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 INTRODUCTIONI  

This module introduces queer theory and discusses the role of different media for how gender 

and sexuality are constructed, represented and expressed. We will trace activist and academic 

origins of the word ‘queer’ and explore queer (self-)representations in mainstream and 

alternative media such as newspapers, films, zines, blogs, social media and hook-up apps. 

We will also look into how those representations promote or challenge the binaries of male 

versus female, masculine versus feminine, and heterosexual versus homosexual as well as 

how they travel around the world and promote particular understandings of gender and 

sexuality transnationally. 

 

 AIMSI 

The module aims to: 

 Introduce students to postmodern concepts and debates on gender and sexuality  

 Explore in detail a number of key topics about gender and sexuality in relation to the 

media  

 Develop students’ critical and analytical skills for examining gender and sexuality issues 

in digital society 

 

 LEARNING OUTCOMESI 

By the end of the module, a student will be able to: 

 Recognize key postmodern concepts and debates on gender and sexuality 

 Contrast queer theory with other academic approaches to gender and sexuality  

 Explain the importance of historical media developments for queer communities 

 Evaluate the role of different media in the social construction of gender and sexuality  

 Analyse media production, content and use from the perspective of queer theory 

 

 TEACHING METHODSI 

The module will consist of 10 two-hour-long workshops. The learning and teaching methods 

are designed to provide the formal teaching input necessary in a learning environment that 

also encourages the active engagement of students as well as their independent learning. The 

first hour will consist of a lecture with class discussion, which will introduce students to key 

debates on gender and sexuality from the postmodern perspective of queer theory and discuss 

the role of different media in the social construction of gender and sexuality. The second hour 

will be a seminar in which students will draw on knowledge from lectures and core readings as 

well as their own experiences to discuss and analyse how gender and sexuality are 

constructed, represented and expressed in different media. In seminars, students will 

participate in a range of discussions, presentations and small-scale research activities. 

Besides, students will be required to engage in independent learning activities (180 hours) 

which will be supported by module convenor and seminar leaders during their office hours.   



 STRUCTUREI 

Class Date Content 

1 13/02/20 What is queer? 

2 20/02/20 Queer activism  

3 27/02/20 Representation: Queers in the mainstream media 

4 05/03/20 Counterpublics: Queer alternative media 

5 12/03/20 Digital structure: Platforms, interfaces and algorithms 

6 19/03/20 Digital agency: Queer identity work with polymedia 

7 26/03/20 Cruising: Hook-up apps and intersectionality    

8 02/04/20 Globalisation: Mediated queer cultural hegemonies 

Easter break: No class between 6th and 24th April 2020 

9 30/04/20 Genderqueer: Digital gender transformations  

10 07/05/20 Group work: Decide about the next week’s topic 

11 14/05/20 Your topic of choice  

 

In Class 10, you will work with other students to come up with a topic and readings for Class 

11. You are free to suggest any topic you want. Some examples include: pornography and 

pornification; technologies of sex work; queer migration and digital media; new queer 

cinema; queer film festivals; queer music; queer fandoms; queers and video games; queer 

media and postcolonial studies; HIV/AIDS, PrEP and chemsex; digital queer fetish cultures. 

 

 ASSESSMENTI 

1) Collaborative zine project (25% of the final mark) 

16 A5 pages for groups of 3 students or 20 A5 pages for groups of 4 students 

 

You will work in groups of 3 or 4 students to create a zine inspired by queer theory. 

Each student will be individually responsible for 4 pages of the zine and required to 

collaborate with other students in the group on 4 additional pages of the zine cover as 

well as the zine’s overarching focus and form. During one of the seminars, we will 

discuss the roles of zines in queer cultures and you will attend a zine making workshop 

to learn how to make a zine. 

 

2) Critical essay (75% of the final mark) 

3000 words (+/- 10%), excluding references 

 

You will choose one cultural artefact and analyse it from the perspective of queer theory. 

A cultural artefact is defined here very broadly and could be an advert, poster, event, 

magazine, book, film, TV show, song, website, blog, digital media platform, interface and 

a physical object. In your essay, you will need to explain your choice and discuss the 

artefact using concepts related to queer theory (those discussed in the module and/or 

beyond). 

 

The final module mark will be calculated by adding together the marks from each 

assessment.  



