe transsexuals, and vice versa, which means that it can 

also be used synonymously with transgender. 

25. The arguments about who is what and how so and so identifies are only 

of value within the community, and they only serve to disunite it within, 

while to the rest of the population, the whole group is all the same thing. 

26. Our Opponents understand the importance of the general social 

understanding of all those words and ideas far better than we do. 

Now… 

∞ 

PROPAGANDA AND DOOM 

So, what do we do with all this knowledge we have now about who is who and 

who is what and all the gazillion variances. 

We make a change.  A small change, actually – one which is important to do, 

since all the rest of the stuff we hear about all the time in the forums and 

threads and blogs and meandering platitudes of visiting dignitaries who are not 

dignified but quite airy. 

Ok, that was easy enough.  We take a population of what is total about 3% of the 

entire population – so, we’ll call it 9,217,000 people.  9.2 million. 

Most of whom are not transsexuals. Indeed, not more than 320,000 of them are, 

assuming the most reasonable prevalence rates possible from what data can be 

gained, of whom only about one in forty will ever have GRS/SRS. GO with 

published prevalence and its far, far fewer – perhaps 32,000.  Which doesn’t 
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work given there are more than 32,000 still living who have undergone SRS/GRS 

on the women’s side alone. 

And yet, in an amazing turn in terms of proportional viewpoints among the 

general population, that 8,897,000 – or 8.8 million – are all thought of as, 

basically, transsexuals. 

Yes, yes, I know – some folks think that real perception is that transsexuals are 

thought to be like them. 

Sorry, that’s a lie, and they are liars.  The evidence – the way the society at large 

thinks of us – shows that it’s the other way around.  If you think you can 

demonstrate that society at large feels otherwise, then, by all means, please feel 

free to provide evidence to that effect on a sociological basis. 

Now, this also tells us a couple of other things when you add in more 

information.  Information like the fact that 70% of the country thinks we should 

have our employment rights covered. 

The cutoff point for mainstream is 40%.  We are, in general, mainstream.  We are 

not part of the boogeymen, we are generally known, people have *some* idea 

and an opinion regarding us in general. It may be more notoriety than 

popularity, but it’s still placing us in the mainstream. 

That is, we do not really need to hide in the corners and the shadows, despite 

the constant repetition of information which is bluntly terrifying. 

One in twelve die. 

Seriously?  Ok, not really.  It makes for one hell of a great stat, though, doesn’t 

it? Like the other myth of 50% kill themselves. 

The 1 in 12 stat is generated for political purposes by counting reported US 

attacks and comparing them to the incidence rate of ―1 in 30000 for males‖. 

The actual incidence rate is about 1 in 2500 to be safe, and I’ve been using 1 in 

500. 

Oh, and that’s also strictly for transsexuals. 
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That, my friends, is what is called propaganda.  It does have use, obviously, and 

it has a really powerful use in that it can be backed up using the authority of the 

people we’ve already talked about. 

But it also shows that it was based on transsexuals – not the other two 

categories of people. Using my 320,000 transsexuals number, if it was 1 in 12, 

then there would 26,000 reported attacks on transsexuals alone each year. 

Fascinating, isn’t it?  So if it’s not 1 in 12, then what, exactly, is it?  

I don’t know.  The hormones have leaked into my brain and I’m not able to 

perform math of that sort on that specific calculation.  

That’s my story and I’m sticking to it – perhaps a reader with a more burning 

curiosity will do the math – I suggest www.census.gov for a current population 

number (since I’ve been referencing it). 

So we have a LOT of people who are officially threatened to death because one 

in twelve of them will be killed. 

Um, no.  It’s a great warning for the young in transition, and it’s an awesome 

tool when facing down Senators and Representatives and Councilmen and it 

sounds good, but… 

Its scaring the living crap out of trans people at a point in their life where they 

are the most weak, most vulnerable, and most in need of assurance. 

And if that doesn’t tell you, right off the bat, that I hold a very different position 

from the normal trans activist, then you really need to learn some stuff. 

Then we have the 50% rule.  The careful and astute will be able to Google it out 

and find it on the web, but basically that stat comes from a misreading and 

oversimplification of some of the data in a twenty year old study. 

Just not all that worthwhile. 

Now, don’t get me wrong:  we are, as a whole (yes, all 9.2 million) still at a 

greater risk than average  and subject to a higher degree of violence than just 

about any other class of persons – and yes, that includes race and sexual 

orientation. 
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We have a disproportionate number of members with HIV. We have higher rates 

of substance abuse and addiction.  We are, basically, subject to all manner of 

problems because while we may be mainstream, people find us just a little too 

icky to really get involved themselves. 

