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What’s transgender?”
“Is there transgender history?”
“You can teach a whole course on that?”
“Transgender issues? Cool!”
These responses reflect the range of reactions I get when I tell people the title of the
course I teach at the University of Oregon: “Transgender History, Identity, and Pol-
itics.” Most of the students seem to know what transgender means; last term the class
filled to capacity within days of the onset of registration, and I turned away as many
as the forty that enrolled.

Transgender issues are entering the mainstream. In movies like Some Like
It Hot (dir. Billy Wilder, 1959), Tootsie (dir. Sydney Pollack, 1982), and The Crying
Game (dir. Neil Jordan, 1992), Hollywood has explored gender-crossing themes, the
most recent examples being Better Than Chocolate (dir. Anne Wheeler, 1999) and
Boys Don’t Cry (dir. Kimberly Pierce, 1999). And the publishing industry is follow-
ing suit. Recent successes include She’s Not There: A Life in Two Genders by Jen-
nifer Finney Boylan, Crossing: A Memoir by Deirdre McCloskey, and As Nature
Made Him: The Boy Who Was Raised As a Girl by John Colapinto.1 Transgender is
out of the closet, and it should be in the classroom as well.

I define transgender broadly to include a range of gender expression. The
chronology of the class encompasses the early American period through the present.
The course syllabus embraces diverse topics, such as cross-dressing in colonial
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America, Native American cross–social role expression, the medical construction of
“hermaphrodites” in the nineteenth century, popular American fiction with a cross-
gender role theme, early-twentieth-century sex research and the concomitant label-
ing of “disorders,” and the medicalization of transsexuality (making hormones and
surgery accessible in the twentieth century).2 Though much of our material focuses
on contemporary America, students come to realize that transgender issues have a
history that can inform current debates.

We begin the first day of class with a discussion of my primary ground rule:
I will not tolerate any transphobia in the classroom. Students certainly do not have
to agree with everything they hear in the class, but they need to show respect for
people who make decisions that others might reject. One would hope that this would
make for an obvious point, yet because of an unfortunate homophobic incident in a
history of sexuality class I taught years ago, I have become very upfront about my
expectations ever since. I use the concept of empathetic objectivity, developed by
Dale Cannon, a scholar of world religions, to explain how we approach this poten-
tially explosive topic.3 Professor Cannon argues that discussion of religious faith
proves challenging because many of us hold our own convictions so sacred that we
find it difficult to take seriously the beliefs of other traditions. The same principle
holds true for notions of gender. People embrace deeply rooted ideas about what is
“normal” and “natural,” and they tend to regard with suspicion those practices that
seem to conflict with these standards. Changing one’s sex seems “unnatural” to some,
but our class goal is to study questions of gender with empathetic objectivity, to try
to place ourselves in the shoes of others for the purpose of understanding their posi-
tion. Cannon’s sensible model sets the tone for the ensuing ten weeks. To be sure,
gender issues are emotional, and our conversations often become heated, yet stu-
dents have been uniformly sensitive, which allows us to investigate controversial top-
ics in an open and inquiring atmosphere. 

Transgendered people make explicit what the rest of us take for granted con-
cerning our gender identities and gender presentations. Most of us feel compara-
tively comfortable with our bodies; we might complain about particular physical
attributes and we may be uncomfortable with various social and economic restraints
encountered because of our sex, but the majority does not question the fundamen-
tal issue of whether we are female or male. Transgendered people do not have this
luxury because they feel at odds with their birth assignments. Some might want to
alter the body and gender they grew up with to the opposite body and gender pres-
entation. In order to do that, they have to define more explicitly for themselves what
it means to be a woman or a man. Is it mere biology? Does appearance make us male
or female? Does it have to do with how we present ourselves to the world? Or with
how the world perceives us? How do we know who is a man and who is a woman?
Is it looks? Is it voice? How does one “become” the other? We spend the first week

