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Abstract 
 
The emergence of intersex activism is a relatively recent phenomenon. The main demand for 
many intersex activists is to end non-consented and medically unnecessary surgeries and 
medical treatments that are carried out for psycho-social or cosmetic purposes on intersex 
children aimed at altering their sex characteristics to reflect ‘typical’ standards of sex assigned 
at birth. For my research, I conducted 30 semi-structured interviews with people engaged in 
activist efforts to protect the rights of intersex persons. The findings suggest that embodied 
experience influences their decision to become involved in intersex activism as well as the 
political identity of many intersex activists. Embodied experience also facilitates coalition 
building with other groups, in particular, movements for body diversity or against harms such 
as sexual violence. Embodied experience is also an essential aspect when rejecting 
pathologizing medical categories or diagnoses such as ‘disorders of sex development’ (DSD). 
I primarily use P. Brown et al.’s (2004) framework of analysis on embodied health movements 
to reflect on intersex activists’ relationship to their embodiment. As such, this paper aims to 
provide a contribution to the literature on intersex studies, embodiment theory, and social 
movements. 
 
Keywords: Intersex activism, social movements, embodied health movements. 
 
 
Introduction 
 
Embodiment theory is a theoretical framework used often in cognitive science, philosophy, and 
other fields (Varela & Shear, 1999; Wacquant, 2015) to highlight the importance of the body in 
shaping and influencing knowledge, perception, emotion, and thought (Pitts-Taylor, 2015). 
This theoretical framework challenges traditional views that focus primarily on the brain as the 
central processing unit for cognition (Pitts-Taylor, 2015; Wacquant, 2015; Wainwright & 
Turner, 2003). 
 
Pitts-Taylor (2015) points out that feminist writers and sociologists “articulate the body as the 
primary ground of knowledge” and have critiqued “the overly intellectualist, mentalist, 
disembodied approach to mind, knowledge, subjectivity and agency” (p. 20). Using theories 
such as phenomenology, pragmatism, and naturalism, feminist scholars have shed light on how 
embodied experience is a powerful tool for perceiving and understanding different realities.  
 
Feminist scholars have noted that embodiment theory is also relevant to the study of power 
dynamics and social inequalities related to the body or ‘body politics’ and matters linked to 
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gender, gender identity, race, and plenty of other axes of oppression (N. Brown & Gershon, 
2017; Richardson, 2022; Sharrow, 2017). 
 
In this paper, I explore how the embodied experience of a number of intersex activists has been 
an essential factor in their activism. By applying embodiment theory to the study of intersex 
social movements, I aim to gain a deeper understanding of how the physical and sensory aspects 
of intersex activists’ experiences are related to their social and political goals. I mainly use P. 
Brown et al.’s (2004) theoretical framework as it resonates with many of the political strategies 
and themes explored during the interviews given the close relationship between intersex 
activism and medicine as an institution.  
 
In the following sections, I expand on existing literature about intersex embodiment and P. 
Brown et al.’s (2004) theoretical framework on health social movements and embodied social 
movements. After explaining the methodology for this research, I look deeper at how 
embodiment has shaped the experiences of a number of intersex rights activists when it comes 
to identity formation, alliances with other social movements, contestations to the disorder 
diagnosis, intersex person’s relationship to medicine, and knowledge production. This paper 
aims to contribute to intersex studies by reflecting on the actions and dynamics of political 
activism expressed by research participants, by combining embodiment theory and theory 
applied to social movement studies. 
 
 
Intersex embodied experience 
 
Research on intersex embodiment is ever-growing in the field of intersex studies, as the body 
is central to the experience of intersex persons. From an early age, intersex persons are 
subjected to medical treatments, including genital surgery. These treatments aim to modify their 
bodies to align with what society and medicine deem as ‘typical’ male or female bodies 
(Greenberg, 2017; Horowicz, 2017; Thyen et al., 2005). 
 
The main demand of intersex persons (and allies) involved in activism is to end these medically 
unnecessary interventions and to protect the rights to bodily autonomy and self-determination 
of intersex children (Australian and Aotearoa/New Zealand intersex organisations and 
independent advocates, 2017; Chase, 2013, 2018; The Third International Intersex Forum, 
2013). The pathologization of intersex bodies is deemed by many as one of the main causes 
that lead to such interventions and the ultimate reaffirmation of medical authority over the lived 
experience of intersex persons (Davis, 2014; Feder & Karkazis, 2008; Garland et al., 2022). 
 
Embodied experience has been a critical lens used in research to explore the personal meanings 
of the intersex body. An embodiment perspective is an important tool for analyzing how 
medical interventions affect intersex individuals' experiences and sense of self. For instance, 
recent research has explored the experiences of loneliness of intersex persons following 
unconsented treatments (C. Jones, 2022) and the experiences of older intersex persons 
navigating the intersex experience (Berry & Monro, 2022). 
 
Embodiment can also be applied to understand the relationship of intersex bodies to social 
aspects. Orr (2022) has explored, for instance, how ableist medical views understand and 
construct intersex bodies as disordered, diseased, or disabled. In turn, intersex bodies must be 
“fixed” or “exorcised” to comply with what Orr (2022) calls “compulsory dyadism,” the idea 
that people (and bodies) should find a place in the sex dyad (p. 23-28).  
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Malatino (2019), using the figure of the monstrous body, has shed light on the failures that 
medicine has had concerning intersex persons and how changing the pathologizing perspective 
can open new doors for the recognition of intersex persons’ human rights. 
 
Griffiths (2018a, 2018b) has explored the construction of the intersex body through medicine 
across the ages, particularly in the UK. This medical gaze has resulted in the normalization of 
medical treatments to ‘change’ or ‘normalize’ intersex bodies, a practice that activist groups 
heavily reject.  
 
Similarly, Reis (2018) has explored extensively the medical ‘construction’ of the intersex body 
in the United States. She argues that cultural meanings influence medicine, this means that 
medicine as an institution has constantly othered intersex bodies for not being able to classify 
them within the binary male/female system.   
 
Roen (2004) has written about the ethical aspects of ‘normalizing’ intersex bodies and whether 
or not “inaction (not offering treatments) is ethically sound” (p. 127). Furthermore, Roen 
(2008)  has noted that in order to deal with the ‘problem’ behind the ethics of ‘normalizing’ 
genital surgery, the intersex subject is broken into three parts. 
 

What is interesting about the ways in which clinicians currently engage with 
the problems inherent in intersex surgery is the way that notions of self – of the 
intersex subject – are broken down into manageable components: the body (that 
can be operated on); the psyche (that needs to be better understood); and the 
political voice (that is not often acknowledged as offering anything substantive 
to thinking about the treatment of intersex children). (Roen, 2008, p. 52) 

 
 
Embodiment is also a powerful tool for analyzing the relation of the intersex body to social 
institutions such as law and medicine (Garland & Travis, 2022; Rubin, 2017). In their recent 
works, Garland and Travis (2022) have extensively written about intersex embodiment; for 
them, embodiment “encompass the material experience of the body and its relationships with 
both discourse and institutions” (p. 11).  
 