 Resources on queer theory I 

In this module, we will not read basic texts of queer theory, some of which were discussed in 

other modules in your previous years (e.g. SCS1005 Gender, Sexuality and Society & 

SCS2025 Men, Feminism and Gender Relations). Instead, we will think about the importance 

of queer theory in relation to the media. Here is a list of some introductory and foundational 

texts to queer theory in case you would like to refresh your memory or learn more about it. 

 

 

 Ahmed, S. (2006). Orientations: Towards a queer phenomenology. GLQ: A Journal of 

Lesbian and Gay Studies, 12(4), 543-574. 

 Berlant, L., & Warner, M. (1998). Sex in public. Critical Inquiry, 24(2), 547-566. 

 Butler, J. (1990). Gender trouble: Feminism and the subversion of identity. New York: 

Routledge.  

 Cvetkovich, A. (2003). An archive of feelings: Trauma, sexuality, and lesbian public 

cultures. Durham: Duke University Press. 

 de Lauretis, T. (1991). Queer theory. Lesbian and gay sexualities. An introduction.  

differences 3(2). Special issue.  

 Downing, L., & Gillett, R. (Eds.). (2011). Queer in Europe. Farnham: Ashgate. 

 Edelman, L. (2004). No future: Queer theory and the death drive. Durham: Duke 

University Press. 

 Eng, D. L., Halberstam, J., & Muñoz, E. (2005). What’s queer about queer studies 

now? Social Text, 23(3-4), 1-17. 

 Foucault, M. (1978). The history of sexuality, Volume 1: An Introduction. New York: 

Pantheon Books. 

 Green, A. I. (2002). Gay but nor queer. Toward a post-queer sexuality studies. Theory 

and Society, 31, 521-545. 

 Halberstam, J. (2005). In a queer time and place: Transgender bodies, subcultural 

lives. New York: NYU press.  

 Halperin, D. M. (2003). The normalization of queer theory. Journal of Homosexuality, 

45(2-4), 339-343. 

 Hawley, J. C. (Ed.) (2001). Postcolonial, queer: Theoretical intersections. Albany: 

State University of New York Press. 

 Kosofsky Sedgwick, E. (1990). Epistemology of the closet. Berkley: University of 

California Press. 

 Muñoz, J. E. (1999). Disidentifications: Queers of color and the performance of 

politics. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press. 

 Rubin, G. (1984). Thinking sex: Notes for a radical theory of the politics of sexuality. 

In Vance, C. (Ed.) Pleasure and danger: Exploring female sexuality. New York: 

Routledge. 

 Seidman, S. (1994). Queer-ing sociology, sociologizing queer theory: An introduction. 

Sociological Theory, 12(2), 166-177. 

 Warner, M. (2000). The trouble with normal: Sex, politics, and the ethics of queer life. 

Cambridge: Harvard University Press. 

 Wilchins, R. A. (1997). Read my lips: Sexual subversion and the end of gender. 

Ithaca: Firebrand Books.   



 1. What is queer?I 

What does the word ‘queer’ mean? How is it different from similar words like ‘homosexual’ or 

‘gay’? Where does it come from? This week, after briefly introducing the module, we will 

discuss different terms for ‘homosexuality’, their histories, connotations and what they ‘do’ in 

constructing social worlds. We will particularly focus on activist and academic origins of the 

word ‘queer’ and think about why it has become popular since the 1990s. 

 

 

Before class: 

 

1) Come to class with a working definition of ‘queer’. What does it mean to you? What 

are the key components of something what you would call ‘queer’? Do you remember 

where you heard the term for the first time? 

 

2) Read:  

o Jagose, A. (1996). Queer theory: An introduction. New York: NYU Press.     

Chapter 7: Queer, pp. 72-100. 

o Tippett, A. (2016). I’m gay, not queer. Huffpost. Available at: 

https://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/anna-tippett/im-gay-not-queer_b_10263278.html. 

 

 

Additional readings: 

 

 Giffney, N. (2009). Introduction: The ’q’ word. In: Giffney, N., & O’Rourke, M. (Eds.) 

The Ashgate research companion to queer theory. Farnham: Ashgate, 1-13. 

 Motschenbacher, H., & Stegu, M. (2013). Queer linguistic approaches to discourse. 

Discourse & Society, 24(5), 519-535. 

