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Loosely About Transvestites

BY SOREL DAVID

at 10 GAA's transvestite

forum last night-it was a

real drag—as they my, 2

Billse said, actually. 1 was

really quite annoyed, after

rushing out of the howse without dinner
i order to get there on time, 1o find the
discussion 50 pathetically lacking in inter-
est. So far as | can see, transvestites, al
Jeast the ooes who turn out for thes
movement foruns and things, haven't got
a damn thing to say for themselves be-
yood their interminable whine about be-
ing o much more oppressed than the rest
of us. Modemtor Arthur Bell's conde-
ding and g need to
dominate the whole affair didn"t much

belp matters eithes. Bell seemed to think
it was up to him to decide jut who was
10 speak and for how long, practically rip-
ping the microphome from a panel mem-
ber’s hand, at one point, whea he thought
she'd said enough. He further irritated me
by blatantly ignoring mised hands in the
audience, much of the time, i favor of
his own pointedly dull questions. Well,
but after all, Mr. Bell s a man with a
message. He had 1o make sure, personally,
that all us “stralght™ hamosexuals con-
fronted our fear of and aversion to trans-
vestites, thereby managing to peck up a
few points for himself in the more radical
than thou department.

Now that I've sald all that, Jet me just

Al

-~

»3d, in the interests of fimess, that this
is hardly to be comsidered an umbiased
view. Anyone who has read my columm in
the past knows | have a thing about
Arthur Bell-muinly | can’t stand him. |
don't know why exactly -but for some
season it st tickles me 1o take 2 swipe at
him in print whenever | can. Maybe some-
day GAA can have a forum on the subject
30 1hat | and others like me can comfromt
out feat of and aversion to Arthur Bell

1 went (0 the tramevestite thing be-
cause | thought it might shed some light
on something I've been thinking about
lately - mamely the question of wif-image
and style. Lately I've been thinking a lot
about how we see ourselves, about the

wit of things that mfluence or determine
what we judge to be attractive, what we
jodge to be masculine or feminine and
how we decide what we want to ook
like. It seems to me that the issue of
transvestites, men who want to think of
themmselves a5 women, or femimine, any-
way, persons who rely heavily on style

dothes and ma'.e-up-to express and de-
fine their exist :nce, receeating themselves
stylistically ir their own image, is what it
smounts to, eally, neatly crosses all parts
of this styd image question. | saively sup-
posed that those participating n the
forum would talk sbout some of these
things. maybe say something about what
they think & woman is suppesed to be of
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Jook like, But instead we got the same
tired old harangue about who is the most
oppressed of all.

And then, as if this cantest between
“steaight” homos and  cross-deessers
wam't enough, some idiot in the back
had to being the subject of street people
into' the fray. Did street transvestites have
# harder time than other transvestites, be
mked Lee Brewster, the most affiuent.
Jooking and, | might add, the only half
way intellig ding ber of the
panel. Naturally everyone's for the under-
dog these days, 50 with the moderator
and most of the audience empathizing
ke mad with the unfortunate downtrod-
den street folk, pooe Lee was forced to
explain the obvicus, that yes, street trans

vestites do have it tougher because, after
all, people do respect and fear maney n
this culture. Heanng this woed respect,
Arthur Bell's probing and incisive Village
Voice imvestigating ears perked up. Anx-
jous 10 show himself totally radical and
prostreet people and managing to més
the point of Lee’s remack completely,
Bell grabbed the mike from panel mem-
bet Sylvia Riveea, who was by this time
startimg a long, positively fourth street
rap about the streets and making it on het
own, to lunch into Lee with, “Why do
you want respect? Why i respect 1o im
portant to you, Lee?”

So much for the forum, It was » waste
of time and an insult to the mtelligence
of all those attending. But meanwhile,

where does that Jeave mestill wandering
around wondening about style and self-
mmage? A fricod of mine remarked recent-
ly that while gay men gencrally dress bet-
ter tham straight men, she thought gay
women, as ¢ rule, didn"t dress a5 well as
straight women. Well, gay men have al
ways been more aware of their bodies
than straights. That moch seems fairly
clear and straightforward. The question
of gay women seemns more peoblematical,
possibly because | am, usderstandably,
more mvolved with it. Finst of all, I'm not
sure | want to admit to the truth of the
statement. There is my gay pride, after
all. But assuming that there's something
10 it, the thing that lies behind the phe.
nosnenon & our old friend sexism. Woa-

en have always been defined by their abil-
ity 10 sttract men, A gooddooking wom-
an, therefore, s one who appeals to
straight males. Lesbians, having no ister-
est in men, are, understandably, not com-
fortable in this role and therefore reject
the straight ideal of feminine or woeanly
style and beauty, Our problem is, then,
who or what do we, a5 gay wosmen, want
10 fook Hke? What models do we waat to
pattern cursebves afler?

The question is very complex and to
me an extremely interesting one, But for
the peesent, | have neither the time, space
nor energy 10 go Into it properly. I'N con-
tinue the discussson in my mext columm
Tune in then 1o find out what Sl
thinks she looks bike,



