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GLOSSARY
Bisexual— a person who is attracted to both males famales and can have sexual and
romantic relationship with both.

Butch- masculine gender expression especially amongst sax loving women.
Closetedbeing in a closet/ not disclosing one’s sexualrdagon

Coming out- disclosure of one’s sexual orientation

Gay- a man who is attracted to other men, romanticailg sexually.

Gender- a code that is socially and cultural candied to categorise what the society
terms as either feminine or masculine conduct

Femme feminine gender expression especially amongsessn loving women.
Heterosexuat a person who is sexually and romanticalttyracted to the opposite sex.
Homophobia fear, hatred and discrimination against homosksxua

Homosexual a person who is sexually and romanticaliyaated to the same sex.
Lesbian- a woman who is sexual and romantically attratbesther women.

Sexual orientation- a term that is usually used to desigrthdirection in which one’s
sexual and romantic desire is directed. Thatvieether one is attracted to the opposite sex
not attracted to anyone at all or attracted@amne sex or attracted to both.



Abbreviations and acronyms
AID- Artificial insemination by Donors

ClI- Clinical Insemination

ClO- Central Intelligence Organisation

DI- Donor Insemination

CBD-Central Business District

GALZ - Gays and Lesbian Association of Zimbabwe
HIV -Human Immunodeficiency Virus

[UI - Intra-uterine insemination

LBTI - Lesbian, Bisexual Transsexuals and Intersex
LGBTI - Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transsexuals and Intersex
IVF -Invitro-fertilisation

ROPA- Reception of Oocytes from partner

Sl- self insemination

STI- Sexually Transmitted Infection

UK- United Kingdom

USA — United States of America

VOC- Value of Children scale
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Abstract
This study provides a Sociological and Anthropatagiinderstanding of how lesbian women accomplish

and negotiate their mothering journeys in Zimbalyixen the fact that they are operating outside the
idealised family constellation. It explores the hasing journeys of 8 self-identified lesbian hwot, the
ways/ mechanisms used to accomplish motherhioedhallenges faced and coping mechanisms adopted
in these mothering journeys. The data was catbedrom June 2016 to January 2017 through
unstructured interviews, diaries and repeat intews. The theoretical formation of the mothering
journeys is pursued through examining a dyadnothropological and Sociological theories, tiging
specifically Herbert Blumer (1969) Symbolic Iatetionism and Michael De Certeau (1984) Practi€e o
everyday life. Lesbianism and motherhood isliighntested and regarded differently across thddvo
The phenomena is embryonic in Zimbabwe arkd lis known as a result. This explorativedgtis
informed by Situational Symbolic Interactionisas an epistemological tradition embedded in the
gualitative research paradigm, accommodating ¢fi@re the researcher to view the research entersn
as relational, impromptu, emergent, negotiated pragmatic in nature. The analysis and resghow
that in orderto accomplish motherhood leshiamen sought the services of informal spdamors,
‘manipulated’ men and ‘requested’ men to sleejth whem so as to conceive. As a resulbeirfig
mothers the respondents faced a number of egdls relating to heteronormativity, stereotgpin
discrimination and homophobia. So as to capd negotiate the challenges emanating frommadive
expectations regarding family and motherhood, tipgrants resorted to a number of self-manag@m
mechanisms such as normalization, naturalizatiorutralization, resignation and ritualizatioBy
doing so lesbian mothers can be regarded as/eaagents as they faced challenges witliliease
and fortitude. Thus, resonating with the Michael ©erteau (1984) Agency theory and Herberbiglu
symbolic interactionism as the enlisted theoedtiframeworks to illuminate this study. Thitudy
concludes by suggesting that mothering expeeiei¢ lesbian women in Harare, Zimbabwe can be
understood as experiential, circumstantial asitliational as it varies within and across iwiduals

as well as with social spaces and time. Thellehges faced by these lesbian mothers canombyt

be understood as challenges of their ‘lesbiahlsm also as challenges of intersectionaldg some

of these challenges related to them as simgihers and not as leshian mothers per se.

Key words: lesbian, motherhood, challenges, coping, intetiseality, experience, agency, resilience
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CHAPTER ONE

1.0 Introduction
Today’s families are increasingly becoming diveiBespite having a single mother-father as

the more valorised and idealised family matrex number of family setups have also
emerged. These range from single parent famdlak] headed families, same sex families among
others. Lesbian women because of their lestnariiave been stereotyped as oversexed,
narcissistic, pleasure oriented and thus vieagelhcking the quintessential qualities of being
good mothers as they ‘chose’to live with otlheomen. Although lesbians have in the past
usually been associated with a childless lifestyhey are increasingly opting for motherhood
by creating their families of choice with thaihildren, either biological, adopted or &ed.
The current millennia have witnessed what Psite(1992) has termed lesbian baby boom
as lesbians are increasing choosing to behematOf late studies have also noted that many
lesbian mothers today are opting for motherhioo@penly lesbian relationships as opposed
to mothering under the pretence of heteroséyuelson 2000 and Wall 2011). In short,
lesbian women are increasingly becoming paremd have become a focus for number of
studies. Overwhelmingly, these studies are moomcentrated in the developed countries
especially United States of America, United ng@dom, Sweden and Australia. As for
Zimbabwe, there is little if any literature on ttegic under scrutiny. Resultantly, the current
study focuses on lesbian mothers in Harare, Zimealllese women happen to be mothering

regardless of the fact that they are operatingasithe idealised family configuration.

Lesbians in the global South may not have gshme privileges as those in the global North
in the event they decide to found familieanHes of choice in the form of same sex marriages
are regarded differently across the globe and mhabwe they are illegal. General perception
and argument is that if lesbians do not want ptore relationships then they should not have
children. This qualitative study explores thebjsctivities of the lived experiences of §se

identified lesbian women in Harare to delve lbow they accomplish motherhood and how
they negotiate the challenges they face byatppey outside the idealized family constellation.
It uses agency theory by a French anthropologidtpduiiosopher, Michael De Certeau as well as
Herbert Blumer's symbolic interactionism to caweipend and elucidate the parental

experiences of lesbian mothers as they operatside the confines of heteronormativity.
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1.2 Background to the study
Lesbian families have historically received legsration in literature. Lesbians have historically

been viewed as interested in living a chitée life style. To Lewin and Lyons (1982)
lesbianism has been placed as a lifestyle ahermo who are oversexed, narcissistic, masculine
gender confused and pleasure oriented. Constgueappropriately positioned to assume the
guintessential women task of motherhood as théptéside the gentle, supportive, nurturing and
‘weak’ mother ideations in heterosexual societieaditionally, LGBT people had few family
building options and some entered heterosexualagas for the purposes of childbirth (Goldberg
2010). The heterosexual set up was the only viaplien to accomplish motherhood. Most early
studies on lesbian mothers were initiated it fullowing custody issues that lesbian women
faced in the 1970s and early 1980s in Anaefldie custody issues necessitated the need for
empirical evidence to determine child custody tt@aon 1992 and Goldberg 2010) and to
asses if lesbianism would impact negativelyanldren of lesbians in becoming lesbians
too (Patterson 2006).

Gates (2013) notes that it is estimated that 87%he LGBT adults have a child at some

point in their lives in America. As Gates (&) argues, an estimate of 3 million American

LGBTs have had a child and these are as naang million. For those below 50 years nearly

half of the LGBT women, around 48% are rearang:hild below 18 years. Out of the 2010

census in America it is estimated that ned@B0 000 same sex couples exist in America.
19% of these are raising a child below #ge of 18 years and 27% of these same sex
couples are females and 11% are male couplee$ 2013). Around the 1980s a number of
studies shows that lesbian mothers startedw® openly in America and other developed

countries following divorce or separation (Betbn 1992 and Patterson 1995). Due to these
divorces, a number of custody issues weretaage and most of the lesbian mothers lost
custody of their children due to the poigation of their sexual orientation. What istable

is that many of the studies were legal tlsaciological and anthropological, focusing on

the legal debates and custody that involvediden mothers. Due to loss of custody, many
lesbian women who wanted to become motherthé late 1980s started to engage in shed
parenting with gays. Some could simple ask g@pds to father their children. All these were

attempts to limit custody issues and challenges.



With changing legal and technological contexts el in America, Australia, South Africa,

France and United Kingdom more and more leshimesl to have children via a number of
mechanisms in the 1990s. Constituting what Baite(1994 and 1995) termed gay and lesbian
baby boom. Families of choices were especialtyeasing due to decriminalisation of

homosexuality and a number of laws such asn&h Tissues Act that allowed lesbian and
gays to have children via surrogacy, donor nmeation, adoption, foster care, second parent
adoption and other alternative mechanisms. (28lL3) is in fact convinced that lesbian

women have more choices today than in thst fpom which to accomplish motherhood.
This is especially feasible for those coustribat have technological and legal advances t
allow for donor insemination (either clinicak self-insemination at home) and adoption as

well as second parent adoption and fostee ispectively for lesbian women.

In Africa generally, lesbian mothers has not beeti documented. They are thus under theorised
and understudied. The exception is that of tiboldfrica where a number of studies have
started to emerge. These includes Luce (2002)-Bxayk and Kruger (2016) and Potgieter

(2003) amongst others. As for many developedntes more and more lesbian women are

choosing to have childrenin the contextsame sex relationship (Haymeinal 2015).

As for Zimbabwe, the situation is incompdealand different as Zimbabwe does not have
laws that allow for foster, adoption and secopdrent adoption by lesbian women.
Zimbabwean laws also do not allow same sex marriafee infrastructural, institutional and

political as well as legal environment do have mechanism such as clinical insemination,
surrogacy amongst others that lesbian woman ase as mechanism to accomplish
motherhood. Due to the fact that same seXigswf choices are differently regarded asros
the world and the fact that same sex famibes illegal in Zimbabwe it is opined that the
experiences of lesbian mothers in such aesxbrtan be insightful as this understudiedigro

of lesbian women may fruitfully extend socidlegy and anthropological knowledge on this

area of interest.

In this context, the context that vilify lesbianotherhood it remained significant to keep o
guestioning how lesbians accomplish and negotidieir mother identities in Zimbabwe as
Zimbabwe criminalises same sex marriages. Itfrasn the above captioned context that the

study explores the life experiences of lesbmothers in Harare, Zimbabwe.
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1.2 Problem statement
Brown (1995) notes that motherhood was often thowghas antithetical to lesbian identity.

Consequently, lesbians have been equated to dchiigald) child averse and men haters who evade
marriage and child bearing and rearing responsésliLesbian women sometimes live in societies
that regard lesbian motherhood as extraneous temtit lesbian culture (Haymaat al 2015).
The society in general and the lesbian communigpecific can both regard lesbian motherhood
as antithetical to lesbianism. Arguably, lesbiantmechood is seen as actively defying the
heteronormative standards of procreation. Paradtixi¢esbian women are increasingly choosing
to be mothers even in openly lesbian setup (WG&32, despite receiving conflicting messages
that they should not be mothers and are not goatier® (Wall 2011).There is increasing social
visibility of lesbian mothers in Zimbabwe espelgialf one is familiar with the social events
and gatherings that involves LBTI women. Desfiis increasing social visibility of lesbian
mothers there is paucity of literature thaicwiments subjectivities of the lived mothering
experiences amongst lesbian women. All humasiborn of women. But despite this simplicity
that all humanity is born of women, the comyjiles of the “other” mother, the lesbian
mother has been rarely dealt with especiallyaneloping countries in Sub-Saharan Africa in
general and in Zimbabwe in specific. Given dmthropological significance of procreation,
studies that delve into lesbian motherhood are asibe warranted to address this gap in

knowledge.

Zimbabwe’s legal and political environment is atgito many studied areas where lesbian
mothers are pursuing parenthood. It has a cotisetitthat criminalise same sex marriage. Though
adoption by lesbians is not clearly outlawed, thei®nment is not so welcoming to same sex
individuals to adopt as homosexuality is frownedmupGiven such an existential setup and
background it raised academic curiosity as to hesbian women accomplish and negotiate their
mothering. In essence lesbian parenthood has beeh mesearched in the developed world. In
spite of the fact that lesbian mothers exist imiZ&abwe the continued perusal of Zimbabwean
literature is evident but however paradoxicalprrying as it constitute an almost academic
erasure on the topic of lesbian motherhood.

1.3 Objectives of the study
1. To explore the mothering experiences of leshiamen



2. To analyse the ways/mechanisms used by leslmamew to accomplish motherhood
3. To identify the challenges and opportunitieoasged with lesbian parenting
4. To analyse lesbian mothers’ coping strategiesleal with the challenges faced

1.4 Research questions
1. What does it mean to be a lesbian mother in Zmlz?

2. What mechanisms do lesbian women use to acesimpbtherhood?
3. What are the challenges and or opportunitiesiéishian mothers face
4. How do lesbian women manage their way to pacadh

1.5 Significance of the study
Kinship, relatedness and reproduction as agllsexuality in general are arguably sociclalgi

and anthropological issues whose saliencecamn@ncy is inescapably of scholarly attention.
Such issues are key to this study in botplicit and explicit ways. Albeit, these isswee
patchy, emblematic and embryonic in the Zimbabwsemolarship. Constituting a scholarly

erasure or abstinence of some sort. Such issuespoaised in this study with vigour.

Lesbian women occupy an intriguing and thought pkang place in relation to reproduction
(Luce 2002). Increasing number of families byn+@terosexuals has not only become a social
fact, but a social anthropological fact (Zamlr&®07). For others it is risky and not a
straightforward continuum, but a web of legatonomic and geographical constraints and
opportunities (Luce 2002). Anthropologists and slogists have always been interested in the
awe, the “phenomenal’-that which stood in starkt@ast to the norm. The deviant so to say. They
have been equally interested in procreation andyakKinship, procreation and family has been
traditional fields of anthropological interest. cBu parental setups deconstruct former
anthropological certainties (Siegenthad¢ral 2000). Procreation and motherhood still find such

an intriguing place especially mothering by thehtat mother, the lesbian mother.

