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Abstract 

This bachelor’s thesis focuses on the topic of transgender rights in US presidential 

elections. Specifically, it illuminates how these are addressed by Democratic and 

Republican election platforms in the last four presidential elections, namely those in 

2008, 2012, 2016, and 2020. The analysis answers the following research question: how 

has the prominence of the topic of transgender rights evolved in US presidential 

campaigns over time? Furthermore, the differences between the two parties’ 

approaches, formulated in the hypothesis that transgender rights are more often 

addressed by Democrats than by Republicans, are explored. The method of content 

analysis was selected to analyze the party platforms, the research is both quantitative 

and qualitative. The results show that, over the chosen period of time, the topic gains 

prominence for both Democrats and Republicans. Even though each party’s approach is 

unlike that of the other, both appear to assign higher priority to addressing transgender 

rights with every new platform. Additionally, in the first two elections covered, 

Republicans discuss the topic more frequently than Republicans, whereas in the last two 

elections it is Democrats who dedicate it more space.  

 

Abstrakt 

Tato bakalářská práce se zaměřuje na téma práv transgender osob v prezidentských 

volbách ve Spojených státech amerických. Zkoumá, jak jsou tato práva adresována 

v demokratických a republikánských volebních programech v posledních čtyřech 

prezidentských volbách v letech 2008, 2012, 2016 a 2020. Analýza odpovídá na 

následující výzkumnou otázku: jak se v průběhu času změnila důležitost tématu práv 

transgender osob v prezidentských kampaních ve Spojených státech? Kromě toho práce 

testuje hypotézu, která tvrdí, že se právům transgender osob věnují více demokraté než 

republikáni, a která si dává za úkol prozkoumat rozdíly mezi přístupem jednotlivých 

stran. K analýze volebních programů byla využita metoda obsahové analýzy, výzkum je 

jak kvantitativní, tak kvalitativní. Výsledky ukazují, že v průběhu zkoumaného 

časového období téma získává na důležitosti jak pro demokraty, tak pro republikány. 

Přestože je přístup každé ze stran odlišný, o obou se dá říci, že s každým programem 

právům transgender osob připisují větší důležitost. Dále bylo zjištěno, že se v prvních 



 

dvou volbách daného období tématu věnovali více republikáni, zatímco v posledních 

dvou volbách to byli demokraté, kdo mu věnoval více prostoru. 
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Introduction 

It is only in recent years that transgender people have gained some visibility and 

recognition in the United States. During the second term of Barack Obama’s presidency, 

a few legal protections and policies aiming at ameliorating the demographic’s standing 

were put in place. Nevertheless, trans individuals are still considered somewhat 

confusing and rare and remain misunderstood in both American society and its politics. 

This is why this thesis delves into how transgender rights are approached in US 

presidential election platforms of the two major parties, Democrats and Republicans. 

The subject of analysis are the party platforms Democrats and Republicans used to 

deliver their ideas and opinions to the voters in the last four presidential elections, those 

in 2008, 2012, 2016, and 2020. Party manifestos are essential components of 

a democratic system and its elections, wherein parties present their attitudes, 

standpoints, and convictions so as to appeal to as many voters as possible. How this is 

managed by Democrats and Republicans respectively regarding transgender rights is 

the focus of the analysis. Furthermore, the changes in the way these are addressed by 

the two parties are explored. The research question of this thesis was formulated as 

follows: How has the prominence of the topic of transgender rights evolved in US 

presidential campaigns over time? To further investigate the difference between 

the parties’ position on the topic, one hypothesis was developed. It reads: Transgender 

rights are more often addressed by Democrats than by Republicans. To answer 

the research question and prove or refute the hypothesis, the party platforms are 

analyzed using the method of content analysis in both its qualitative and quantitative 

dimensions. 

The thesis is divided into three chapters. The first briefly explains the concept of 

gender and introduces transgender people with the help of “The Demographics of 

the Transgender Population” and two reports from the Williams Institute, a research 

center on sexual orientation and gender identity with the University of California, “How 

many people are lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender?” and “How many adults 

identify as transgender in the United States?”. Most importantly, this part deals with 

the obstacles, problems, and discrimination trans Americans encounter that are 

summarized in a crucial work, “The Report of the 2015 U.S. Transgender Survey” from 

the National Center for Transgender Equality. The second section presents information 
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about the selected data and methodology. Lastly, the analysis of the party platforms is 

conducted. 

Apart from answering the research question, this work strives to illuminate how 

the two most important US parties deal with the rights and protections of trans 

Americans in such consequential events the elections of the president represent. Since 

the trans demographic is a rather murky phenomenon, as mentioned earlier, this thesis 

will hopefully shed some light on the way this minority is dealt with in federal politics. 

The thesis itself differs somewhat from its project that had been drafted before this 

work was written. The chief contrast is the subject matter. While the project intended to 

examine the parties’ official candidates’ approach to transgender people, the thesis 

analyzes party platforms. After the project was compiled, further research has revealed 

that there might not be sufficient information to properly compare the parties’ 

candidates and to arrive at valid conclusions. Therefore, the focus has shifted to 

the party platforms, which provide not only more data, but also context, structure, and at 

least some level of consistency. It is the author’s belief that such research is of higher 

quality than the originally planned would be. The second change is the period covered. 

Whereas the project mentions the years 2004, 2008, 2012, and 2016, the actual research 

is moved forward by four years, concentrating on the elections of 2008, 2012, 2016, and 

2020. Once again, this is because, during the 2004 election, the topic was not addressed. 

Lastly, the project states two hypotheses. One of them, Democrats have a more positive 

approach to the topic of transgender rights than Republicans do, was eliminated in 

the thesis. The reason for this is that to test this claim, the analysis would have to be 

expanded, which would prolong the thesis excessively.  
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1 Theoretical concepts and findings 

1.1 Gender 

When a person is born, other people, namely doctors and parents, look at that baby’s 

external genitalia and pronounce the baby to be either a girl or a boy. More specifically, 

the baby and its body are sexed according to the dominant culture the person is born 

into (Stryker 14). The assigned sex is determined by biological indicators, most visible 

of which are, immediately following the baby’s birth, the genitals; others are, for 

example, the reproductive system, hormone levels, or chromosomes (“Gender and 

Health”). Based on one’s assigned sex, which, at least in the Western world, is either 

female or male, one begins to undergo the process of socialization, distinct for the two 

sexes. This can be described as gender. Gender presents the social difference between 

variously sexed bodies. The predominant cultural paradigm dictates that those who are 

assigned female are girls and women, while those with the male label are boys and men. 

The terms women and men are, therefore, indicative of gender, and are closely 

associated with the sex assigned at birth. Despite the widespread interchangeable usage 

of sex and gender (Bouman and Arcelus 3; Stryker 14), it is incorrect and misleading to 

assume that their meanings are identical. As mentioned above, sex refers to biological 

and physiological realities, while gender encompasses culturally and socially 

conditioned roles, expressions, behaviors, attires, and other numerous attributes that a 

given culture or society ascribes to and sees as fit for a given gender (Bouman and 

Arcelus 2). Even though sex is overwhelmingly deemed as factual and objective, both 

sex and gender are socially constructed1, though it is true that sex has some grounding 

in physical reality, while gender is completely fabricated. As such, it may be subject to 

change (“Gender and Health”). 

 

 
1 Sex being socially constructed can be demonstrated by the fact that intersex individuals, those who do 

not fit the strict female/male sex division, are routinely forced to undergo unconsented and unnecessary 

genital normalization surgery and, therefore, conform to sex binary norms and expectations. For further 

information on this subject, consult Imposing Identity: Why States Should Restrict Infant Intersex Surgery 

(2020). Intersex people are beyond the scope of this thesis, nevertheless, as I do not intend to contribute to 

the systematic erasure of this group, I deem this note to be indispensable. 
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1.2 Transgender 

With the assistance of Merriam-Webster dictionary that defines the prefix trans- as “on 

the other side”, “to the other side”, “across”, or “beyond” (“Definition of trans”), 

transgender people can, in the broadest possible sense, be described as those who 

transgress the boundaries of gender that is implied by the sex assigned to them at birth. 

In other words, they are individuals whose gender identity, their deep, internal, 

subjective feeling of belonging to a certain gender, is not in accordance with the gender 

or sex they were assigned at birth (“Answers to Your Questions”; Stryker 21; Suen et al. 

2302). Although somewhat vague, as of now it is probably the most suitable definition 

there is. In their article “The Demographics of the Transgender Population”, Meier and 

Labuski support the claim that, as standardized criteria are lacking (289), it is no easy 

task to provide an exact description that does not leave room for doubt. They explain 

that in the 20th century, the prevalent term for individuals who experience incongruity 

between mind or self and body was transsexual. Transsexuals usually “[had] a desire to 

have one’s body align with one’s gender identity or [reassigned] into the other sex” 

(Meier and Labuski 291). The new century has, however, brought a less straightforward 

understanding.  

Transsexual has been substituted by transgender, which broadens and diversifies 

what it means to identify as such. Probably the main and most consequential shift has 

been the departure from a medically, for some even pathologically, centered condition 

that needs to be remedied and thus, in a way, normalized, towards a more open, 

inclusive, and non-binary interpretation of the phenomenon (Meier and Labuski 291). 

