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"Dynamic desires for gender-affirming medical interventions" sure is a ballsy way to refer to medical 
harm, regret, and detransition.

 
Or, gender clinicians really, really, really don't want to talk about medical harm, regret, and 
detransition. Better to talk about “gender fluidity” or “gender journeys”— “journeys” that may include 
irreversible interventions. 
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The dangers of gender-affirmative care   American doctors are unnecessarily harming children 
https://unherd.com/2022/07/the-dangers-of-gender-affirmative-care/ 
And, most importantly, "journeys" that could not and should not have been prevented by gender 
clinicians. 
Instead, we get these odd disquisitions on "regret" (safely contained in air quotes). After all, what does 
it mean if a patient "regrets" medically unnecessary and life-changing surgeries and hormone 
regimens?

 
Gender: A Wider Lens Podcast: 66 - Pioneers Series: Where It All Started - The Dutch 
Researchers Steensma & De Vries on Apple Podcasts   Show Gender: A Wider Lens Podcast, Ep 66 - 
Pioneers Series: Where It All Started - The Dutch Researchers Steensma & De Vries - Mar 11, 2022 
https://podcasts.apple.com/ca/podcast/66-pioneers-series-where-it-all-started-the-dutch/id1542655295?i=1000553690732 
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Annelou de Vries and Thomas Steensma want us to unpack our ideas about what "regret" means. It's 
"too binary" to say a patient "regrets" or doesn't regret surgery. 

We just need to queer our concept of what a good medical outcome is! 
Olson-Kennedy, Turban, and Brady want to remind everybody that "regret is a complex and 
heterogenous concept." 

(Now try it with medical malpractice!) 
Gender clinicians are desperately trying to bury mounting evidence of medical harm, regret, and 
detransition, mostly by draining meaning from language and redefining mountains as rainbow-spangled
molehills. 
Their best bet for getting out of this with their reputations and business models in tact is to destroy the 
possibility of speaking clearly and objectively about the situation. 
The situation is that a growing number of young people regret medical interventions they received 
under an affirmative-care model that did not take the possibility of medical harm, regret, and 
detransition into account. 
Gender clinicians want to make the conversation about how "regret" is "too binary" and "detransition" 
merely reflects "dynamic desires for gender-affirming interventions." 
After all, if there’s no reality of the situation, what does it mean to say that someone got hurt or that 
someone did something wrong? How can we talk about harm if everything—mastectomies, 
hysterectomies—can be written off as part of someone’s “gender journey”? 
Does that mean no one was responsible, nothing was preventable (& why *should* any of it have been 
prevented?), and no one was harmed? Does it mean that nothing really happened? That we simply ‘let’ 
someone—a child, perhaps—be their ‘true self’ and then their true self changed?? 
There's a terrible inexorability to language like this: We did the only thing that we could have done at 
the time ?. Then the times changed! That’s all. It was nobody’s fault. Nothing could have unfolded in 
any other way. 

(Notice all the passive voice?) 
In the language of gender ideology, it's wrong to deny “trans children” “life-saving” “gender-affirming 
care.” Some people later experience "dynamic desires for gender-affirming interventions." 
In plain English, it's wrong to drug, cut up, and sterilize children and young people, no matter what you
call it. Harm is harm. Regret is regret. Detransition is detransition. 
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