 Mourad, S. (2013). Queering the mother tongue. International Journal of 

Communication, 7(1), 2533-2546. 

 Provencher, D. M. (2004). Vague English creole: (Gay English) cooperative discourse 

in the French gay press. In: Leap, W. L., & Boellstorff, T. (Eds.), Speaking in queer 

tongues: Globalization and gay language. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 23-45. 

 Szulc, L. (2012). From queer to gay to Queer.pl: The names we dare to speak in 

Poland. Lambda Nordica, 17(4), 65-98. 

 Weeks, J. (2011). The languages of sexuality. London: Routledge. 

 

Guides to how to talk about ‘queers’ in English: 

 

 UK: Stonewall (2015). Tackling homophobic language. Available at: 

https://www.stonewall.org.uk/sites/default/files/tackling_homophobic_language_-

_teachers_guide.pdf 

 US: GLAAD (2016). GLAAD Media Reference Guide. 10th Edition. Available at: 

https://www.glaad.org/reference. 

 

  

https://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/anna-tippett/im-gay-not-queer_b_10263278.html
https://www.stonewall.org.uk/sites/default/files/tackling_homophobic_language_-_teachers_guide.pdf
https://www.stonewall.org.uk/sites/default/files/tackling_homophobic_language_-_teachers_guide.pdf
https://www.glaad.org/reference


 2. Queer activismI 

This week we will look into the development of LGBTQ activism through time (mainly in the 

West). We will particularly zoom in on the emergence of queer activism, thinking about its 

historical and cultural specificities, and exploring what queer activism could be about today.    

 

 

Before class: 

 

1) Read one of the chapters from the book The Ashgate Research Companion to 

Lesbian and Gay Activism (2015) and, as a group, prepare a short presentation (max. 8 

min), summarising one form of LGBTQ activism. At least two people from each group 

need to deliver your presentation. Prepare a few slides/visuals. 

o Group 1: Hekma, G. Sodomy, effeminacy, identity: Mobilizations for same-sexual 

loves and practices before the Second World War 

o Group 2: Jackson, J. The homophile movement 

o Group 3: Weeks, J. Gay liberation and its legacies  

o Group 4: Broqua, C. AIDS activism from North to Global 

o Group 5: Brown, G. Queer movement 

 

2) Read this manifesto and think about what made it ‘radical’ in the 1990s: 

o Queers Read This (1990). An anonymous leaflet distributed at the June 1990 

Pride march in New York City. Available at: 

https://www.qzap.org/v9/index.php/57-queers-read-this. 

 

 

Additional readings: 

 

 Adam, B. D., Duyvendak, J. W., & Krouwel, A. (Eds.). (1999). The global emergence 

of gay and lesbian politics: National imprints of a worldwide movement. Philadelphia: 

Temple University Press. 

 Ayoub, P., & Paternotte, D. (2014). LGBT activism and the making of Europe: A 

rainbow Europe? New York: Palgrave Macmillan. 

 Chávez, K. R. (2013). Queer migration politics: Activist rhetoric and coalitional 

possibilities. Urbana: University of Illinois Press. 

 Dasgupta, R. K. (2017). Digital queer cultures in India: Politics, intimacies and 

belonging. London: Routledge.  

 D’Emilio, J. (1983). Sexual politics, sexual communities: The making of a homosexual 

minority in the United States, 1940-1970. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.  

 Gray, M. L. (2009). ‘Queer Nation is dead/long live Queer Nation’: The politics and 

poetics of social movement and media representation. Critical Studies in Media 

Communication, 26(3), 212-236. 

 Massad, J. A. (2002). Re-orienting desire: The gay international and the Arab world. 

Public Culture, 14(2), 361-385.  

 Warner, M. (1993). Fear of a queer planet: Queer politics and social theory. 

Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.   

https://www.qzap.org/v9/index.php/57-queers-read-this


 3. Representation: Queers in the mainstream mediaI 

Why are media important for thinking about gender and sexuality from a queer perspective? 

This week, we will talk about media representation and production as well as audiences and 

their subversive practices of queer reading. We will also discuss the concept of 

homonormativity to think about why some queer representations in the mainstream media 

are more common than others. 

