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Abstract

As some of you know some Separatists recently colluded in a bid to have the United Nations remove trans
protections based upon gender identity and expression. Dana Lane Taylor, Cathy Brennan and Elizabeth
Hungerford happily sent the following letter to the United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the
Empower ment of Women: This letter linked back (note the “ xxii” citation) to[...]

Article

As some of you know some Separatists recently colluded in abid to have the United Nations remove
trans protections based upon gender identity and expression. Dana Lane Taylor, Cathy Brennan and
Elizabeth Hungerford happily sent the following letter to the United Nations Entity for Gender
Equality and the Empowerment of Women:

Specifically, the proliferation of legislation designed to protect "gender identity” and "gender expression” undermines legal
protections for females vis-3-vis sex segregated spaces, such as female-only clubs, public restrooms, public showers, and
other spaces designated as “female only.” Females require sex-segregated faalities for a number of reasons, chief among
them the documented frequency of male sexual violence against females and the uniquely female consequence of
unwanted impregnation resulting from this relatively common form of violence.[xxi] Public policy, therefore, rationally
permits sex segregation in certain settings where a reasonable expectation of privacy exists.

We do not single out individual males as predatory, nor do we think any particular male is more likely to harm females.
Further, we do not believe that transgender or transsexual women are any more likely to harm females.[xxi] In fact, we
recognize the legitimate needs of transgender and transsexual women to operate in the world free from irrational
discrimination. However, we cannot deny the implications of this legisiation - and the radical shift in priorities it represents
for females. Female reproductive vulnerability has a long history of exploitation by males in the form of sexualized violence,
As attorneys, as females, and as lesbians, we seek legal recognition and protection for the potential harm that females
may experience because of our reproductive vulnerability.
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Thisletter linked back (note the “xxii” citation) to Taylor’s site wherein she asserts that a number of

sick fucks who like to hurt women would be somehow protected/encouraged by trans protections based
upon gender identity and/or expression: " When discussing laws that protect gender identity and

expression, for public accommodations, it is crucial to use specific language.” She then goes on to warn
the reader about the evils of “broad definitions of gender identity and/or expression.” As part of her
warning, she lists a number of incidents wherein men (whose unrelated behavior could somehow/some way
be tied to back to breaking some sort of gender stereotype) hurt women. For example, Taylor cites the
arrest of a peeping tom who was wearing panties on his head. How is this type of behavior alowed,
encourage and/or protected by trans anti-discrimination protections based upon gender identity

and/or expression? Conveniently for their argument, Taylor, Brennan and Hungerford never actually
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gets around to offering an evidence-based explanation.

Were any of theseincidents - in any way - protected by trans non-discrimination policy? Nope; but
Taylor, Brennan and Hungerford were obviously hoping the UN wouldn’t notice that fact. Did any of the
sick fucks get away with abusing someone due to trans protections? Nope; but again, Taylor, Brennan
and Hungerford were obviously hoping the UN wouldn’t notice that fact either. Did Taylor, Brennan and
Hungerford offer ANY actual evidence to support their premise that trans protections = men abusing
women and circumventing existing laws protecting people against abuse and exploitation? Nope; but,
Taylor, Brennan and Hungerford were obviously hoping the UN wouldn’t notice that fact either.

Which bringsmeto the point of thispost...

Istheir any substantive difference between what Taylor, Brennan and Hungerford did (and continue to
do) and what the The Liberty Council (aright-wing fundamentalist Christian organization) has recently
been doing?

“ This was a man, everyone recognized it's a man, going into the women'’s restroom. Now whether that
person has good or ill intentions towards women, no one knows, but the fact of the matter is when you
defy common sense and when it says ‘women’ sfitting room’ and you allow people other than womenin
that fitting room, you're just asking for trouble. Thisisjust an absurd policy, thisis the so-called
LGBT sexual anarchist agenda gone awry, | mean thisis the absurdity to which this agenda goes when
you ultimately follow it to itslogical conclusion... [women] may be watched by a peeping tom or even
wor se, sexually assaulted or raped.”

- Liberty Council’s Mat Saver on Crosstalk, discussing the firing of a Macy’ s employee who

refused to follow company policy on transgender customers.

Would Macy’ s trans protections allow someone to circumvent laws protecting people from abuse and
exploitation? Nope; but Mat Staver is hoping you wouldn’t notice that. Did the trans woman suffering
possible androgen damage physically harm anyone? Nope; Staver is hoping you wouldn’t notice that. Was
she caught trying to harm anyone? Nope; Staver is hoping you wouldn’t notice that. Did Mat Staver

offer ANY actual evidence to support his premise that trans protections = men abusing women and
circumventing existing laws protecting people against abuse and exploitation? Just like Taylor, Brennan
and Hungerford, the answer is, of course, aresounding NO!

Am | the only one who sees the similarity here?

But wait, there’s more! Building on Separatist/Fundamentalist mythos, the Liberty Council’s Faith &
Freedom radio program now claims to know of someone (they couldn’t remember his name) who has some
sort of job at Macy’s (they couldn’t remember exactly what he did) who absolutely, positively knows of

a bunch of women (they didn’'t say how many or where al of these incidents occurred) who were assaulted
(or maybe it was raped) at Macy’s BECAUSE OF Macy’ s trans protections:

Y es, and because - and only because - this unnamed man showed someone at Macy’ s what amounts to
Taylor swebsite, he wasfired.

Again... dl | have to say to Dana Taylor, Cathy Brennan, Elizabeth Hungerford, Mat Staver, the
Liberty Council or the Faith & Freedom show is:
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What can be asserted without evidence

can be dismissed without evidence.

HITCHENS' RAZOR

How is the propaganda Taylor, Brennan and Hungerford spread substantively different than any of the
following fundamentalist right-wingers when it comes to trans protections based upon gender identity
and expression?
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