Rather than two strictly defined and limited opposite poles, gender is now understood as 

a spectrum, and therefore the transgender community, usually shortened as trans or 

trans*2 community, now consists of numerous individuals with different experiences or 

expressions of their gender and gender identity. Alongside transgender women and 

transgender men, who perceive themselves in binary terms, there are many others that 

do not exclusively identify as a woman or a man, as female or male, or as feminine or 

masculine, but whose notion of self lies somewhere between these two, or somewhere 

else altogether (Richards 147). These people usually name their gender identities with 

words such as “genderqueer, genderfluid, or non-binary” (Suen et al. 2303). As the trans 

circles widen, wanting to modify one’s body through hormonal and surgical means in 

 
2 The asterisk indicates the inclusion of various identities (Stryker 11). 
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order to change one’s sex, and perhaps conform to societal expectations, is no longer 

the common denominator. While there are many of those who need to change their 

physical selves to be content and strive in their lives, there are also those who may not 

feel that there is an inherent mismatch between their mind and body, and who therefore 

experience no need to alter the latter. Not to be forgotten are those who for whatever 

reason opt for only some of the medical procedures while deciding against the others. 

Indeed, the transgender demographic is a heterogeneous one. As Stryker brilliantly 

formulates, “it is the movement across a socially imposed boundary away from 

an unchosen starting place, rather than any particular destination or mode of transition, 

that best characterizes the concept of transgender” (1). 

 

1.2.1 Quantifying the transgender demographic 

The difficulty of determining the exact number of trans people parallels that of 

the search for a clear definition. Meier and Labuski note that the estimates oftentimes 

originate in medical facilities sought by those trans people who wish to redesign their 

bodies, which skews the statistic by excluding those who crave no such thing (296). 

Another method is that of counting those who have legally changed their gender on 

identity documents. This approach is burdened by the fact that the policy regarding legal 

gender change and its implications differ across the states. Thus, for various reasons, 

some trans people may not pursue this step, meaning they too elude the final figure 

(303). 

Nevertheless, the Williams Institute, a research center with the University of 

California, Los Angeles, that focuses on sexual orientation and gender identity, has 

produced two population-based reports on the number of transgender adults3 in the 

United States – one in 2011 and one in 2016. The former’s conclusion is 700 000 (Gates 

6), equivalent to 0.3 % of the United States population (Gates 1), while the latter finds 

that, as of 2016, there were almost 1.4 million adults, equivalent to 0.6 % of the United 

States adult population, who identified as transgender (Flores et al.). The upsurge may 

be accounted for by larger samples and more information available to the second 

research as well as by growing visibility and more welcoming and accommodating 

surroundings (Flores et al.). Yet, trans people still experience an incredible amount of 

hardships. 

 
3 18 years of age and older. 
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1.3 Transgender issues 

The transgender community is an incredibly marginalized and stigmatized segment of 

society (Meier and Labuski 289). To begin to unravel the hostilities faced by its 

members, it is of the highest importance to introduce the work of Human Rights 

Campaign that provides statistics of anti-transgender violence. Since 2013, when 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation started to monitor anti-transgender hate crimes  

(“AN EPIDEMIC OF VIOLENCE” 2), HRC has registered “at least 202 transgender 

and gender-nonconforming individuals who were victims of fatal violence in the U.S.” 

(“AN EPIDEMIC OF VIOLENCE” 56). The deadliest year of this so-called “epidemic 

of violence” has been 2020 (“AN EPIDEMIC OF VIOLENCE” 56). Sadly, HRC 

numbers are most likely only the lower bound. Many cases remain unreported and many 

cases are reported with the authentic gender identities of the victims denied, which 

renders them incorrect (“AN EPIDEMIC OF VIOLENCE” 60). 

A great number of works4 mention various unfavorable conditions transgender 

individuals are forced to cope with, yet none has focused on the matter as 

comprehensively and as extensively as the National Center for Transgender Equality. In 

2011, NCTE, in cooperation with the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force5, published 

an unprecedented “Report of the National Transgender Discrimination Survey”, 

tellingly titled “Injustice at Every Turn”, that, for the first time, carefully compiled and 

presented the tremendously unjust and harmful ordeals that trans people experience. It 

collected information from 6450 respondents from all 50 states, the District of 

Columbia, and other United States territories (Grant et al.). 

 

1.3.1 The Report of the 2015 U.S. Transgender Survey 

Even more detailed and precise is NCTE’s following document and an iteration of 

the NTDS, “The Report of the 2015 U.S. Transgender Survey”. USTS also worked with 

respondents from all 50 states and the District of Columbia, as well as other United 

 
4 These include, but are not limited to, The Health of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender People: 

Building a Foundation for Better Understanding (2011), Housing insecurity and intersecting social 

determinants of health among transgender people in the USA: A targeted ethnography (2020), What 

Sexual and Gender Minority People Want Researchers to Know About Sexual Orientation and Gender 

Identity Questions: A Qualitative Study (2020), Transgender Identities and Public Policy in the United 

States: The Relevance for Public Administration (2007) or The Remarkable Rise of Transgender Rights 

(2018). 
5 As of May 2021, the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force is known as the National LGBTQ Task 

Force. 
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States territories. It is, however, more exact as it managed to gather responses from 

27 715 people (James et al. 19), and is thus invaluable documentation of the lives of 

trans adult6 Americans. Generally, it can be said that one-third of the sample were trans 

women, one-third were trans men, and one-third were non-binary, although there were 

other terms some used to describe their gender identity (44).  

The report divides life and reality into various sections, such as “Family life and 

Faith Communities” (64–80), “Health” (92–129), “Experiences at School” (130–138), 

“Income and Employment Status” (139–146), “Housing, Homelessness, and Shelter 

Access” (175–183) or “Experiences in Restrooms” (224–230). The document tracks 

experiences unique to trans individuals as well as those common to the wider cisgender7 

population.  

 

1.3.1.1 The predicament of being transgender 

Among incidents exclusive to trans people is, for example, that 77 % of those who were 

either out as trans or considered to be trans in school8 were either verbally, physically, 

or sexually assaulted, while 17 % of that same group left school altogether (131). Of 

those who had ever been a member of a religious or spiritual community, 19 %, 

equivalent to 12 % of the whole sample, experienced rejection and left (77). 

Another matter characteristic to the trans population is the legal change of name 

and gender on identity documents. Even though each state has a distinctive procedure 

for such an adjustment, as mentioned above, the USTS quantified the accompanying 

circumstances across the United States and found that only “11 % of respondents had 

their preferred name and gender on all IDs and records, while 68 % reported that none 

of their IDs had the name and gender they preferred” (82). Of those who had not tried to 

change their name, 35 % stated that they could not afford it (83). Having an identity 

document or documents incongruent with one’s lived and expressed gender may lead to 

various kinds of mistreatment. In fact, nearly 1 in 3 people, or 32 % of those whose 

documents and outwards expression and presentation were mismatched, reported being 

refused service or even assaulted (89). 

 
6 18 years of age and older. 
7 Cisgender describes those who identify with the sex they were assigned at birth and the gender this 

implies. 
8 In the report, the term school denotes the period of one’s education from kindergarten to 12th grade. 
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Yet another realm in which trans individuals face an unjust discriminatory 

approach is health care. For some, it is particularly significant, as hormone therapy 

and/or gender confirmation surgery or surgeries are a crucial and necessary step in their 

lives that ensure their well-being and happiness. Of those respondents who had been to 

a health care provider in the past year, 24 % “had to teach their health care provider 

about transgender people to get appropriate care” (97), 15 % had been asked 

“unnecessary or invasive questions about their transgender status that were not related 

to the reason for their visit” (97) and 8 % were denied “transition-related care” (97). 

Also in the past year, one-third of the sample reported they needed to go to the doctor’s 

but did not due to the cost (97), while 23 % stated they did not go for fear of not being 

treated well because of their transgender status (98). In the sphere of mental health, 

13 % had talked about their gender identity with a professional, and 9 % of these 

experienced their counselor or therapist trying to “stop them from being transgender” 

(109). 

Alongside health, another pressing issue is public restrooms. 9 % of respondents 

disclosed that, in the past year, they were denied an entrance to a restroom (225), and 

26 % had been at least once subject to an attack, harassment, or questioning whether 

they were at the right restroom (227). 59 % had “sometimes or always avoided [public] 

bathrooms in the past year” (228). With this in mind, it is no wonder that 32 % “of 

the sample avoided drinking or eating so that they would not need to use the restroom, 

and 8 % reported having a urinary tract infection or kidney-related medical problem as 

a result of avoiding restrooms in the past year” (229). 

While all of the issues described above are particular to a certain setting or 

a situation, the USTS also includes a chapter on overall “Harassment and Violence” 

(197 – 211). Alongside the experiences recounted in the section covering public places, 

it provides a clear, if bleak, picture of the distressing moments transgender people must 

go through. 48 % of respondents stated that, in the past year, they had not been treated 

equally or had had to endure verbal harassment or physical attack “because of their 

gender identity or expression” (199). More than half, 54 %, had been verbally harassed 

in the past year and 84 % of them believed it had happened because they were 

transgender (201 – 202). 9 % had been physically attacked in the past year (203), more 

than half of those multiple times (204), while 10 % had been sexually assaulted, and 

47 % had experienced sexual violence at some point in their lives (205). Nearly one in 
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four, or 24 %, had an experience of “severe physical violence by an intimate partner”9 

(15). It follows that “one in five […] respondents did not use one or more places of 

public accommodation in the past year because they thought they would be mistreated 

as a transgender person” (213).  