 

 

Before class: 

 

1) Think about queer characters and celebrities you know from mainstream media. How 

many can you list without looking it up? What do you think and how do you feel about 

them? Which of those are your favourite ones? Which ones do you like/dislike, and why?  

 

2) Read: 

o Gross, L. (1998). Minorities, majorities and the media. In: Liebes, T., & Curran, J. 

(Eds.) Media, ritual and identity. London: Routledge, 87-102. 

o Ng, E. (2013). A ‘post-gay’ era? Media gaystreaming, homonormativity, and the 

politics of LGBT integration. Communication, Culture & Critique, 6(2), 258-283. 

 

 

Additional readings: 

 

 Cavalcante, A. (2018). Struggling for ordinary: Media and transgender belonging in 

everyday life. New York: NYU Press. Chapter 1: We can no longer hide in plain sight: 

From the cultural margins to the tipping point. 

 Duggan, L. (2002). The new homonormativity: The sexual politics of neoliberalism. In: 

Castronovo, R., & Nelson, D. (Eds.) Materializing democracy: Toward a revitalized 

cultural politics. Durham: Duke University Press, 175-194. 

 Fotopoulou, A., & O’Riordan, K., (Eds.) (2014). Queer feminist media praxis. Special 

issue of ADA: A Journal of Gender, New Media & Technology. Available at: 

http://adanewmedia.org/issues/issue-archives/issue5/. 

 Gamson, J. (2002). Sweating in the spotlight: Lesbian, gay and queer encounters 

with media and popular culture. In: Richardson, D., & Seidman, S. (Eds.) Handbook 

of lesbian and gay studies. London: Sage, 339-354. 

 Griffin, F. H. (2017). Feeling normal: Sexuality and media criticism in the digital age. 

Bloomington: Indiana University Press. [See also: Szulc, L. (2018). Book review: 

Feeling normal: Sexuality and media criticism in the digital age by F. Hollis 

Griffin. Television & New Media. Available at: 

https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/1527476418798472]. 

 Halberstam, J. (2017). Trans*: Representing the transgender body on screen. Lecture 

available at: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=t1-XADQ594U. 

 Henderson, L. (2013) Communication, sexuality, defamiliarization. International 

Journal of Communication, 7, 2468-2481. 

 Martin Jr, A. L. (2015). Scripting black gayness: Television authorship in black-cast 

sitcoms. Television & New Media, 16(7), 648-663. 

http://adanewmedia.org/issues/issue-archives/issue5/
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/1527476418798472
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=t1-XADQ594U


 4. Counterpublics: Queer alternative mediaI 

While last week we looked at how queers have been represented by others in the 

mainstream media, this week we will explore how queers represent themselves in alternative 

media. We will think about differently mediated forms of queer self-representations, including 

paper and digital zines.   

 

 

Before class: 

 

1) Go to the website of The Queer Zine Archive Project (http://archive.qzap.org/), 

choose one zine, print it out and bring it to the class. You should read your zine of choice 

before the class and be ready to briefly describe its content and form to other students. 

 

2) Read: 

o Szulc, L. (2020). Pink press. In: Ross, K., Bachmann, I., Cardo, V., Moorti, S., & 

Scarcelli, M. (Eds.) The international encyclopedia of gender, media, and 

communication. Wiley Blackwell. 

 

 

Additional readings: 

 

 Adams, K. (1998). Built out of books: Lesbian energy and feminist ideology in 
alternative publishing. Journal of Homosexuality, 34(3-4), 113-141. 

 Boellstorff, T. (2004). Zines and zones of desire: Mass-mediated love, national 

romance, and sexual citizenship in gay Indonesia. The Journal of Asian Studies, 

63(2), 367-402 

 Boklage, E. (2017). Safe space, dangerous space: Counterpublic discourses in the 

Russian LGBT blogging community. In: Dhoest, A., Szulc, L., & Eeckhout, B. (Eds.) 

LGBTQ, media and culture in Europe. New York: Routledge, 119-134. 

 Rak, J. (2005). The digital queer: Weblogs and internet identity. Biography, 166-182. 

 Regales, J. (2008). My identity is fluid as fuck: Transgender zine writers constructing 

themselves. In Driver, S. (Ed.) Queer youth cultures. New York: State University of 

New York Press, 87-94. 