Garland and Travis (2022) note that the medical construction of intersex bodies as disordered 
has mostly gone unchallenged and unchanged by most legal systems; this is because of the 
deferral of jurisdiction to the medical authority. According to their analysis, when the law has 
addressed intersex issues, it has done so via the establishment of anti-discrimination laws or by 
limiting actions to the recognition of third-sex gender markers, which have limited impact on 
the lives of intersex persons (Garland and Travis, 2022). While these two aspects might benefit 
some intersex persons, they fail to address the main demand of activists, which is ending 
unnecessary treatments and surgeries that are based on the pathologization of their bodies. The 
authors have also explored how the perception of intersex bodies as “temporal bodies” 
promotes the idea that their bodies ought to be promptly changed or ‘fixed’ to suit the medical 
and social standards of binary sexes (Garland & Travis, 2020, p. 119).  
 
Health social movements and embodied social movements 
 
Within social movement studies, there is a growing discussion about the role of patients as 
active stakeholders in matters that affect their own health and medical treatments (Aegerter, 
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2022; Epstein, 2016; Petersen et al., 2019). In a way, these collective patients’ social 
movements aim to change the paradigm of patients from a passive role in their healthcare 
treatment to a more active one with meaningful participation and agency (P. Brown et al., 2004; 
Zavestoski et al., 2004).  
 
Embodiment theory perspective can be applied to social movements to understand how 
people’s experiences, perspectives, and perceptions are related to their participation in 
activism. For example, how and why people decide to use their bodies during protests or 
demonstrations (Goldberg, 2020; Richardson, 2022; Veneracion-Rallonza, 2014). It can also 
serve to trace a relationship between self-identity and the body (Kwan, 2009; Price, 2007).  
 
Indeed, embodied identity is central to many social movements, for example, black 
movements, feminists, disability, fat and intersex movements (Breu, 2016; Groch, 1994; Kwan, 
2009; Pitts-Taylor, 2015; Richardson, 2022). Therefore, embodiment can be a good theoretical 
tool to shed light on people’s experiences and their involvement in social movements, from 
personal to communal experiences (G. Brown & Pickerill, 2009; Goodwin et al., 2007). 
 
P. Brown et al. (2004) have written about the particularities of social movements with a close 
relationship to medicine. The authors define health social movements (HSMs) as “collective 
challenges to medical policy and politics, belief systems, research and practice that include an 
array of formal and informal organizations, supporters, networks of co-operation, and media” 
(P. Brown et al., 2004, p. 52).  
 
P. Brown et al. (2004) argue that HSMs usually organize around mainly three goals: a) access 
to health care, b) inequalities in the provision of and access to health care, especially those 
based on race, gender, class, and disability, among others, and c) the lived experience of 
‘disease’, ‘illness’ or ‘disability’. The authors also speak about different subcategories of HSMs 
with different priorities; these are “health access social movements”, “constituency-based 
health movements,” and “embodied health movements (EHMs)” (P. Brown et al., 2004, p. 50).  
 
In this paper, I mainly use P. Brown et al.’s (2004) framework to explore the dynamics of people 
participating in intersex activism. I argue that these groups groups can be understood as health 
movements because of their close relationship to medicine as an institution and matters related 
to access to health care.  
 
Methodology 
 
This paper draws on data from 30 semi-structured interviews with people engaged in activist 
efforts to protect the rights of intersex persons. During the interviews, participants were asked 
about their experience with intersex activism, including their motivation to become involved, 
alliances and collaborations with other social movements, relations and engagement with 
medical practitioners and institutions, strategies, forms or organizing, and political goals.  
 
Participants were contacted between May and November 2022 using snowball sampling 
(Browne, 2005) and by sending emails to organizations working on intersex human rights to 
receive the views of people involved in intersex activism, whether they identify as intersex or 
not. Interviews were conducted online with activists from different countries in Europe, North 
America, Latin America, Africa, Asia, and Oceania. Most interviews were conducted in 
English; however, two were carried out with a French interpreter's support and two with an 
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Italian interpreter's support. One interview was done in Spanish and then translated into 
English. Two of the interviews were paired interviews.   
 
One of the main attributes when seeking participants was that they viewed themselves as 
engaged in intersex activism as this study aimed to study social movements' dynamics. Because 
of this decision, I did not actively reach out to groups that primarily see themselves as patient 
or family ‘support groups’ for people with differences in their sex characteristics. Nonetheless, 
the literature concerning these groups is analyzed below. 
 
After the interviews were conducted, data was transcribed and coded using NVivo. I used 
thematic analysis (Braun & Clarke, 2006) to identify and analyze themes related to activism 
first and then about how the body and intersex embodiment are made relevant in activists’ 
identity, actions, organizing, and framings.  
 
Regarding ethical aspects, all participants were informed of the project's aims, provided and 
signed informed consent forms, and were given the option to have their data pseudonymized 
or have their names public. This is reflected in the use of quotes, where those who wished for 
names to be provided are named, and those wishing for pseudonymization are numbered. 
 
Participants received their final transcripts for review and had the option to withdraw their data 
from the research project. The 30 interviews used in the analysis belong to those who decided 
not to withdraw their information. 
 
The research project received approval from the Research Ethics Committee of the University 
of Granada, Spain. Participants received an information sheet about the way their data will be 
stored, which is in line with European standards for data protection. 
 
Findings and discussion 
 
The analysis of the interviews using P. Brown et al.’s (2004) framework of EHMs revealed that 
embodiment is essential in producing and reproducing knowledge and conducting political 
activism. The main topics of this section refer to the themes that emerged in my analysis, 
namely, how embodiment becomes relevant in terms of a) embodied identities, b) embodied 
experience and coalition building, c) embodied experience and the contestation of 
‘illness/disorder’ diagnosis, d) intersex activists’ relationship with medicine and practitioners, 
and e) embodied knowledge and epistemic (in)justice. 
 
Embodied identities and embracing activism 
 
For many of the interviewed participants, their embodied experience with medicine and the 
experience of violence upon their bodies carried out by medical practitioners, the secrecy 
surrounding their bodily variations, and the necessity (or not) of interventions was a critical 
factor in starting their journey into activism. Many participants recounted how the process of 
realizing they had an intersex variation and how the medical procedures they had experienced 
growing up led them to become engaged in intersex activism. As a participant stated:  
 

I think the starting point was shortly after I found out that I'm intersex because then, 
you know, you kind of do a personal search, but then I ended up meeting my first other 
intersex person, who was an activist, and they helped me to understand the scope of this 
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issue and I think this was the initial thing that happened to turn me into an activist. (Ins, 
Germany) 

 
Other participants recounted how the process of realizing that they had an intersex variation, 
recognizing the regulation of medicine of intersex bodies or their experiences with medical 
treatments while growing up led them to become engaged in intersex activism. 
 
P. Brown et al. (2004) speak about how the embodied experience of those persons going 
through similar processes of experiencing ‘illness’ shapes their identity, particularly when they 
decide to engage in activism. From their perspective, EHMs have a closer relation to the body 
and medical practice as they have often experienced different processes related to health and 
illness (P. Brown et al. 2004).  
 
In the case of intersex participants in my research, many spoke about their experience with 
medicalization and pathologization as being key defining aspects of why they decided to 
become activists. This is reflected in the quote below. 
 