 

1.3.1.2 Experiences shared by both the transgender and cisgender 

population  

Perhaps even more revealing of what it means to be trans in contemporary American 

society is the comparison of situations experienced and realities lived by both 

the transgender and cisgender people. 22 % of the USTS sample stated their 2014 

income had been between $1 and $9,999, comparable to only 15 % of the US adults 

(142). 15 % of respondents were unemployed, while the rate for the general US 

population was 5 % (141), and 29 % were experiencing poverty, compared to 12 % of 

the US adult population (144). Connected to poverty is the area of housing. Only 16 % 

of the respondents owned a home, as opposed to 63 % of Americans in general (177). In 

the past year, nearly one in four people had experienced housing problems, such as 

being evicted or having to sleep on a friend’s couch (178), and 12 % had encountered 

homelessness (178). 30 % had been homeless at some point in their lives (178). Of 

those who had been without a permanent home in the past year, only 10 % found refuge 

in a shelter, while more than one quarter “did not seek shelter, because they feared 

mistreatment as a transgender person” (180). The homelessness rate within the US 

population is rather an estimate than an exact number, nevertheless, at the time when 

the responses for the survey were gathered, the homelessness rate within the USTS 

sample was three times that of the general American population (177).  

With the host of issues that have been presented in mind, it comes as no surprise 

that 39 % of respondents reported that at the time of the survey, they were enduring 

“serious psychological distress” (106), whereas the same was true for only 5 % of 

the US population (106). 

Even though the USTS is the most informative source on trans struggles, it has its 

limitations. As stated earlier in this thesis, the findings are generalized across the United 

States, which obliterates regional differences, such as the various gender marker change 

 
9 “Severe physical violence“ represents acts such as “being hit […] with something hard, kicked, or 

slammed against something” (James et al. 211). 
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procedures also mentioned above or the dissimilar implications of living in the city as 

opposed to living in the country. Oftentimes, the report does not delve deeply into 

the subject and only reviews superficial numbers, such as in the chapter on school, 

where, while discussing harassment, there is no differentiation between the perpetrators 

– whether it comes from students, teachers, or other staff. Furthermore, it is highly 

important to keep in mind that trans people exist in all races and ethnicities, and, given 

the American society’s power dynamics, white people’s experiences are commonly less 

unpleasant than those of people of color. For example, there were more than twice as 

many American Indian respondents who experienced a physical attack in school (133) 

and who left school because of mistreatment than white respondents (135). Similar 

disparities can be encountered when inspecting the unemployment rate – 12 % of white 

respondents did not have a job, whereas 35 % of Middle Eastern respondents were 

unemployed (131). Yet another similar situation occurs with HIV status – only 0.4 % of 

white respondents had HIV, as opposed to 6.7 % of Black respondents (123). 

Comparable contrasts can be found across gender identities or age groups. 

 

1.3.2 Other findings 

Apart from the NCTE’s USTS, there are other entities who work towards queer 

liberation and equality and who also produce their research, statistics, and reports. One 

such case is “Serving Our Youth 2015: The Needs and Experiences of Lesbian, Gay, 

Bisexual, Transgender and Questioning Youth Experiencing Homelessness” by True 

Colors United, an organization that fights against LGBTQ youth homelessness, and 

The Williams Institute mentioned above. The report contains information from “138 

youth homelessness human service agency providers” (Choi et al. 4) collected in 2014 

(Choi et al. 4). It reveals that of all youth approaching the shelters and other services, 

5 % identify as transgender (Choi et al. 5). Of these, 90 % had an experience of 

“harrassment [sic]/bullying” (Choi et al. 5) and “family rejection” (Choi et al. 5), 

connected to the fact that 84.5 % “were forced out by parents/ran away” because of their 

identity (Choi et al. 12), and 75 % had a history of “physical, emotional, or sexual 

abuse” (Choi et al. 5) and had “mental health issues” (Choi et al. 5). While there are 

commonalities between queer and non-queer youth, the report advances findings similar 

to those of the USTS and concludes that “LGBTQ youth accessing these homelessness 

services were reported to have been homeless longer and have more mental and 
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physical health problems than non-LGBTQ youth. Further, transgender youth were 

estimated to have experienced bullying, family rejection, and physical and sexual abuse 

at higher rates than LGBQ youth” (Choi et al. 20).  

To conclude this subchapter, it is crucial to add that the various kinds of 

harassment, bigotry, and discrimination mentioned in this section are in direct 

proportion to whether others “can tell” that the person in question is trans. USTS notes 

that the less the people around can tell, the less the likelihood of being treated unjustly, 

harassed, or assaulted (James et al. 199). It is almost paradoxical that the exhaustive set 

of information the USTS presents can be laid aside, and the fact that discrimination 

against transgender people exists can easily be demonstrated by one simple finding.  

 

1.4 Trans people and politics 

The USTS also includes an insightful section on party identification and policies trans 

people would like to see implemented. The results of the survey show that the trans 

population is more likely to vote than the general US population (James et al. 232), and 

also more likely to vote for the Democratic Party than the Republic Party (James et al. 

237). While 27 % of Americans are Democrat and 27 % Republican10, the numbers for 

the respondents were 50 % and 2 % respectively11 (James et al. 237). When those who 

might vote for a given party are taken into account, 79 % trans individuals “were 

Democrat or lean towards the Democratic Party, [and] 4% were Republicans or lean 

towards the Republican Party”12, as compared to 44 % and 45 % respectively for the 

general US population13 (237). 

As for policies, the report offers two similar, but distinct views. Firstly, 

respondents were asked to rank a list of issues concerning trans people based on their 

importance. The number one issue that 94 % marked as “very important” (239) was 

“Violence against transgender people” (239), followed by “Insurance coverage for 

transgender-related health care” (239) and “Police mistreatment of transgender people” 

(239). Other notable concerns of great importance that gained the support of at least 

three-quarters of the respondents were  “Employment” (239), “Training health care 

providers about transgender health” (239), “Housing and Homelessness” (239), 

 
10 The rest pronounces themselves to be Independent (James et al. 238).  
11 See above. 
12 See above. 
13 See above. 



 

15 

“Poverty” (239), “Bullying and discrimination in schools” (239), “Racism” (239), 

“Mistreatment in prisons or jails” (239), and “Identity documents” (239).  

The second task was to state “their top three policy priorities” (239). The most 

common one was, again, transgender-based violence mentioned by one-quarter of 

the respondents, and the second, once more, the wish for insurance to cover health care 

related to transitioning (239). Racism earned third place (239). 
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2 Data collection and methodology 

2.1 Data collection 

This thesis examines the evolution of transgender rights in US presidential elections and 

the approaches of Democrats and Republicans to the topic in their respective party 

platforms. As the research looks into the changes over time, the subject of analysis are 

Democratic and Republican party platforms from the last four elections up to date, that 

is, those from 2008, 2012, 2016, and 2020. It may seem that the number of programs 

covered in the thesis would be eight, however, the actual number is seven, for in 2020 

the Republican Party adopted the same platform it used in the previous election. 

The reason for this particular party choice seems obvious since Democrats and 

Republicans are the only two relevant US political parties. The last four elections were 

selected on the grounds of the two following arguments. Firstly, by including the most 

recent election, the research is as contemporary and as relevant as possible. Secondly, 

prior to 2008, none of the platforms of either party included any commentary 

whatsoever that would be pertinent to this thesis’ aim. The Democratic program of 2008 

is the first document to do so, as it mentions gender.  

The data were retrieved on the website of The American Presidency Project under 

the University of California, Santa Barbara. The length of the documents ranges from 

23 585 to 42 092 words, and both parties’ texts progress from the shortest in 2008 to 

the longest in 2020. 

 

2.2 Methodology 

To best explain how the parties’ approaches to trans rights have evolved, content 

analysis was applied. This method can be of both quantitative and qualitative nature. 

When quantitative, it counts the frequency of certain phenomena in the text, while 

the qualitative form goes further, and presents data “in words and themes, which makes 

it possible to draw some interpretation of the results” (Bengtsson 10). This work briefly 

reviews the platforms quantitatively but mainly consists of qualitative analysis “as a 

research method for the subjective interpretation of the content of the text data through 

the systematic classification process of coding” as described by Hsieh and Shannon 

(1278). 
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2.2.1 Qualitative analysis 

While Democrats discuss the topic directly and straightforwardly, Republicans do not 

address it explicitly but use other issues by way of which they make implications about 

trans people. 

Therefore, to extract and arrive at valid conclusions that reflect reality, both 

parties’ documents were also approached differently. The analysis of Democratic texts 

is manifest and allows to “[describe] [what] the informants actually say, stays very close 

to the text, uses the words themselves, and describes the visible and obvious in the text” 

(Bengtsson 10). Contrastingly, latent analysis relies on interpretation, and the researcher 

strives to uncover “the underlying meaning” (Bengtsson 10). This technique is 

employed in the analysis of Republican documents. 

Democratic programs were inspected using the following codes: “LGBT” or 

“LGBTQ+”14, “gender”, “gender identity” or “gender identities”, “transgender”, “non-

binary”, and “gender non-conforming”. The keywords were identified and counted, so 

as to “identify patterns in the data and to contextualize the codes” (Hsieh and Shannon 

1285). Additionally, every “theme is interpreted in a summary manner and illustrated 

using quotations that show how texts […] portrayed their original ideas” (Drisko and 

Maschi 109). 

Given that the party’s programs do not engage in open discussion of the matter, 

Republican platforms were searched for “sex”, “gender”, “Title IX”, and “conscience”, 

as these are the most indicative terms emerging in passages that secondarily also 

concern trans Americans. For the same reason, during the consequent discussion of 

the results, it is necessary to “immerse […] to some extent in the data in order to 

identify hidden meanings in the text” (Bengtsson 12). 