 Renninger, B. J. (2015). ‘Where I can be myself… where I can speak my mind’: 

Networked counterpublics in a polymedia environment. New Media & Society, 17(9), 

1513-1529. 

 Reygan, F. (2016). Black lesbian (non)representation in ‘gay’ media in Cape Town: 
Constructing a globalized white, male, affluent, gay consumer. African Identities, 
14(1), 85-98. 

 Schudson, Z., & van Anders, S. (2019) ‘You have to coin new things’: Sexual and 
gender identity discourses in asexual, queer, and/or trans young people’s networked 
counterpublics. Psychology & Sexuality, 10(4), 354-368. 

 Sender, K. (2004). Business, not politics: The making of the gay market. New York: 
Columbia University Press. 

 Streitmatter, R. (1995). Unspeakable: The rise of the gay and lesbian press in 

America. Boston: Faber and Faber. 

 Warner, M. (2002). Publics and counterpublics. Public Culture, 14(1), 49-90. 

http://archive.qzap.org/


 5. Digital structure: Platforms, infrastructures and algorithmsI 

Digital media provided queers with new opportunities for self-representation. 

However, when the internet has become more popular, it has also become 

dominated by big tech companies, which structure our online interactions in particular 

ways. This week, we will think about the development of digital media and the 

limitations they impose on queer self-representational practices.    

 

 
Before class: 

 

1) Think about your uses of digital media in the past and now, especially about how you 

have presented yourself using different digital platforms. What has changed? How have 

different technologies afforded or limited your specific self-representational practices? 

    

2) Read: 

o Cho, A. (2018). Default publicness: Queer youth of color, social media, and being 

outed by the machine. New Media & Society, 20(9), 3183-3200. 

o Warcher-Boettcher, S. (2017). How algorithms are pushing the tech giants into the 

danger zone. The Guardian. Available at:  

https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2017/nov/18/facebook-youtube-revenge-

porn-science-and-tech-feature-sara-wachter-boettcher.  

 

 

Additional readings: 

 

 Barnett, F., Blas, Z., Cárdenas, M., Gaboury, J., Johnson, J. M., & Rhee, M. (2016). 

QueerOS: A user’s manual. Debates in the Digital Humanities. Available at: 

https://dhdebates.gc.cuny.edu/read/untitled/section/e246e073-9e27-4bb2-88b2-

af1676cb4a94#ch05. 

 Bivens, R., & Haimson, O. L. (2016). Baking gender into social media design: How 

platforms shape categories for users and advertisers. Social Media + Society, 2(4). 

 Duguay, S., Burgess, J., & Suzor, N. (2018). Queer women’s experiences of 

patchwork platform governance on Tinder, Instagram, and Vine. Convergence. 

Available at: https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1354856518781530. 

 Gajjala, R., Rybas, N., & Altman, M. (2008). Racing and queering the interface: 

Producing global/local cyberselves. Qualitative Inquiry, 14(7), 1110-1133. 

 Mowlabocus, S. (2010). Gaydar culture: Gay men, technology and embodiment in the 

digital age. Farnham: Ashgate. Chapter 4: ‘From the web comes a man’: Profiles, 

identity and embodiment in gay dating/sex websites, 83-116. 

 Sharpe, A., and Raj, S. (2017). Using AI to determine queer sexuality is misconceived 

and dangerous. The Conversation. Available at: https://theconversation.com/using-ai-

to-determine-queer-sexuality-is-misconceived-and-dangerous-83931.  

 Szulc, L. (2017). The intimate (self-)regulation of big tech. LSE Media Policy Blog. 

Available at: https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/medialse/2017/08/31/the-intimate-self-regulation-

of-big-tech/. 

 Szulc, L. (2015). Banal nationalism and queers online: Enforcing and resisting cultural 

meanings of. tr. New Media & Society, 17(9), 1530-1546. 

https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2017/nov/18/facebook-youtube-revenge-porn-science-and-tech-feature-sara-wachter-boettcher
https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2017/nov/18/facebook-youtube-revenge-porn-science-and-tech-feature-sara-wachter-boettcher
https://dhdebates.gc.cuny.edu/read/untitled/section/e246e073-9e27-4bb2-88b2-af1676cb4a94#ch05
https://dhdebates.gc.cuny.edu/read/untitled/section/e246e073-9e27-4bb2-88b2-af1676cb4a94#ch05
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1354856518781530
https://theconversation.com/using-ai-to-determine-queer-sexuality-is-misconceived-and-dangerous-83931
https://theconversation.com/using-ai-to-determine-queer-sexuality-is-misconceived-and-dangerous-83931
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/medialse/2017/08/31/the-intimate-self-regulation-of-big-tech/
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/medialse/2017/08/31/the-intimate-self-regulation-of-big-tech/


 6. Digital agency: Queer identity work with polymediaI 

In the digital society dominated by big tech companies, where is the space for queer agency? 

