Cross-comparisons of reports on the prevalence of transsexualism
By Lynn Conway
The following are interim notes (in progress) concerning one of the reports tabulated in our cross-comparisons re the prevalence of transsexualism. These notes summarize key points in the particular paper and provide a summary of its relevant results.

See the following report for definitions, notations and calculation methods used here: 


"On the Calculation of the Prevalence of Transsexualism", 

by Femke Olyslager and Lynn Conway, 2007 (in preparation).
____________________________________________________________________
Discussion re: Eklund88

V 2-03-07
Elklund88: “Prevalence of Transsexualism in the Netherlands”, by P.L.E. Eklund, L.J.G. Gooren and P.D. Bezemer”, Brit. J. Psychiat. (1971), 124, 181-90. [Link to PDF]

About this report:

This paper uses Walinder's definition and method, except that all cases had also begun hormone therapy. 

It indicates awareness that numbers are lower bounds.

It counted numbers of mf and fm trans people who approached the AZVU clinic in Amsterdam, who were then diagnosed and trans and who received hormone treatment there - and compiled details of the numbers by age groups for the years 1980, 83, 86.

Note that the authors refer to those annual incidences as "prevalence rates" in Table 1 in the report. 

Figure 2 is a valuable contribution to profiling the ages when trans people come forward to seek help.

The authors then summarize the prevalences for the years 80, 83 and 86:

MF:                              FM:

1 : 45,000 (in '80)
1 : 200,000 ('80)

1 : 26,000 (in '83)
1 : 100,000 ('83)

1 : 18,000 (in '86)
1 : 54,000 ('86)

They do not seem to recognize that this very rapid rise in prevalence is due to the initial transient from recent access to treatment, with few cases occurring before 1975 – and thus that the accumulating prevalence would be even higher in the future.

TBD: We need to do a check of those prevalence values using Elklund’s TS numbers and the ’80-’86 NL population stats.

Normalization:
When compared to Walinder’s study, these counts here concern trans people who are futher along in treatment – i.e., those who’ve begun hormone therapy. 

In order to make these results commensurate with others in our cross-comparisons, we must shift them into columns that identify that these are prevalences of trans people already on hormones, i.e.:


P(HTAmf):                  P(HTAfm):
1 : 45,000 (in '80)
1 : 200,000 ('80)

1 : 26,000 (in '83)
1 : 100,000 ('83)

1 : 18,000 (in '86)
1 : 54,000 ('86)

To do otherwise would be comparing “apples and oranges”.