Furthermore, three criteria were developed to determine whether the parties have a 

positive approach to the issue or not. These are: 

C1. The party cites gender or gender identity instead of sex as a basis for non-

discrimination policies. 

C2. Passages that mention the LGBT, LGBTQ+, or trans community are accompanied 

by promises and/or beliefs that are favorable to said community. 

 
14 The 2012 and 2016 platforms use LGBT, while the current program from 2020 works with LGBTQ+. 
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An example of such a promise is “[w]e will oppose all state efforts to discriminate 

against LGBT individuals, including legislation that restricts the right to access 

public spaces“ (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”). 

C3. The platform mentions concrete issues described in the theoretical part. 

 

2.2.2 Quantitative analysis 

To quantify the topic, the frequency of each code was counted. However, not all of 

the occurrences of the terms were included, since in some contexts and with some 

meanings the words were irrelevant to the research. This was true for three keywords. In 

the case of sex, only those usages that referred to one’s physical body and its social 

implications were counted, thus excluding “same-sex” (“2016 Democratic Party 

Platform”) or “sex education” (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”).  

The next such word is gender, which the platforms sometimes use to denote 

cisgender girls and/or women. For instance, an excerpt from “Guaranteeing Women’s 

Rights, “[w]e are committed to ensuring full equality for women. Democrats will fight 

to end gender discrimination“ (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”) was omitted. 

Considering that the platform contains transgender rights in separate chapters, it is 

unlikely the extract is intended to include transgender women as well.  

The last is conscience. Those occurrences that did not relate to conscience in health 

care were skipped, such as “[a] Republican President will protect the rights of 

conscience of public employees by proposing legislation to bar mandatory [union] 

dues” (“2012 Republican Party Platform”).  

Consequently, it was calculated what proportion of each text addressed trans rights 

by closely scanning the programs and highlighting those parts that somehow dealt with 

the topic. To convey a clear, meaningful, and coherent picture of how the parties 

approach the subject matter, whole sentences were marked and counted into the final 

number. The following is an extract from the 2016 Democratic Party Platform:  

Democrats believe that everyone deserves the chance to live up to his or 

her God-given potential. We know that there are barriers standing in 

the way of that goal, from the enduring scourge of systemic racism to our 

deeply broken immigration system to discrimination against people on 

the basis of sexual orientation or gender identity – and we are committed 

to facing those problems and fixing them.  
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As the second sentence talks about racism and immigration, which are neither 

required nor desired for this thesis’ objective, it was reduced as follows:  

Democrats believe that everyone deserves the chance to live up to his or 

her God-given potential. We know that there are barriers standing in 

the way of that goal, from the enduring scourge of discrimination against 

people on the basis of gender identity – and we are committed to facing 

those problems and fixing them.  

It was this limited form that was included in the calculation. 

All the data used for the content analysis are attached to this thesis as appendices. 
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3 Data analysis and interpretation 

3.1 The election of 2008 

3.1.1 Democrats 

From the keywords chosen for the purpose of this thesis, the “2008 Democratic Party 

Platform” mentions only one, and that is gender. The search for this term in 

the document yields four results. One of them is located in the subchapter “A More 

Perfect Union” in the sentence declaring the party’s effort to eliminate discrimination 

“based on […] sex, […][or] gender identity” (“2008 Democratic Party Platform”). 

The distinction of sex and gender implies the recognition of transgender people, 

however, as no explicit inclusion of trans issues or topics can be found in the text, it 

would be a futile attempt to try to find something more than a simple acknowledgment. 

The second occurrence of the term is best interpreted as synonymous for women15. 

Indeed, it appears in the subchapter “Opportunity for Women” (“2008 Democratic Party 

Platform”). The other two instances marginally discuss inequalities between genders, 

that is to say, between cisgender women and cisgender men, and as such are of little use 

for this thesis’ aim.  

It can be concluded that transgender rights are not deemed to be of high priority in 

the Democrats’ program of 2008. 

The program totals 25 994 words. 10 of them relate to transgender people, 

comprising 0.038 % of the document. 

 

3.1.2 Republicans 

The Republican platform of 2008 mentions two keywords selected for the analysis. 

The first is “sex”, which can be encountered twice. In the subchapter “Ensuring Equal 

Treatment for All”, the party condemns “discrimination based on sex” (“2008 

Republican Party Platform”). Likewise, “Appointing Constitutionalist Judges for 

the Nation’s Court” reads that “no qualified person should be denied the opportunity to 

serve on the federal bench due to […] sex” (“2008 Republican Party Platform”).  

Apart from sex, “conscience” emerges. The section where it appears reveals an 

implicit allusion to transgender people that is only discoverable upon closer scrutiny. It 

 
15 Cisgender women, to be exact. 
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is hidden in a very short paragraph where the party pledges to protect the conscience of 

health care staff in a sentence “[n]o health care professional […] should ever be 

required to perform, provide for, or refer for a health care service against their 

conscience for any reason” (“2008 Republican Party Platform”). This conviction that at 

first glance simply prioritizes medical staff’s freedom of conscience may also relate to 

trans people, for research suggests that such formulation may potentially permit anti-

transgender discrimination (Ju 1291). 

This is the only possible reference to trans people that the document makes. 

Moreover, the text mentions neither gender nor gender identity, so it can be observed 

that in this program, the trans community is a marginal topic. 

The 2008 program is the shortest of the three analyzed here. It numbers 23 585 

words. 0.339 % of those allude to transgender people, the equivalent of 80 words. 

 

3.2 The election of 2012 

3.2.1 Democrats 

Qualitatively, the program reveals more varied results than the one from 2008. Gender 

is mentioned nine times, however, similarly to its usage in the previous platform, in five 

of the instances, it refers to women16. One statement is too vague to decide definitively 

whether it does or does not include those who are transgender. It can be found in 

the subsection on families, where the text reads “[w]e believe that all parents and 

caregivers – regardless of gender – need more flexibility and support in the workplace” 

(“2012 Democratic Party Platform”). The remaining three can be encountered in “Civil 

Rights” included in the chapter “Protecting Rights and Freedoms”. Here, Democrats 

again proclaim their belief that “no one should face discrimination on the basis of […] 

gender, […][or] gender identity” (“2012 Democratic Party Platform”), and, further in 

the same segment, “[w]e support the Employment Non-Discrimination Act because 

people should not be fired based on their sexual orientation or gender identity” (“2012 

Democratic Party Platform”). It is not clear why the former states both gender and 

gender identity, as these two terms can, for the platform’s purposes, be considered 

synonymous, nevertheless, coupled with a reference to sexual orientation in the latter, 

 
16 Cisgender women, to be exact. 
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invoking the acronym LGBT that explicitly includes transgender people, it can safely be 

understood as regarding the trans population. 

Additionally, the LGBT acronym itself, one of the keywords, appears in 

the document as well. It is introduced in “Civil Rights”, the same section as described in 

the previous paragraph. Firstly, “[s]upport [for] LGBT youth” (“2012 Democratic Party 

Platform”) is expressed alongside the desire to end bullying, and secondly, it is stated 

that “the word ‘family’ in immigration includes LGBT relationships” (“2012 

Democratic Party Platform”).  

Even though Democrats denounce gender identity-based discrimination and, for 

the first time, openly discuss LGBT individuals, the separate introduction of transgender 

Americans and their rights is not present. 

Quantitatively, the platform is somewhat longer than the preceding one, its word 

count being 26 555. The trans population is found in 0.343 % or 91 words. 

 

3.2.2 Republicans 

Within the 2012 program, three keywords can be found. “Sex” appears three times. 

Comparably to the 2008 platform and with the same wording, the party pronounces sex-

based discrimination to be “unacceptable and immoral” (“2012 Republican Party 

Platform”). 

In “Consumer Choice in Education” Republicans “support options for learning, 

including […] single-sex classes” (“2012 Republican Party Platform”). This statement 

emphasizes individual freedom of choice, however, secondarily, it may also relate to 

trans people, for they “may be incompatible with the core mission of single-sex 

education” (Benham et al. 535).  

The last occurrence is at the section where the party demands to outlaw “sex-

selective abortions” (“2012 Republican Party Platform”). This is also the sole instance 

in which the keyword “gender” is used not only in this platform but in all the three 

Republican documents that are covered in this thesis. The passage where it emerges 

reads “[w]e call for legislation to ban sex-selective abortions – gender discrimination in 

its most lethal form” (“2012 Republican Party Platform”). It remains uncertain why the 

text mentions both sex and gender, as well as why it does so in this particular case of 

abortion. However, in this instance, the term gender is very likely to mean cisgender 

girls and women and does not relate to trans people. 
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Akin to the previous platform, the 2012 iteration also incorporates a subchapter on 

“Protecting Individual Conscience in Healthcare” that begins with a sentence very 

similar to the one that is mentioned in the 2008 program, namely “[n]o healthcare 

professional […] should ever be required to perform, provide for, withhold, or refer for 

a medical service against their conscience” (“2012 Republican Party Platform”). 

Further, it is followed by the party’s endorsement of “the ability of all organizations to 

provide, purchase, or enroll in healthcare coverage consistent with their religious, moral 

or ethical convictions without discrimination or penalty” (“2012 Republican Party 

Platform”). As proposed in the antecedent program, it may be linked to trans 

individuals. The World Professional Association for Transgender Health notes that this 

argument can be invoked as a ground for gender-related care denial (“WPATH 

Responds to Health Care Policies”). 

The discussion on transgender rights in the platform can be compared to the 2008 

version. The sections on sex and conscience in health care provision are very similar. 

