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Introduction
The development of collections is an inherently capitalist project: books are bought, and the library has a set
budget to do so. As such, the buying of books becomes political. What books are worth buying? What books
are necessary? The deluge of questions continues. As libraries work strategically to develop and manage their
collections, they are also working within a biopolitical frame, especially where the books in question are about
people and the functioning of lives.
Susan Stryker defines biopolitics as “the calculus of costs and benefits through which the biological capacities of a population are optimally managed for state or state-like ends.”1 Stryker continues to explain
biopolitics as it is constructed by Foucault: “In its Foucauldian formulation, the term refers specifically to
the combination of disciplinary and excitatory practices aimed at each and every body, which results in the
somaticization by individuals of the bodily norms and ideals that regulate the entire population to which they
belong.”2 Stryker continues to explain how sexuality, both in terms of reproduction and desire, is intrinsic to
Foucauldian biopolitics and how sexuality and gender are enmeshed (for example, the inclusion of marginalized sexuality and gender identity as a singular community).3 Stryker concludes that “[b]iopower constitutes
transgender as a category that it surveils, splits, and sorts in order to move some trans bodies toward emergent possibilities for transgender normativity and citizenship while consigning others to decreased chances
for life.”4
Stryker’s explanation of the transgender subject and biopolitics foregrounds my interest in and discussion
of the development and collection of books from transgender studies and thus relating to trans individuals. Further, the university, especially a public university, performs the function of the state or state-like institution and
is wrapped into the political process of the state. The university library acts within that state structure to decide
which books are worth holding within physical or digital shelves, and due to the capitalist project, the library
is constantly forced to make choices about what information to provide access to.5 In this sense, the library has
power over what information can be easily accessed and who that information is about.
When we come to decide what books matter, which is ultimately the judgement call in determining which
books are worth using the limited library budget, and those books are about people, we also come to decide who
matters. In deciding who matters, we are deciding whose life matters, which is incontrovertibly a biopolitical
decision whether we are aware or not.
It is easy to argue that access to information, especially academic knowledge is not life or death. There is certainly other information about transgender health and rights, for example, that is withheld within the popular
sphere of information. As such, services provided by universities that attempt to provide this information might
be more useful for sustaining trans life and combating biopolitical forces. However, the collection is an easy first
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step to evaluate libraries. A collection of trans studies literature is also important for the continued advancement
of the discipline and to continue the work of making space for trans in the academy.
This project attempts to quantify and understand how university libraries are using their collections to represent transgender studies and transgender individuals. The ultimate goal is to determine how effectively trans
people and practices are included within the knowledge base of the library.

Methods
In an attempt to learn how university libraries are leveraging their collective buying power to represent transgender studies, and effectively transgender individuals, I employ a thoroughly imperfect heuristic, which may
be overly redundant. The heuristic employed looks at the presence of an arbitrarily selected list of books within
a set of twenty university library collections to determine the spread of coverage, allowing us to briefly quantify
a commitment of budget to transgender studies within the library.
Using the Carnegie Classification of Institutions of Higher Education, I randomly selected twenty universities, which were classified as Research 1 (R1) doctoral institutions with high research activity.6 These were
mapped against all classified R1 institutions to ensure a fair geographic spread, and the original selection as
based on a computer-generated random number sequence.
To “test” the university libraries, I searched each library website for the following eleven materials: (1) Transgender Studies Reader; (2) Transgender Studies Reader 2; (3) Assuming a Body: Transgender and Rhetorics of
Materiality; (4) Gender Outlaw: On Men, Women and the Rest of Us; (5) Gender Outlaws: The Next Generation;
(6) Normal Life: Administrative Violence, Critical Trans Politics, and the Limits of Law; (7) Transgender Studies
Quarterly; (8) Sex Change, Social Change: Reflections on Identity, Institutions and Imperialism; (9) Invisible Lives:
The Erasure of Transsexual and Transgendered People; (10) Transgender Rights; and (11) Second Skins.
This is generally an arbitrarily list that I then enforce on libraries to judge the value of their collection for the purpose of trans studies. However, the list is primarily the product of reviewing various syllabi, made publically available,
for classes that approach transgender issues. Hence, the loci of my arbitrary list is education, which is theoretically
a mission of the university. Nonetheless, this arbitrary list immediately reveals the imperfection of this judgement.
The heuristic employed is only useful as an initial assessment, where considerable context is immediately removed.
In evaluating the university libraries, books that were missing were still included as owned by the library.
Also, a book was considered owned if it was only available from a law library, for example, which was common
for Normal Life and Transgender Rights. Any edition of the above books, including print and electronic formats,
where counted equally. The resulting test is entirely binary: does the library claim to own or have access to a
particular resource or not? The resulting coding was essentially “yes” or “no.” This results in a percentage of the
books that are owned and an overall number of institutions that own a particular book.