I was born intersex and submitted to several surgeries as an infant and as a child, genital 
mutilation, and yes, when I was 35 I found out that what really happened to me and that 
there are other intersex persons in the world and it’s been 15 years now that I started to 
do intersex activism. (Daniela, Switzerland) 

 
While the majority of participants did not speak of being intersex as an ‘illness’, some did talk 
about health care needs related to their bodily variations or that emerged because of early 
childhood treatments such as gonadectomies. Many also talked about shared experiences of 
medicalization processes and medical treatments (despite being in different geographical 
locations), such as being kept in the dark about their variations, not being heard by doctors, or 
having difficulties accessing various forms of health care, for example as one participant stated:   
 

[S]he tried really hard to find the endocrinologist who would actually take care of her 
(…). No one did care after they gave her the different hormone treatments. No one, you 
know, thinks about the particular situation of a woman with XY chromosomes and 62. 
(Claudia, Italy - Interpretation)  

 
Another form in which embodied experiences shaped an informant's identity was observed in 
the case of a participant from Croatia who spoke of feeling like she did not belong to the 
intersex community. She recounted initially having doubts about calling herself intersex and 
joining intersex activist spaces because, while having an intersex variation, she does not share 
the experience of the trauma of having had surgery done on her body.  
 

And after that, I went, I visited an OII event where I talked to a lot of the intersex 
people, and then I was included in this exclusive chat for intersex people, and I met a 
lot of people. The reason why I was very insecure at first is because I don't come from 
a place of having operations done to me, like surgeries done to me (…), so I felt like an 
imposter. But like all the people I talked about reassured me of me being a person with 
intersex traits. (Aleks, Croatia) 

 
Aleks’ words describe how sharing embodied experience is important for community building. 
However, the embodied experience of trauma was not what most intersex activists that I spoke 
with cared for when identifying peers or building community. Most people did not seem to 
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require ‘proof’ of an intersex variation. The findings of the interviews suggest that most 
participants looked for personal and social circumstances in which they could recognize each 
other. A participant reflected: 
 

My motivation, I think, to be honest, was less, like definitely always about making 
change, but also just about connection. Like that sense of isolation and like a lack of 
family or a lack of like peers that at least kind of understood my experiences and could 
help me make sense of the world was really missing. (Participant 13, Aotearoa New 
Zealand) 

 
These shared experiences, having more to do with social aspects including with medicalization 
rather than with their intersex variations, have motivated a shared identity in many participants.  
 
Intersex activist documents often remind us that intersex variations should not be considered a 
gender identity (Ghattas, 2019). However, during the interviews, a number of participants 
framed being intersex not as a ‘gendered’ identity but as a political one, a process of self-
identifying oneself through a political lens of embodied experience. A participant from 
Switzerland spoke of the idea – common in French-speaking intersex activism – of making the 
distinction between being intersex and being intersexed [intersexué] (Bastien Charlebois, 
2017).  
 
Like the notion of being a gendered or racialized subject, being intersexed recalls the idea of 
being subjected to a political process where one person is ‘othered’ by another(s), in this case, 
due to the sex characteristics observed in their bodies. The action of naming a person as 
'intersexed' is carried out by an outsider, or external agent, whether the medics, the parents, the 
family, or society. In contrast, calling oneself ‘intersex’ is the own recognition of a political 
identity based on the body or embodied experience.  

 
So, any person who has a variation in sex characteristics is a person who is intersexué 
[intersexed]. Actually, in English, there was the same distinction at the time, but it never 
stayed. It's a person who is intersexed. But it's not because you're intersexed or 
intersexué that you are necessarily intersex, in the sense that to be intersex, it's also part 
of your identity. It's something that you use as a way to describe yourself or to describe 
a political movement. (Participant 18, Switzerland) 

 
On a similar note, Morgan Holmes (2022) speaks of “intersexualization” of subjects and has 
written about how acknowledging “the process of intersexualization” without labeling a person 
as intersex “avoids essentializing the person but leaves open the possibility for any individual 
subjected to intersexualization to (re)claim ‘intersex’ as an identity” (p. 7). 
 
The experiences of participants reflect what P. Brown et al. (2004) call the “personal 
experience” and the “social construction” of illness (p. 55). This is when the medical condition 
happening in the body develops a particular identity that represents “the intersection of social 
constructions of illness and the personal illness experience of a biological disease process” (P. 
Brown et al., 2004, p. 55). 
 
For the participants the shared experience of medicalization and the experience of loneliness 
and longing for community seems to be essential factors in their decision to engage in political 
activism but also a big part of their political identity. 
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Embodied experience and coalition building 
 
Embodied experience is also connected to building alliances and collaborations between 
intersex activists and other social movements. A number of participants emphasized creating 
alliances and building bridges with movements and groups closely related to bodily harm, 
including sexual violence. Whether because of the discrimination and stigmatization of certain 
body types or matters related to bodily injuries or abuse, this was perceived as a starting point, 
a connection to build alliances.  
 

We work with different organizations where we had the opportunity to talk there, we 
worked like with rape survivors, and this is also like something that, yeah, I think 
usually these groups understand so much better because also they see what it means to 
be violated. But I would love to do more allies, allyships with, like, body acceptance 
movements, like, for example, the fat acceptance movements, or I don’t know. I think 
the question is accepting different bodies. (Participant 18, Switzerland) 

 
Participants also spoke about alliances with LGBTQ groups. In particular, they noted how 
helpful it has been for many of them the work and connections already done by LGBTQ 
organizations. 
 

So, you know, in Asia, at least, one good thing is that organizations have been great 
allies of the intersex movement and in whichever country. We've been able to connect 
with local activists, and it is more or less always has been through the major LGBT 
organizations of the country. So, in this sense, both regional level organizations as well 
as national level LGBT organizers they've been very helpful. (Prashant, India) 

 
Intersex movements have historically found alliances with LGBTQ movements, particularly 
with trans movements (Chase, 2003, 2013). A point of intersecting interests is the medical 
pathologization that trans and intersex persons continue to face from medical institutions 
(Davy, 2015; Suess-Schwend, 2020, 2024).  
 
Laurent1 wrote extensively about the connections between the early emergence of the intersex-
led organization, the ‘Intersex Society of North America’ (ISNA), and trans movements (Chase, 
2013), marking as crucial for intersex activism, the path walked by trans activists in the USA.  
 
Other authors like Grabham (2007), Thoreson (2013), and Davis et al. (2016) also wrote about 
the similarities and connections between both movements. Meoded Danon (2018) highlights 
that there is a particular similarities but also differences between intersex and trans activism in 
which they challenge medical control but for opposing reasons: 
 

(…) both transgender and intersex people are in conflict with the biomedical experts, who 
control the treatment tools, rushing medical intervention for intersex babies, but delaying 
it for transgender people (Meoded Danon, 2018, p. 90). 
 

Concerning EHMs, P. Brown et al. (2004) also suggest that EHMs have a natural connection 
with movements that came before “EHMs also represent boundary movements to the extent 
that they are the outcome of social movement spillover (…) the influence of previous 
movement outcomes on strategies, goals, and framings.” (p. 54) 

 
1 Before changing name, the author published under the name of Cheryl Chase. 
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Despite the benefits of working with previous movements, as stated before, there are important 
differences between LGBTQ and intersex demands. Garland and Travis (2022) have indicated 
that the use of an LGBT embodiment for framing intersex persons demands risks prioritizing 
anti-discrimination legal and political reforms over addressing concerns about bodily integrity, 
medical authority, and pathologization.  
 