Additionally, though, the introduction of single-sex classes and the word gender are 

novelties. Both are, however, referring to trans individuals implicitly, just as sex and 

conscience. 

From the 30 630 that make up the document, 105, or 0.343 %, relate to the trans 

demographic. 

 

3.3 The election of 2016 

3.3.1 Democrats 

Two years after the Time Magazine’s issue with Laverne Cox, an African-American 

trans actress, on its cover, which also ran the title “THE TRANSGENDER TIPPING 

POINT: American’s next civil rights frontier” (Steinmetz), the “2016 Democratic Party 

Platform” brings unambiguous inclusion of transgender individuals. The keywords 

“gender”, “gender identity” or “gender identities” are cited twelve times. Four times 

does it seem to be implicating women17. The rest of the occurrences are included in 

the chapters on civil rights (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”), equal access to health 

care (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”), gender recognition in the military (“2016 

 
17 Cisgender women, to be exact. 
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Democratic Party Platform”), unemployment (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”), and 

racial wealth disparities (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”).  

Another increase is to be observed with LGBT. In the 2016 platform, as compared 

with the one from 2012, there is an upsurge in LGBT mentions. While the former 

introduces it twice, the latter does so nineteen times. Furthermore, the document 

incorporates two separate subchapters covering “Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and 

Transgender People” (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”), and “Guaranteeing Lesbian, 

Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender Rights” (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”). As 

evident in the titles, the keyword “transgender” emerges. It is contained only in the two 

subchapters, where it appears five times. In “Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender 

People”, Democrats express their wish to promote the community’s rights across 

the globe, as they maintain that everyone should be able “to live with dignity, security, 

and respect, regardless of who they are or who they love” (“2016 Democratic Party 

Platform”), and “applaud President Obama’s historic Presidential Memorandum on 

International Initiatives to Advance the Human Rights of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and 

Transgender Persons” (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”). While this subchapter is 

foreign policy-oriented, “Guaranteeing Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender Rights” 

is nationally-centered. Here, the party posits that “LGBT kids continue to be bullied at 

schools, [and that] restaurants can refuse to serve transgender people” (“2016 

Democratic Party Platform”), and promise to “fight for comprehensive federal non-

discrimination protections for all LGBT Americans, to guarantee equal rights in areas 

such as housing, employment, public accommodations, credit, jury service, education, 

and federal funding” (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”). The section also includes a 

remark on Democratic opposition to “legislation that restricts the right to access public 

spaces” (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”). This comment probably refers to 

the emergence of several bills concerning transgender-related policies in North Carolina 

or South Dakota in 2015 and 2016, that had disallowed trans individuals to use public 

restrooms corresponding with their gender identity (Brydum). Additionally, Democrats 

pledge to fight against the homelessness of young LGBT people and to end “the crisis 

of violence against transgender Americans” (“2016 Democratic Party Platform”). 

The 2016 program is the first to include separate chapters covering transgender 

people, and also the first to explicitly mention the word transgender since the previous 

document introduced only the LGBT acronym. Furthermore, also for the first time, 

the text engages in an open debate regarding the situation of those that are trans and 
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aims at ameliorating their situation by addressing multiple issues described in the 

theoretical part, as well as their possible solutions.  

The program is slightly shorter than the last one. It consists of 26 454 words. 

The share of the text that comments on the demographic in question is 2.124 %, which 

equals 562 words. 

 

3.3.2 Republicans 

Similar to the party’s two preceding platforms, only “discrimination based on […] sex” 

(“2016 Republican Party Platform”) is given consideration to. Once more the party 

wishes to “ban sex-selection abortions” (“2016 Republican Party Platform”) and 

expresses health care staff’s “rights of conscience” (“2016 Republican Party Platform”). 

Though it describes them exactly as it did so in the previous program, it seems relevant 

to add that by the time the platform was published, the Obama administration had 

prohibited gender identity-based discrimination in health care18. 

Apart from the resemblances to the antecedent platforms, the one from 2016 offers 

one novelty, the section on “Title IX”. Title IX is a federal law that bans discrimination 

based on sex in any and every education activity or program that is at least partly 

federally funded (Taylor et al. 261). Though ostensibly straightforward and 

unequivocal, the interpretation of the law shifted considerably in May 2016. Under 

the Obama administration, “the Department of Education issued a nationwide guidance 

[…] to schools on how Title IX applied to transgender students […] [and] stated that a 

student’s gender identity will be treated as their sex for Title IX purposes and that 

schools may not treat transgender students differently from students of the same gender 

identity” (Taylor et al. 263). Although some scholars and court rulings had broadened 

the understanding of the definition of Title IX to include transgender students even 

before the Department of Education’s guidance, it nevertheless constituted a major 

reformulation that legally shielded all trans students from discrimination (Taylor et al. 

263). However, the 2016 Republican platform views it as an “impos[ition] [of] a social 

and cultural revolution […] by wrongly redefining sex discrimination to include sexual 

orientation or other categories” (“2016 Republican Party Platform”). In the language of 

the platform, the trans population is framed as “other categories”, and as “an ideology 

alien to America’s history and traditions” (“2016 Republican Party Platform”), that is 

 
18 That is to say, in health activity or program that is at least partly federally funded (Johnson 5). 
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“illegal, [and] dangerous” (“2016 Republican Party Platform”). The section is 

concluded with the party’s approval of the states that “have filed suit against it” (“2016 

Republican Party Platform”). Once more this is hinted at in the subchapter on 

federalism, where Republicans “condemn the current Administration’s unconstitutional 

expansion into areas beyond those specifically enumerated, including […] school 

restroom policies” (“2016 Republican Party Platform”). 

The Title IX commentary, where Republicans for the first time explicitly state that 

they do not agree with sex being replaced by gender identity as a foundation for non-

discrimination policies, makes this platform the lengthiest of the three analyzed here. It 

is also the closest Republican approach to an open and explicit discussion of the topic. 

Nevertheless, it remains unexpressed. Simultaneously though, it seems to be a topic of 

importance to the party, one that has the potential to attract those voters who are 

approving of the way Republicans frame it. 

The most recent Republican platform is the longest program of 35 414 words. 

The community is addressed in 319 of them, making up 0.901 %. 

 

3.4 The election of 2020 

3.4.1 Democrats 

The platform of 2020 pays more attention to transgender people than any of the party’s 

previous programs. In this sense, it introduces a few novelties. One of them is 

the acknowledgment that certain negative phenomena that are to be discussed further 

excessively impact the LGBTQ+ community. 

The document involves all of the keywords chosen for the purpose of this thesis. 

Gender or gender identity is to be found in thirty-three cases. Twenty-eight either 

clearly or most probably refer to and include trans people. The LGBT acronym has been 

substituted by “LGBTQ+”, which constitutes a significant shift. The term queer, hidden 

under the “Q”, generally refers to people who are not heterosexual nor/or cisgender, but 

who might not identify with the “T” in LGBT, as it is often interpreted as referring 

strictly to trans women and trans men only, and thus excluding individuals who fall 

outside of the gender binary (“What Does LGBTQ+ Stand For?”). Therefore, nowadays 

the more inclusive LGBTQ+ is preferred. As far as transgender issues are concerned, 

the platform mentions the word “transgender” fifteen times. Moreover, it not only 
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addresses the trans population as a whole, but, recognizing it is not a single monolith 

but rather a diverse array of subgroups and identities, specifies those that are 

transgender, but also students, women, and women of color. Furthermore, alongside 

transgender, two additional terms that also describe the reality of not being cisgender 

are introduced. These are non-binary and gender non-conforming19. Each of them 

appears twice. Identical to the previous platform is the inclusion of two individual 

chapters about LGBTQ+ issues titled “Protecting LGBTQ+ Health” (“2020 Democratic 

Party Platform”), and “Protecting LGBTQ+ Rights” (“2020 Democratic Party 

Platform”).  

“Protecting LGBTQ+ Health” is where the party denounces “unethical regulations” 

(“2020 Democratic Party Platform”) that entitle health care providers “to discriminate 

against patients based on their […] gender identity” (“2020 Democratic Party 

Platform”). It promises to “restore nondiscrimination protections for LGBTQ+ people” 

(“2020 Democratic Party Platform”) as well as to include “coverage [in health 

insurance] of all medically necessary care for gender transition” (“2020 Democratic 

Party Platform”), which also coincides with what trans people desire, as mentioned in 

the theoretical part. Further in the chapter, the guarantee is addressed once again. This 

time it refers to the requirement “that federal health plans provide coverage for […] 

gender confirmation surgery, and hormone therapy” (“2020 Democratic Party 

Platform”). The passage also incorporates “coverage for HIV/AIDS testing, treatment 

and HIV prevention medications” (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”), as HIV and 

AIDS disproportionately affect the LGBTQ+ community, and especially trans people 

(“2020 Democratic Party Platform”; “HIV and the LGBTQ Community”).  

In “Protecting LGBTQ+ Rights” Democrats vow to “outlaw discrimination against 

LGBTQ+ people in housing, public accommodations, access to credit, education, jury 

service, and federal programs” (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”), reusing the same 

phrases from the previous platform. Once more they “guarantee transgender students’ 

access to facilities based on their gender identity” (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”). 