This week, we will look into empirical studies about how queers are using digital media. How 

do they fall into or opposed to the structures imposed by digital media? How do they navigate 

between different digital platforms to create spaces for queer identity work? How do they 

respond to digital practices of discrimination and exclusion? 

 

 

Before class: 

 

1) Read: 

o Gray, M. L. (2009). Negotiating identities/queering desires: Coming out online 

and the remediation of the coming-out story. Journal of Computer-Mediated 

Communication, 14(4), 1162-1189. 

o Jenzen, O. (2019). LGBTQ teenagers are creating new online subcultures to 

combat oppression. The Conversation. Available at: 

http://theconversation.com/lgbtq-teenagers-are-creating-new-online-subcultures-

to-combat-oppression-110848. 

 

 

Additional readings: 

 

 Berry, C., Fran M., & Yue, A. (Eds.) (2003). Mobile cultures: New media in queer 

Asia. Durham: Duke University Press. 

 Cassidy, E., & Wang, W. (2018). Gay men’s digital cultures beyond Gaydar and 

Grindr: LINE use in the gay Chinese diaspora of Australia. Information, 

Communication & Society, 21(6), 851-865.  

 Dhoest, A., & Szulc, L. (2016). Navigating online selves: Social, cultural, and material 

contexts of social media use by diasporic gay men. Social Media + Society, 2(4). 

 Duguay, S. (2016). ‘He has a way gayer Facebook than I do’: Investigating sexual 

identity disclosure and context collapse on a social networking site. New Media & 

Society, 18(6), 891-907. 

 Gray, M. L. (2009) Out in the country: Youth, media, and queer visibility in rural 

America. New York: NYU Press. 

 Herrera, A. P. (2017). Theorizing the lesbian hashtag: Identity, community, and the 

technological imperative to name the self. Journal of Lesbian Studies, 22(3), 313-328. 

 Kuntsman, A., & Al-Qasimi, N. (Eds.) (2012). Introduction. In: Special issue: Queering 

Middle Eastern cyberscapes. Journal of Middle East Women’s Studies, 8(3), 1-13. 

 Lovelock, M. (2017). ‘Is every YouTuber going to make a coming out video 

eventually?’ YouTube celebrity video bloggers and lesbian and gay identity. Celebrity 

Studies, 8(1), 87-108. 

 O’Riordan, K., & Phillips, D. J. (Eds.) (2007). Queer online: Media technology and 

sexuality. New York: Peter Lang. 

 Pullen, C., & Cooper, M. (Eds.) LGBT identity and online new media. New York: 

Routledge. 

  

http://theconversation.com/lgbtq-teenagers-are-creating-new-online-subcultures-to-combat-oppression-110848
http://theconversation.com/lgbtq-teenagers-are-creating-new-online-subcultures-to-combat-oppression-110848


 7. Cruising: Hook-up apps and intersectionalityI 

The gay culture of cruising, that is, wandering about in search of a casual sexual partner, has 

recently moved from public spaces such us parks and toilets to hook-up apps. This week, we 

will think about how digital media remediate already established cultural practices. How have 

queer cultures of sociality been transformed in the society dominated by digital media and 

has this transformation had the same consequences for different groups of queers? 

 

 

Before class: 

 

1) Go to a park with your smartphone and earphones. When you are in the park, go to 

this website http://trees-are-fags.eu and play the 20-min-long audio guide ‘Trees Are 

Fags’, created by an artist Benny Nemerofsky Ramsay. The audio guide will introduce 

you to gay culture of cruising. 

 

2) Read: 

o Niesen, M. (2016). Love, Inc. Towards structural intersectional analysis of online 

dating sites and applications. In: Noble, S. U., & Tynes, B. M. (Eds.) 