Results
The results at this level of abstraction are not immediately illuminating. An overwhelming majority of university
libraries own at least eight of the selected works, with only one university library only having access to four and
one having access to seven. Two of the universities has access to all of the materials included in this rapid test.
Further, if we conceptualized the percentages within a traditional grading scale (90–100 is an A, 80–89 is
a B, and 70–79 is a C), then we can start to group and grade institutions. Of course, this is only useful within
this brief heuristic and without naming institutions to blame them within an imperfect system of assessment.
Nonetheless, seven institutions, including the two with perfect scores, would receive A’s, seven B’s, four C’s, and
two below a C. This turns out to be a fairly normal grading curve, with the overwhelming majority of institu-
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tions “passing” the rapid test. However, it is interesting to note, that universities that had programs for
LGBT, gender, or transgender, specifically, programs
were not more likely to have access to these resources
and similarly, having prolific faculty members in the
field of transgender studies was not a predictor for a
robust trans studies collection. Further assessment of
this would require looking specifically at these universities and it outside of the scope of this rapid test.
When looking at the frequency of ownership for
each book, we can begin to examine why a university
might not purchase specific books from the list. On
brief review, the book that is most frequently owned
(100%) is Assuming a Body: Transgender and Rhetorics
of Materiality. This book was published by Columbia
University Press in 2010, so it isn’t particularly new,
but it is still much newer than many of the books included in this study.7 Further, though Salamon takes
transgender identity as her subject of study, the book
is also important for the broader study of materiality.
Thus, I wonder whether the text is primarily bought
because of applicability to trans studies or because of
applicability to the feminist study of embodiment,
which is a growing field as well. Perhaps, these aren’t
even the right questions to be asking.

TABLE 1
Counts of Collection Inclusion
Institution

Count of Books
Included

Percentage of
Total List

1

9

82%

2

4

36%

3

9

82%

4

9

82%

5

10

91%

6

9

82%

7

9

82%

8

7

64%

9

8

73%

10

10

91%

11

11

100%

12

9

82%

13

10

91%

14

9

82%

15

8

73%

16

10

91%

17

11

100%

18

10

91%

19

8

73%

20

8

73%

FIGURE 1
Counts of Universities that Own Each Book
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On the other hand, Gender Outlaw: On Men, Women and the Rest of Us is frequently owned, with 19 institutions owning it, but what is ultimately a sequel or follow up, Gender Outlaws: The Next Generation, is rather
infrequently bought. Similarly, Transgender Studies Reader is at the higher end of the spectrum, but Transgender
Studies Reader 2, is at the lower end. Perhaps university libraries are making decisions about necessity and use
based on the status of a follow up book—Is it as useful as the original? Is it simply a brief update that isn’t instrumental to trans studies? Or perhaps, the important difference is just the date of publication.