Reis | Teaching Transgender History, Identity, and Politics 167

12-Reis  12/2/03  3:27 PM  Page 167
Radical History Review

Published by Duke University Press



of class exploring these questions. I want students (most of whom do not identify as
transgendered) to understand that although transsexuality directly involves a small
proportion of the population, issues of gender identity and self-presentation affect us
all, even if we believe to fit neatly into the generally accepted male or female boxes.4

In the second week, we begin to look at transgender history more speci-
fically. What is transgender history? It is the history of boundaries imagined, estab-
lished, maintained, and transgressed. It is the history of sexuality. It is the history of
gender. Women and men cannot enter the space between gender boundaries or
cross them—behaving, appearing, or passing as the other sex—unless those bor-
ders have first been demarcated. But where do such frontiers of sex and gender lie,
and why? Supposedly normal behavior for women and men has changed since the
seventeenth century, and so, too, has the construction and meaning of transgen-
dered behavior and identities. No one any longer considers American women wear-
ing pants “unsexed,” as they might have done in the early nineteenth century, for
example, and men do not become women (or even raise eyebrows) if they pierce an
ear today. Transgender margins are also fluid and, having crowded and encroached
on the boundaries set by conventional expectations of gender and sex, have served
to define the sexual “mainstream” as well. In this class, I treat transgender issues
broadly and historically while remaining sensitive to the particularities of place and
time. I use the changing context of American life to explain transgender behavior,
and assess transgenderism as an index of the shifting expectations of gender and sex
in America.5

Transgender is a modern expression, used most often as an umbrella term
encompassing a broad range of gender-bending practices, including cross-dressing,
transsexuality, drag performativity, and the like. Although the word is a twentieth-
century one, the act of crossing is much older, perhaps timeless. Contemporary
activists in the transgender movement are making forays into the past, trying to
uncover historical models of their own identities. Their search for a “usable past”
parallels the early research into lesbian and gay history, women’s history, and other
“new” histories of the 1970s. Much of it is celebratory in tone and merely points to
instances in the past that might resemble behavior understood as transgendered
today, often without attempting to explain the meaning of such behavior within its
social and cultural setting. This work typically remains anecdotal and highlights
extraordinary individuals while ignoring the ordinary worlds in which they lived. Can
we really compare Joan of Arc’s cross-dressing and militarism in fifteenth-century
France with Sarah Emma Edmonds, who lived as a man and fought in the Ameri-
can Civil War? They both assumed unconventional gender roles, and both do indeed
suggest a transgendered history, but merely establishing resemblances ultimately
proves unsatisfying. So-called normality and abnormality in individual behavior
exists only in relation to the conventions of the milieus inhabited. 
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Historians typically criticize those who use the past selectively to support
political agendas. However, contemporary political ruptures—such as the women’s
movement of the 1970s or the earlier fight for civil rights—have suggested new ways
of looking at the past that are not tendentious or anachronistic. While mindful of the
perils of viewing history merely as a usable past, we must remain open to the
beneficial influences of a “usable present.” Present concerns enhance historical
study, enabling us to see the past in a different light, to imagine and reconstruct it
in new ways, and to search our sources for the answers to different questions. We
should have awareness of transgender behavior and identity in the past, even though
we know that prior circumstances will not correspond exactly to the contexts in
which transgendered people live today.

Thorny issues, however, await any student of transgender history. Among the
thorniest—and critical to address first—is the following question: what do we call
transgenderism before it was labeled transgender? Is a rose a rose with any other
name? Does transgendered behavior in the past correspond to the descriptive and
analytical terms we might adopt today? These questions are not unique to transgen-
der history. Lesbian and gay historians, for example, have struggled for years with the
relationship between nomenclature and behavior and still hotly contest this issue.
Scholars have debated whether it makes sense to affix modern labels to past roles
and behaviors that seem akin, though not identical, to contemporary lesbian, gay,
bisexual, or transgendered identities. Similarly, scholars must deal with derogatory
labels imposed by outsiders, names sometimes rejected by those labeled and some-
times rehabilitated and redefined, such as the term queer.