Intersectional internet: Race, sex, class and culture online. New York: Peter 

Lang, 161-178.  

o Clay, S. (2019). Queer smartphones. In: Brickell, C., & Collard, J. (Eds.) Queer 

objects. Manchester: Manchester University Press, 387-390. 

 

 

Additional readings: 

 

 Ahlm, J. (2017). Respectable promiscuity: Digital cruising in an era of queer 

liberalism. Sexualities, 20(3), 364-379. 

 Albury, K., Burgess, J., Light, B., Race, K., & Wilken, R. (2017). Data cultures of 

mobile dating and hookup apps: Emerging issues for critical social science research. 

Big Data & Society, July-December, 1-17. 

 Blackwell, C., Birnholtz, J., & Abbott, C. (2015). Seeing and being seen: Co-situation 

and impression formation using Grindr, a location-aware gay dating app. New Media 

& Society, 17, 1117-1136. 

 Chan, L. S. (2016). How sociocultural context matters in self-presentation: A 

comparison of US and Chinese profiles on Jack’d, a mobile dating app for men who 

have sex with men. International Journal of Communication, 10, 6040-6059. 

 Gosine, A. (2007). Brown to blonde at Gay.com: Passing white in queer cyberspace. 

In: O’Riordan, K., & Phillips, D. J. (Eds). Queer online: Media technology & sexuality. 

New York: Peter Lang, 139-153. 

 Gudelunas, D. (2012). There’s an app for that: The uses and gratifications of online 

social networks for gay men. Sexuality & Culture, 16, 347-365. 

 Shield, A. D. J. (2018). Grindr culture: Intersectional and socio-sexual. Ephemera, 

18(1), 149-161. 

 Wu, S., & Ward, J. (2018). The mediation of gay men’s lives: A review of gay dating 

app studies. Sociology Compass, 12(2), 1-10.  

http://trees-are-fags.eu/


 8. Globalisation: Mediated queer cultural hegemonies I 

Digital media have been hailed as one of the key driving forces behind globalization. How 

have they affected the globalization of queer identities and cultures? Can we speak of a 

largely uniform ‘global gay’ culture? How do ideas about what it means to be queer or to do 

queer activism travel across borders? This week, we will look into global structures and local 

agencies in queer transnational flows. We will also ask: is queer theory a Western thing? 

 

 

Before class: 

 

1) Each group working on a zine should photocopy and bring to class a number of their 

zines to exchange with other students.  

 

2) Read: 

o Szulc, L. (2020). Queer globalization and the media. In: Ross, K., Bachmann, I., 

Cardo, V., Moorti, S., & Scarcelli, M. (Eds.) The international encyclopedia of 

gender, media, and communication. Wiley Blackwell. 

o Baker, C. (2017). The ‘gay Olympics’? The Eurovision song contest and the 

politics of LGBT/European belonging. European Journal of International 

Relations, 23(1), 97-121. 

 

 

Additional readings: 

 

 Boston, N. (2016). Libidinal cosmopolitanism: The case of digital sexual encounters in 

post-enlargement Europe. In: Ponzanesi, S., & Colpani, G. (Eds.) Postcolonial 

transitions in Europe: Contexts, practices and politics. London: Rowman & Littlefield, 

291-312. 

 Brennan, N., & Gudelunas, D. (Eds.) (2017). RuPaul’s Drag Race and the shifting 

visibility of drag culture: The boundaries of Reality TV. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.  

 Eguchi, S., & Asante, G. (2015). Disidentifications revisited: Queer(y)ing intercultural 

communication theory. Communication Theory, 26(2), 171-189. 

 Enteen, J. B. (2010). Virtual English: Queer internets and digital creolization. New 

York: Routledge. 

 Jackson, P. (2009). Capitalism and global queering: National markets, parallels 
among sexual cultures, and multiple queer modernities. GLQ: A Journal of Lesbian 
and Gay Studies, 15(3), 357-395. 

 Loist, S. (2018). Crossover dreams: Global circulation of queer film on the film festival 
circuits. Diogenes, 62(1), 57-72.  

 Martin, F. (2009). That global feeling: Sexual subjectivities and imagined geographies 
in Chinese-language lesbian cyberspaces. In: Goggin, G., & McLelland, M. (Eds.), 
Internationalizing Internet studies. New York: Routledge, 285-301. 