It brings to the fore the significance and theanings that is culturally assigned to havin
or not having children. This is especially sfgraint for women who belong to the sexual
minorities. As such, the author addresse$ sssues in Zimbabwe by looking at how lesbian



women experience the whole issue of motherhodde aim of anthropology in studying the
phenomenal, the ‘different’, that which defitise norm is not to provide a solution but
rather to understand it better. Lesbian womenaathropologically of significance as they
constitute a significant subculture (Kuyala 2018judying lesbian mothering experiences can
therefore be insightful and adds to academic kndgdeas studies on homosexuality from Africa
as a continent is an almost virgin area of acadamyairy that calls for extensive academic work
(Mudavanhu 2010). Lesbian mothers are mothersrdégss of their sexual orientation and are
thus academically a “worth” population of study. &V/leven makes this population to warrant
being researched is that they are unique frorarbséxual mothers due to their stigmatisation

and marginalisation (Griffin 1998).

Lesbian mothering is an emerging issue in Zimbathaewarrants further academic exploration.
This study explores the parental experiencesesbibn women and thus becomes salient in
adding knowledge to the existing body of kreage on the topic from a Zimbabwean

context.

1.6 Conclusion
This chapter has provided the study backgrostaly objectives and significance of the

study as well as current lacuna in literattineough the problem statement. The associated
abysmal gap in scholarly insights created thace and the need to have a study of this

nature.

1.7 Outline of the study
This study comprises of 6 chapters. The first abigteing the introductory chapter that provides

the study background, study rationale as well asptioblem statement, inter alia. Chapter two
reveals related literature with regard to lesbiastirarhood. Chapter three details the theoretical
underpinnings that guided this study. The methagiokl, ontological and epistemological issues
are provided in chapter four. Chapter five ®tad presentation while chapter six is thealfin

chapter of this study thatis data analysisl conclusion.



CHAPTER TWO: LITERATURE REVIEW

2.0 Introduction
This chapter is organised as a nuanced reviewa@oiating and exegetically analysing related

literature in relation to lesbian motherhood. Aslshbe clear this author does not in any
manner attempt to rewrite the literature bubtmrow much, appreciate and acknowledge even
the associated caveats in literature. Zimbabwegsilland political environment is atypical to
many studied areas where lesbian mothers are pagr@arenthood. It has a constitution that
criminalises same sex marriage. The Criminal Law @wodification ACT Chapter 29:23 also
criminalises sodomy. Given such an existentialpeind background it raises academic
curiosity as to how and under what circumstandeslesbian contemplating parenthood realise
their endeavours.

What became apparent is that lesbian motheexgeriences is an area that has generated a
lot of attention from almost all disciplinesch as Psychology, social work, sociology and
social anthropology. Extensive work has been dorikese disciplines in that ascending order.
Psychology has dominated much of the studies espean America and Britain respectively
where the works  Patterson, Tasker and Gombaekamerous. Even though studies have
been done, majority of the works have beenriezhrout in developed countries such as
America, United Kingdom and Australia. Of lateush African academics have started to show
similar interest with the works of Potgieter, Vamwyk and Kruger (2016) being worth mentioning.

A perusal of literature on Zimbabwe constitute nast academic erasure. Such existential setups
and academic lacunae on part of Zimbabwe makes dtudy paramount as it can bridge the

abysmal gap and generate knowledge on the ar&ababwe.

What became of surmountable realisation is #lat these countries have advanced
technological innovation that makes procreationomparable to that of Zimbabwe. These
countries have laws that are similarly differeonfrthat of Zimbabwe. Majority of these countries
have legalised homosexuality and have provisioaious laws such as Human Tissues ACT that
provides access to reproductive technologies amgbtah. Albeit, this is not to say that the

countries have the same laws on these issues.algtthis suggestive of saying these countries
have similar geographies. Much of the studiespaf all have either used symbolic

interactionism, feminist theory, psycho analytieeory or queer theory or phenomenology or a



combination of feminism and phenomenology. Whilethering is in fact highly gendered,
theoretical underpinnings of feminism were raredgltd with in detail by the studies that attempted
to use it. Where phenomenology was used the theasydiscussed in a passive manner. Much
can be attained by using the above theories on emath experiences of lesbian women.
Mothering is highly gendered and it is hightontextualised such that the use of these

theories becomes paramount and warranted.

2.1 Lesbian mothers, conventional ideology and hetenormativity
Lesbians have been viewed by the mainstreamtgas not interested in mothering to such

an extent that many of lesbian women haverdegl parenting to be not part of their idgntit
Lesbian mothers were seen as falling outsidéhef heterosexual norm and were considered
to be unnatural, immoral ,deviant and inapprdpr{@vall 2011). This is not surprising given
the fact that ideology and myths do not exmsta vacuum but are inculcated by the society
and can lead to internal homophobia and misgptions. Lesbians have been mothers but
the majority of these became mothers covertlyeunthe pretence of heterosexual matrix
(Patterson 1992 and Patterson 1995). A numbestodies that documented early mothering
experiences of lesbians have done so afteiales have divorced and custody issues became
paramount. These studies compared the developrehildren raised by lesbian women with
those children raised by heterosexual women inrbsteual marriages (Patterson 1995). The
phenomena of lesbian motherhood was studiederisically” especially with regard to
custodial right and to assess the adequacietheflesbian parents in not “infecting” their
children to be lesbians too (Costa 2013). Lesbmothers who wanted to have children
during the 1980s, chose rather to becomgnairg with gays as opposed to heterosexual men

as they were afraid of losing custody of theitdrlen following divorce (Bradforet al2013).

2.2 Lesbian mothers and child development
Patterson (1992) studyis one of the eadgliess in psychology that focused on lesbiad a

gay parenting. Lesbians, as the study revealedi&tten from previous heterosexual marriages.
One belief that undergirded most policies on@igtadoption and foster care was that lesbians
and gays were not fitto be parents (Pattet€9%). Naziri and Feld-Elzon (2012) in a related

study in Belgium posits that many studies lesbian parenting had focused on educational



and emotional development of their childrerité?aon (2006) also focused on assessing whether
parental sexual orientation affect children’s depetent. The study contended that it does. In
essence studies have proved up to date thatalserientation of the parent does not affect
children’s development. The focus of these studie®t surprising given the fact that they were
many assumptions regarding parental abilititdesbians and gays that necessitated such a
focus. To use Clarke (2000) these comparatiediess between children of lesbian and
heterosexual women are defensive and apologetihat they justify the normalcy of the
children of the former in accordance to confibyrto heteronormativity.

The studies were positive politically and effee in recognising lesbians and gays as capabl
parents and placed them at leverage than quslyi thought (Clarke 2000). While these studies
were important and ground-breaking in revealthgt children of homosexual parents do not
typically become homosexuals themselves and tbssened the stigma and myth that children
of homosexuals become homosexuals. The focukese studies werehildren of lesbian
mothers not théesbian mothershemselves thus they in general contributed lessc¢holarly
understanding of lived experiences of lesbianheiat as the lesbian mothers were not the point
in focus. They were also heterosexual undesdiat undergirded these studies, the featr th
lesbianism is contagious and the problematic afseeterosexual standards as standards of

measuring children’s normalcy.

2.3 Technology, donor insemination and lesbian moérhood
Marinaetal (2010) study focused on shared biological leshatherhood that is pursued through

the use of Invitro fertilisation (IVF). The authoo$ the study were interested in ethical issues
surrounding the aforesaid method of conception.|l&hat was the focus of the study it
became apparent that lesbians have various srotdeconception and parenthood, some of
which could equally allow them both to be géely related to their child(ren) even though
one individual could carry the pregnancy to terROPA (reception of Oocytes from partner)
allows lesbian mothers to share biological parewdito their children. This is in the context where
ROPA is legalised. The study has been insightfghiedding light as to how lesbian mothers can
go about conception and share biological tiesea thildren. This could apply to Spain where

the study was conducted and where in 2005 lasliiave been granted the rightto biologically



co-parent as one partner could provide the eggdiged with the sperms from a donor of choice
and the other partner receives the embryogasthtes them. The availability and accessibility
as well as utility of any method of conception ddonot be simplistically assumed to exist
everywhere equally as contexts are different asiady is bound with  geographical and
culturally limits and specifics. Ways that lesbiamdopt in Zimbabwe remains therefore of

academic and personal curiosity to the author.

Donor sperm can be used for various alternatedes of insemination, including vaginal
insemination ( VI) intra-uterine insemination (I)Uor invitro- fertilization ( IVF) of which th
former could be undertaken either in a medycalipervised procedure in a clinical setting or
as self-insemination ( SI) at home but theelate. IVF takes place in a clinical settinggiiha
etal 2010). In terms of who is to be inseminaaetbngst partners doing co-parenting a
number of factors such as age, fertility gathealth status, preference and nurturingagp
are even put into cognizance (Mariregt al 2010). Self-insemination at home with non-
guarantined sperm can be cheap but risky as STild be present and not screened (Maehal
2010).

2.4 challenges, opportunities and lesbian motheringurneys
Haymanet al (2015) conducted a study in Australia. The studgdu30 lesbian women (15

couples). The study triangulated data collectionthogs and used semi-structured in-depth
interviews, journaling and demographic data sh@éts.objective of this study was to explore the
ways in which mothers construct mothering. Thegtintlicated that the increasing accessibility
of assisted reproductive technologies makes equan of lesbian women far less complicated
than before. This does not mean that becominghen® is easy for lesbian women as Wall
(2011) poignantly reveals that being a lesbiatheois a challenging journey as lesbian women
receives conflicting messages that they caneamnibthers and are not interested in mothering.
In the same vein Hayma al(2015) observes that the general populacespisoulate that

they would be childless and the lesbian comityumm the other hand can be harsh in its
judgement on lesbian mothers as it regards modoerhas extraneous to authentic lesbian
identity. While other ways of conceptions suah heterosexual intercourse is easily available
it is usually regarded as unacceptable by messian women as it is viewed as disrespectful

to their lesbian identities (Baetens and Brew&8@1). The results of the same study shows
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that lesbian women plans are so intensive anmdfudly thought as issues of deciding who will
become the biological mother as well as theodophysical characteristics and involvement
are equally weighed. Roller-coaster of emotica® also inevitable especially where donor

insemination is attempted but fail with initiaigals.

In another study conducted by Harris (2000) inn&2ka, the author bemoans the difficulties of
having willing doctors who could help lesbianigh donor insemination and how that forces
lesbian women to go for risky self-inseminaticom informal sperm donors whose sperms
could not have been screened for HIV. HarrB0@® argues that when lesbians attempt to
exercise their reproductive choice and try to asdexility clinics they often encounter resistance
and discrimination. Harris (2000), however, doded that amidst these difficulties lesbian are

increasingly becoming mothers.

Insemination accessibility and availability in Epeois also different. Other lesbian women in
Europe have to travel to where they can accd&iffin 1998). Griffin (1998) also argue that
the role of the donoris also important @et of consideration on insemination. Lesbian
mothers have to grapple and think over it. Spellng the role and position of the donor isoal

a conscious act to avoid custody issues andnparinvolvement of the donors.

2.5 Ways/methods used by lesbian women to becomethers: A synthesis of available
literature
Luce (2002) argues that queer women who arenptteg to conceive often have experiences

with a variety of methods of procreation irsiated conception. Others attempt legal adoption
to become parent (Richardson and Goldherdated. To Deminoet al (2007) lesbian headed
families are created through birth, adoption opaoenting. Despite having a number of issues
to contend with about how to be a parent isbwomen can also have other issues that
confront them. As mothers, lesbian mothers rbay required to have social intercourse and
networking that may reveal the non-traditionstlup of their families (Deminet al 2007).
This may consequently leave them more vulnerablaamophobia. The discrimination that
lesbian mothers face are in part because theg discrimination because of their sexual
orientation and secondly they face discrimimatio their own lesbian community that regards
motherhood as not part of its true identity (Deoret al2007). Demincet al (2007) study was
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based in America. The sample of planned lesbianiliEsnhad either parented through
insemination or adoption. Insemination and adop#its expensive which maybe reflective of
the affluent class from which the sample vdaswn. The areas studied by these Authors in
America is typically associated with domestiatparship, civil unions, same sex marriage and
second parent adoption (Demiebal 2007). It follows that such a sample canaot was
never intended to reflect the diversity of lalsbian planned families worldwide. Payingedu
regard to the very social fabric in which therhood is pursued is therefore paramount and

warranted to further scholarship diversity amchness in lesbian motherhood.

Griffin (1998) study on how lesbian women have kitisl become parent is instructive to many
issues involved. Participants in that study bexamothers through a diversity of methods
including informal insemination from willing dors, deliberately entering into heterosexual
relationship with a man to have kids and askirignds to father their children. The main
challenge that participants highlighted waswhto get the kids and how to keep them as
lesbians are viewed by the mainstream soeagtyot ideal mothers and are at the same

time challenged by other lesbians for havingtact with men.

Nelson (2000) posits that the status of a ewith extremely complex and context achieved
status. Nelson study is based on a qualitativeareBeundertaken in 1992 with over 30 lesbian
mothers in Calgary and Edmonton, Alberta. The tesndicated that lesbian mothers achieved
their motherhood by impregnation either throdgimor sperms or having sex with a man,
being a partner of the impregnated lesbian(cerdang), impregnation in a heterosexual
marriage, being partner with a mother who gothild from a previous lesbian relation or

being a partner of an individual who got alatfiom a previous heterosexual relation.

Nelson (2000) study reveals that the child cocddl all the parents as mothers but thewldo

be a different between the biological mother aod-biological mother as there are challenges
in terms of limited vocabulary especially dddress the later. The step mother usually rerdaine
the unidentified ‘other’. In some families thean be confusion as to what name and role

she could play given the fact that the bimalmother would have been there and had glaye
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the parental roles already. Resultantly, to thiltkn the co-parent becomes a stranger, (Nelson
2000).

There may be more complicated issues with regambtherhood for lesbian women in relation

to extended family if one has come out of ttleset. This is even more complicated for co-
parent to the extent that even her family afjin may not recognize her as a parent (Nelso

2000). Because of their sexual orientation sl@sigians may already have beenin an emotional
and geographical drift from their extended famsil This can sometimes worsen or become
better depending on a myriad of factors sushtre value or love the family have towards
the grandchild (Nelson 2000). The study by Nelsomsightful. It is useful and it provides an

initial springboard for the current study. Howeviesbian women may not have the same
privileges and challenges in the event thla¢ytwant to accomplish motherhood. Thus
necessitating the need for a study that is conddlytembedded in Zimbabwe to understand the

same issues locally.