And it is that dealing with one themselves that those who work to change hearts 

and minds one person at a time are necessary for.  They reduce that ickiness 

factor a tiny bit – they won’t change much more than those few around them.  

∞ 

ENDING THE GENDER CONSTRUCT 

There is another particular cow that needs to be put down for hamburger here:  

the idea of ridding the society of the gender construct. 

Ok, far be it from me to tell people they can’t try.  I say go for it. Truly.  Jump in 

and swim and play and splash and fight and frolic and do whatever you feel you 

need to do to accomplish that goal. 

Don’t ask me to join you. Please. 

I’m not exactly old, but I am, like most people, a product of my times.  And for 

me to attempt to add in new pronouns which do not follow the linguistic 

structure or have a basis in the underlying structure of the ever changing 

language I love so very much is akin to asking me to lick my toes. 

I’m simply not that limber.  Nor are the significant majority of people out there 

in the country. 

Indeed, its sociologically unlikely, as well – the number of communities with 

pronouns that exceed the basic he/she/it structure present in the world today 

are exceedingly few and all very tribal and small population in nature. 

Large society groups simply don’t have it, even when they do have a third 

gender. 
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But that’s me.  I am an admitted windmill tilter, so I really do say more power to 

them, and also I note that stranger things have happened. 

Hell, human beings exist because of stranger things… 

I should point out that in saying that, I sorta used what inevitably going to be 

called binary privilege or some variant of sexism.  And it’s entirely possible – 

but you’ll have to work really hard to explain it to me in a manner that can 

defeat my hypothesis. 

Note that I have friends who will likely not be thrilled by my saying that – I hope 

they don’t take it personally, a it’s not meant in such a manner, and, well, 

anyway, I seem to offend all my friends at some point or other if I’m not letting 

them down in some way. 

As I pointed out in a different part, I am not a Butlerian viewpoint type of gal. 

Indeed, I’m closer to Bem in terms of how I view things. So I am, by default, a 

pretty piss poor feminist, which is ok, since I don’t ―identify‖ as one, and I’m a 

lousy womanist since I’m told I’m simply not feminist enough and I’m too 

damned white to be a womanist.29  

But this does mean that the entire set of people who can be described (or 

identify) as non-gendered, gender neutral, agendered, between genders, 

intergendered, ambigender, genderless, pangender, genderfuck, gender queer, 

or third gendered are all pretty much screwed unless they don’t really have an 

issue with the use of the basic core pronouns. 

Because (and I may be at fault here), my understanding is that they ultimately 

seek to erase the gender boundary as it applies to them in a society where all 

the core elements of that society are based in the binary construct. 

It is a popular expression to note that the family is the building block of society. 

That’s true. No, really – it’s not just ―right wing rhetoric‖. They got it because 

family is the foundation of society. 

                                           
29 To my face, no less. 
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But what all this gender and sex stuff affects is the building blocks – the 

foundations – of family. 

Not in the sense that it redefines what a family is.  That’s horseshit and is 

entirely based in the delusions of our opponents. 

But in the sense that a lot of the structure of what makes it possible for a family 

to exist for that 99% of the population (ok, we’ll call it 90% and go with the 1 in 

10 gay folks who aren’t really part of that element) is dependent on their ability 

to have clear cut roles. 

And it would be harmful to them for that to be removed.  That is, for you to do 

that would challenge *their* gender identity, and create a reverse situation, and 

the ethics simply aren’t properly there. 

You don’t harm 90% of a population to aid 10%.  You simply ask them to be 

tolerant of differences. 

∞ 

THE CRUEL LIE OF ACCEPTANCE. 

This one is one of my bigger pet peeves – and I really haven’t touched on my pet 

peeves. 

Acceptance does not come on a social level through any sort of institutional 

effort.  That is to say, that parades, that blogs, that commercials, that 

education, that all that good stuff that we do, none of it leads to acceptance. 

And it seriously burns me up when I hear people say that such things will bring 

acceptance. 

They will not.  It is a cruel lie, and they support that cruel lie with various 

delusions. 

That we are mainstream is not a matter of acceptance.  
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You cannot make someone accept you.  You cannot coerce, command, demand, 

enforce, legislate, or otherwise get someone to accept you if they do not want to 

do so. 

Passing laws does not make someone accept you.  A law to make it illegal to kill 

you does not make people accept you.  A law to make them not consider your 

expression does not make them accept you.  A parade, no matter how 

wonderfully presented or ―decent and moral‖ it is will not make them accept 

you. Classes given to one or one thousand people that somehow explain 

everything about all of this in a manner that is immediately identifiable with 

something in their lives will not make them accept you. 

