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AIM

(1) Let’s talk JL and Documentaries.
(2) The Mosaic Account. What might it “look” like?
(3) Outsiders vs. Insiders – What’s “Real”?
(4) Can we learn from “bad” accounts? How?
(5) Asking the right questions.



DOCUMENTARIES

(1) What we often do with 
documentary films:

•We offer a true account of a 
subject x.
•We capture the “heart” or 
“essence” of x.

 
(2) How documentaries are 
produced:

•We take real footage.
•We edit, chop, add, 
overdub…we produce.



DOCUMENTARIES
(3) So, how do “produced” docs 
capture the essence of x?

•Perhaps they just offer an 
account of x.

(4) More likely, we are viewing an 
account of x, filtered through the 
creator’s judgement of what’s 
“essential” to x.
 
(5) This is what Bell-Hooks is 
critiquing in her work.



LET’S TALK JL
So, I stitched together some quotes of JL. Have I captured her 
essence in doing this?...No.

I’ve given you an account of JL that helps answer the question, 
“Who is JL?”



LET’S TALK JL
Her words also become an account of other questions:

“What is identity?”
“What is Trans identity?”
“What is art?”…etc.



THE MOSAIC ACCOUNT

(1) Stitching together of material = x is a mosaic

(2) The mosaic stands as a thesis: “Who is x?” “What is x?”

(3) Thesis becomes critiqued and analyzed = Achieves 
“public character”

(4) We now have a “living portrait” of x.



THE MOSAIC ACCOUNT

(5) This is but one portrait on the Mosaic of “Trans ID” or 
“JL” or “NYC”.

(6) We can critique this portrait in relation to others.

(7) This lets us put x in its “place” in relation to the whole 
mosaic.

(8) The whole mosaic is a “living mosaic” that is always 
shaping itself.



WHAT’S IT “LOOK” LIKE?
Mosaics of x



WHAT’S IT “LOOK” LIKE?

Color and Dimensions...

Placing of one portrait over 
another...











INSIDERS VS. 
OUTSIDERS

(1) Do insiders have “essential 
knowledge” that outsiders 
cannot have?

(2) If so, then insiders can 
explain this essential 
knowledge in ways that 
outsiders can understand. 

(3) If not, then how do you 
understand it? What justifies 
your account as “essential”?



INSIDERS VS. 
OUTSIDERS

(4) Maybe insiders have 
something more valuable to 
share.

(5) If (4), then it’s a question 
of usefulness, not 
“essentiality” or “truth”.

(6) If (5), then we have the 
responsibility of critiquing x 
properly: We must ask the 
right questions and compare 
x in relation to other 
accounts of x.



CAN WE LEARN FROM “BAD” 
ACCOUNTS?

Yes.



SO IT’S ALL GOOD?

No, it’s not all 
good. 
Sorry.

We need to ask the 
right questions.



QUESTIONS…
(1) What does x show 
us?

(2) How does x 
compare to other 
accounts of x?

(3) Is there truth?



CAN WE LEARN FROM 
BELL-HOOKS?

Yes.



CAN WE LEARN FROM 
BELL-HOOKS?

Yes.



FIN

…