Wojnar and Swanson (2006) concurs that litde known about the existence of lesbian
women who attempt motherhood and go throughcarriages. The argument proffered in
the study is that lesbian women like any othemen also go through miscarriage that
impact on their emotional and mothering endeaso Central in Wojnar and Swanson( 2006)
study is that lesbian face issues that somstimé across sexual orientation and should als
be treated equally as women. Other lesbian wochese to have short lived relationship
with a donor so as to conceive (Wojnar and r®ea 2006). While others have to go for
sexual intercourse naturally with man so asctmceive other lesbians saw the same act as
disrespectful to their lesbian identity, harntfulcouple relationship and unacceptable, (Wojna
and Swanson 2006). This is in resonance with theirfgs by Potgieter (2003). In a study
conducted in South Africa by Potgieter (20@3pian women deliberately manipulated men
to have sex with them so as to become pregrnBmtthe participants being lesbians meant
that they had relationships with other worbheh not that they had problems with having
sex with a man in order to get pregnant. Thia tandem with Weeker (1991) observation of
lesbian women crossing over in dual sex systenmes@&hfindings are really ground-breaking as
they challenge scholarship to move beyond eqgasiexual orientation with ‘typical’ sexual

practices. If lesbian women engage in an asegtial coitus with a man she is regarded as
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not really a lesbian. Her identity may be questd. Paradoxically, heterosexuals involvement
and practices of anal sexin and outside mageris not related in the same manner butetiea

along the line of sexual adventure and funAuthor’'s emphasis).

Malmquist (2015) did a study in Sweden. The rasutidicated that the information technology
age and the scientific advancements had udghare era of possibilities for lesbian women
to pursue parenthood that are fundamentallferdifit from the earlier generations. Zambrano
(2007) argue that there are four principal esscto motherhood by lesbian women, these
includes having children from previous heterasgxmarriages-recomposed families, adoption
(legally or informally), using reproductive ctenology (Artificial insemination) and co-

parenting. In a qualitative ethnographic studgc#cally designed to address choice of
methods used by lesbian women in SantiagdeCta achieve motherhood Herrera (2009)
found out that lesbian mothering can be achievkbugh sexual intercourse with a man,
artificial insemination, and adoption but leslsianave to put a lot of effort and have talb

off social expectations. Homophobia was iderdifias the greatest challenge to lesbian
motherhood in that study and many lesbiams tea conceal the sexual identity as lesbians

to avoid losing custody of their children.

2.6 Coping mechanisms used by lesbian mothers ingaiating their mothering journeys
Hequembourg and Farrell (1999) undertook an eapoy study in which they had in-depth

interviews with 9 lesbian mothers in North Ea8imerica, USA. They used Symbolic

Interactionism to explore the mechanisms tesibian non-birth mothers used to gain
acceptance in their family networks. Being esbian mother combines a marginal identity
(lesbian) with the most reverenced identity vadmen (mother). When these mothers turned to
their families for support and validation othefound support while others faced resistance
(Hequembourg and Farrell 1999). This can be tughe fact that many regard lesbians as
child aversive (Wall 2013). Co-mothers sometimiased challenges of non-recognition as
parents and that led them to seek secondnipa@option (Hequembourg and Farrell 1999).
The study is valid and shed light on mothgrissues that lesbian mothers had to contend
with. However, the study sample was relatively hgemous, mainly middle class white

respondents.
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In a more related study, Padavic and Butterfield1(d focused on how lesbian co-parents
negotiate their parental status. The study wased on the premise that understanding how
lesbian co-parents negotiate their identityasessary as some of them are partners and co-
parents to lesbians who had parented theidrem alone to such an extent that the ohndr
may not see the relevance of having yet amatiother. Understanding how lesbians who are
less privileged to legally to adopt, manage amdate a parental status becomes warranted
(Padavic and Butterfield 2011). The motherhood @fparents is seen as not congruent with
motherhood ideals. Dunne (2000) and Wall (20119 &ighlights how lesbian co-mothers are
faced with language inadequacies to accuratelyrithesthem and their roles in same sex families.
They face challenges in asserting the legitimacthefr parental identity because of the social
context that renders it tenuous. Identity was régdras a social construct. Such a position tallied
with the findings as identity fluid and activelyeated through interactions. Identity can thus be
created, deconstructed and reconstituted. In shaty the participants had to create tlogn
identity by using terms such as mother, fatret “mathers” when they were caught up in an

identity limbo that equated them to legalasgers.

In a study conducted by McKevey (2013) it becampparent that co-parents are not
automatically recognised as parents and thiateguthem to a legal stranger to their caidr
McKevey study focused on the narratives of postpamtxperiences of non-birth lesbian mothers.
In a study of similar orientation and focésice (2007) also notes that non-birth lesbian
mothers have to contemplate the whole motherhdscourse. Price was mainly focused on
understanding the causal factors in becoming ndh-kl@sbian mother. In a bid to make the
other parent, the non-birth parent to feel geiged as a parent. The families in Price (2007)
study had to do family rituals, giving the Idhithe maternal name of the non-birth mother,
having family trips together as well as atiegd family funerals to legitimate the mother
identity of the co-mothers. This appears teritn attention and has contributed to
understanding of familial interactions of lesbitamilies especially having the focus of stud
being non-birth lesbian parents as many ssudoxuses on lesbian birth mothers. What is
worrisome is the theoretical analysis on part eftéxt. Price (2007) made a superficial reference
to phenomenology. None of the theoretical concepisrevisited in data analysis. This therefore

warrant further theoretical clarity and references.
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2.7 What motivates lesbians to become mothers?
Siegenthaleet al (2000) notes that information is lacking with redjo motivations to be parent

amongst lesbian women. Garteatl al (1996) study is one of the longitudinal sasdithat
looked at various issues related to parensgaoesibilities, social support, pregnancy motives
and preferences. The study made use of 84 leshmities. Mothers looked to having shared
parental responsibilities but had stigmatizatiomcaawns. The participants in the study also
highlighted that they had always desired to bemgardhe study respondents were predominantly
white, college educated and middle class and ruppddle class which could one way or the
other have a major imprint on the result, mamyd gone for donor insemination, a pretty
expensive parental mechanism. Nonetheless, thdy saffords insights in revealing that
lesbians are not as not interested in motheaB1sometimes presented. Questioning lesbian
motives in parenting is an areathat scholprshould take seriously as one is working ragjai

a background that views lesbian women add chversive. The objectives of that study
which are already captioned above, one of whiads to understand pregnancy motives was
rarely investigated in detail. Such positions @tmodological caveats can find remedy through

further exploration using unstructured in-depthterviews.

Siegenthaleet al(2000) argues that parenthood and children weasiraed simply to be not

part of lesbian and gay persons world. Thisondhowever is no longer a novel concept. This
idealization of assumed incompatibility of non-lesexual identity with parenthood was a result
of societal scripts that permeated society. Sidgaetet al (2000) study was based on a sample
of 51 women parents who were respectively édbian and 26 non lesbian mothers in
Colorado. The study was comparative in natuck ased value of children scale to compare
the value that the two groups attach to childiThe values were more similar. What was
different in the study is generativity, assdmn women do not have children because of
social expectations but their own desire taepa They also differ in the way that the

society receives them, with heterosexuals beioge accepted. The scale used however limits
participants’ responses. The same scale is hetaraBy biased. It is originally constructed as a
value of children scale (VOC) for heterosexual ptse Many of the respondents were

Caucasians, with high levels of income and etiloicaurban members of a parenting group and
may have leverage over the general lesbianlpbpo. Lesbian mothers may experience

difficulty in being accepted in the lesbian coonity and the society. As with the Lesbian
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community the authenticity of her sexual orientativaybe questioned. The need for questioning
lesbian mothers parental motives is reallyghdul and warranted as one is working agains

a background that equates lesbians to chiletiarhus these two related studies are partigular

topical given such a position. These studies pewidn invaluable corrective to the myths

surrounding lesbian disinterest in mothering ag¢iselts showed that lesbians value children just
like heterosexuals. As such, studies that delwe these issues, parental motives of lesbians
are still few, exploring the issues in diffiet geographical and legal context can algbéu

academic knowledge in that regard.

In a qualitative study that examined the megnbdf motherhood amongst lesbian women
Richardson and Goldberg maintained and buttrasseg@osition by Urich and Weatherall (2000)
that motherhood is an ideal maintained by $oeiety that women inculcate as individuals.
Lesbian women are faced with the reality that thanenthood is not necessarily expected or even
encouraged. As such, they go through a tumultumws ey to conception and adoption (Goldberg
2006). Richardson and Goldberg ( p.1) argues tlgaten these circumstances motherhood for
lesbians is not compulsory, but purposeful @hdsen thus providing an avenue from which
to comprehend and examine in more detail fully Question of why motherhood is seen as
important and the whole meaning of what it neeémbe a mother”. The result indicated that
lesbian women pursuance of parenthood was mnetlvay the following among other factors,
(1) partners as a driving force, ( 2) the inmdtal desire to always become a parent ( 3) as
well as the growing desire to be a parerdpite of the fact that one could have nesird

to do so earlier. Lesbian mothers motivati@asparent cannot be assumed to be analogous
worldwide and across races and classes. Tleesiliy of which needs to be brought into scholarly

analysis.

2.8 Lesbian mothers in Australia
Another study that motivated further explorationesbian women parenthood to this author is the

study by Misty Wall. Wall's studies cannot be mig$eone specifies Australian studies in his or
her literature searches. Wall's studies have besightful. Wall (2011 p. 2 ) argues that though
“the pathis laden with barriers, lesbian vemmare choosing to become mothers in greater
numbers than previously seen”. Lesbian mothlss dad to deal with the effect of stigma

that children may suffer because of their dagan (Wall 2011). Their families may also draw
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a line at their choice of raising a childanlesbian context. Wall study made use dfnen
guestionnaire that had 104 questions, majoritywbfch being quantitative, 3 being qualitative.
One of the central questions was, what is ntlest difficult thing for a lesbian women
considering parenthood? Issues of financial str@inadoption, lack of familial support, fears
of societal interferences and obstructive lanwerendentified among the major obstacles. These
guestionnaires were sent and received back thramgkmail and 487 women completed the
guestionnaire. Out of the total 487 completed tjolesaires only 397 respondents answered the
gualitative question. The question that is olurse very central and core to her study. Wall
herself acknowledges the fact that her choicemethodology, point of data collection lindte
the depth of responses and that snowballingimaag impacted the type of respondents that
participated in the study.

What remains unanswered despite the insights tredt $fared is how she reached about the
sample. No sample size calculation was donetlie study as she could have not known
the lesbian mothers population throughout thdistl countries ‘worldwide’ as Wall used
lesbian and gay organizations ‘throughout’ thelds as points of recruitment. It is worth
mentioning at this point that Wall's study trgulated feminist standpoint theory and
phenomenology as theoretical frameworks to eap# her study. Central to phenomenology
is the lived experiences of the individualsthreir situatedness and phenomenology does not
aim to generalize the responses but to illumeinghe specific lived experiences by the
participant, (Lester 1999), a point that becombsotete if such responses are generated
worldwide and context becomes so blurred by magcal and cultural specificities of the
respondents. Lester (1999 p. 1) poignantly arghes“ the aim of phenomenological approach
is to illuminate the specific, to identify plemena through how they are perceived by the
actors in the situation”. It means gatheringm@formation through inductive qualitative
methods such as diaries, focus group discusaind participant observation,( Lester 1999).
Given the fact that phenomenology as bothethodological design in qualitative research
and as a theoretical framework aims the abowad| {#011) choice of phenomenology becomes
a mere academic work that is politically det by her aimto give voice to lesbian mothers
( see Wall 2011).
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2.9 Lesbian mothers in South Africa
Ewyk and Kruger (2016) is one of the studiesedn Africa, South Africa, that focused on

the emotional experiences of motherhood in m@dniesbian families. The study drew on a

qualitative exploratory approach with lesbian cesplt was guided by semi-structured interviews
and feminist phenomenological framework. The ipgnts came from various parts of south
Africa including Pretoria, Johannesburg, Cape faamong others. Mothering as the

participants revealed is not always straightwéord process as it incorporates one’s beliefs
about what counts as motherhood. The studyatege¢hat lesbian motherhood is accompanied
by emotional experiences such as hope, joye,lanxiety, helplessness, exhaustion among
others. Despite the brevity of the researcharghe study, much remains to be known as
to other diversities of lesbian parenthood a&sthose who are pursing adoption and donor

conception which was their main focus.

Potgieter (2003) is one of the studies in SoAfnica that focused on black south African
lesbians. 9 individual interviews and 10 focus grdiscussions were conducted. The objective of
the study was to explore the position and vigwpfrom which the participants speak and
how their discourse relate to the dominant radtbod discourse either in terms of replicating
challenging or contradicting the dominant neottood discourse. The result showed that
lesbian mothers viewed their motherhood diseeun line with the discourse of naturalness,
i.e. having a child as conforming to the domimaotherhood ideology. This naturalness discourse
means that parenthood was constructed within tmirees of normal, everyday and regular
women. In South Africa of late same sexptes are now legally in a position to adopt.
Some despite that provision had sex with neeassto fall pregnant and have baby. To the
participants having a child accords and alignseesonance with adulthood. It is thus a feature of
womanhood regardless of whether one is heterosexiledbian. Potgieter (2003) argues that by
doing the dominant discourse on motherhood sash having a baby lesbian mothers are
creating a comfortable space to be a lesbiartheasattention is now diverted from their
lesbianism by their family to being motherseiffamilies would even think that by having
a baby these lesbians are no longer lesbiaequéinbourg (2007) however critiques the

theorisations of lesbian motherhood along the nbsaison — resistance discourse.
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Hequembourg (2007 p.1 ) argues that “ lesbiartherong strategies are commonly theorised
as instances of assimilation or resistance”.irA¢stion is the naturalness discourse. This
discourse emphasises the similarities of lesbianthems with heterosexual mothers.
“Normalisation however implies that heterosexuaifg is the ideal against which all variations

of family should be measured. These leaves outettibat fall outside this normalisation”

(Hequembourg 2007 p. 4).