Allowing them to know you as a person does not make them accept you. 

The only thing that will create acceptance is their will. 

You can, however, do all of that with tolerance. 

The two words are not interchangeable.  This is something that visibly 

multiracial people know very well.  

Acceptance is the dream, the ideal, that will only ever really happen among 

those who are similarly situated to yourself, with whom you share some bond 

through some manner and they are the one’s the make that decision, just as you 

do. 

Tolerance does not mean people will like you. Tolerance is a core, fundamental 

tenet of my faith – it’s one of the big deals, and is expressed best by the English 

word ―to amount to as much as‖, or tantamount. 

I have the ability to hate anyone with all the fiber and passion of my being and 

soul and not worry about particular spiritual aftermaths or retributions. But I 

cannot be intolerant of people I hate. 

Tolerance means placing restraints on one’s self.  One of the things I’ve noted 

previously in this series is that those who are trying hard not to be part of the 

Trans* community need to be tolerated. 

Tolerance doesn’t mean you set up a rule that says they cannot speak their side. 

That’s intolerance. 
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Tolerance doesn’t mean you can silence our opponents. 

The core idea behind Freedom of Speech as it is held in the United States is the 

idea of tolerance. 

Tolerance, I should also note, is essential to accomplishing pretty much 

anything – and when try to force acceptance, you breed intolerance. You beget 

prejudice. 

You can, historically, force tolerance, though. 

Our opponents often say we are shoving things in their faces, and a lot of 

people will interpret my saying this as an expression of that.  I’m not. Indeed, I 

happen to think that my existence does not shove anything in anyone’s face – 

that is their trying to force their sense of self onto me. 

Tolerance is not doing that. Tolerance is knowing that your thoughts and ideals 

and beliefs, and faith, and goals and ethics and all that stop at the edge of your 

skin and extend only so far as you do. 

Then living by it. 

∞ 

DISCLOSURE AND DISCOVERY 

One of my personal ongoing issues is the concept that any single rule of when 

and when not to disclose absolutely must be made strictly on the basis of the 

individual transperson and their needs and the situation they are in. 

Any hard and fast rule will, ultimately, kill people. 

As a sociologist, I understand the dynamics of people interacting in groups.  

And one the first things you learn is that sociology doesn’t do a damn thing for 

individuals. As a psychologist, I have a good idea of how the particulars of an 

individual’s sociological sphere can impact them in their interpersonal relations.  
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From a fairly simple set of basic demographic questions, I can get about a 70% 

basis for who they are, what they think, and where they come from in terms of 

their personal philosophies and their beliefs. 

That other 30% of the time?  No one can tell without getting to know the person. 

So I am wholly, irrevocably, and utterly against the oft repeated rule that one 

must always tell. 

And no, the rights of the other person don’t matter. 

The only time they count is if the individual transperson decides that they want 

to allow such. 

That does not make one a liar, either. There is no ―lie of omission‖ – the phrase 

is actually *sin* of omission. And it’s not in the commandments.  Not any one of 

the 600+.\ 

Discovery is what I call disclosure.  I call it that because I find that disclosure is a 

word that contains strong underlying elements of hiding, or being sneaky, or, in 

short, ―avoiding a truth‖. 

Indeed, the very idea of disclosure is predicated on the fact that a transsexual 

woman is not a woman. If she was a woman, then she wouldn’t have to disclose.  

And the same things apply in the case of men. 

But *because* she is a transsexual, she suddenly has to disclose that she is not 

merely a woman, but a transsexual woman. 

And, sorry, but given all the horrific bullshit about how a transwoman is just the 

same as any other woman, well, you can’t have it both ways. Either she is, and 

doesn’t *have* to disclose, or she isn’t, and should be left to her own devices to 

decide on when.  She’s crazy, not stupid. 

It is, in short, a double standard held within the community itself strictly on the 

basis of fear. 

Fear, which, I should point out, is overhyped, trumped up, propaganda.  As 

noted earlier. 
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∞ 
Ok. That takes us to five parts thus far. 

I live according to Principles.  One of my principles is that we should live under 

the long held ideals of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That the bill of 

Rights has a strong and enduring purpose that should be able to cover all men 

and women in the country, equally and equitably. 

So now my challenge is to work all of this stuff into a new method, a new 

approach – a way of achieving what I feel needs to be achieved. 

For transsexuals, for cis folk, for gay people, for trans folk, for all of them. 
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