The subchapter also declares that transgender and non-binary people will be able to 

obtain identity documents that correctly state one’s gender (“2020 Democratic Party 

Platform”). Comparable to the situation with HIV/AIDS, in this part, the platform 

recognizes “that LGBTQ+ youth and adults suffer from significant health disparities, 

 
19 Though gender non-conforming can include both cisgender and transgender people, the platform’s 

usage implies the latter. 
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including mental health” (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”). Thus, the party declares 

to “expand mental health and suicide prevention services” (“2020 Democratic Party 

Platform”), and also to end “the homelessness crisis, including among LGBTQ+ youth” 

(“2020 Democratic Party Platform”). “Conversion therapy” (“2020 Democratic Party 

Platform”) is to be outlawed (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”). Perhaps the boldest 

promise is the one where Democrats announce that they “will fight to end violence 

against transgender Americans and particularly against Black transgender women, who 

are disproportionately victims of assault and homicide, and will prioritize investigation 

of hate crimes against transgender and non-binary people” (“2020 Democratic Party 

Platform”).  

In the current platform, transgender people, their rights, and the eradication of 

the discrimination and violence they face are not limited to the abovementioned 

chapters only. The inclusion of the minority is to be found throughout the text and 

somewhat mirrors the distinct spheres of life where trans Americans have been shown 

to meet unnecessary and transphobic obstacles that were described in the theoretical 

part. The part on “Promoting Workers Rights” (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”) 

addresses “investigation into civil rights violations, violations of […] LGBTQ+ people, 

[and] especially transgender women of color” (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”). 

The party will “ensure transgender and gender non-conforming people receive fair and 

equitable treatment in the criminal justice system” (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”). 

Once more, outside of the subchapters discussed above, the text comments on young 

LGBTQ+ people in general, and those that are “Black, Latino, and Native American” 

(“2020 Democratic Party Platform”) in particular, without a home (“2020 Democratic 

Party Platform”), and on transgender students and their rights and protections in schools 

(“2020 Democratic Party Platform”).  

Not to be missed is the embrace of transgender women in the two chapters on 

protecting women. Within these, Democrats warrant to “expand the Violence Against 

Women Act” that might help to “better protect […] transgender women” (“2020 

Democratic Party Platform”), and end “the epidemics of violence against […] 

transgender women of color” (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”). Yet another 

observation suggesting that the Democratic Party is acquainted with reality is the 

remark concerning sex workers, specifically “[w]e recognize that sex workers, who are 

disproportionately […] transgender women, face especially high rates of sexual assault 
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and violence, and we will work with states and localities to protect the lives of sex 

workers” (“2020 Democratic Party Platform”). 

Transgender rights appear to have a great level of prominence for Democrats in 

the 2020 election platform. It is indicated by the dispersion of the topic in various parts 

of the text, which means that the party emphasizes it repeatedly. The inclusion of non-

binary people, over whom the general discussion has been intensifying, may also score 

some voters. The same is true for drawing comparisons between committing acts of 

violence on cisgender and transgender women and desiring the protection of both. 

Moreover, the introduction of transgender women of color, a minority within a minority 

that is oftentimes more likely to be discriminated against than other queer people (James 

et. al 179, 181, 202, 204), may have an identical effect. 

The current program is the longest of the seven analyzed in this work. Composed 

of 42 092 words, 1312 of them are relevant for the analysis, making up 3.117 % of 

the text. 

 

3.4.2 Republicans 

As the party decided against compiling a new platform for the 2020 elections, and 

instead adopted the one from 2016 again (Zurcher), this subchapter is rather 

superfluous. The document has already been analyzed in the subchapter on the elections 

of 2016. 

 

3.5 The evolution of addressing trans rights 

The following chart no. 1 displays both parties’ quantitative evolution of addressing 

trans rights. An overview of another quantitative indicator, the count of the selected 

keywords in each document, can be found in the appendices of this thesis.  
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 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 

Further discussion of each party follows. 

 

3.5.1 Democrats 

In 2008, all that is relevant for this thesis’ objective is a minor note on the party’s 

disapproval of gender identity-based discrimination. However, even in this simple 

phrase, there is a recognition of transgender individuals and an effort to promote their 

rights. 2012 brings an inclusion of the LGBT community and again reinforces the anti-

discrimination focus from the previous document. 2016 noticeably expands the attention 

paid to the LGBT and trans communities. Repeatedly, the text speaks of advancing 

the communities’ rights. However, as opposed to the previous one, it is not limited to 

general proclamations only. Multiple concrete and particular problems described in 

the theoretical part appear in the 2016 platform, such as unemployment, homelessness, 

or discrimination in housing or public accommodations, along with a few solutions.  

The most recent document of this analysis, as well as the most recent as of writing 

this thesis, is, both quantitatively and qualitatively, the most detailed. It seems that prior 

to drafting the platform, the party familiarized itself with the USTS, as it addresses 

a host of the issues the report illuminates. These include, but are not limited to, health 

care discrimination, health care coverage related to transition procedures and 

HIV/AIDS, unequal access to and treatment in places of public accommodation and 

public facilities, easier and available identity documents change, or violence against 

transgender Americans. Moreover, when exploring the perils Black transgender women 

face, it adopts the rhetoric of the Human Rights Campaign, namely the phrase 
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“[an] epidemic of violence” (“AN EPIDEMIC OF VIOLENCE”, “2020 Democratic 

Party Platform”) against that group, implying that it is aware of this organization too.  

With every program, Democrats address transgender people and their rights more 

and more thoroughly. Whereas in 2008 the party established that gender identity is a 

solid ground for protection against discrimination, eight years later the explicit wish to 

protect not only transgender Americans in general but trans women in particular is 

added. The platforms have also come to differ in where the commentary on trans rights 

is found. The 2016 text is the first that includes individual subchapters on LGBT rights. 

The most recent platform includes these as well but the party’s remarks on the LGBTQ+ 

and trans communities are scattered throughout the whole text in several sections. This 

approach to what can be understood as identity politics and a cultural issue is likely to 

attract people sympathetic to it, and make them vote for Democrats. 

 

3.5.2 Republicans 

The Republican Party has a different take on the issue. Though it never actually 

mentions trans people, it would be false to conclude that it does not address them. 

The debate on trans rights is concealed and linked to other matters, such as medical 

personnel’s right and freedom of conscience. The closest the platforms come to directly 

addressing transgender rights or issues is within the most recent platform where 

the party expresses its disapproval with the Title IX’s reinterpretation of the term sex to 

also include gender identity. But even here the text stops short of actually commenting 

on trans individuals.  

In all the programs, Republicans denounce sex-based discrimination and pledge to 

protect healthcare workers’ conscience. The 2012 and 2016 iterations introduce 

the party’s belief that sex-selective abortions are wrong, and the 2016 text presents 

the party’s view on Title IX.  

Apart from the situation with Title IX, the contexts in which the party addresses 

the community remain the same, though in each platform the demographic is devoted 

more space than in the previous one. Arguably, it plays an increasingly significant role 

for Republicans, just as it does for Democrats. And just like Democrats, Republicans 

need to approach it, for it is, as stated earlier, a prominent topic that neither party can 

afford to ignore if it strives to secure an election victory. 
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Conclusion 

The objective of this thesis was to analyze Democrats’ and Republicans’ approaches to 

the topic of transgender rights in the party platforms introduced in the last four US 

presidential elections. Firstly, the theoretical part defined the words gender and 

transgender, and, mainly, described the unpleasant experiences some Americans know 

all too well precisely because they are transgender, so as to provide an idea of what 

transgender rights are. Consequently, the analytical chapter delved into the seven party 

platforms, four Democratic and three Republican, and with the help of content analysis 

investigated the respective approaches of the parties to the trans demographic.  

The task proved somewhat challenging. The parties’ styles are so dissimilar that 

two sets of keywords needed to be developed. Since Democratic programs address 

the minority explicitly, keywords such as “gender identity” or “transgender” could be 

used. Contrastingly, Republicans do not in fact mention the word transgender, and 

usually talk about the demographic implicitly and in certain contexts, for example, 

while discussing protecting conscience in health care provision, or, in the most recent 

platform, Title IX. Thus, both “conscience” and “Title IX” are two of the selected 

keywords.  

The research question, how has the prominence of the topic of transgender rights 

evolved in US presidential campaigns over time, requires separation to a quantitative 

and a qualitative aspect. Quantitatively, the evolution is the same for both parties. In 

each platform, Democrats, as well as Republicans, dedicate the topic more space than in 

the antecedent one, as shown in chart no. 1. This demonstrates that the topic has become 

one of considerable importance that both parties are required to grapple with in order to 

attract voters. 

 Qualitatively, the shifts are heterogeneous. Firstly, as far as transgender people are 

concerned, the parties differ in what they cite as a basis for protection from 

discrimination. While Democrats believe it to be gender identity, Republicans state sex. 

Secondly, another variance can be seen when inspecting the contexts in which 

transgender people are mentioned. Democrats not only expand these with each new 

platform to include trans Americans in various aspects of life and reality, such as 

housing, schools, workplace, or public places but also, in the last document, intermingle 

trans rights with the rights of the cisgender population.  
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Republicans remain rather consistent in this aspect. Each of the three documents 

analyzed above includes a section on the protection of conscience in health care and on 

sex discrimination, and two of them incorporate commentary on sex-selective abortions. 

Only one introduces new circumstances, schools and education, covered by the then 

actual debate on Title IX. 

Apart from the research question, the hypothesis stating that transgender rights are 

more often addressed by Democrats than by Republicans was tested. However, it cannot 

be either proved or disproved. As chart no. 1 displays, in 2008 and 2012, the topic was 

more prominent for Republicans, while in the second half of the period covered, in 2016 

and 2020, Democrats discussed it more frequently. Nevertheless, if the trend the chart 

indicates continues, Democrats might provide it more space in their future platforms 

than Republicans.  