Despite not being mothers themselves someialesliwomen endorsed the importance of
motherhood ( Potgieter 2003). This can be dughe fact thatin Africa one can be regdrde
as mother despite not having a biologidaldoof their own as they can play the mothe
figure to ones’ elder or younger sister’s ctéld As such Lubbeupdated observes that since
the adoption of South African Constitution sasex families has been on the increase since
lesbians and gays are now able to adoptoodo donor insemination to form families.
Lubbe’s study explored the experiences of childp@wing up in a lesbian-headed family in South
Africa. The study explored the experiences @séhchildren as they interact with other people
in their lives and how the children negotiattelnonormativity. The findings indicates the
interconnectedness between disclosure, awarengssness and open mindedness. While this
study shows that lesbian parenthood is on rbeease in South Africa its focuildren of

lesbian motherss different from the focus of this studgsbianmothersthemselves.

2.10 Lesbian baby boom
Patterson (1995) is one of the studies thatveld the increasing number of lesbian mothers

in what is referred to as lesbian and gdybboom. Families of origin may start to questio
the existence and origin of pregnancy if amenot married as such lesbians have tadg@on
around issues of disclosing their sexual ndaton if they were in a closet ( Haymetral
2015). Despite the increase in lesbian motheaB {#013) reminds readership of the fact that
lesbian women also experience discriminationabse the society believes that they should
not be mothers. The extended family, despitéal acceptance of lesbian woman sexual
orientation may become enstranged at the decitiah she want to become a mother. Costa
(2013) argues in tandem with the above observathat lesbians face a number of
challenges. These families face unique challengesexperiences that are a result of social

oppression and discrimination. One of the objestehis thesis is to analyse how lesbian women
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navigate through these challenges. Little is knovith regard to the resilient strategies used by
lesbian mothers to navigate their paths to parexth®o date the existence of lesbian mothers and
their experiences in the academia is little kno8urch caveats necessitates and warrant the need

for scholarly studies in this areain Zimbabwe

Walks (undated) reminds the academia of a salledtenge that lesbian women face in becoming
mothers. The factor cuts across sexual orientatibhe common belief is that access to sperms
is the main challenge to lesbians tryingbecome mothers but lesbians just like hetergasex

women experiences infertility and that can astan inhibitor to parenthood.

2.10 Literature critique and conclusion
Wall (2013) argues that there is no doubt thatisggsivomen have always existed and some have

been mothers. Becoming a lesbian mother is dti-tayered and complex journey that is
fraught with challenges that requires great defpreparation and planning, ( Haymeinal
2015). The challenges are compounded by the that there was until recently the false
assumption that lesbianism was exclusively agaomed by a lack of desire to procreate and
raise children (Wall 2013 ).

Reviewed literature on the topic of lesbian redtiood in this study has contributed
enormously to the understanding of the existesticture and thereto related issues of &esbi
families and parenthood. Albeit, the studies alsotains caveats. The study by Wall (2013)
used feminist theory, her study in 2011 adop#ed integrated phenomenology and feminist
standpoint theory, Wall (2013) also used feminikeory. These studies have concluded that
feminist theory offers insights into struggles thegbian mothers face. While mothering is a
gendered issue the use of feminism as a thealé&ths to analyse mothering experiences of
lesbian women has become a tradition and listimas many of these studies make passive
reference to the very theoretical framework.cH#pe theoretical underpinnings and concepts
should be pointed and utilised in data analysisetdted issues, an aspect that many papers

including the academic ones still shroud®bsacurity.
Wall (2011) study offers invaluable insights toldies motherhood. In fact it offers a springboard
for this thesis. The standardised nature of tlséstased, online questionnaire in the study

implicitly underplay other emergent issues ttaild have emerged. Majority of the reviewed
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literature comes from countries such as Ausir&pain, United Kingdom, America, Belgium,
Finland and Iceland. These are generally thddanost developed countries, the exceptions
being Brazil and South Africa. However paths toep#inood are diverse and depend on the
concerned country’s laws, (Costa 2013). Given #u that Zimbabwe socio-legal and political
context is different from the majority of these otiies, the latter being poor and criminalises
homosexuality while the majority of the formeountries are developed and have legal
provision that allows adoption, surrogacy and rdpotive technologies regardless of sexual
orientation the paths to parenthood can be imjgécan one way or the other as such situating
a study in Zimbabwe that delve into life expeces of lesbian mothers was therefore
warranted. Mothering experiences of lesbianwasranted on the premise thatit has not been
fully explicated in the Zimbabwean academiteréiture. In this chapter an attempt was made
to review related academic literature on the tapitesbian parenthood. While valuable insights
have been gained, a perusal of literaturetmvery same issues indicates that literature on
Zimbabwe is rare and adhoc, creating an acaddwsimance of some sort.
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CHAPTER THREE: THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

3.0 Introduction
This chapter details the theoretical framewoitkat are used as sensitising lenses to

illuminate and comprehend the study. Theoretitamework of any research project relates
to the theoretical aspects of the chosen thewrd the practical components of the research
(Mertens 1998). What is central here is thattheoretical framework chosen for the study
should provide the link between its theoretioadderpinnings and the phenomena, social process
or social events to be explored. This studypéetb Blumer's (1969) Symbolic Interactionism
theory and Michael De Certeau (1984) Agency thesrtheoretical frameworks to illuminate the
study. Blumer's Symbolic Interactionism faxito tap the specific lived experience thioug
the lens of the meaning that the very actdeshes to the experience. Concepts such as human
agency, naming, meaning, label, identity, decoesivn, contexts and sensitivity as well as
emergent are central to this study while tl@acept of Practice of everyday life from Agency
theory by De Certeau (1984) is also adoptecchvian be attained through such an integration
of these theoretical concepts. It is opined thath a theoretical bricolage can attend astutel
to identity formation and identity negotiatiop lesbian mothers as these are central to this
study. The centrality of agency theory in lesbimotherhood is of uttermost salience and
relevance due to the fact that lesbian motlees seen as deconstructing the norm and thus

require adaption to handle resistance or camgsr from patriarchy and heteronormativity.

3.1 Herbert Harold Blumer’'s Symbolic Interactionism
This study heavily draws on Blumer’s symbolic ilaigtionism. The term Symbolic Interactionism

was coined by Herbert Harold Blumer (1969) who egarded as its enunciator. Generally,
Symbolic Interactionists are concerned with rgway interactions, the symbols used and the
importance of language in these interactions. his theory, Blumer attended with much
voracity to issues of meaning, identity, labalsd the fact that language is used in elasry
interaction and is therefore important. BlumerSymbolic Interactionism is useful as a
theoretical framework for understanding how lasbmothers construct meaning of themselves
as mothers and negotiate their existence amitef the social expectations as it is esfigc
interested in how in this case lesbian mothea® themselves as mothers, the demands and
sensibilities of others and how they negotitiese as they develop their mother identities

It can also illuminate how the meanings tkablan mothers associate with aspects of parenting
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emerge out of social and interpretive procedsn{iiBr 1969). What matters to the actorsis not
the norms of ideal family that is set by tkeciety but the symbolic meanings that these
mothers construct about their mothering and twiteese interpretations mean for how they
imagine themselves as potential parents. Symloatkcactionism is necessary as the society is
also important in validating these families and akssociated motherhood. The society can also
act a strain as heteronormativity, homophobid atereotyping can also be inevitable in the

experiences of these lesbian mothers as thkyolitside the ideal family.

The meaning that things have to actors (&shiothers in this case) is dependent on the
interpretation that the actors attach to théngs, objects and events. This theory is thus
equated to a theory and science of interpretatideaning is regarded as context specific and
fluid. This approach therefore helps in underding how lesbian mothers negotiate their
mother identities and manipulate various symbats their disposal as they are operating
outside the norm. It can also help in undeditagy the language used by lesbian mothers in

their interactions as they construct their mottentities.

This theoretical framework is considered appede for this study because it deals with
issues of identity, identity negotiation a®livas the transient nature of these identiaesl

the use of symbols and labels in these warimteractions. Central to this theory is megnin
making. As such it can help illuminate the whoteaning and interpretation of what it means

to be a lesbhian mother as shared by thesthers.

The theory also enables one to envisage cti@lenges/strains that lesbian mothers face by
operating outside heteronormative expectationthofigh lesbian mothers stake out identity
claims as mothers, the validity of these ckim dependent on the societal responses. These
significant others who may validate these idest includes the children in these families,
extended and immediate families, friends ared tesbian community (Hequembourg and
Farrell 1999). The challenges regarding normatikgeectations differs whether one is a biological
parent or not. These challenges forces them th@nnegotiate and claim their familial
configurations and places as mothersin arbsteual society. Societal expectations of mothers
such as being a heterosexual married mother raautseeming expectation that mothers should

not be same sex lovers but instead heterosexXbhiklren may also expect their mothers to
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lead an idealised lifestyle thatis not homosé failure of which results in invalidatio
and resistance by some children. Step mothairms as mothers is socially constructed and
depend on validation by children and other l@shvomen such as partners. Because another
mother is already there in recomposed famibtep mothers , their children and partners
have to negotiate their places by creating istgumanagement mechanisms that validate and
legitimate the step mothers. The mothers rmatgo negotiate their places by engaging in
behavioural strategies that are valorised sywddly in culture of motherhood such as
washing, cleaning, fetching the child fromhaal, providing emotional and financial support

for school work amongst others.

To Li (2009) symbolic interactionism centralitysexuality studies is the deconstruction of sexual
conventions. It therefore rejects the disposdi fallacy of homo-hetero dichotomy and
advocate instead for a variety of achieveduakttes. There is no need to objectify ‘sex’ exs
so to say. Sex should not be located in tbeybso to say but inthe process of social
interaction (Li 2009). Symbolic Interactionism tefre is pertinent in understanding lesbian
mothering experiences as a polymorphous journagihwiis both situational and experiential,
varying from individual to individual, to inetle contextual embodiments and deconstruction
of sexual behaviour that are narrated in theseian women as they accomplish parental
identities out of sexual contact with men whics however viewed as an act of crossing
sexual scripts and boundaries in the maiastrdiscourse. Blumer's Symbolic Interactionism
in this study thus help to see how parenthaodthese women is guided by the meanings

they constructed out of their lived realities.

3.2 Agency theory
Agency theory is associated with and creditedatnumber of social anthropologists and

sociologists who emphasis the fact that irdlimis are not passive to their circumstances
but knowledgeable and conscious as well akulus. One such a theorist is a French
philosopher and Anthropologist Michael De Certedi%34) concept of Practice of everyday life.
De Certeau (1984) identified a number of issse€h as ruses, strategies and tricks that
everyday man use in walking down the cityd athus limiting states’ surveillance and

panopticism. Responses to constraints is what Dee@le called strategies. De Certeau (1984)

25



work help thus to highlight the dynamic ways which lesbian women everyday activities
functions as tactical responses to extricate amttadite constraints posed by the society. It
affords insights into the multiple, subtle asg@emingly everyday ways in which lesbian
mothers resist and contest as well as manageyday challenges. Though Blumer’'s work
identifies and uses the concept of human agdde Certeau concept can further augment
such issues. Thus, in addition of Symbolitedactionism, De Certeau (1984) is used by the
author to draw on every day practice to illuatenhow what seems passive, everyday regular
practices are embedded with tricks, ruses strategies that eludes discipline and thus rappi
of the lesbian mothers in a clandestine manimgr operating underneath the radar. Both
Blumer and De Certeau sees humans as agentivéhéHatter, practice of everyday life enables
the exploration of otherwise taken for grantegular behaviour as potentially enabling and
resilient in making.

De Certeau (1984) observes that ‘tricks’ help #ttors to contest, subvert and disrupt sorm
in an emergent, transient and sometimes ungeddé manner. Tricks thus are resistance
mechanism that are miniature. They may take then fof everyday speaking, interacting and
walking. Tricks are not large scale resistance ramismns but are just in time assemblages seized
by the actors (De Certeau 1984).

The concept practice of everyday life is rlinative of the reflexive exercise of agency by

ordinary man as he uses ruses and tricksrdaonavent surveillance and gaze. De Certeau
(1984) argues that actors can be mistaken aasiye but upon a nuanced analysis one can
note that their actions counts as ruses, ay #re disguised as everyday practice of regula
life, yet they are transformative and concealgth the need to survive and outdo constsain

In this study ruses may take the form of lesbassing as straight to depict themselves as
straight single mothers thereby limiting challeagof homophobia, though facing challenges
of deconstructing heteronormativity. As litera&uattest, lesbians mothers face a number of
challenges as they are operating outside tha (@/all 2011). This theory in that regard can

therefore help in comprehending and elucidativey parental experiences of lesbian women
who are operating outside heteronormativity amd caught up in an identity limbo. Nelson

(2000) posit that lesbian parenthood presentsolceptual challenge to the lesbian mothers

themselves as well as to others around themint which they had to deconstruct the

26



meaning of motherhood. The path to lesbian paoemths laden with barriers (Wall 2011),
choosing to be a lesbian mother requires theretareful consideration and much planning
(Dunne 2000). As lesbian women are implicatgdfbar of mothering in a homophobic
environment from the society in general andrtfi@milies of origin in specific (Wall 2011).
The concept of practice of everyday life frahgency theory as propounded by De Certeau
(1984) was used in this study to elucidate #isdience and coping mechanisms used by lesbian

women in everyday life in face of challengésittrelate to their identities as lesbian mathe

Society is made of pathways that individualoowdd follow to pursue certain goals. For
instance, in a heterosexual society mother@o be pursued in a heterosexual family.
Anything outside this matrix is thus consideredagathy. When it comes to procreation
societies creates scripts to be pursued. ‘@pathways would be inscribed into disciplinary
society for managing, differentiating, clasgifyi and hierarchizing all apathy” (Certeau 1984
p. 6). Infact “De Certeau believed that socesyld not do without governmentality” (Wild 2012

p. 3). To him there was need for dominant ratidpdhat acted as endoskeleton of vitality for
societal coherence. He however, nevertheless thoofylsocietal members from complete

submission to this rationality, (Wild 2012), as mzan both question and affirm their societal
membership. He advances the argument for the yalmfitcommon man to escape dominant
rationality, (Wild 2012). Agency is in fact a sahbu, a kind of social plumbing by lesbian mothers.