Discussion
This small sampling of libraries at R1 institutions is not as revealing as I had originally expected. The robustness
of these trans collections seems to suggest that university libraries are proactively representing the discipline
of trans studies through collection development and management.8 Ultimately, this is a positive outcome and
perhaps reassuring, unless it simply means that the heuristic employed is ineffectively identifying spaces where
libraries might improve.
I’d like to turn briefly to discussion of the institution that only owned four of the books from the list included
in this study. The institution is located in the south, which might impact library stakeholders’ views of trans studies and issues. However, the university has various LGBTQ programs, including a program specifically for trans
individuals. Perhaps, the university’s commitment to trans individuals is primarily through providing programs
and services to members of the community, as opposed to advancing academic knowledge relating to trans individuals. For example, the university started a minor, including gender studies, in the Fall of 2014, and there isn’t
a major option or anything more substantial. Hence, the university is likely in the early stages of incorporating
this commitment academically and may have a limited community need for these materials. The courses offered
for the minor also don’t seem to approach trans issues, though gender is included in the program title.
From this discussion, it is important to remember that this heuristic is based on the assumption that there
is an academic community of individuals dedicated to trans studies. If no such thing exists on a campus, then
it is likely a poor use of university library resources. The library exists to leverage community buying power in
order to support the community, and making purchases that don’t support the community may be ill-perceived.
However, in constructing this study, I’m also curious about how the library can build collections to develop with
the university and to push the university to include other forms of discovery and study. Perhaps, there are still
students or faculty who wish to incorporate transgender issues into courses or assignments, even though there
might not be entities that specifically requires this information. The library can strategically leverage these resources to help expand the breadth of knowledge at the university.

Conclusion
The results of this study suggest that an overwhelming majority of R1 institutions are providing library texts that
further the academic understanding of trans studies. Further, it seems that the development of these collections
is still dependent upon formal, academic programming and coursework related to the trans studies, though
having a strong program or prolific professors within this academic discipline does not correlate with a robust
collection of trans studies materials, within the context of this heuristic.
This study could be expanded to include a greater number of books related to trans studies and a better
spread across publication dates to see what factors are impacting buying. Perhaps, trans studies is important,
but not important enough to warrant purchasing books as they are released. For discussion at ACRL, the study
will be expanded to include R2 and R3 institutions to provide a better spread of libraries than the small twenty
library selection discussed here.
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From a qualitative perspective, additional research could be done to look at the impact of a limited collection of trans studies books. Here, I’m claiming that this is biopolitical and thus conveys something about the
worthiness of trans lives, but does that transfer into students’ perceptions of themselves and their communities
or is it simply academic. Qualitative study could also be done to look at other programs available to trans students on these campuses to see how collection development and other services from the library or elsewhere
might correlate. Perhaps, academic works are too far removed from trans students, and the prevalence of these
collections does not impact them or is unperceived. Nonetheless, perception may not be the most important
factor. Whether it is perceived or not, the choices are still being made.
As we continue to move to new systems, there are also constantly varying ways of gaining access to different
materials. The first one that comes to mind for me is inter-library loan. It seems less pertinent for a university
library to own a certain trans studies text if they have the opportunity and capability of quickly and easily borrowing that work from a nearby institution or any other institution, where it will cost less for the use that the
book received. Further, what does it mean for a book to be housed in the law library as opposed to the main
library? Is a book more important if it is owned as an eBook that is more easily accessed? We can begin to ask
ourselves many questions as we look at collection development in trans studies as a biopolitical process and as
we think about the way that we value various texts and resources.
Finally, I’m curious about how the library can encourage the creation of innovative work in trans studies.
This goes beyond simply developing a robust collection to provide easy access to materials but to thinking about
how we can interact with faculty members and look at the intersections of work. I’m particularly interested in
how theoretical trans studies work in the humanities or social sciences moves into medical work and eventually
to clinical care for trans individuals. In a citation network diagram, we can see that this work is interconnected,
though it may take ten or more years for the theory to be translated to medicine. Qualitatively, we can also see
how the language to refer to trans individuals and gender identity is moved from trans rights movements and
trans theory to the clinical setting. In this extended period of time for that translation or movement, we are reminded of the difficulties that translational medicine attempts to mitigate by closing the gap between the basic
sciences and the clinical sciences. How might we accomplish this mission from the humanities and social sciences to the clinical sciences? And what will the library’s role be in that discovery?
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I will later discuss the imperfection of this analysis, such as through the existence of inter-library loan.
The final research will include data from R1, R2, and R3 institutions to represent a greater spread of doctoral universities.
Perhaps the years of publication would be useful information for readers to have on hand. It will certainly be provided within the
presentation, though it is clearly lacking here.
More time will be spent in the conclusion to evaluate changes to the heuristic to more effectively model trans collections and
materials.

ACRL 201 7 • AT T H E H E L M: L E A DI N G T RANS FO RMAT IO N