My students come to see how revising our language and expanding our gaze
to encompass transgenderism complicates and enriches our understanding of women’s
and gender history. We begin our chronology by examining the strange career of 
the word berdache. Berdache is a problematic term; French colonists and mission-
aries used it primarily to describe Native American men (and occasionally women)
who lived, dressed, and worked as the opposite sex. Its origins remain unclear,
though most scholars agree that it derives from the Persian word bardaj, meaning
slave or kept boy. Some scholars believe that it refers to a younger and/or passive
partner in a male homosexual encounter. If these scholars are correct, then colonial
observers imposed a label they considered derogatory on behavior they may well
have misunderstood. Should we then use this word today to describe the phenome-
non of cross-dressing and cross-role performance in Native American societies? Or
should we employ a neutral but anachronistic term, one that avoids the pejorative
colonial label and does not demean the people it is meant to describe? Like Sabine
Lang, a leading scholar of the subject, I believe the word berdache to be condition-
ally useful when used sensitively in its original context because it raises these label-
ing issues and forces us to examine the gendered, sexualized, and racialized nature
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of colonial constructs.6 To use a modern term with no derisive overtones—such as
two-spirit people—would distort the past because among contemporary Native
Americans it typically refers to gays and lesbians. This term’s emphasis lies on one’s
sexual identity and does not necessarily connote cross-dressing and cross–social role
behavior. Since two-spirit underscores sexual rather than social relations, it is inad-
equate to the task of identifying the range of gender behavior that existed in the
Native American past. Furthermore, in some tribes, the word two-spirit has a dif-
ferent specific meaning—for Navajos it means a person neither dead nor alive, a sta-
tus to be avoided. Our best choice of words to describe native transgendered behav-
iors and statuses would be, of course, whatever terms various native people
themselves employed.

We learn about gender-crossing social roles in numerous native societies
from colonial missionary reports and later ethnographic accounts. Our knowledge
is limited, however, not only by scant sources but also by the Eurocentric assump-
tions of these sources. White, Christian, Euro-American males penned virtually
everything we know about Native American cross-dressing and cross–social role
behavior. These men expected “real” women and men to perform sex-specific tasks
and dress in ways appropriate to the writers’ notions of masculinity and femininity—
the classic normative early modern Christian model of gender relations. Such colo-
nial chronicles tell us as much (if not more) about the time, place, and people who
wrote them as they do about the native people they purport to examine. Accounts
of native multiple genders can nevertheless be read—ethnohistorically—to analyze
native behavior that outsiders found transgressive. Ironically, that is often the reason
why white men recorded it and why we have documentary evidence of such behav-
ior today. 

Naming resurfaces as an issue in the more recent past as well. When the
terms lesbian and homosexual came into popular and medical usage in the late nine-
teenth and early twentieth centuries, women who dressed as men were convention-
ally understood as “merely lesbians” with no motivation other than same-sex roman-
tic desire. It is likely that some women dressed and lived as men so that they could
live relatively uncomplicated lives with their female partners. But some women lived
as men and took male lovers, pairings suggesting that a category of transgender iden-
tity existed separate from sexual preference. The fact that so many of the sources
from this period reflect medicalized definitions of homosexuality makes class-
ification difficult. Students spend some time reading these primary sources, glean-
ing from them doctors’ assumptions about gender and sexuality, about what was
“normal” and what was “congenital sexual inversion,” and how these categories
helped create modern notions of “perversion” vis-à-vis gender-appropriate sexual
behavior from the end of the nineteenth century into the twentieth.7 Women who
lived as men or men who considered themselves “fairies” and dressed in drag
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adopted, resisted, or at least confronted new medicalized classifications of psycho-
sexual identity. By allowing for the possibility that transgender identity existed
before it was labeled as such, we can broaden our understanding of the history of
sexuality in America.