This thesis strives to bring new information to the realm of transgender rights and 

issues in general, and transgender rights and issues in politics in particular. Hopefully, it 

will also prompt another research into this part of reality, for example how the pre-

election language and rhetoric actually impact the transgender community, or whether 

the parties propose to enact measures that are favorable or unfavorable to the minority. 
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Summary 

This thesis presents an analysis of Democrats’ and Republicans’ approaches to 

transgender rights in US presidential campaigns. More specifically, the approach to 

the topic is investigated in the parties’ election platforms that constituted a part of 

the pre-election campaigns. The research focuses on the elections of 2008, 2012, 2016, 

and 2020.  

Prior to the analysis, some theoretical concepts and findings are introduced. These 

are the concepts of gender and transgender, and the significant and comprehensive 

“The Report of the 2015 U.S. Transgender Survey” compiled by the National Center for 

Transgender Equality. The report is an unprecedented summary of the hardships that are 

inherently connected to one’s transgender status. To provide a notion of transgender 

rights, some of the issues the report illuminates are described in the theoretical part. 

The subsequent analysis and interpretation of the data are conducted utilizing 

the method of content analysis, as it is best suited for exploring themes and topics 

within texts. This thesis conducts both the quantitative and qualitative content analysis 

to answer the research question, how has the prominence of the topic of transgender 

rights evolved in US presidential campaigns over time, and to prove or disprove 

the hypothesis, transgender rights are more often addressed by Democrats than by 

Republicans. 

The research arrives at the conclusion that both Democrats and Republicans 

consider transgender rights to be progressively more prominent, as in each platform 

they address them more often than they did in the previous document. Furthermore, 

whereas the Democratic party talks about the topic in an ever-growing number of 

contexts and situations, Republican platforms mostly limit the discussion to certain 

circumstances. Finally, it has been found that the hypothesis is half true and half false, 

for in 2008 and 2012, Republicans dedicated the topic more space, and in 2016 and 

2020, it was Democrats that addressed it more. 
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Appendices 

Appendix no. 1: Keywords count in each Democratic Party Platform 

 2008 2012 2016 2020 

gender 1 4 8 28 

LGBT/LGBTQ+20 0 2 19 30 

transgender 0 0 5 15 

non-binary 0 0 0 2 

gender non-conforming 0 0 0 2 

Total 1 6 32 77 

 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 

 
20 LGBT emerges in the 2012 and 2016 platforms, while LGBTQ+ can be found in the 2020 program. 
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Appendix no. 2: Keywords count in each Republican Party Platform 

 2008 2012 2016 2020 

sex 2 3 4 4 

conscience 2 3 3 3 

gender 0 1 0 0 

Title IX 0 0 3 3 

Total 4 7 10 10 

 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 
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Appendix no. 3: Democratic Party Platforms  

The following four tables show all passages of the Democratic Platforms that have 

been analyzed above, and that are a part of the quantitative analysis. Each excerpt is 

also judged on the three criteria (C1, C2, and C3), as mentioned in the subchapter 

“Methodology”. It either fulfills given criterion (Y) or it does not (N). 

 

2008 Democratic Party Platform 

Excerpt C1 C2 C3 

Democrats will fight to end discrimination 

based on gender identity. 
Y Y N 

    
 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 

 

2012 Democratic Party Platform 

Excerpt C1 C2 C3 

We believe that all parents and caregivers – regardless of gender –  

need more flexibility and support in the workplace. 
Y Y N 

At the core of the Democratic Party is the principle that no one  

should face discrimination on the basis of gender, gender identity. 
Y Y N 

We support the Employment Non-Discrimination Act because people  

should not be fired based on their sexual orientation or gender identity. 
Y Y Y 

We must continue our work to prevent vicious bullying of young  

people and support LGBT youth. 
Y Y Y 

The Administration has said that the word ‘family' in immigration  

includes LGBT relationships. 
Y Y N 

    
 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 

 

2016 Democratic Party Platform 

Excerpt C1 C2 C3 

We believe in protecting civil liberties and guaranteeing civil rights,  

voting rights, and LGBT rights. 
Y Y N 

Democrats believe that everyone deserves the chance to live up to  

his or her God-given potential. We know that there are barriers standing  

in the way of that goal, from the enduring scourge of discrimination  

against people on the basis of gender identity – and we are committed  

to facing those problems and fixing them. 

Y Y N 

Disparities may become even more significant when considering 

gender identity. 
N N N 

In order to end family detention, we will ensure humane alternatives  

for those who pose no public threat. We recognize that there are  

vulnerable communities within our immigration system who are often  

seeking refuge from persecution abroad, such as LGBT families,  

for whom detention can be unacceptably dangerous. 

Y Y N 

Democrats will always fight to end discrimination on the basis of gender, 

gender identity. 
Y Y N 

It is unacceptable to target, defame, or exclude anyone because of their  

gender, gender identity. 
Y N N 



 

43 

Guaranteeing Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender Rights Y Y N 

Democrats applaud last year's decision by the Supreme Court that  

recognized that LGBT people – like other Americans – have the right  

to marry the person they love. But there is still much work to be done.  

LGBT kids continue to be bullied at school, restaurants can refuse  

to serve transgender people, and same-sex couples are at risk of being  

evicted from their homes. That is unacceptable and must change.  

Democrats will fight for the continued development of sex discrimination  

law to cover LGBT people. We will also fight for comprehensive federal  

non-discrimination protections for all LGBT Americans, to guarantee equal  

rights in areas such as housing, employment, public accommodations, credit,  

jury service, education, and federal funding. We will oppose all state efforts  

to discriminate against LGBT individuals, including legislation that restricts  

the right to access public spaces. We support a progressive vision of religious  

freedom that respects pluralism and rejects the misuse of religion to discriminate. 

We will combat LGBT youth homelessness and improve school climates.  

We will support LGBT elders, ensure access to necessary health care, and protect  

LGBT people from violence – including ending the crisis of violence against  

transgender Americans. We will also promote LGBT human rights and ensure  

America's foreign policy is inclusive of LGBT people around the world. 

Y Y Y 

We will equip the Census Bureau with the resources needed to prepare  

for and conduct a cost effective, complete and accurate census, as well  

as improve counting segments of the population that are historically and  

persistently undercounted, specifically LGBT people. 

N Y N 

We will end the school-to-prison pipeline by opposing discipline policies  

which disproportionately affect youth who identify as LGBT. 
N Y N 

We will address the discrimination and barriers that inhibit meaningful  

access to reproductive health care services, including those based on gender. 
Y Y N 

We commit ourselves to insuring fair treatment for LGBT veterans. Y Y N 

Our military is strongest when people of all gender identities are honored  

for their service to our country. 
Y Y N 

Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender People Y Y N 

Democrats believe that LGBT rights are human rights and that American  

foreign policy should advance the ability of all persons to live with  

dignity, security, and respect, regardless of who they are or who they love.  

We applaud President Obama's historic Presidential Memorandum on  

International Initiatives to Advance the Human Rights of Lesbian, Gay,  

Bisexual, and Transgender Persons, which combats criminalization,  

protects refugees, and provides foreign assistance. We will continue to  

stand with LGBT people around the world, including fighting efforts  

by any nation to infringe on LGBT rights or ignore abuse. 

Y Y N 

    
 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 

 

2020 Democratic Party Platform 

Excerpt C1 C2 C3 

Democrats will protect and promote the equal rights of all our citizens –  

LGBTQ+ people, all who have been discriminated against in too many  

ways and for too many generations. 
Y Y N 

Democrats believe that it is a moral and an economic imperative that  

we support working families by rebuilding the American middle class  

for the 21st century, making sure this time that everyone can make it  

and thrive, regardless of gender, gender identity. 

Y Y N 

We will increase funding to the Equal Employment Opportunity  

Commission and increase its authority to initiate directed investigations  
Y Y N 
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into civil rights violations, violations against LGBTQ+ people, especially  

transgender women of color. 

Federal contractors should be required to develop and disclose plans  

to recruit and promote LGBTQ+ people, and be held accountable for delivering. 
Y Y Y 

We will act swiftly to end homelessness among veterans and will enact  

strong protections for transgender, and queer youth, especially Black,  

Latino, and Native American LGBTQ+ youth, who too often find themselves  

on the streets. 

Y Y Y 

Eliminate Gender Inequities Y Y N 

Democrats will launch a sustained, government-wide effort to eliminate gender 

gaps in insurance rates, access to quality care, and health outcomes. 
Y Y Y 

Democrats will ensure federal data collection and analysis is adequately  

funded and designed to allow for disaggregation by gender, gender identity, 

so that disparities in health coverage, access, and outcomes can be better  

understood and addressed. 

Y Y Y 

Democrats remain committed to ending the HIV/AIDS epidemic,  

which disproportionately affects the LGBTQ+ community. 
N Y Y 

We will restore federal funding for Planned Parenthood, which provides  

vital preventive and reproductive health care for millions of people, especially 

LGBTQ+ people. 