Some participants also noted the differences with LGBT organizations, particularly in 
priorities, regarding discrimination vis a vis challenging the current medical paradigm when it 
comes to controling intersex bodies. 
 

Allies is good, good for support of course, other people or matters of discrimination or 
bias, of course. But sometimes, it is hard to maintain because the main point, for me, is 
to stop the medical interventions. So, if you use a flag, ‘we are all people, LGBT people, 
we are all friends, we are all…’ if you just use it, it’s hard to make physicians, families, 
people to understand that the point is the trauma, violence, mutilation. (Manuela, Italy) 

 
My analysis of the data suggests that many intersex participants and their groups have built 
alliances, particularly with LGBTQ and bodily integrity groups, and this has helped move their 
advocacy efforts forward. In the case of trans movements and bodily diversity social 
movements embodied experience is a point of resonance.  
 
The alliances with LGBTQ groups have also helped open doors, networks, and opportunities 
to discuss intersex bodies concerning cultural notions of sexuality, sex, and gender. While there 
are positive aspects to the alliance with LGBTQ movements, many participants noted that the 
majority of their group’s constituency was not LGBT. Participants also highlighted differences 
regarding framings and priorities, for instance, anti-discrimination legislation or third gender 
ID documents. Participants who spoke of alliances with LGBTQ groups underscored the 
importance of keeping bodily integrity as a priority issue that should not get lost in the mix of 
anti-discrimination demands.  
  
Embodied experience and the contestation of the ‘disorder diagnosis’ 
 
Rejecting the pathologization of their bodies and medical categories or diagnoses such as 
‘disorders of sex development’ (DSD) is a key point in most intersex activist groups (Davis, 
2011, 2014), as discussed by the participant’s statement below. 
 

[W]e are still considered diseased, we're still considered unhealthy, and we don't know 
anything about ourselves and our one variation, so it's still just the medical profession 
who has the right to tell us what we are. (Claudia, Italy - Interpretation) 

 
P. Brown et al. (2004) consider that individuals with a shared experience of medicalization or 
what they call ‘illness’ tend to “develop a ‘cognitive, moral, and emotional connection’ with 
other illness sufferers, a collective illness identity emerges” (p. 60). A  politicized identity 
emerges when this collective identity is critical of medical knowledge and the construction of 
illness or disability (P. Brown et al. 2004).  
 
P. Brown et al. (2004) also have observed that groups that develop a collective medicalized 
political identity can show an “oppositional consciousness” (p. 62). This is when groups 
challenge medical paradigms that are viewed as the source of structural problems. When this 
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happens, social movements tend to prioritize not just access to medical treatments or health 
care but also require structural changes in the perception of their medical condition.  
 
In the case of many participants, their experience with medical institutions governing their 
bodies and taking away their agency has led them to challenge dominant medical paradigms 
that aim to ‘control’ and ‘normalize’ their bodies. Consequently, they challenge discourses, 
practices, and institutions that contribute to perceiving their bodies as disordered, and 
depathologization has become a primary political goal (Davis et al., 2016). This is, however, 
in opposition to other groups that take on their identity or role as ‘patients,’ complicating 
dynamics between groups (Crocetti et al., 2020; Davis, 2014). 
 
Intersex groups have recognized a difference between medicalization and pathologization. In 
2023, the intersex-led organization Organisation Intersex International Europe (OII Europe) 
launched the online campaign “Depath intersex” (OII Europe, 2023, n.p.). The Campaign 
acknowledges that “[t]he terms pathologization and medicalization are often used 
interchangeably, but they do have some subtle differences” (OII Europe, 2023, n.p.). According 
to OII Europe (2023) “pathologization is the act of framing and generalising a given physical 
or behavioural reality as ‘sick’, ‘abnormal’, ‘disordered’, non-functional, in need of ‘fixing’, 
while medicalization is the process of expanding the scope of medicine to include physical or 
behavioural realities which were not treated as a medical problem before, through diagnoses, 
medical practices, and research.” (n.p.). 
 
Research participants also discussed how their embodied experience and perspectives 
concerning their ‘diagnosis’ influenced internal and inter group dynamics. For some, despite 
initially participating in support groups, those groups did not satisfy their needs for organizing 
or being politically visible; therefore, they decided to seek other spaces, eventually getting 
involved in human rights activism. 
 

In Argentina, I knew other people with the same diagnosis, which I had told you as if it 
was like the first group that approached me, but I didn't consider what I was doing 
activism, let's say. Because it was just like a more support group, like on WhatsApp, 
let's say, where we talked, but at no point did we think about it, just like a political 
demand. (Macarena, Argentina – Own translation) 

 
Participants also acknowledged the division between intersex groups and what I will call here 
‘patient support groups’ or ‘DSD-support groups’. An important aspect of this division is the 
challenges to medical authority and rejection or not of the medicalization and pathologization 
of their variations. As one participant stated: 
 

Since the beginning I am in contact with some patients’ associations, and then there is a 
very old and strong community from the Klinefelter syndrome, who are all either 
patients’ organizations or associations who do not question their medicalization. (…) I 
have a lot more friends who are intersex people who do not accept their intersex condition 
than within intersex activists. I am also friends with individual people who are members 
of patients’ associations that are questioning things and do not have the answers about 
what they are expecting from the association. (Sarita, France - Interpretation) 

 
Literature suggests that in some places, DSD-support groups are disengaged with political 
strategies or organizing for contesting the ‘disorder’ label of diagnosis set by medicine about 
their bodies (Crocetti et al., 2020; Davis, 2011). In many contexts, the primary goal of these 
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support groups is to secure access to health care for people with DSDs (Davis, 2011) but they 
do not contest medical authority. In some more polarized contexts, DSD groups and patient 
support groups, including those led by family members, are more politically active, often 
confronting intersex groups, for example, for embracing the intersex identity – a term many 
consider offensive-, challenging the medicalization of DSDs, challenging gendered regarding 
people’s bodies and using oppositional strategies against doctors, amongst other things 
(Crocetti et al., 2020; Davis, 2011; Lundberg et al., 2018).  
 
Burke (2011) has explored the inter-group dynamics around diagnosis and medicalization in 
trans movements. She notes that while medicalization has been traditionally studied as a form 
of control, for some trans persons, it could also represent ‘easier’ access to health care and is 
not always rejected.  
 
My research suggests a complex relationship with the contestation of medical authority in many 
intersex participants. While most of them explicitly spoke about rejecting pathologization, a 
number of them talked about how not every person with an intersex variation shares this view, 
and it becomes a complicated process to try to include such groups within their activism or to 
feel included within patient support groups. For some it is also strategic to do code switching 
or accepting a diagnosis for the purposes of accessing health care, while for others this is 
unacceptable and has become an obstacle for attending to their health care needs. 
  
Embodied trauma and the relations with health professionals 
 
A central topic raised in the interviews was how the embodied experience of participants had 
shaped their relationship with medicine and doctors. For many, the secrecy about their intersex 
variations, the clinical view regarding the medical necessity of interventions, and the lost of 
agency and ability to consent to medical interventions creates a relationship of mistrust not 
only to their physicians but to medicine as an institution in general. This was evident in several 
of the interviews. 
 