Central to De Certeau’s proposition was thatedms erects routes that individuals should
follow in their various endeavours (in thisudy heterosexual marriage becomes the route to
procreation and motherhood). He however positeé possibility that individuals can
creatively design new paths through which tagete the interstitial spaces (Wild 2012). The
assumption is that man is amassed and endowedoaiémtialities to peruse their way through
challenges. It looks at the innovative ways usegdnple to deal with their everyday experiences.
This lens can therefore help to explain the ievste on part of the lesbian mothers to limit
panopticism and gaze as they engage in parentyngudng Agency theory the writer relates

to how individual lesbian mothers reflexively vdgfe their responses and strategies in evgryda
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life. De Certeau (1984) posited the possibilibatt individuals can try another path in spaces
regulated by panoptic procedure or network o¥aillance. This is in essence the trial by
subjects to engage in unreadable but stabiicdato the point of constructing everyday
regulation and surreptitious creativities thae arerely concealed by frantic mechanism, (De
Certeau 1984). Agency theory, practice of everydaythus concerned that in a conjecture
which is marked by contradictions between @ble pathways and individual modes of re-
appropriation individuals can engage in multiforesistance, tricky and stubborn procedures

that elude discipline.

In essence the practice of everyday life undeyency theory is that lens which view
individuals as conscious individuals with voragagproperties of innovation that improves,
invents, transform and multiply their possiieis with tactical apprehension and kinaesthetic
appropriation. These modalities and intensitiesyaccording to time and path chosen by the
agents ( lesbian mothers) but the overall @inthe agent (actors) is to peruse through and
navigate the trammelled spaces. Leshian womepitde inscriptions on parenting that runs
counter to them, (Nelson 2000) are increasioghosing to parent in openly lesbian contexts
(Wall 2011). De Certeau (1984) concept theretoedos in illustrating how lesbian women
improvise their circumstances which relates tee @f the objectives of this study whick i
to analyse how lesbian women copy with challengeey may encounter in their mothering.
Such an objective can be explicated by ushggncy theory as Agency theory looks at
how individuals (in this case lesbian mothees)st panoptic practices of procreation thay ma

be inscribed to them by the society.

Whereas both Blumer’s Symbolic interactionism dbd Certeau frameworks creates a context
for elucidating the coping strategies employgd these mothers as they experience the
phenomena, capturing the very phenomena (idefdityjation and negotiation) is more
accessible using Blumer's Symbolic InteractionisnNelson (2000) argues that lesbian
motherhood is a conflict ridden process. On theesemn, Wall (2011) avers that lesbian mothers
receive conflicting messages in this endeavAsrsuch how lesbian women navigate the path
is of paramount importance. This is where agehepity comes to the fore. A synergy of
Agency theory and Symbolic Interactionism is diséherefore as sensitizing lenses to

conceptualize how lesbians construct and nagotitheir mother identities’ in various
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situations, times and places in Harare andrallv a heterosexual societies that vilifiegls
identities. Individuals have abilities therefore mmanipulate symbols (Blumer 1969). Thus
illuminating how the meanings of motherhoodlegbian women is not inherent or essential
in nature but arising out of interpretive preses and accentuating therefore how motherhood
is not given but negotiated and deconstructed.

3.3 Conclusion
Blumer Symbolic Interactionism seeks to look iasues of social interaction, the agency of

humanity, the language used, the labels ubednteaning that actors attach to social svent
and processes. Blumer is poignant on the faat identities are fluid, so are the labaks
well as the meanings and the contexts of amer. Nelson (2000) argues that lesbian
motherhood is a conflict-ridden and complicatedcpes. On the same vein Wall (2011) avers
that lesbian motherhood is a unique process ithatlves lesbian women hearing sometimes
contradictory messages that they should not eaghot be good parents. As such how women
navigate the path to motherhood is of paramounbitapce. This is where agency theory comes
to the fore.
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CHAPTER FOUR: STUDY METHODOLOGY

4.0 Introduction
This chapter looks at the methodological, ontolaband epistemological underpinnings of the

study. The data collection techniques, data aisajy®cedure, ethical issues, study limitations
and methodological rationale is also discussed hegetail. This study explores the lived
experiences of lesbian mothers and as suclita@ued research methodology was considered
essential as it allowed the researcher toloesthe topic of this sensitive nature in@lidtic
manner in its natural settings without atténg to manipulate the context. Situational
Symbolic interactionism as an epistemologicaldition embedded in the qualitative research
paradigm was therefore considered an appropregistemological tradition to capture the
issues in detail as it allows emergent inggiriDiary methods, 1-1 unstructured in-depth
interviews and repeat interviews were used to cbdata from the field. Repeat interviews were

used to seek further clarity and insights wheresgsary.

4.1 Study area
The study was carried out in Harare metropolitatwieen June 2016 and January 2017. Harare

metropolitan constitutes a political constituenoyg grovince in its own right. It covers areas
such an Mabvuku, Tafara, Msasa park, Belvedbfleasent, Avondale, Belgravia, Mbare,
Hatfield among others. Harare is the capitdy @f Zimbabwe and is diverse in terms of
ethnicity, race, class and sexual orientatibnt® locales. As a city it might serve as botita

of struggle for identity creation and identity rieircement. It is in Harare where one can find
GALZ and Pakasipiti as LGBTI and LBTI organisatiaespectively. Zimbabwe is a patriarchal
and heterosexual society. Heteronormativity asdayf2014) has argued, offers trammelled
experiences for non-heterosexuals in Zimbabwe. iflbd€uyala (2014) is poignant to the fact
that heteronormativity does not deter homosexfram reflexively strategizing and capitalising
on their agency. Generally heteronormativity he@en sexual minorities resorting to pretence
so as to limit heterosexual gaze and susreilt as they can simply pass as heterosexuals
(Kuyala 2014). Harare therefore allows lesbian rartho attain anonymity. This existential setup
has rendered lesbian mothers to remain invisibles@se will be acting “straight”. The
experiences of lesbian mothers is different anijue from those of heterosexual women as
the latter is given epistemic validity and pleges in the mainstream society but the former

is vilified. Generally, as site Harare was ideetause it is feasible to the researcher. Asty ci
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it offers an environment of anonymity for lests as opposed to say small rural growth
point. Major LGBTI organisation and LBT organisais are located there and offers services

to lesbians and other sexual minorities.

4.2 Research Methodology and Research Design
Methodologically, this study is qualitative in negu It explores the mothering experiences of

lesbian women who lives in Harare. A detailed exggion of such sensitive issues as opined
by the researcher was best explicated Iyethodology thatis naturalistic and flexible
This necessitated the use of qualitative researthis study. Rationale for qualitative research in
this study lies on its ability to delve on the esseand ambience of the research phenomena.
Silverman (2000) observes that qualitative redeamphasises the dynamic, holistic and
individual aspect of the human experience in rthegitirety within the context of those who are
experiencing the phenomena. Denzin and Linct®94) further posit that qualitative research
is naturally situated in the context of the tiggvants and locates the observer in theadvorl
Similarly, Mack etal (2005) notes that qualitative research producegiurally specific and
contextually rich data. As for this study sitoaikl symbolic interactionism was used as a

gualitative epistemological tradition. The traditis detailed below.

4.3 Situational symbolic interactionism as an epismological tradition in qualitative
research
Confusion exists on the nature of qualitative regeaspecially that of regarding qualitative

research as if it is a single approach (Jacob 1998lowing Kuhn’'s (1970 ) use of the term
tradition as subgroups in research paradigm&rethre many varieties of epistemological
traditions one of which is concerned with how iwnlals take another perspective and learn
meaning and symbols- Situational symbolic inteoatsm. This qualitative research adopted
Situational Symbolic Interactionism as an epistagimlal tradition. It is ushered by Herbert
Blumer (1969). Blumer (1969) argues that thoi®ymbolic interactionism is a philosophical
doctrine, it can be used as a perspectivedagpr in qualitative research that can yield
knowledge. Nothing is known to humans excepttire form of something that may be
indicative of and be seen from the perspectifethe insiders. This is because the empirical
world has an obdurate character, which one tmgome to terms with. This world is

continuously recast, appears in there and nowed&ekers should respect the obdurate character
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of this empirical world. A distinction can thus moted that symbolic interactionism is both a

philosophy and an epistemological traditionr@search.

Blumer (1969) argues that symbolic interacsvonesearcher should see the empirical world
as emergent and constantly negotiated. The sisahds adept to enable robust exploration and
capturing of the field particularities. Respondeiiiave an epistemic advantage that researchers
can draw on ostensibly as in this case the areker was interested in the ways that
respondents interact and interpret their cirdamses by using symbols of motherhood and
overall how they create and negotiate meamhgotherhood. By using Situational Symbolic
interactionism, the author reasoned that thsraniinteractive and mutual relationship betwee
the researcher and the researched. The reseaat$o presented himself as an outsider who
should immense himself in the participants @ahd acquire an emic perspective. Blumer
(1969) argues that symbolic interactionismeagesearch epistemology is more of a science
of interpretation as researchers should uncower the respondents interpret their world and
construct the meanings in their worlds. Blunig969) argues that researcher do not have by
definition first-hand acquaintance with the sghef social life that he proposes to study. He
is not a participant in such life circles. He iscatsider as he lacks familiarity with what is adly
taking place in the chosen area of study. The afestudy and data collection technique is not
pinned down to anything so absolute because mergent and flaccid in nature. As this study has
shown, meanings of motherhood and meanings of edhatts as research is handled and modified
by an ongoing interactive process. In this stugylence has been credited to pursuing symbolic
interactionism as a design/epistemological traditiad philosophy simultaneously. Theoretically
and methodologically, symbolic interactionism isnswuctivism as knowledge is social
constructed and negotiated.

Symbolic interactionism constitutes a qualitatigsearch epistemological tradition in its own
right just like phenomenology, ethnography, ethethodology inter alia. There are varieties
of Symbolic interactionism designs. These includesictural symbolic interactionism, lowa
school and Chicago school. Chicago school havengeuof subgroups also. It however have a
prominent epistemological tradition/design ushdsgdHerbert Blumer. The design is known as
situational symbolic interactionism.
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This study is pursued through such an appraatdwing and accommodating for emergent
inquiries yet in a naturalistic fashion as thesearcher and the respondents interact and
engineer the inquiry process in unison. Whileppreng to collect the data using 1-1
unstructured interviews two of the respondestigigested that they would rather want the
research encounter to be an open talk betviieetvio of them and the researcher. This dovetails
Blumer‘s (1969) ideas on data collection. Blumé&®g9) argues that the maxim of symbolic
interactionism as an epistemological traditiomoisise any ethically allowable procedure that
offers a likely possibility of getting a deeppicture of what is going on. The proceduris
be adapted to its circumstances. In the aboemaso the researcher used his own judgment
and made the interviews an open talk asctnvdd have lost the respondent by clinging to a
single data collection technique. Blumer (1969uas that the data collection procedure is to be
guided by judgment of its propriety and fruitine$s.the case of Hope and Tec the data collection
procedures were adapted to circumstances asopasvision of the researcher observation and

what the respondents had told him.

This therefore entails the researcher to hthee ability and wisdom of when and how to
ask questions and to be an avid listenerasto produce a coherent narrative with share
meaning yet interesting to others. As Li (20@®)serves, this approach to sexuality is reént

to deconstruction of sexual conventions.

Situational symbolic interactionism is a qualitatikesearch design that actually influenced the
birth of another qualitative design known as grathdesearch design. Marshall and Rossman
(1989) view symbolic interactionist attributes qualitative research tradition as a preference
to inductive reasoning, implicity meaning lack standard procedure in the research. To Li
(2009) Situational symbolic interactionism seedityeas subjective, multiple, context specific and
constructed. The ontological assumption like aimy other qualitative design is that reality is
not given but subjective, multiple, contextaal well as constructed (Cresswell 1994). sThi
orientation grew in dissatisfaction with posiivitradition by emphasising that the researche
ought to interact with participants and mib& cognisant of the situational constraint$ tha
shape the inquiry (Denzin and Lincoln 2003grtourages sensitivity to settings as settings are

important during research inquiry.
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Symbolic interactionism thus pertains to qualitativesearch tradition whereby it shows
commitment to naturally occurring data in natutaipatterns (Li 2009). It is argued that the
approach then allowed the researcher to esesb behaviour like any other human behaviour
as meaning oriented as biology alone cannoa@xpie purpose of sexual behaving. Presumably,
sex therefore becomes a variable that is eshamd reshaped, constructed and deconstructed
in various social contexts and should beeustdod in those contexts so as to make sense

and meaning out of it.

A brief discussion of situational symbolic intetianism as a research design is necessary as
this will enable readership to comprehend theological and epistemological foundations
which guided this study and consequently iftough and understand the rationale behind
using situational symbolic interactionism. LiO@®) is of the view that Symbolic
Interactionism assumptions help to guide thesaesh in a controlled but fluid manner and at
the same time allowing for a means to assedsmalyse data. It is asserted by the author that
since human experience is seen as socially eanett subjective interpretation by both the
researcher and the researched becomes a inali@égearch inquiry. The reflexive quality that
is enabled to the researcher and the regpd®as they interact in knowledge production is
therefore cardinal and cornerstone in the chaoitehis research design. Knowledge is believed
to be in the ‘actors’ experience and the racsothe original source of exceptional expecen
that the researcher is interested in. Theiiggs thus more ideal as itis situated contekju

in a micro level scale.

This type of inquiry therefore enabled the aesker to reflexively engage with the partioisa
and articulate the contingent and context ifipe&nowledge that are in the respondents’
subjective meaning. It is pivotal because #dl#es one to explore the meanings and activities
which are difficulty to capture using convemtal designs ( Li 2009). This orientation is mor
interested in the emergence and maintenancelbfs it emphasises the fluid and contingent

nature of research (Longmore 1998).

There is no impervious and stringent inquireréfore in social inquiry as the respondents
behaviour is indefinite, flexible, spontaneousl atransient. Blumer (1969) thus opines that
epistemologically symbolic interactionism as esign is emergent, entailing systematic inquiry

that is consequent of direct examination of 8ubjects under study (Li 2009). Researchers
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have to expect anything in the research field duadisl consequently accommodate this emergent
situation. For emergent research scenarios ttias researcher dealt with see the
methodological challenges in this section WwelBo Li (2009) Symbolic Interactionist inquiry
therefore is ideal as it deals with the peoiatic and socially constructed nature of sexual
meaning. It is rationale therefore as Blumer @9@rgues to use ‘sensitised’ concepts rather
than empirically defined variables in researctdose by using the later one can underestimate
individual ability to create and recreate roleem one situation to another. The scholarship
of Herbert Blumer reminds researchers to adogpasonal and experientially sensitised approach

to inquiry as they interact with the respenid$ in the field.