 Ong, J.  C. (2017). Queer cosmopolitanism in the disaster zone: ‘My Grindr became 
the United Nations’. The International Communication Gazette, 79(6-7), 656-73. 

 Szulc, L. (2020). Queer migrants and digital culture. In: Smets, K., Leurs, K., 
Witteborn, S., Georgiou, M., & Gajjala, R. (Eds.) Sage handbook of media and 
migration. London: Sage, 220-232. 

 Szulc, L. (2018). Transnational homosexuals in communist Poland: Cross-border 

flows in gay and lesbian magazines. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan. 



 9. Genderqueer: Digital gender transformationsI 

Since mid-2010s, we have observed a growing visibility of trans and non-binary 

representations in both mainstream and digital media. This week, we will think about the role 

of social media platforms in the emergence and popularisation of the new queer 

identifications.  

 

 

Before class: 

 

1) Read: 

o Vivienne, S. (2017). ‘I will not hate myself because you cannot accept me’: 

Problematizing empowerment and gender-diverse selfies. Popular 

Communication, 15(2), 126-140. 

o Cooper, D. (2019). Beyond the current gender wars. IPPR Progressive 

Review, 25(4), 393-402. 

 

 

Additional readings: 

 

 Bivens, R. (2017). The gender binary will not be deprogrammed: Ten years of 

coding gender on Facebook. New Media & Society, 19(6), 880-898. 

 Cheney-Lippold, J. (2011). A new algorithmic identity: Soft biopolitics and the 

modulation of control. Theory, Culture & Society, 28(6), 164-181.  

 Dame, A. (2016). Making a name for yourself: tagging as transgender ontological 

practice on Tumblr. Critical Studies in Media Communication, 33(1), 23-37.  

 Fink, M., & Miller, Q. (2014). Trans media moments: Tumblr, 2011–2013. Television 

& New Media, 15(7), 611-626.  

 Haimson, O. L., Dame-Griff, A., Capello, E., & Richter, Z. (2019). Tumblr was a 

trans technology: the meaning, importance, history, and future of trans 

technologies. Feminist Media Studies, 1-17. 

 Hines, S. (2018) Is gender fluid? A primer for the 21st century. Thames and Hudson. 

 Jenzen, O. (2017). Trans youth and social media: moving between counterpublics 

and the wider web. Gender, Place & Culture, 24(11), 1626-1641.  

 Oakley, A. (2016) Disturbing hegemonic discourse: Nonbinary gender and sexual 

orientation labeling on Tumblr. Social Media + Society, 2(3), 1-12. 

 Robards, B. et al. (2018) Twenty years of ‘cyberqueer’: The enduring significance of 

the Internet for young LGBTIQ+ people. In P. Aggleton et al. (Eds.) Youth, sexuality 

and sexual citizenship. London: Routledge, 151-167. 

 Shapiro, E. (2010). Gender circuits: Bodies and identities in a technological age. 

New York: Routledge.  

 Spiel, K., Keyes, O., & Barlas, P. (2019, April). Patching Gender: Non-binary 

Utopias in HCI. In Extended Abstracts of the 2019 CHI Conference on Human 

Factors in Computing Systems (p. alt05). ACM.  

 Turkle, S. (1995) Life on the screen: Identity in the age of the Internet. Simon & 

Schuster. 

 van Zoonen, L. (2013) From identity to identification: Fixating the fragmented self. 

Media, Culture & Society, 35(1), 44-51. 

  



 10. Group work: Decide about the next week’s topicI 

This week, you will meet without the teacher. As a group, you need to choose one topic you 

would like to discuss during the last class next week. You are free to suggest any topic you 

want. Some examples include:  

 pornography and pornification 

 technologies of sex work 

 queer migration and digital media 

 new queer cinema 

 queer film festivals 

 queer music 

 queer fandoms 

 queers and video games 

 queer media and postcolonial studies 

 HIV/AIDS, PrEP and chemsex 

 Digital queer fetish cultures 

 

After choosing a topic, you also need to select core and additional readings for the class. 

You should also design one activity you would like to do during our workshop and think about 

a specific case, which can help us to understand the topic better. Provide all the information 

on one A4 page and send it to the module leader at the end of the class. 

 

 11. Your topic of choiceI 

 
 