Generally, in Italy if someone, an intersex person is born, they need to be quiet. That 
means that they are then tied to the original doctor who treated them and that they don't 
have access to other medical care. The end result is that they can never make decisions 
for themselves. It's always the medical professionals who are deciding for them. (Claudia, 
Italy - Interpretation) 

 
I don't want my name to be linked to any medical professional, never. I've been asked 
to be on the advisory board of a medical project or to be working on the research team 
with like five other doctors, and I'm like, ‘No, I'm not working with five other doctors 
as the only intersex person. I'm not doing that.’ I don't like you. Even though you're 
maybe a nice doctor or a better doctor, you are still a doctor, and I don’t like you. 
(Participant 18, Switzerland) 

 
The last quote shows the reluctance of an activist participant to ‘collaborate’ (which was 
defined in broad terms) with doctors. This reluctance was marked by her personal experience, 
given that in her youth, she had actively collaborated with her doctors and was considered a 
‘star patient’ until she started asking questions about the necessity of the surgeries she had 
during childhood. Later in the interview, however, the same participant recognized the 
necessity to engage in dialogue with health professionals, mainly because they serve as access 
points to provide information to other persons with intersex variations: 
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But if you mean collaboration as going and talking with doctors, this is necessary. I'm 
doing this regularly. Because I think they need to… I mean, like if you want to be 
working with patient support organizations, they bring patients to you. You need some 
contact with them because they won’t just send intersex people to anyone. You need to 
build some kind of trust relationship. You need to also be able to tell them when they 
fuck up. (Participant 18, Switzerland) 

 
Another participant also spoke about the need for collaborative-adversarial tactics for 
engagement with medical professionals: 
 

I mean, you have to confront the perpetrators. I mean fortunately, there are not many 
people and activists who really do this. Mostly in the self-help groups, they want to 
collaborate with doctors, which is another approach, and we feel it needs both. It's like 
good cop and bad cop. But there are very little people ready to play bad cop. So, we 
focused a bit on this part of the work. (Markus, Switzerland) 

 
Other participants acknowledged the need to collaborate or actively engage with doctors. This 
perspective was reflected in a number of interviews, like the one below. 

 
I am working with the medical system; I do that. I give workshops for midwives, and I 
give workshops for medical students since two years now. I work with nurses, with 
caretakers, with caretakers in elderly housings, things like that. (…) And I also think it 
is important to work together with the medical system, but also in a human rights based 
way. I am not working with doctors who don't accept my voice, you know? (Participant 
1, Austria) 

 
Participants also spoke about the need for a diagnosis to access health care in many situations. 
 

They didn't give me the certification. It would mean that I don't pay any visits for my 
intersex variation, or I pay nothing for medicines if I wanted to take them. They didn't 
want to give me the certification, and I still don't have that because I don't want to take 
medicines that are not for my health but for aesthetic reasons, and that’s a manipulation. 
(Participant 10, Italy) 

 
P. Brown et al. (2004) point out that the relationship between EHMs and medicine is a 
complicated one. According to their analysis, on the one hand, because of medical conditions, 
EHMs need access to health care, and many focus their efforts on securing such access. Also, 
to move their political goals, they often turn to scientific evidence, commonly from the clinical 
and health sciences, to support such claims (P. Brown et al., 2004).  
 
P. Brown et al. (2004) also talk about complications groups challenge or contest medical 
knowledge or practice, institutions, and/or practitioners. When EHMs challenge the condition 
of ‘illness’ or ‘disorder’ itself, often they cannot turn to the kind of evidence used in clinical 
settings, and their embodied experience needs to take the forefront. This creates a sort of 
negotiation in terms of the contestation of knowledge and needs in terms of access to health 
care, which is not always easy to navigate (P. Brown et al., 2004).  
  
The dynamics of collaborations-contestations with doctors and medicine also influence internal 
and inter groups dynamics, especially between intersex activism groups and patient support 
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groups. These dynamics between different groups and strategies have been noted by previous 
research, for example, Crocetti et al. (2020) state that: 

 
[T]here continues to be differences in approach between patient advocates, who push 
for better medical care founded on long-term medical data and collective subjective 
experience, and intersex activists who no longer believe in medical self-reform and 
therefore push for criminalization of non-consensual, unnecessary practices. (Crocetti 
et al., 2020, p. 947) 

 
My research supports the idea that dynamics of collaborations-contestations with doctors and 
medicine are key aspects and influence how some participants mobilize their political efforts. 
These dynamics also mark a division between some intersex organizations and some patient 
support groups, where the first ones tend to have a more adversarial stance and the second kind 
tend to support collaborations. My research findings suggest that some intersex activists do see 
the need and are open to engaging with medical professionals; however, they are willing to 
work or collaborate with health professionals if their opinions and voices are valued. They are 
not willing to be an object or passive person but pursue an active role.  
 
Embodied knowledge and epistemic injustice 
 
One of the critical harms spoken about by participants was that their experience is neither being 
listened to nor taken into consideration by medical professionals. A number of participants 
reflected on how they felt their embodied expertise was not considered by their doctors, 
medical institutions, or policymakers. 
 

They don't listen to us if we, the intersex persons, who are the experts of our body, are 
saying that we don't want intersex genital mutilation; are saying that we don't want 
unnecessary medical interventions on our body. They should pay attention to these 
things because is all affected, is affecting our life, is affecting our existence, affecting 
our good, is even affecting our relationships with people. They should be able to listen 
to us and understand where we are coming from, why we are saying these things. 
(Participant 25_A, Nigeria) 
 

Other participants reflected on the general lack of knowledge about intersex persons and 
variations; this also affected them when trying to access health care when doctors are not 
familiar with variations of sex characteristics.  
 

In university, they don't make courses of intersex variations, and if they know 
something about intersex, it is just as some rare diseases, that are bad, that have to be 
normalized with hormones, surgeries and things like that, (…) They don't want to make 
some changes because they think their opinion is right. (Participant 10, Italy) 

 
Concerning knowledge production, P. Brown et al. (2004) highlight how the embodied 
experience is vital in the advocacy efforts of EHMs, especially those that are critical and 
challenge standardized, naturalized, and institutionalized medical diagnoses about their health 
status; this is also true for intersex movements. Additionally, given the lack of longitudinal 
quantitative data about the effects of unconsented medical interventions and surgeries during 
childhood (T. Jones, 2018), there are a lot of efforts in collecting and making visible qualitative 
data from those with lived intersex experiences. However, this kind of qualitative data is not 
always given the value it should.  
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Fricker (2007) has extensively written on “epistemic injustice” (p.1 ), a term she uses to 
describe harms in knowledge production that result in the silencing of voices, this kind of 
injustice manifests in two ways. First, where the knowledge of a certain individual or a certain 
group of people is not valued because their status is seen as inferior; to this she calls 
"testimonial injustice" (Fricker, 2007, p.9 ). She also speaks about "hermeneutical injustice," 
which happens when there is a lack of understandings, terminology, or concepts that can truly 
convey the meaning of the speaker's experience (Fricker, 2007, p.147 ). 
 