During the second half of the ten-week quarter, we turn to more contempo-
rary issues, always framing them in historical context. An understanding of how
ambiguously sexed bodies have been interpreted in the past informs our discussion
of intersexuality, for example. Intersexed is a new term that has emerged only within
the last decade as intersexed activists have sought radical changes in medical proto-
col, challenging the current conventions that subject infants to life-altering surgery
in order to “cure” their ambiguous sexual organs.8 Historically, intersexed people
have encountered suspicion and contempt because their bodies admitted of both
sexes. They typically entered the public record at birth, when physicians wondered
what to term them, or on their deaths, when their bodies—and thus their lives—
were exposed. In the United States, doctors sometimes regarded these deceased
individuals as having been deliberately insincere (though of course they had no
choice), duping others about the “true” nature of their sex. And eventually, the med-
ical profession would intervene systematically following the birth of those with
ambiguous anatomy, surgically “correcting” perceived abnormalities and imposing
on infants’ bodies one sex or the other in what might be considered sex-reassignment
procedures predating the era of Christine Jorgensen.

If one of the great accomplishments of the last generation of scholarship has
been to untether gender from sex, showing how gender is culturally specific and the
result of rearing and environmental influence, sex has remained a sort of bedrock,
fixed biologically. The corollary assumption here is that gender can be changed, but
sex remains permanent. The relationship between sex and gender, however, is com-
plex and problematic. All may agree that gender is mutable, dependent on how our
culture tells us to act as men or women. Yet transsexuals and the intersexed have
demonstrated that even the anatomical bedrock—the bodies we were born with—
is plastic as well. Transgendered bodies pose the question that feminists have long
asked: is biology destiny? Just as our notions about race and racial difference qual-
ify as “facts” because of their supposed ties to biology, our notions of sex seem nat-
ural, concrete, and impervious to change. Students in this class ponder these ques-
tions and another: will sex turn out to be as shaky a “biological fact” as race?

Transsexuality raises issues of class as well as gender. What kind of money
and privilege does it take to alter one’s body? What happens to those without finan-
cial means? What about those like Agrado in Pedro Almodóvar’s poignant film All
about My Mother (1999) or the transsexuals who become prostitutes, dispropor-
tionately people of color? Sex-reassignment surgery is enormously expensive, and
male-to-female surgery often entails far more than genital reconstruction, some-

Reis | Teaching Transgender History, Identity, and Politics 171

12-Reis  12/2/03  3:27 PM  Page 171
Radical History Review

Published by Duke University Press



times including forehead sculpting and Adam’s apple shaving to create a more fem-
inine look. Insurance plans do not cover any of this, and how many poor and work-
ing-class people have insurance coverage in any event? In short, achieving the “real-
ness” they seek proves prohibitive for most transsexuals. Greater anatomical
authenticity is reserved, most commonly, for the white middle and upper class,
prompting some feminist critics to accuse economically fortunate male-to-female
transsexuals of invoking their “white male privilege” even as they seek to become
women. 

Female-to-male transsexuals similarly confound feminist, especially lesbian,
communities. How might aspects of lesbian sexuality, the butch/femme dichotomy
in particular, get erased when butch women transition into men?9 The butch lesbian
has occupied a class-specific, historical moment in lesbian history. Many were
women who had no desire to become men—indeed rejected the notion entirely—
yet saw themselves as masculine. Others may have wanted to make the transition, if
they had had the economic resources. Will butch women begin to be seen as merely
transitional, simply living through a stage on their way to becoming men? Such a
redefinition of gender/sex performance has substantial political implications, and
students enjoy debating these philosophical conundrums.

Vigorous class discussions range through more disciplines than politics, phi-
losophy, and history. We consider, for example, whether the so-called Gender Iden-
tity Disorder (GID) has any legitimate place in the Diagnostic and Statistical Man-
ual, the guidebook for psychiatric disorders.10 On the one hand, the GID diagnosis
gives transsexuals a medical label necessary to obtain desired medical services. On
the other hand, it pathologizes a condition that many believe should not be consid-
ered a disease. We also examine the stipulations required of potential transsexuals
before they can acquire hormones or sex-reassignment surgery. Is it reasonable to
demand the “real life test” of prospective patients, whereby they live as members of
the opposite sex for a certain period of time? Without chest reconstruction surgery,
for example, it may prove impossible for female-to-male transsexuals to live as men
successfully, yet patients unable to pass may be judged unacceptable applicants for
surgery. How does a person establish credible need for life-altering medical inter-
vention, and who is qualified to decide credibility?