Y Y N 

We will address the discrimination and barriers that inhibit meaningful access 

to reproductive health care services, including those based on gender,  

gender identity. 
Y Y N 

We recognize that quality, affordable comprehensive health care; medically  

accurate, LGBTQ+ inclusive essential to ensuring that people can decide if,  

when, and how to start a family. 
Y Y Y 

Protecting LGBTQ+ Health Y Y Y 

We condemn the Trump Administration's discriminatory actions against  

the LGBTQ+ community, including the dangerous and unethical regulations  

allowing doctors, hospitals, and insurance companies to discriminate against  

patients based on their sexual orientation or gender identity. Democrats will  

reverse this rulemaking and restore nondiscrimination protections for LGBTQ+  

people and people living with HIV/AIDS in health insurance, including  

coverage of all medically necessary care for gender transition. We will also  

take action to guarantee that LGBTQ+ people and those living with HIV/AIDS  

have full access to needed health care and resources, including by requiring  

that federal health plans provide coverage for HIV/AIDS testing and treatment  

and HIV prevention medications like PrEP and PEP, gender confirmation  

surgery, and hormone therapy. Democrats support increased community  

HIV prevention and testing programs which target Latino, Black,  

Asian American and Pacific Islander, Native American, and other at-risk  

communities to address the increases of HIV. Democrats will recommit  

the federal government to ending the HIV/AIDS epidemic by 2025. 

Y Y Y 

Democrats also support increasing funding for research into health disparities by  

gender, gender identity, with a particular focus on how the social determinants  

of health contribute to differences in health outcomes. 

Y Y Y 

Democrats will support measures to improve training and education for judges,  

corrections officers, prosecutors, public defenders, and police officers to ensure  

transgender and gender non-conforming people receive fair and equitable  

treatment in the criminal justice system. 

Y Y N 

Democrats are committed to ending discrimination on the basis of gender, 

gender identity. 
Y Y N 

Democrats will fight to guarantee equal rights for women, including by  

ratifying the Equal Rights Amendment and at long last enshrining gender  

equality in the U.S. Constitution. 

Y Y N 

Democrats are committed to ending sexual assault, domestic abuse, and  

other violence against women, including the epidemics of violence against 
Y Y Y 
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transgender women of color. 

Protecting LGBTQ+ Rights Y Y N 

Democrats applaud this year's U.S. Supreme Court decision that made clear  

that employment discrimination based on sexual orientation and gender identity  

violates the law, but we know we still have work to do to ensure LGBTQ+  

people are treated equally under the law and in our society. We will fight  

to enact the Equality Act and at last outlaw discrimination against LGBTQ+  

people in housing, public accommodations, access to credit, education,  

jury service, and federal programs. We will work to ensure LGBTQ+  

people are not discriminated against when seeking to adopt or foster 

children, protect LGBTQ+ children from bullying and assault, and guarantee  

transgender students' access to facilities based on their gender identity.  

Democrats will ensure federally funded programs for older adults are  

inclusive for LGBTQ+ seniors. Recognizing that LGBTQ+ youth and  

adults suffer from significant health disparities, including mental health and  

substance use disorders, Democrats will expand mental health and suicide  

prevention services, and ban harmful "conversion therapy" practices.  

We will ensure that all transgender and non-binary people can procure official  

government identification documents that accurately reflect their gender  

identity. We will stop employment discrimination in the federal government,  

and will restore full implementation of President Obama's executive order  

prohibiting discrimination by federal contractors on the basis of sexual  

orientation and gender identity. Democrats are committed to ending the  

homelessness crisis, including among LGBTQ+ youth. We will fight to  

end violence against transgender Americans and particularly against Black  

transgender women, who are disproportionately victims of assault and  

homicide, and will prioritize the investigation of hate crimes against  

transgender and non-binary people. 

Y Y Y 

We will act swiftly to overcome Republican obstructionism and reauthorize 

and expand the Violence Against Women Act to better protect transgender  

women and other LGBTQ+ people. 
Y Y Y 

We recognize that sex workers, who are disproportionately women of color  

and transgender women, face especially high rates of sexual assault and  

violence, and we will work with states and localities to protect the lives  

of sex workers. 

Y Y Y 

Democrats will maintain the legal requirement for Census participation  

and increase resources to reduce undercounts of LGBTQ+ people. 
Y Y N 

Democrats will ensure federal data collection and analysis is adequately  

funded and designed to allow for disaggregation by gender, LGBTQ+ status,  

so that disparities can be better understood and addressed. 
Y Y N 

We will reverse Trump Administration policies that prevent LGBTQ+  

people who are unsafe in their home countries, from being eligible to apply 

for asylum. 
N Y N 

We will prioritize alternatives to detention for individuals with special  

vulnerabilities – those who identify as transgender, gender non-conforming. 
Y Y N 

We believe that education is a critical public good – not a commodity –  

and that it is the government's responsibility to ensure that every child,  

everywhere, is able to receive a world-class education that enables them 

to lead meaningful lives, no matter their gender identity. 

Y Y Y 

Democrats will make sure schools do not engage in, and appropriately  

address, discrimination, bullying and harassment related to gender identity.  

We will protect the rights of transgender students. 
Y Y Y 

Students, parents, and educators will be supported by data collection and  

analysis disaggregated by gender to identify and address disparities in  

educational equity, access, and outcomes. 
Y Y Y 

We will reverse the Trump Administration's hateful transgender ban,  

discriminatory exclusions in military health care, and ensure that LGBTQ+  
Y Y N 



 

46 

service members and families enjoy equal respect, benefits, and care. 

We will ensure that every veteran receives comprehensive and culturally  

competent care and benefits regardless of their gender identity, and  

eliminate transgender exclusions.  
Y Y N 

Democrats will advance the ability of all persons to live with dignity,  

security, and respect, regardless of who they are or who they love. We  

will restore the United States' position of leadership on LGBTQ+ issues  

by passing the GLOBE Act and appointing senior leaders directly  

responsible for driving and coordinating LGBTQ+ issues at the State  

Department, USAID, and the National Security Council. We will ensure  

that our immigration policies account for the needs of LGBTQ+ refugees  

and asylum seekers, and that we use the full slate of human rights promotion  

and accountability tools to defend the universal rights of LGBTQ+ people.  

We will amplify the voices of LGBTQ+ persons around the world and  

counter violence and discrimination against LGBTQ+  

persons wherever it appears. 

Y Y N 

We will reverse discriminatory bans and policies that deny protection  

to groups based on their gender, gender identity. 
Y Y N 

    
 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 
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Appendix no. 4: Republican Party Platforms 

The following three tables show all passages of the Republican Platforms that have 

been analyzed above, and that are a part of the quantitative analysis. Each excerpt is 

also judged on the three criteria (C1, C2, and C3), as mentioned in the subchapter 

“Methodology”. It either fulfills given criterion (Y) or it does not (N). 

 

2008 Republican Party Platform 

Excerpt C1 C2 C3 

No qualified person should be denied the opportunity to serve on the federal 

bench due to sex. 
N N N 

Protecting Rights of Conscience N N N 

The health care profession can be both a profession and a calling. No health  

care professional – doctor, nurse, or pharmacist – or organization should ever  

be required to perform, provide for, or refer for a health care service against  

their conscience for any reason. 

N N N 

We consider discrimination based on sex to be immoral, and we will strongly  

enforce anti-discrimination statutes. 
N N N 

    
 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 

 

2012 Republican Party Platform 

Excerpt C1 C2 C3 

We consider discrimination based on sex unacceptable and immoral. N N N 

We pledge to respect the religious beliefs and rights of conscience of all  

Americans and to safeguard the independence of their institutions from  

government. 

N N N 

We call for legislation to ban sex-selective abortions – gender discrimination  

in its most lethal form. 
N N N 

Protecting Individual Conscience in Healthcare    

No healthcare professional or organization should ever be required to perform,  

provide for, withhold, or refer for a medical service against their conscience. 
N N N 

We support the ability of all organizations to provide, purchase, or enroll in  

healthcare coverage consistent with their religious, moral or ethical  

convictions without discrimination or penalty. We likewise support the right  

of parents to consent to medical treatment for their children. 

N N N 

We support options for learning, including local innovations like single-sex  

classes. 
N N N 

    
 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 

 

2016 and 2020 Party Republican Platform 

Excerpt C1 C2 C3 

We oppose discrimination based on sex and support statutes to end such  

discrimination. 
N N N 

We pledge to defend the religious beliefs and rights of conscience of all  

Americans and to safeguard religious institutions against government control. 
N N N 

Title IX N N N 

We emphatically support the original, authentic meaning of Title IX of the  N N N 
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Education Amendments of 1972. It affirmed that "no person in the United  

States shall, on the basis of sex, be excluded from participation in, be denied  

the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any education  

program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance." That language  

opened up for girls and women a world of opportunities that had too often  

been denied to them. That same provision of law is now being used by  

bureaucrats – and by the current President of the United States – to impose 

a social and cultural revolution upon the American people by wrongly  

redefining sex discrimination to include sexual orientation or other categories.  

Their agenda has nothing to do with individual rights; it has everything to do  

with power. They are determined to reshape our schools – and our entire  

society – to fit the mold of an ideology alien to America's history and  

traditions. Their edict to the states concerning restrooms, locker rooms, and  

other facilities is at once illegal, dangerous, and  ignores privacy issues.  

We salute the several states which have filed suit against it. 

Protecting Individual Conscience in Healthcare N N N 

America's healthcare professionals should not be forced to choose between  

following their faith and practicing their profession. We respect the rights  

of conscience of healthcare professionals, doctors, nurses, pharmacists, and  

organizations, especially the faith-based groups which provide a major portion  

of care for the nation and the needy. We support the ability of all organizations  

to provide, purchase, or enroll in healthcare coverage consistent with their  

religious, moral, or ethical convictions without discrimination or penalty. We  

support the right of parents to determine the proper medical treatment and  

therapy for their minor children. We support the right of parents to consent  

to medical treatment for their minor children 

N N N 

    
 Source: Author’s analysis of party platform data 