 Carel and Kidd (2014) have considered epistemic analysis to be relevant regarding health care. 
They argue that “health professionals are considered to be epistemically privileged, in both 
warranted and unwarranted ways, by virtue of their training, expertise, and third-person 
psychology” (p. 530). Consequently, they decide “which patients are assigned undeservedly 
low credibility with cases in which patients’ credibility is undeservedly high” (Carel and Kidd, 
2014, p. 530). 
 
Carpenter (2023)  argues different ways in which intersex persons have suffered from epistemic 
injustice, among them, the adoption of the term disorders of sex development to medically refer 
to variations in one’s sex characteristics, the secrecy in the medical history and treatments, and 
the rhetorics of change and improvement of ‘new’ medical treatments. According to his 
analysis, these have resulted in or are a consequence of not providing the appropriate value to 
the voices and expertise of intersex persons (Carpenter, 2023). 
 
Similarly, Merrick (2019) argues that not only the change of nomenclature from intersex to 
DSD is a case of epistemic injustice but also the lack of attention and consideration given to 
the critics and demands for change coming from intersex human rights organizations and 
persons with lived experience.  
 
Roen (2004) has pointed out a problem in how the ‘evidence’ debate is framed, where clinical 
evidence is mostly used regarding surgical interventions and other treatments. Then, there is 
qualitative data from people with embodied experience and people who speak openly about 
their experiences and concerns. She underscores that “When clinical texts do draw on social 
scientists and intersex authors texts, they tend to refer briefly to the concerns being raised but 
rarely engage in more depth with complexities and wide-raging implications” (Roen, 2004, p. 
128).  
 
I understand the above to be cases of testimonial injustice that have resulted both as caused by 
and as consequences of not listening and valuing the expertise of people with embodied 
experience.  
 
I must note also that in terms of activism and inter-group dynamics research participants also 
underscored instances that can be understood as cases of hermeneutical injustice. An interesting 
example of this hermeneutical injustice has to do with the conflation of intersex persons and 
demands with those of lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans, queer, and nonbinary persons. As one 
participant stated: 
 

I think at the beginning, we were very open to all LGBT organizations and people and 
being like, ‘We're like the same, we are allies, let's collaborate on something .’And 
while I think this has helped us a lot because it gave us the know-how and stuff like 
this, now I am much more careful. Just because I think that due to LGBT experiences 
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and objectives, intersex issues can be very easily and unintentionally, and I'm not saying 
this in a mean way, (…) But there was like this scheme of interpretations that there is 
something they just don't get. (Participant 18, Switzerland) 

  
Carpenter (2016) has noted that “[i]dentity-focused language” often used by LGBT-Queer 
groups “mischaracterises intersex human rights issues as matters of sexual orientation and 
gender identity. It prioritises issues of performativity and identity over deeper, more intractable 
issues of bodily autonomy” (p. 79). This also resonates with Garland and Travis's (2022) 
perspectives about how the characterization of intersex persons under an LGBTQ or third 
gender embodiment risks changing the priorities of the movement towards anti-discrimination 
goals or third gender recognition.  
 
Based in the above, I understand that the mischaracterizations of intersex persons as LGBTQ 
or nonbinary persons or the conflation of their demands, even if unintentional, represent a case 
of hermeneutical injustice. Intersex persons have been left for the longest time without specific 
discursive framings to convey meanings about their experience and their demands other than 
those set by medical authorities. Consequently, intersex activist groups have often turned to 
alliances with groups that came before them that have more ‘mainstream’ or ‘recognizable’ 
framings to convey meanings to society in general, such as LGBTQ groups.  
 
As stated above, in some cases, collaborations with LGBTQ groups have turned beneficial by 
opening opportunities and expanding networks. In other cases alliances have resulted in the 
change of political priorities, framings, or cooption of demands that do not represent intersex 
activism. This as a result of not listening to what the community needs or not understanding 
their demands; what one participant referred to as “I-washing” (Claudia, Italy).   
 
In order to counter the epistemic injustice experienced by intersex persons, Roen (2004) 
highlights the need for more comprehensive approaches, for example, where clinical 
researchers include sociological approaches in their research. Carpenter (2023) similarly 
highlights the role of bioethics in challenging injustice.  
 
Based on my research, I argue that a similar stand needs to be taken in activism. Groups that 
are not intersex but want to support intersex activism need to actively listen to their demands 
and actively engage with the community. 
 
Conclusions 
 
My research shows how the body is central to the experience of many participants engaged in 
intersex activism. Their embodied experience influences their personal perspectives, but also 
their groups' dynamics, actions, demands and political goals.  
 
I conclude that P. Brown et al.’s (2004) EHMs framework is helpful for understanding the 
importance of the body going from the personal to the social. This framework was useful for 
exploring aspects such as identity formation, coalition building strategies, activists’ 
relationship to medicine, and others discussed above.  
 
Based on my analysis of interview data and literature on health movements and embodied 
health movements, I conclude that many intersex groups share elements for which they can be 
considered both HSMs in general and particularly EHMs. The first kind because of the 
closeness of demands regarding medicine and health care, and the second kind because of the 
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importance of the body concerning their activist efforts. Another similarity stems from the fact 
that these groups challenge medicine on etiology, the understanding of being intersex as a 
medical condition or pathology, as well as treatment course and access to it.  
 
Many intersex groups, however, are also particular in that their activism goes beyond health 
care matters. The demand to end non-consensual surgeries aimed at ‘fixing’ the appearance of 
genitalia and the contestation of the ‘disorder of sex development’ diagnosis are essential 
aspects of intersex activism. Both of these aspects have a strong relation to social and medical 
constructions around sex and gender; thus, the claims of intersex groups are not purely related 
to health or related only to medical practice.  
 
The above has influenced many activists’ strategies and actions. Some research participants 
were invested in promoting education about being intersex and promoting sensitization around 
bodily diversity, as well as challenging normative conceptions about sex and gender. These 
efforts are similar to trans or body acceptance movements that challenge medicalization, 
pathologization, and sociocultural perspectives of bodies (Duffy, 2021; Hird, 2000; Kwan, 
2009; Monro & Warren, 2004). This shows intersex groups are also interested in sociocultural 
changes. 
 
Finally, a lack of understanding of the embodied experiences of intersex people poses a 
challenge when they interact with health practitioners, clinicians, or even other activists; this 
can be understood as a form of epistemic injustice. 
 
As a limitation, I would like to point out the small number of interviews carried out which 
contrasts with the vast geographical locations represented in this study. While my research does 
not aim to make generalizations about intersex activists everywhere, future studies may benefit 
from limiting the geographical scope to a country or a number of countries or regions to 
understand better how the local context influences and is experienced through intersex bodies.  
 
Another aspect that might be needed for future research is including patient support groups in 
social movements research. As stated before, I did not actively sought out these groups for this 
study as the literature points out they do not consider themselves activists, which was essential 
for my research. Nonetheless, one of the participants contested this view, considering patient 
support groups engage in politics and activism. In any case, this is also a reason to consider 
research from a social movements perspective. P. Brown et al.’s framework about HSM might 
also be helpful in this scenario. 
  