Legal decisions remain as vague and uncertain as medical ones. Even when
legal protections for gay men and lesbians exist, they generally do not cover trans-
gendered people because, typically, communities do not explicitly state “gender
identity” or “gender expression” in their protection ordinances. Very few states inter-
pret state sex discrimination laws to include transgendered people. Others protect
transsexuals under state disability laws. Many states and individual workplaces,
including universities, struggle to find ways to accommodate transitioning employ-
ees or students. Yet transgendered people are still subject to discrimination and

172 Radical History Review

12-Reis  12/2/03  3:27 PM  Page 172
Radical History Review

Published by Duke University Press



harassment in several arenas, from the use of public bathrooms to housing to child
custody cases.

As Judith Butler observed recently, “The questions posed by transgender
promise to become some of the most vexing and most important for the radical the-
orization of gender in the next decade.”11 I agree. If transgender identity and behav-
ior finds itself on the vanguard of cultural revolution, it can also (paradoxically)
affirm the most idealized and conventional gender norms. Facial feminization sur-
gery, common among male-to-female transsexuals, strikes some feminists as under-
mining their efforts to have women accept themselves as they are, without radical
transformations of their bodies, including cosmetic surgery. Others argue that insur-
ing a transsexual woman’s physical safety (that is, her ability to pass and avoid per-
secution and violence) is a more important goal than achieving an abstract principle.
The debate may thus turn not on the impulse to conform to an “ideal” version of
womanhood but on a basic need to become invisible, to blend into one’s milieu. Yet
invisibility itself poses a dilemma. Passing can offer individual success, but it may
frustrate realization of larger transgender political goals, which require a certain con-
spicuousness.

Though I am a historian and look to the past, I can predict that the transgen-
der movement will become more active and prominent in the near future. This
activism will require a history, one that will not only give transgendered people a
past but will also reshape the history of women, sex, and gender more broadly. I
invite my colleagues to share my transgender syllabus and to begin teaching this
material to their students as a first step toward embracing the coming challenge.

SYLLABUS

The lecture and discussion course “Transgender History, Identity, and Politics,” designed for
advanced undergraduates and graduates, introduces students to the new interdisciplinary
field of transgender studies. Using transgender history, politics, and identity as a lens, the
course explores how sexuality and gender have been configured throughout American
history. Transgender will be defined broadly, encompassing a range of cross-dressing,
gender-bending, and transsexual experiences and identities. We will consider transgender
issues as the products of specific historical, political, and cultural circumstances, and we will
explore the various meanings of “gender” embedded in constructions (both scientific and
personal) of transsexuality. Twentieth-century medical advances made sex-change
operations an option for many transgendered people; we will look at the development of the
medical field and the concomitant redefinition and inscription of “the transsexual.” Finally,
we will explore violence against transpeople and the relationship between lesbian, gay,
bisexual, and transgendered identity politics.
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Readings

Pat Califia, Sex Changes: The Politics of Transgenderism (New York: Cleis,1997).
Daphne Scholinski, The Last Time I Wore A Dress (New York: Riverhead, 1997).
Susan Stryker, ed., “The Transgender Issue,” GLQ: A Journal of Lesbian and Gay 

Studies 4 (1998).
Dierdre McCloskey, Crossing (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1999).
Course Packet

Assignments

Week 1

Introduction: Gender, Sex, and Definitions
Transgender History, Identity, and Politics/Film: Outlaw (dir. Alisa Lebow, 1994)
Riki Anne Wilchins, Read My Lips: Sexual Subversion and the End of Gender

(Ithaca, NY: Firebrand Books, 1997), 33–40. [CP]
Califia, Sex Changes, 1–10.