The other salient issue in the choice of tbisign is its insistence in researchers being
explicit about the research context. That @rplavhy the researcher has attempted thraitgho
this study to narrow down the research fiplatticularities, being in a food court, moving
to a gay friendly bar and explaining even Mloene contexts in which the interviews were
done. This is important because data collectedits relevance cannot be divorced from its

contexts as Symbolic Interactionism valorisedextual particularities as primordial essentials

Consequently, the researcher is not an objedata collector (Li 2009), because he engages
in an interpretive process as he interacts wi$pondents and analyse data. What is perhaps
pertinent in the adoption of this designhe researchers interest in lesbian motheesntiites

and the meaning they attach to being motiusner in fact equated his research design to a
science of interpretation. The assumption isutaerstand the meaning the individuals make
of their life experiences than what otherdieve. In that regard the use of Symbolic
Interactionism is premised upon the attempt todeustand how individual lesbian mothers
develop their point of view by taking anoth@rgpective and learn the meaning (Denzin
1978). In a Blumerian fashion then the redearcshapes and reshapes the inquiry according
to ongoing observation and interactions anel mheaning coming out of such experiences. It
is opined then that Symbolic Interactionism afforsights into how lesbian women themselves
make meaning of and interpret their mothering astatkin their contexts.

The approach accommodates thus an impromptu fashinguiry. No one can really tell therefore
in advance the research inquiry in its totalityhefefore, researchers can attend to ‘emergent’

scenarios through improvisation. In this scena®searchers have to stand back and take a
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reflexive stance towards the meaning others lwmgo the research encounter, consequently
propelling the interaction in an unanticipatetirection. In this study the principle and
assumptions of Situational Symbolic Interactionidesign are evident. The researcher had to
engage the research in a reflexive mannerighstanding back between his various idestitie
and positionality in research and the respoisl suggestion and taping a meaning out of
the encounter to drive the research into uci@ated but necessary manner to produce
knowledge. The research encounter in which reseatdd to juggle in through sticky situations
is more attuned to Situational Symbolic Intéieism design as it attend to situations in
temporary and emergent manner. These attestationghich the researcher had to deal with

situations through improvisation is the core atamn of Situational Symbolic Interactionism.

Situational Symbolic Interactionism is perhaps @f the most used research designs in micro
sexuality studies. It is premised on the idea Hedual behaviour like all human behaviour is
symbolic (Longmore 1998). Meanings associated satkuality are therefore topics for symbolic

interactionists.

To Symbolic Interactionism as a conceptuamiaork and methodology, meaning and self-
identities have been cardinal focus as it eagjses face to face micro interactions. Consiigut
more of pragmatism and human adaptation. Situdti®yabolic Interactionism to be specific
emphasises the emergence and maintenance oin siel€e to face interactions as fluid and
contingent nature of reality is alive in thisesearch orientation. Situational Symbolic
Interactionism approach by accommodating théeterminant, impulsive and spontaneous
order and approach to sexualityis illuminatamgl has furthered understanding of interpersonal

process and personal strategies involved intiigeformation and various sexual subcultures

Denzin (1991) opines that the researcher raghehconduct and experiences of those studied
and utilises multiple observational techniquesnatural settings. Utterances and gestures are
important as are the settings of inquiry. Usingu&ibnal Symbolic Interactionism design
therefore allowed this researcher to view intamg as relational encounters in which the
researcher and lesbian mothers mutually infladnthe content and meaning of data in a co-
constructed manner. Thus this research desggvsvpeople as interpretive beings capable of

making sense of and interpreting their world.
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4.4 Sample size and Sample recruitment
Eight self-identified lesbian mothers, (currentexpectant) were recruited upon reaching data

saturation. Given the nature of this study dine fact that lesbians are a hidden pojurat
the participants were recruited using snowlsmpling. Berg (2001) is of the view that
snowballing is a purposive sampling technique thaused to locate hard to reach study
participants. Snowball sampling is sometimesrreteto as referral chain sampling, (Matkal
2005). Pettyet al(2012) and Mackt al(2005) notes that snowball sampling is a fofrmon-
random sampling in which the informants make usde their social networks to refer the
researcher to other potential participants.e fidsearcher has been working with lesbians and
gays for a period of time and has established patstetworks with some participants. In order
to recruit the participants, personal networketworks from friends as well as networks

from GALZ and Pakasipiti (an LBT women organisaj were used.

The researcher has known a single lesbian motheoléN She was recruited from such a personal
network. One of the researcher’'s friend wogts GALZ, he knows a number of lesbian
mothers. He gave the researcher contacts dtipamts who were willing to take part in
the study. Some of these participants referredabearcher to their friends. One of the partidipan
in fact liaised with the researcher’s friend anttaduced the researcher to Pakasipiti. He later

accessed participants from that network. Thus fogmore of a chain of referrals.

4.5 Strategies for data collection
Sexuality is a sensitive area of research inquiyen the fact that the area is sensitinel a

that the researcher wanted deep and detailedatatahe issue 1-1 unstructured in-depth
interviews and diary method as well as repe&trviews were used to collect data. Follow up

interviews were only carried out where necessibger

Fontana and Frey (2005) defines in-depth intenasvan open-ended, discovery oriented method
aimed at obtaining detailed information on the ¢ogfi concern. Unstructured in-depth interviews
follow a chit chat structure that allowed the reskar to gain additional information about the
phenomena. These interviews are useful espewién the researcher is unfamiliar with the
explored phenomena, (Berg 2001).Unstructured ireeivwere considered a necessity in this

study as they are flexible and more relaxedilzey take a form of natural conversation.
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Pettyet al (2012) avers that interviews are useful especighlign the researcher wants to explore
in depth individual experiences in sensitive topfoa the same vein, Maek al (2005) argues
that in-depth interviews allows for greater Jameity and adaptation between the researcher
and the participant. Unstructured interviews gittge interviewer the ability to probe deeply
and unearth issues on the phenomena ase# takhighly informal or a mere conversation

approach.

4.5.1 Diaries
Upon contemplating to explore the life expeces of lesbian mothers the researcher gave a

friend small notebooks in June 2016 to be git@rsome potential participants to diariseessu
they consider key in their decision to parentlasbian women. A lesbian from his personal
network was also given this notebook by him digeciThese diaries were distributed in June 2016
and later collected during open interviews around ef October 2016. They formed the basis
of some of the core issues that were fartbeplored during unstructured interviews. It
should be made clear here that since sormaeesdi were not returned data was generated
from unstructured interviews and repeat intewgieor open interviews alone. One participant
(Nicole) was not comfortable with open intewvge and her case as presented in chapter 5 is
solely based on the returned diary and thesdhat she had with the researcher on WhatsApp.
Consider the following scenario as it makesarckow diarising experiences by respondents
was necessary in certain ethically demandiraments. The researcher visited Nicole upon her
request to do so. As he arrived they conversedrgiyneAfter some few minutes Nicole became
silent. While the researcher was thinking throtlgh situation a cock runs through and pecked
aslice of bread onthe table and flew ovex head of the researcher, leaving some desath
At that moment Nicole requested him to comekbafter some days to collect the diary only
as the interview would make her revisit somer@siating and painful experiences. At that
moment the idea of a diary became handy and negebkavever, three participants did not return
their diaries as some considered it more tediobs.others five participants returned their diaries.
Berg (2001) reasoned also that a diary mayreated at the specific request of the researche

as a contribution to some study. Lester (139@)yes a similar worldview.

4.5.2 Unstructured interviews
Participants were asked to tell the resear¢heir background and their journey as lasbia

mothers in Zimbabwe. Participants were askedstiues on their decisions to become mothers,
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influencing factors, the implications of suahdecision on their identity as lesbians,
ways/mechanisms used to become mothers, ngaldaced as a result of becoming a mother,
coping strategies used , and overall what it neeto be a lesbian mother in Zimbabwe. As
these were unstructured interviews, they folldweore of a natural conversation and questions
were dependent on the response of the inteedeand not following any pattern. It was a
more relaxed natural conversation. The researémembers very well an encounter with Ruth.
Ruth was smoking as they conversed about the i3$iee.researcher was also enjoying some
biscuits and coffee offered by Ruth and hé&nfit Tec. In an open interview with Sarahythe
were actually in a food court, ended up igag friendly bar talking generally about how
she became a mother. The researcher and thegents laughed and giggled where necessary.
In the case of Hope and Tec, the researcheittendespondents laughed and joked about a
number of issues. Hope and Tec were not coafitetwith 1-1 open interviews as contained
in the sentiments below, however the unstructurgire of these interviews allowed the

researcher to quick fix and respond accordirghgl interviewed them concurrently:

“hah ma 1-1 interviews nemaquestionnaire kukuwadrte in research of this nature,
pane vakauya last time nemaquestionnaire, jwgt filled the yes, no, yes, no but
takatowaudza kuti research yenyu iri biaseddbse hapana chaunowana, we respond
as you want, so in this interview we just hawetalk our issues both at the same time
and we tell you that you will appreciate tfirdings”- (in research of this nature 1-
1 interviews and questionnaires are not uskfsdt time certain researchers came with
guestionnaires we just filled yes, no, yesdhuaowe told them how biased their research
was, you find nothing, we respond as they wdiated in this interview let's talk

generally as we both tell you our issues ymd will appreciate the data).

Because the interviews were more relaxed thmyded to be long, lasting between 40
minutes to 1 hour 45minutes. There was no guitisigf questions. The questions were asked
off head basing on responses given. Interestingessw/ere probed further. In fact respondents
were asked to tell the researcher about thmEithering experiences. With the permissién o
the respondents, these interviews were redow®d later transcribed. One participant only
declined being recorded. Notes were also takenlgnmeously with the recordings.
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4.5.3 Repeat/ follow-up interviews
Repeat interviews were carried out to seek clamitythe issues raised in prior interviews. These

were however very short as opposed to initial wiestired interviews. There were certain nascent
but salient issues noted in the audios and notes first interviews. These necessitated the
researcher to arrange for repeat interviews anfiroohis prior data on participants. Only 4 repeat
interviews were carried out. In one instance thsearcher wanted to seek further clarity on
factors that influenced the choice of who wasg to carry the pregnancy while the
participants were doing co-parenting. In amotkase the researcher wanted to seek clarity
on why despite identifying as lesbian a pgyint chose to go ahead and have sex with a
man so as to fall pregnant. The case oflyKedcessitated repeat interview because the
researcher wanted to seek clarity on somehef earlier discussed issues as well as sexualit
and violence that were grey and unclear hm former interview. On the last case the re$earc
sought clarity on where and when various labelsiaesl in the respondents’ lives. Vincent (2013)
is of the persuasion that a single intervieauld not yield detailed and deep accounts as
repeat interviews as the later affords ondollow up lines of enquiry missed in thesfir

interviews as well as seek clarity and verdgponses.

4.6 Data analysis techniques
Thematic data analysis method was used to andlgdetlings. Data analysis was thus established

by reading and rereading the cases. As such tleangeer was tracing recurring refrains and
synergies into concreate themes. The researcaeér tige transcribed scripts over and over to
note the emerging themes across and withiem tésponses. Silverman (2000) posits that
thematic data analysis is a way of comparing data bne respondent to the other and noting the
overall emerging themes. Analysis in qualitatiesearch can involve one arranging findings
in accordance to themesto draw key issuesisied by the participants and can be done
robustly by including direct quotes to illuggaoints,(Lester 1999). This is typically what the

researcher did during data analysis.

4.7 Ethical considerations
The ethical dilemmas of researching a topi¢cto$ nature manifest itself from the moment

of choice. Just by attempting to research answemtraveled: an area so tabooed. The researcher
remembers instances when others questioned himt dbeuown sexual orientation. The

assumption was why he is researching the ‘beast\as not one of them?’ A colleague had told
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the researcher that this area can blacklist @igrriculum Vitae. A number of colleagues also
asked if any other topics of academic andstepic value are no longer existing. At home,

his sister in-law warned him,
Yyou can end up becoming one of them oich white guy can buy you Off

The assumption is that homosexuality isitg@ily contagious and thatit is also motedt
by material gain. Off course these assumptians not the focus of the thesis but they
indicate the methodological and ethical plagidit the area the researcher was setting his
academic foot on. The research ethics paid pdatiattention to during the field study are

detailed below.

Researchers sometimes are themselves caught upreéb af decisions. Participant observation
could have added insights. The researcher was tapglin a web of decisions with regard to
partake in parenting, being a sperm donor, médr sort of. This was however revoked for
ethical, professional and marital reasons. Ofrg®unerely as a researcher that could have
added insights but validity of responses by pgudéints could have been mediated by this
relationship. At the same time there was mognipressure from the his fiancé, prospective
wife to revoke such a scholarly inquiry. Thestgprevailed. But researchers engaging in topic
of this are not only caught in the ‘typicadthics such as consent, confidentiality eteet
But they are also cornered to strike a balabeaveen moral and ethical demands as well
as the validity of the data putting into o@@;nce the impact of their research inquiro in

the future.

Berg (2001) observes that social scientists dehte social lives of other human beings and
for this reason they have an ethical obligatidny study that involves human contact should
regard research ethics as essential and musttgsotine wellbeing of the research participants
(Macket al2005). This study therefore is not immunesdoh ethical standards of research
conduct. In particular research ethics sucinfasmed consent, debriefing, confidentialitydan
ongoing consent were considered in this stBdych (1994) argues that concerns about ethics

revolve around issues of harm, consent, privacycandidentiality.
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Because one’s sexuality is a private andfidential matter the researcher had an ethical
obligation to maintain the participants priva@nonymity and consent. Because of stigma and
discrimination and the politicized nature okit sexuality the researcher therefore regghrd
respondents as a vulnerable population. No htrnparticipants meant participants will not
suffer any psychological and physical harm aagesult of participating in the study for
instance through blackmailing or them gettiagested or followed up by the police or
police searching their homes or police raidimgresearcher and the participants which is
an occasional occurrence in Zimbabwe where meesnbof the Central Intelligence
Organisation (CIO) sneak in, arrest and raigoadents’ homes. These occasional raids makes
participants to do background check and as stidhkes a long time to reach rapport with
them as they are suspicious that the researcharsas well be a member of the Central
Intelligence organisation.