Funding 

This project has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 Research and 
Innovation Programme under the Marie Skłodowska-Curie grant agreement No. 859869. This 
paper reflects only the views of the author and the agency is not responsible for any use that 
may be made of the information it contains. 

Conflicts of Interest 

The author declares no conflict of interest. 
 
 



 17 

References 

 
Aegerter, A. (2022). The stakes and controversies of intersex activist participation in the 

Chicago Consensus (2005). Sante Publique, 34(HS2), 59–67. 
https://doi.org/10.3917/SPUB.HS2.0059 

Australian and Aotearoa/New Zealand intersex organisations and independent advocates. 
(2017). Darlington Statement. https://ihra.org.au/darlington-statement/ 

Bastien Charlebois, J. (2017). À qui appartient-il de déterminer les modes d’intervention 
auprès des personnes intersexuées ? Nouvelles Pratiques Sociales, 28(1), 66–86. 
https://doi.org/10.7202/1039174AR 

Berry, A. W., & Monro, S. (2022). Ageing in obscurity: a critical literature review 
regarding older intersex people. Sexual and Reproductive Health Matters, 30(1). 
https://doi.org/10.1080/26410397.2022.2136027 

Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2006). Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qualitative 
Research in Psychology, 3(2), 77–101. 
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706QP063OA 

Breu, C. (2016). Identity vs. Embodiment: A Materialist Rethinking of Intersex and 
Queerness. Symplokē, 24(1–2), 65. https://doi.org/10.5250/symploke.24.1-2.0065 

Brown, G., & Pickerill, J. (2009). Space for emotion in the spaces of activism. Emotion, 
Space and Society, 2(1), 24–35. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.EMOSPA.2009.03.004 

Brown, N., & Gershon, S. A. (2017). Body politics. Politics, Groups, and Identities, 5(1), 
1–3. https://doi.org/10.1080/21565503.2016.1276022 

Brown, P., Zavestoski, S., McCormick, S., Mayer, B., Morello-Frosch, R., & Altman, R. 
G. (2004). Embodied health movements: new approaches to social movements in 
health. Sociology of Health & Illness, 26(1), 50–80. https://doi.org/10.1111/J.1467-
9566.2004.00378.X 

Browne, K. (2005). Snowball sampling: using social networks to research non‐
heterosexual women. International Journal of Social Research Methodology, 8(1), 
47–60. https://doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000081663 

Burke, M. C. (2011). Resisting Pathology: GID and the Contested Terrain of Diagnosis in 
the Transgender Rights Movement. In P. McGann & D. J. Hutson (Eds.), Sociology 
of Diagnosis (Advances in Medical Sociology) (Vol. 12, pp. 183–210). Emerald 
Group Publishing Limited. https://doi.org/10.1108/S1057-6290(2011)0000012013 

Carel, H., & Kidd, I. J. (2014). Epistemic injustice in healthcare: a philosophial analysis. 
Medicine, Health Care, and Philosophy, 17(4), 529–540. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/S11019-014-9560-2 

Carpenter, M. (2016). The human rights of intersex people: addressing harmful practices 
and rhetoric of change. Reproductive Health Matters, 24(47), 74–84. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rhm.2016.06.003 

Carpenter, M. (2023). Fixing bodies and shaping narratives: Epistemic injustice and the 
responses of medicine and bioethics to intersex human rights demands. Clinical 
Ethics, 19(1), 3–17. https://doi.org/10.1177/14777509231180412 

Chase, C. (2003). What is the Agenda of the Intersex Patient Advocacy Movement? The 
Endocrinologist, 13(3), 240–242. 
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.ten.0000081687.21823.d4 

Chase, C. (2013). Hermaphrodites with attitude: Mapping the emergence of intersex 
political activism. In S. Stryker & S. Whittle (Eds.), The Transgender Studies Reader 
(pp. 300–314). Routledge. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203955055 

Crocetti, D., Arfini, E. A. G., Monro, S., & Yeadon-Lee, T. (2020). ‘You’re basically 
calling doctors torturers’: stakeholder framing issues around naming intersex rights 



 18 

claims as human rights abuses. Sociology of Health & Illness, 42(4), 943–958. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9566.13072 

Davis, G. (2011). DSD is a perfectly fine term: Reasserting medical authority through a 
shift in intersex terminology. Advances in Medical Sociology, 12, 155–182. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/S1057-6290(2011)0000012012 

Davis, G. (2014). The power in a name: diagnostic terminology and diverse experiences. 
Psychology and Sexuality, 5(1), 15–27. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/19419899.2013.831212 

Davis, G., Dewey, J. M., & Murphy, E. L. (2016). Giving Sex. Gender & Society, 30(3), 
490–514. https://doi.org/10.1177/0891243215602102 

Davy, Zowie. (2015). The DSM-5 and the Politics of Diagnosing Transpeople. Archives 
of Sexual Behavior, 44(5), 1165–1176. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-015-0573-6 

Duffy, S. (2021). Contested Subjects of Human Rights: Trans- and Gender-variant 
Subjects of International Human Rights Law. The Modern Law Review, 84(5), 1041–
1065. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2230.12633 

Epstein, S. (2016). The politics of health mobilization in the United States: The promise 
and pitfalls of “disease constituencies”. Social Science & Medicine, 165, 246–254. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.socscimed.2016.01.048 

Feder, E. K. & Karkazis, K. (2008). What’s in a Name?: The Controversy over ‘Disorders 
of Sex Development’. Hastings Center Report, 38(5), 33–36. 
https://doi.org/10.1353/hcr.0.0062 

Fricker, M. (2007). Epistemic Injustice: Power and the Ethics of Knowing. Oxford 
University Press. https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780198237907.001.0001 

Garland, F., Lalor, K., & Travis, M. (2022). Intersex Activism, Medical Power/Knowledge 
and the Scalar Limitations of the United Nations. Human Rights Law Review, 22(3). 
https://doi.org/10.1093/HRLR/NGAC020 

Garland, F., & Travis, M. (2020). Temporal Bodies: Emergencies, Emergence, and 
Intersex Embodiment. In C. Dietz, M. Travis, & M. Thomson (Eds.), A Jurisprudence 
of the Body (pp. 119–147). Palgrave Macmillan. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-
42200-4_6 

Garland, F., & Travis, M. (2022). Intersex Embodiment: Legal Frameworks Beyond 
Identity and Disorder. Bristol University Press. 
https://doi.org/10.51952/9781529217391 

Ghattas, D. C. (2019). Protecting intersex people in Europe: a toolkit for law and 
policymakers. ILGA Europe, OII Europe.  