Week 2

Native American Identities and Colonization
Berdache? Two-Spirit?: History, Myth, and Identity
Will Roscoe, “Strange Country This: Images of Berdaches and Warrior Women,” in Living

the Spirit: A Gay American Indian Anthology, ed. Roscoe (New York: St. Martin’s,
1988), 48–76. [CP]

Sue-Ellen Jacobs, “Is the ‘North American Berdache’ Merely a Phantom in the Imagination
of Western Social Scientists?” in Two-Spirit People: Native American Gender Identity,
Sexuality, and Spirituality, ed. Jacobs, Wesley Thomas, and Sabine Lang (Urbana:
University of Illinois Press, 1997), 21–43. [CP]

Califia, Sex Changes, 120–62.

Week 3

Gender, Sexuality, and Sin in Early America
Cross-dressing in the Early Republic
Kathleen Brown, “ ‘Changed . . . into the Fashion of Man’: The Politics of Sexual Difference

in a Seventeenth-Century Anglo-American Settlement,” in The Devil’s Lane: Sex and
Race in the Early South, ed. Catherine Clinton and Michele Gillespie (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1997), 39–56. [CP]

Daniel A. Cohen, The Female Marine and Related Works: Narratives of Cross-dressing and
Urban Vice in America’s Early Republic (Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press,
1997), 62–97. [CP]
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Week 4

Intersexuality/Film: Hermaphrodites Speak! (prod. Intersex Society of North America,
1996)

Scholinski Discussion
Anne Fausto-Sterling, “The Five Sexes: Why Male and Female Are Not Enough,” Sciences,

March/April 1993, 20–24. [CP]
Cheryl Chase, “Hermaphrodites with Attitude,” GLQ 4 (1998): 189–212.
Read through the Web site: Intersex Society of America, www.isna.org/FAQ.html
Elizabeth Reis, “Hermaphroditic Impostors: Intersexuality in Nineteenth-Century

America,” unpublished paper. [CP]
Scholinski, The Last Time I Wore a Dress.

Week 5

Guest Speakers: Daphne Scholinski and Susan Stryker
Gender Identity Disorder: Medical Constructions
Susan Stryker, “Introduction,” GLQ 4 (1998): 145–58.
Susan Stryker, “My Words to Victor Frankenstein, above the Village of Chamounix:

Performing Transgender Rage,” GLQ 1 (1994): 237–54. [CP]
American Psychiatric Association, Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders:

DSM-IV-TR, 4th ed. (Washington, DC: American Psychiatric Association, 2000),
261–66. [CP]

Week 6

Female Masculinities
Trans-identities: Female to Male/Film: You Don’t Know Dick (dir. Candace Schermerhorn

and Bestor Cram, 1996)
Begin McCloskey, Crossing.
Judith Halberstam and C. Jacob Hale, “Butch/FTM Border Wars: A Note on Collaboration,”

GLQ 4 (1998): 283–85.
Judith Halberstam, “Transgender Butch: Butch/FTM Border Wars and the Masculine

Continuum,” GLQ 4 (1998): 287–310.
C. Jacob Hale, “Consuming the Living, Dis(re)membering the Dead in the Butch/FTM

Borderlands,” GLQ 4 (1998): 311–48.

Week 7

Film: An Evening with Dr. Stanley Biber: Male to Female Gender Reassignment 
(prod. Creative Designs Services, 1997)

Trans-identities: Male to Female
McCloskey, Crossing.
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Week 8 

Turn-of-the-Century Sexology
Early Transsexual Autobiographies
Selections from Richard von Krafft-Ebing, Psychopathia Sexualis (Chicago: Login Brothers,

1929), 386–94, 416–28. [CP]
Mary E. Wood, “How We Got This Way: The Sciences of Homosexuality and the Christian

Right,” Journal of Homosexuality 38 (2000): 19–40. [CP]
Califia, Sex Changes, 11–85.

Joanne Meyerowitz, “Sex Change and the Popular Press: Historical Notes on Transsexuality
in the United States, 1930–1955,” GLQ 4 (1998): 159–88.