4.7.1 Informed consent
The researcher in all cases explained tlseareh focus, pros and consto the respondents

in agreed language, Shona and English in aésaThe respondents were told that no mhteria
benefits accrue as a result of their pagdtton. The researcher sought informed consent from
the participants through word of mouth, (oral canisby clarifying the purpose of the research. It
meant that no formal records of their exiseens in place (Berg 2001). This was necessary
for security reasons given the violations of thegury of sexual minorities by the ununiformed
police in Zimbabwe.

Informed consent involved the researcher disclodigyidentity. It involved him telling
participants his educational, professional atiohic background so that they know fully who
they are consenting to. This was done in #&lrinews but specially reference is going @o b
made to Hope and Tec cases. As detailed elsewthereesearcher met Hope and Tec at their
work place. He had visited their co-worker who walling to participate in the study. By the
time the researcher reached the workplace veéa® not in. She phoned Hope and Tec to help
the researcher with responses. They told the r@serawho they are and wanted to know him
likewise. The thought of someone interested initgsbm was farfetched to them. They told the

researcher that they rarely know someone of Shdhaice group interested in studying
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homosexuality. This is of course their assuomstbased on their knowledge of utterances

made by the Zimbabwean president.

The situation however gave the researcher anrupgpe. The researcher is a Zimbabwean by
birth but he belongs to the Malawi descent. Thepoedents joked about the researcher and
told the researcher that Malawians are ‘fragided and ‘open’ people. This enabled rapport.

The researcher reflected on his multiple identiéiesvell. He told the respondents that he was
a student and had researched a topic of ainmature during his undergraduate studies. H

once did consultancy work on gays. To the respatsdeat enabled them to see him as an insider
researcher. His interest in the topic and hissatiancy work made them to treat him as ‘one
of them’. To them he was now more of a 'gagearcher despite the fact that he is

heterosexual.

In that regard, the researcher was invokinghisonal reflexivity, that is his values, netst,
beliefs and commitments as they can influetive research process. The researcher also
invoked epistemological reflexivity as a symbotesearcher, that made him view Tec and

Hope as interractants and the research astaractive process that is emergent in nature

Explaining the focus of the research was [Bed on eliminating instances that respondents
will feel they have been tricked into papating. In other words the researcher was trying

maximize informed consent. As informed consentmae&inowing consent of the participants
to participate as an exercise of their choieg tis independent of any forms of manipulation,

malice or illicit inducements (Berg 2001).

Sex and sexuality are very sensitive areas of ac@daquiry. In fact it is an ethical minefield.
Mudavanhu (2010) posits that sex is a sensitivea and even the marital act of coitus is
indirectly referred to in many African countriesluding Zimbabwe. This sexual secrecy motif
indicates much gatekeeping and less public disonsHiissues related to it. Informed consent is
one of the fundamental ethics without which actegarticipants is implicated. It is a mechanism
for ensuring that people understands well whatéans to participate in a study so that the
can consciously decide whether or not to paaia, (Macket al2005).
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Informed consent was crucial in this study ae acan discern in the methodological and
ethical challenges below,( this chapter) thatrimfed consent can affect the data produced and
or the failure to produce data. Participantated the researcher to fully disclose hisntdy
regardless of the fact that they knew the owée had given him their contact detailed s

researchers comments above on his multiplatiicks).

4.7.2 Ongoing consent
The researcher also paid particular attention goorg consent. The respondents were told that

they have a right to withdraw from the stublp one did. There was necessity in seeking
ongoing consent as the researcher had to halewf ups after collecting the diaries and
conducting initial unstructured  interviews. Omgp consent was also necessary during
unstructured interviews as they were long. Theeaesher was also conscious of nonverbal
communications as a way to assess ongoimgeod. He remembers a case when a partner
to a respondent started fidgeting and laughimgontrollably as they had the interview. He
told her that the interview was almost daaed she smiled with sigh of relief and told
the researcher that she was surely stuck iagyafor her partner as the interview wasglo

Of course this was at their house, in thiiing room but they like any other peopliso
want privacy and it was on a weekend, § tizey could have spent relaxed as partners
away from their work. Ongoing consent wasestal because one can consent to being
interviewed during initial interviews but thaloes not necessarily mean she is comfortably

with the researcher constantly following hey for clarity.

4.7.3 Confidentiality
Confidentiality of the participants was ensuredibing pseudo names of the participants’ choice.

Berg (2001) argues that confidentiality is attempt to remove all potentially identifying
characteristics related to the study partimipaRespondents pseudo names of choices were
used in the data presentation and analystepe one case where the participant did not
mind using her original name as she is already to the public. Some participants (Hope
and Tec) even requested the researcher togehhair educational qualifications as theg ar

few popular lesbian mothers in Zimbabwe.
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4.7.4 Debriefing
The researcher debriefed participants for two negasd o ascertain the validity and reliability

of the responses and avoid misrepresentingptrécipants. Typed and transcribed text were
sent to respondents to verify if the researchad not misinterpreted them. This was meant
to avoid researcher bias interfering with tparticipants data. It was a way of safeguarding
data validity and reliability. A friends wadsa given the transcribed text to go through.

close friend from the LGBTI community wasven the scripts to draw his analysis. This
was compared with that of the researcheriareinerged that they had captured similar
themes except only that he emphasized thettdiquotes were essential in avoiding loss
of meanings in data as quotes can enhahedively nature of the research naturalistic
tendencies. Choosing a gay guy and friend ywesmised on the fact that he knew these

respondents in detail and can correct theareber on certain issues.

4.8 Methodological and ethical challenges
The methodological and ethical issues encountesedhb researcher is briefed here. The

researcher explained the research focus top#récipants in vernacular and were offered an
opportunity to ask questions and seek claHtwever, the research encounter raised nascent
methodological and ethical issues. One participalaisorated and revealed during the interview
her discomfort with ‘conventional’ research agpmhes such as questionnaires, semi structured
interviews and structured interviews ( Seeieartcomments on page 38, where a respondent

argued against one on one in-depth interview).

She further elaborated ethical issues involvedha dtudy. She was also very clear on how
sexuality in Zimbabwe is an ethical minefield:

“We don't just allow anyone to come to thiplaand as for you when our friend
phoned us, we just looked at each othergfrefg to other colleagues in the room)
and when we were told Raymond! We just asketh®ay! Where from? ,because there
are security issues sowe do a lot of baakgdocheck here”

In as far as the ethics are concerned sheglaoephasis in what she called ‘public’ ‘out’
lesbian mothers in Zimbabwe. It is imperatatethis juncture to mention that the research

had to do a sort of ‘quick fix’ and engineerwfdhis inquiry. In the above scenario the research
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ended up not using 1-1 unstructured interviews. iAterviews remained unstructured as the

respondents conversed over the issue and gaveotatturns.

Another ethically demanding scenario was the rebesencounter with Nicole. Nicole had made
arrangements with the researcher, she actuelyed the researcher to come over to her
place. As they were talking something crossed hiednier eyes turned red, she was almost about
to cry. As the researcher and the participant weeted something ‘dramatic’ happened. A cock
runs from outside and pecked a slice of bread ertdble, leaving some feathers on his head.
While trying to interpret the whole scenaricdaraught in between exasperating scenarios
Nicole asked the researcher to leave her ‘ aland’ come a few days to collect the diary a
her contribution to research as the intervieaden her feel ‘uncomfortable’. He obliged. These
are ‘emergent’ situations that no qualitative resedextbook can prepare a researcher. But the
researcher has to engage in what Blumer is hituational symbolic interactionism
methodology termed ‘ sensitivity’. The researdh&s to juggle between the two scenarios and
decide between losing the participants becthese wanted to be interviewed concurrently
and or losing Nicole’s contribution because skeno longer willing to have 1-1 unstructured

interview but to diarise her story.

There was a concern among the respondentgorty about being ‘used as research objects’
and to verify the identity of the research@hey also had curiosity as to why he was
researching an area that is so tabooed.r®sgondent even asked why the department of
sociology and social anthropology would alldwn to research such a sensitive topic. In
fact suspicion of researchers’ identity in rese@glthe sexual minorities is evident in Zimbabwe,
(Kuyala 2014). This is due to the fact thatmbers of the Central Intelligence Organisation
clandestinely sneak into and ‘investigate’ thévaie lives of sexual minorities and inmso
instances raid their workplaces and homes. Tispision and curiosity resulted in the
researcher declaring his identity which howevawveg him a leverage as discussed elsewhere
in this methodology. The placidity and fragilitof researching on and with a vulnerable
population such as lesbians have already beadent in the researcher’s former studies
during his undergraduate and that had evercetl’ him to go earlyinto the field so s

reach rapport and built trust with variousp@ndents.
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Participants took long to respond. Sarah, a ppaint actually told the researcher that alas
‘afraid’ to participate. Her friends also did rparticipate out of ‘fear’ despite them being lesbia
mothers. Sometimes the potential respondents igncaids and one participant went as far as
blocking the researcher on WhatsApp. An inforrohht with a participant later revealed that
they ( participants) in some instances delitedyaignored the researcher as means testing
tap into his patience and authenticity astadent. One of the participants was actually
baffled by the researchers suggestion toisgianer mothering experiences, she did not hav

‘time’ to quote her as writing was tediousher.

Finding a very conducive place was alwaysallenge especially when the participant was
still in the closet at home and at the sam® not comfortable going to the researche
place of residence. For other participants cosateons were done at their homes and work
place in their closed offices. One instanee when the researcher was invited by a
respondent to come to Joina city. Upon hisvalr it was decided that changing the lcmati
will be good as the inns were staring camdimsly at the researcher and the respondents.
The area was also overcrowded. The researcheharghrticipant moved to a gay friendly bar.
The researcher and the participant actually occupitable of 3. They conversed over the issue
but because Sarah’s butch appearances Inns lodkéietra continuously. The conversation
proceeded and was recorded. Music background chedrd from the background of that audio.
The conversation was more in riddles so asinuot Inns getting the meaning and essence of
the conversation. Notes were not taken toidamnaking the conversation a formal to the
Inns as taking notes in a bar can raise sispaf an investigation going on, which the bar

security officers would obviously want to know of

Methodologically speaking participants werddtdy the researcher that he was only
interested in lesbian mothers. In a certainecasworkmate wanted to participate in the
research but her friends, prior respondentd toér that she was not eligible as she was
not yet a lesbian mother. In another case apsoticipant warned the researcher not to interview
A as A was still in identity crisis. In such issueven participants animosity amongst themselves
can also be an issue in recruiting the respotsd as the referrals can avoid the distar@ o

in their choices of snowballing future respamtse
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4. 8 Study limitations
The limitation of this study relates to tli@ct that it is qualitative in nature asclsuit

cannot be generalised to a different contextee Tesearcher tried as much to locate white
lesbian mothers but they were not forthcomagysuch the research is highly composed of
black Zimbabweans. Only one coloured lesbian migibdicipated. The use of snowballing may

result in participants referring the researchemtioer friends of similar experiences, thereby

blurring heterogeneity of participants. In thisdstut resulted in participants being especially

black, shona and of Christian origin.
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CHAPTER 5: DATA PRESENTATION

5.0 Introduction

This section is only intended to present data ftbenfield as it relates to lesbian mothers in
Zimbabwe. The data was collected using variousst@s already indicated. Participants’
demographic data is presented using tablel bel@weMer, detailed data presentation is made

using case by case presentation.

5.1 Data presentation
Data presented in this study as elaborateelblsre, ( chapter 4) was collected from 8 women

who self-identify as lesbian mothers in Harard. fames used in this presentation and data
analysis are fictitious except otherwise stateldeyltherefore do not identify with a real individlua
out there even if coincidence may happen. Dataao#lected using open in-depth interviews,
repeat interviews, and diaries. In some casgmneent information was collected through
unstructured interviews and repeat interviewsuostructured interviews and diary methods

or a dyadic or tripartite combination of thesethods.

Table 1: Participants’ demographic information

Name Age Occupation Level of | Religion Location
Education

Euan 30 Customs Tertiary Christianity| Mtpleasent
Officer

Tec 31 Accountant Tertiary ChristianipyMsasa park

Ruth 32 Revenue O Level Christianity] Greendale
Collector

Tamia 32 Human Tertiary Christianity| Mabvuku
Rights
Activist

Sarah 31 Personal Tertiary Christianity| Tafara
Assistant

Kelly 48 Administrator] O Level Christianity] Belvedere

Nicole 32 Prison A level Christianity| Mufakose
Officer

Hope 42 Personal Tertiary Christianity| Glenview
Assistant
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5.1.1 Ruth Mathews
Ruth is a single mother. Ruth have one child. Ske‘butch’ lesbian. Her one and only daughter

is 6 years old. The term ‘butch’ is in quotes beeadespite the fact that Ruth is butch she made it
clear during the interview that she is not comfoleavith labels at all. Ruth was clear that people
may look at her family and frown at it awmisqualify it as a family because it doest n
have a father and a mother but she neveghelegards it as a family. Ruth elaborated that
there is nothing different from her family and atfemilies. Ruth’s story is one of its kind as due
to societal norms of heteronormativity she triedpieetend’ to have an opposite sex partner as
having a same sex partner is vilified. The reladtop however accidentally resulted in her falling
pregnant. She did not decide or plan to be a motties is captured in the sentiments below.

“1 didn’t decide to be a mother, it sort of just paped, because of stigma you try to fit

into the society, because same sex relationshipsiot allowed | had a guy to ‘display’

so that | can show people that | have a rpmyd. | had this guy, we were dating.... It

just happened. We did not really sit down and saywant a child...”