Goldberg, J. A. (2020). Scenes of resurrection: Black Lives Matter, die-ins, and the here 
and now of queer futurity. Women & Performance: A Journal of Feminist Theory, 
30(2), 127–139. https://doi.org/10.1080/0740770X.2020.1869409 

Goodwin, J., Jasper, J. M., & Polletta, F. (2007). Emotional Dimensions of Social 
Movements. In D.A. Snow, S.A. Soule, & H. Kriesi (Eds.), The Blackwell 
Companion to Social Movements (pp. 413–432). Blackwell Publishing Ltd. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470999103.CH18 

Grabham, E. (2007). Citizen bodies, intersex citizenship. Sexualities, 10(1), 29–48. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1363460707072951 

Greenberg, J. A. (2017). Legal, ethical, and human rights considerations for physicians 
treating children with atypical or ambiguous genitalia. Seminars in Perinatology, 
41(4), 252–255. https://doi.org/10.1053/j.semperi.2017.03.012 

Griffiths, D. A. (2018a). Diagnosing sex: Intersex surgery and ‘sex change’ in Britain 
1930-1955. Sexualities, 21(3), 476–495. https://doi.org/10.1177/1363460717740339 



 19 

Griffiths, D. A. (2018b). Shifting syndromes: Sex chromosome variations and intersex 
classifications. Social Studies of Science, 48(1), 125–148. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306312718757081 

Groch, S. A. (1994). Oppositional Consciousness: Its Manifestation and Development. 
The Case of People with Disabilities. Sociological Inquiry, 64(4), 369–395. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/J.1475-682X.1994.TB00398.X 

Hird, M. J. (2000). Gender’s nature: Intersexuality, transsexualism and the ‘sex’/’gender’ 
binary. Feminist Theory, 1(3), 347–364. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/146470010000100305 

Holmes, M. (2022). Restoring Epistemic Justice to a Dismissed Population: A Qualitative 
Needs Assessment by and for Intersexualized Adults in Canada. Egale. 
https://egale.ca/awareness/restoring-epistemic-intersex-justice/ 

Horowicz, E. M. (2017). Intersex children: Who are we really treating? Medical Law 
International, 17(3), 183–218. https://doi.org/10.1177/0968533217726109 

Jones, C. (2022). The harms of medicalisation: intersex, loneliness and abandonment. 
Feminist Theory, 23(1), 39–60. https://doi.org/10.1177/14647001211062740 

Jones, T. (2018). Intersex Studies: A Systematic Review of International Health Literature. 
SAGE Open, 8(2), 215824401774557. https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244017745577 

Kwan, S. (2009). Framing the Fat Body: Contested Meanings between Government, 
Activists, and Industry*. Sociological Inquiry, 79(1), 25–50. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/J.1475-682X.2008.00271.X 

Lundberg, T., Hegarty, P., & Roen, K. (2018). Making sense of ‘Intersex’ and ‘DSD’: how 
laypeople understand and use terminology. Psychology & Sexuality., 9(2), 161–173. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/19419899.2018.1453862 

Malatino, H. (2019). Queer embodiment: monstrosity, medical violence, and intersex 
experience. University of Nebraska Press.  

Meoded Danon, L. (2018). Time matters for intersex bodies: Between socio-medical time 
and somatic time. Social Science and Medicine, 208, 89–97. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.05.019 

Merrick, T. (2019). From ‘Intersex’ to ‘DSD’: a case of epistemic injustice. Synthese, 
196(11), 4429–4447. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-017-1327-x 

Monro, S., & Warren, L. (2004). Transgendering Citizenship. Sexualities, 7(3), 345–362. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1363460704044805 

Orr, C. E. (2022). Cripping Intersex. University of British Columbia Press. 
https://doi.org/10.59962/9780774868549 

Petersen, A., Schermuly, A. C., & Anderson, A. (2019). The shifting politics of patient 
activism: From bio-sociality to bio-digital citizenship. Health: An Interdisciplinary 
Journal for the Social Study of Health, Illness and Medicine, 23(4), 478–494. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1363459318815944 

Pitts-Taylor, V. (2015). A Feminist Carnal Sociology?: Embodiment in Sociology, 
Feminism, and Naturalized Philosophy. Qualitative Sociology, 38(1), 19–25. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11133-014-9298-4 

Price, J. E. (2007). Engaging disability. Feminist Theory, 8(1), 77–89. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1464700107074199 

Reis, E. (2018). Bodies in Doubt. An American History of Intersex. Johns Hopkins 
University Press. https://doi.org/10.1353/BOOK.3434 

Richardson, A. V. (2022). Black bodies at risk: Exploring the corporeal iconography of 
the anti-police brutality movement. Journalism, 23(3), 599–613. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/14648849211064072 



 20 

Roen, K. (2004). Intersex embodiment: when health care means maintaining binary sexes. 
Sexual Health, 1(3), 127–130. https://doi.org/10.1071/SH04007 

Roen, K. (2008). `But We Have to Do Something’: Surgical `Correction’ of Atypical 
Genitalia. Body & Society, 14(1), 47–66. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1357034X07087530 

Rubin, D. A. (2017). Intersex Matters: Biomedical Embodiment, Gender Regulation, and 
Transnational Activism. State University of New York Press. 

Sharrow, E. A. (2017). “Female athlete” politic: Title IX and the naturalization of sex 
difference in public policy. Politics, Groups, and Identities, 5(1), 46–66. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/21565503.2016.1268178 

Suess-Schwend, A. (2020). Questioning Pathologization in Clinical Practice and Research 
from Trans and Intersex Perspectives. In Z. Davy, A. C. Santos, C. Bertone, R. 
Thoreson, & S. E. Wieringa (Eds.), The SAGE Handbook of Global Sexualities (Vol. 
II, pp. 798–821). SAGE Publications Ltd. 
https://doi.org/10.4135/9781529714364.n37 

Suess-Schwend, A. (2024). Intersex Epistemologies? Reviewing Relevant Perspectives in 
Intersex Studies. Soc. Sci., 13(6), 298. https://doi.org/10.3390/socsci13060298 

The Third International Intersex Forum. (2013). Malta Declaration. Public Statement by 
the Third International Intersex Forum. 

Thoreson, R. (2013). Beyond equality: The post-apartheid counternarrative of trans and 
intersex movements in South Africa. African Affairs, 112(449), 646–665. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/afraf/adt043 

Thyen, U., Richter-Appelt, H., Wiesemann, C., Holterhus, P. M., & Hiort, O. (2005). 
Deciding on gender in children with intersex conditions: Considerations and 
controversies. In Treatments in Endocrinology (Vol. 4, Number 1, pp. 1–8). 
https://doi.org/10.2165/00024677-200504010-00001 

Varela, F., & Shear, J. (1999). First-person methodologies: What, why, how? 
Consciousness Studies, 6(2), 1–14. 

Veneracion-Rallonza, M. L. (2014). Women’s naked body protests and the performance 
of resistance: Femen and Meira Paibi protests against rape. Philippine Political 
Science Journal, 35(2), 251–268. https://doi.org/10.1080/01154451.2014.965876 

Wacquant, L. (2015). For a Sociology of Flesh and Blood. Qualitative Sociology, 38(1), 
1–11. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11133-014-9291-y 

Wainwright, S. P., & Turner, B. S. (2003). Reflections on embodiment and vulnerability. 
Medical Humanities, 29(1), 4–7. https://doi.org/10.1136/mh.29.1.4 

Zavestoski, S., Morello-Frosch, R., Brown, P., Mayer, B., McCormick, S., & Altman, R. 
G. (2004). Embodied health movements and challenges to the dominant 
epidemological paradigm. In D. J. Myers & D. M. Cress (Eds.), Authority in 
Contention (Research in Social Movements, Conflicts and Change) (Vol. 25, pp. 
253–278). Emerald Group Publishing Limited. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0163-
786X(04)25010-8 

 
  
  



 21 

 