Harry Benjamin, The Transsexual Phenomenon (New York: Julian Press, 1966), 100–18.
[CP]

***Papers Due***

Week 9

Medical Ethics and Transsexual Surgery
Transgender Politics
James L. Nelson, “The Silence of the Bioethicists: Ethical and Political Aspects of Managing

Gender Dysphoria,” GLQ 4 (1998): 213–31.
Califia, Sex Changes, 86–119.
Donna Minkowitz, “Love Hurts: Brandon Teena Was a Woman Who Lived and Loved As a

Man: She Was Killed for Carrying It Off,” Village Voice, April 19, 1994: 24–30. [CP]

Week 10

Religion and Trans Issues/ Film: The Transformation (dir. Susana Aikin and Carlos
Aparicio, 1995)

Transgender Politics and Activism
Excerpt from Raven Kaldera, Hermaphrodeities: The Transgender Spirituality Workbook

(Philadelphia: XLibris, 2001) www1.xlibris.com/bookstore/bookdisplay.
asp?bookid=14381.

Vanessa Sheridan, Crossing Over: Liberating the Transgendered Christian (Cleveland, OH:
Pilgrim, 2001), 60–86. [CP]

J. David Bleich, Contemporary Halakhic Problems, vol. 1 (New York: Ktav, 1987), 
100–105. [CP]

Califia, Sex Changes, 221–80.
Riki Anne Wilchins, “Interview with a Menace,” in Read My Lips: Sexual Subversion and

the End of Gender (Ithaca, NY: Firebrand Books, 1997), 185–200. [CP]
Members of the Gay and Lesbian Historical Society of Northern California, “MTF

Transgender Activism in the Tenderloin and Beyond, 1966–1975,” GLQ 4 (1998):
349–67.

***Take-home exam will be distributed in class***
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Notes
1. Jennifer Finney Boylan, She’s Not There: A Life in Two Genders (New York: Broadway

Books, 2003); Deirdre McCloskey, Crossing: A Memoir (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1999); John Colapinto, As Nature Made Him: The Boy Who Was Raised As a Girl
(New York: HarperCollins, 2000).

2. Joanne Meyerowitz, How Sex Changed: The History of Transsexuality in the United States
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2002).

3. Dale Cannon, Six Ways of Being Religious: A Comparative Framework of Religion
(Belmont, CA: Wadsworth, 1996).

4. For a good introduction to questioning gender, see Kate Bornstein’s two books, Gender
Outlaw: On Men, Women, and the Rest of Us (New York: Vintage, 1994), and My Gender
Workbook: How to Become a Real Man, a Real Woman, the Real You, or Something Else
Entirely (New York: Routledge, 1998).

5. I am currently at work on a book project that developed from teaching this class, tentatively
entitled “Gender in TRANSition.”

6. Sabine Lang, Men As Women, Women As Men: Changing Gender in Native American
Cultures (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1998); Sue-Ellen Jacobs, Wesley Thomas, and
Sabine Lang, Two-Spirit People: Native American Gender Identity, Sexuality, and
Spirituality (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1997).

7. See Lisa Duggan, Sapphic Slashers: Sex, Violence, and American Modernity (Durham, NC:
Duke University Press, 2000) and Jennifer Terry, An American Obsession: Science,
Medicine, and Homosexuality in Modern Society (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1999).

8. Cheryl Chase, “Hermaphrodites with Attitude: Mapping the Emergence of Intersex Political
Activism,” “The Transgender Issue,” GLQ 4 (1998): 189–212; Alice Domurat Dreger,
Hermaphrodites and the Medical Invention of Sex (Cambridge: Harvard University Press,
1998).

9. Judith Halberstam, Female Masculinity (Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 1998).
10. American Psychiatric Association, Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders:

DSM-IV-TR, 4th ed. (Washington, DC: American Psychiatric Association, 2000).
11. Judith Butler, afterword to Butch/Femme: Inside Lesbian Gender, ed. Sally R. Munt

(London: Cassell, 1998), 229.
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