She disclosed her sexual orientation in Augustylaat in 2016 to her eldest aunt at a funeral, the
aunt later told others about it. Her aunt accepitedfact that she is lesbian and said she cannot
change her orientation. She had a child beforeladis her sexual orientation. One of the
challenges as she explained is that of heterorvitya as people expects her to be married
and not to be a single mother,
“Because people see you got a child, you not n@rpeople start to suspect something,
and they never hear of your boyfriend... people algmect you to be married...but | don'’t
mind it, | work and | support my kid. | don’t repn any one. | keep and mind my own
business and can’t involve other people.....”
The participant was probed further to understansh# had any challenges from the leshian
community. She puts it across in the following way,
“The challenge from the lesbians’ community besidld®ing small is that we pull each
other apart. But generally lesbians have childraglm because of various reasons. But as
for me | have never been asked why | hawhidd while being a lesbian”.
Even though people sometimes question the ‘lagdian identity of a lesbian who is a mother

the case of Ruth is different. She explained tihat Isad a child before disclosing her sexual
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orientation to the lesbian community and the comityusat large. When she had a child people
just viewed her as a single mother and treatedser single mother. When she came out of the
closet to the lesbian community she was alreadynother as such many did not mind her
being a lesbian mother. She explained further,marrative is illustrative of the fact that
being a mother makes ones’ identity to becatnabted as a lesbian but in her case she was
just viewed as a single mother and thus raianchild out of wedlock. Presenting herself as
a regular single mother prevented her from beangictim of homophobia and lesbophobia as
her lesbianism was not known to people.
“When people know that you are a lesbian and hakid people can think you are lying,
but that’s not it. You can chose to have child an bave the child accidentally....in my
case things did not become difficulty because Intasit, no one knows that | was inclined
to girls, so to people it was like she is now ameofust like that...| never had a situation
where someone asks me why | had a child asslaiale even though that happens, in the

lesbian community people just know that | havehiéd but so what ...".

Ruth never saw same sex people much in the publicsa ended up forcing herself into a
heterosexual relationship so as to fit into theetgcThe then boyfriend later discovered.
“He later discovered that | had a same sex relalig, though it was a long distance one. He was
angry. He later confronted me and told me abousexyal orientation”.
Ruth was not married to the aforementioned boyttiéds a result she had to take care of the child
as a single mother. She explained.
“It was sort of degrading he thought like I am lowkdown on him. He eventually got to
accept it. Right now he is living with the chilehse last year. We talk and discuss parenting
and we both love the child. | had been living wile child ever since her birth. | have a
same sex partner but my kid just knows her as auutt,| don’'t know if she really
understands what it means to be aunt”.
In as far as the issue of lesbianism and motloelhis concerned she did not face homophobia
or have her lesbianism doubted as she wasstrpgted as regular, ‘normal’ and everyday
single heterosexual mother. To many people in ttien small town of Mvurwi it was just like

she is a heterosexual single mother in generahahd single lesbian mother.
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Ruth say she is likely to face one challenfiedisclosing her sexual orientation to her
daughter:
“how | am going to explain my sexual orientatiomty child because the child is growing
up and | always wonder when and how | will tell hémnwouldn’t want my child to resent
me, | want her to love me and just see me as ma@pitéebeing lesbian”.
Being a lesbian mother in her extended family watsanchallenge because the family is already
distant to her. Her parents are deceased and npressurizes her to settle down or asks her why
she had a child while she is lesbian. This is hbgvguts it across.
“It's never really an issue that | had a baby wedhather issues not sexual orientation
that affected our relationship and we don’t talkanhuBut | don’t want my kid to go through
the experience that | go through as a lesbian, dhhihave a thick skin but deep down
stigma affects us. We are not hating anyone ofiagefom someone...but | don’t want a
situation yekuti vanhu vanenge vakamuvhurira magigoyour mother is lesbian...being
a lesbian or leshian mother don't live the way geapant you to live..., live the way you
want to live regardless of your orientation, bedno yourself. £To my extended family
having a baby has never been an issue. We weeaglhe an emotional and geographical
drift, though not because of my sexuality. | do want my child to experience stigma as |
do as a lesbian. | do not want my child to &evictim of homophobia because of my
lesbianism. As lesbians and lesbian mothers Ipesipould live an authentic live
regardless of what people say and expect eir kikes).
As Ruth puts it across she would want a situatiositt down and talk to her child, she however
appreciates that there is no right moment or tieeahbse the child might already be knowing about
her sexuality while assuming she does not. “| waudoht a situation to sit down with her and tell
her but there is no right moment and time becabsargght be knowing it already and you may
be surprised to find out that she knows about iids are kids and can find out”.
Ruth just minds her business and by that way avouash issues with people who may question
her true lesbian identity while she is a mother.

5.1.2 Tec
Having been married for 7 years, Tec latteunfb“out” that she loves other women and had

to part ways with her husband, the fatherhtr 13 year old daughter. That shocked her
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extended family and they tried to arrangetla@r marriage for her, but she turned them
down. She identifies her immediate family aay‘'driendly” and had “embraced lesbianism”
as opposed to her extended family who cosfuser sexuality as being driven by the love
of ‘money’ and gossip about her sexuality: “ytigossiped about me at the funerals and
everywhere and had tried to get me marriecheiV| refused they always say | divorced
my husband because | had found a rich woman”.
She explained that she became a mother heerosexual marriage and had a good
relationship with her husband but latter “ fouadt that she is lesbian and had to separate
with the husband. However, she is now living irogpenly lesbian relationship. She felt as relaxed
as she told the researcher that,
“I fell in love with this guy and we had a goodaebnship, we settled down and | got
pregnant and had a beautiful baby girl, howeveumgabout 7 years later | started to see
and | find out that it wasn't me. | was someongals someone who wanted to be in a
relationship with another woman. So | had a balfgred find out about my sexuality and
then parted ways with my husband”.
She emphasised normalcy and similarity of her ssemefamily to a heterosexual family. As she
is currently living with her partner her dgatier once called her partner aunt but nowscall
her by her first name. “l think we are justdilany other family. Just like the heterosexual

families only that we are two women of the same.sek

She was probed to explain if she had any challeages lesbian mother from her immediate
family. Tec explained the optimism and hope as aglsupport and acceptance that she got from
her immediate family. Tec’s immediate family hadmalized lesbianism and homosexuality and
being a lesbian mother did not present her withhmeltallenges to the immediate family as a
result. She explained,
“In our family we normalized lesbianism because efger sister is lesbian and so my
immediate family is not baffled by that and thegeqat the way the things are and even my
kid understands that, and even if someone of tpesife sex comes she will give you this
weird look like what about aunt! (Aunt is referertoéher same sex partner)”.
Such experiences in which the child feels jealow knows of mother sexual orientation to Tec

shows that the child really understand just likgaare in the family that she is lesbian and accept
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the way things are and that she has got two motlsrs was asked issues of disclosure in the
family and how that could have affected her parentShe demonstrated that she did not really sit
down and told the family that she is lesbian betfémily just started to suspect and accepted it
and gave her support as she repeated how leshiaisormalized in the family and how even a
small child in family knows and accepts that ag pad parcel of the family.
Tec demonstrates the close interaction that talee® petween the child and her partner as well
as the change in terms and labels used to iddmifpartner in their same sex family.
“they would interact and talk and sometimes you'dewen know what's going on, at first she
would refer to her as aunt and these days | thiekis no longer satisfied with that and she now
calls her by her real name”.
Tec upon being probed to describe what is reallgmado a lesbian mother to her she explained
the joy that comes with the identity of being aias mother.
“ | think in terms of not just being a mother, bading a lesbian mother is a unique and
joyous experience, other lesbians who want to becarothers and are failing and going
to South Africa they look up to you and say woodflu are lesbian and mother at the
same time, it's something other lesbians are a®pto become”.
The respondent also highlighted the social stigma& the child sometime faces. She recalled an
incident when her 13 year old daughter came fronosicand told her that some students made
fun of her and told her that she does not havéhafand a mother but instead have “two mothers”.
Tec upon probed as to how she coped with similpeegnces illustrated that she had had to let
go those situations and did not confront the bsilae school because to her that could actually
open “ a sack of problems” as it will mean that shk be disclosing her identity at the school
and the child could suffer more. She explainedu$tjtold her kuti ah siyana navo vanopenga-
meaning, just leave those insane bullies”.
The researcher asked that participants if theaaything from her journey as a lesbian mother that
she wanted to tell him. She had this to say
“I think sometimes as lesbian mothers we havedbuble burden of being a mother and
being a lesbian, sometimes a gap is created betyeeeand other lesbians who are singles
and do not want to have children who then askdikés she a real lesbian if she had sex

with a man and have a child”.
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She continued to elaborate how just the identityesbian mother is sometimes viewed as an
anomaly by other lesbians. She recalls how sheotiret lesbian mothers are labelled festile
lesbians-meaning those lesbians who bears children with mat of penetrative vaginal sexual
intercourse while crossing the sexual script. As glits it across, it is a label that questions thei
‘true’ lesbian identity. Like lesbians are confineoimewhere to act and behave in a certain way
and once they fail that they become suspects, ofdrdentity confused individuals”, [Data from
an interview with Tec on 2 Nov 2016].
Tec also reminded the researcher of her experieftbethe extended family. She recalled an
experience when her aunties had to organize aagarthat she turned down and how she suffered
stigma,
“There was a moment when someone was arranged ty marand | turned that down
and people will always talk at the funerals andestplaces like ndivo kavaya vekuramba
murume nokuti vakawana mukadzi ane mari and pesilii¢hink like you are lesbian by
choice and you are doing it for money!”
Translated that means, there was a moment whenreéagewas arranged that Tec rejected and
at social gatherings extended family members withor behind her back that she turned down a
marriage with a man because she is in love wiiklalesbian and that could give an impression

that she is a gold digger, a lesbian by choice ishast pursing materialism not real love.

5.1.3 Hope

Hope is a lesbian mother of one to a 22 year otdvgioo is currently doing his studies at one of
the local tertiary institutions. She ‘faked’ fal§jin love with a man and ‘manipulated’ him to sleep
with her and impregnate her. When she became pnégha had to ‘break up’ with the man. He
later discovered that she just wanted him to gemahchild. She was never married before and
has only cohabited with her same sex par®iee. has always dreamt of being a mother
and explained being a mother as “becoming mes.[&its it acrossin the following sentiments,
“ The fact that | had fulfiled my parentalxpectations, I had gone to school and had
graduated and was now working | wanted to berane. | wanted to become true to myself

and my mother supported me”.
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In terms of how she became a mother, Hope hadeteed and became a mother througte*
natural way. The researcher was interested in understandivag 8he meant bylfte natural way”
and probed further for the participant to recaldl alescribe to him the whole experience. She
recalled ‘falling’ in a ‘manipulative’ relationshigith a man Repeat Interview dajaHe, as she
puts it ‘Unfortunately’ passed away some time laBre elaborated that:
“I fell in love with a man and had sex so as todme pregnant, but he discovered later
that | had used him to fall pregnant, but he latsrepted that | am lesbian and didn’t seem
to mind it. In terms of parental rights and obligathe was not involved because he sadly
passed away”.
She described how she become a mother infdhewing quote: “ | wanted to become a
mother and had to have sex with a man. tb&dll’ in love so as to become pregnant”. Hope
was probed by the researcher to explain howpitkesdentifying as lesbian she had to sleep
with a man. In her response Hope was elabdtae her sexuality and sexual behaviour are
not the same thing and should be treated Is@wio her she had to be in “manipulative”
relationship to become pregnant. She explainecehienthat “ he found out that | used him
to become pregnant. He accepted that but wasiwalvied in parenting as he unfortunately passed

away”.

Both Hope and her partner are treated asnparby his son, only except that terminology
and labels used had been in a process ofsaoeshifts with regard to time and contexts
Hope explained the relationship between hernparand her son as sort of that of a co-
mother and son but was clear on the transiaod negotiations of this relationship along
the way. This is contained in her sentimenth€ is more like a co-mother but at first(he
son) simply addressed her as aunt and la#tged calling her Blaz( slang for brother), ahd
was like really! He wants to call my partner blaghese days they call each other blaz and are
both comfortable with that”.

The researcher wanted to know of parental reldtipnsetween the child and the ‘other’ mother.
Hope revealed that her partner is treated athenthough how her son addressed her partner
has been changing as he used various teamderttify the other mother. This as Hope
chronicled was influenced by the interactiongl tamiliarity between her son and the partner

and the consequent closeness of their reltipnThis is narrated in her sentiment below:
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“My son treats us as both parents, more like maamallmama?2 and he would address my
partner as aunt the first days and as they conkadw each other he started to be more
open to her to an extent that they might talk aadgehtheir secrets without me knowing.
He can even talk about his academic needsetowithout my knowledge becoz she
is a parent to hinand vatosvika pakujairana zvekuti | think zvainmeeera mazuva
ekutanga kuti aiti aunt to my partner because shmitch and | think as a result he adjusted
and saw kuti calling her aunt because she is butah not fitting and these days anooti

kwaari blaz, and to me the first days | was likallsg......".

The researcher probed further on the variousesssurrounding the seeming shifts in labels
of Hope’s partner as a co-mother. She chlesidt below, “ Since she is my partner |
think that is why my son had to call hem& but as he grew up they started to imeco
more intimate and he found it very difficuit tall her aunt and had to call her b
she is more butch..”. In a repeat interview Hope was very clear loa fact that her partner is
only addressed as Blaz when they are at hangen public places and other social gatlgerin
the partner is addressed as Blaz T, which é@mbination of the co-mother’'s real name and
her label Blaz as simply using the labelzBlean be unease at gatherings as it has
masculine connotations. This is how she putsrdss; “ They both address each other as Blaz,
but at other places my partner addresses mybsomis name and my son addresses her as

Blaz T to avoid people to focus on why shecadled blaz .

She disclosed her sexuality to her family and wagpted regardless of her being lesbian. She did
not disclose to her familyover a conference table or meetings she put it. Her parents found
out on their own that she is lesbian and her matheepted it first and then introduced her partner
to the family. The partner is now known to the iignand to the parents. Hope and the partner
had good times before the mother passed away. &targy since then has been integrated in the
family and takes part in family funerals and othedated issues such as picking up the kid from
school.

Hope in terms of having faced any challenges &slaidn mother vehemently points out that she
cannot lie that she faced many challenges. Shegubwut that she actually finds much support

from her partner and her 22 year old son who aecepis mothers’ familial setup. The fact that
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Hope and her partner are both employed and couldyp the child at school and help raise the
child was an advantage to her. She equated theierpe to more like co-parenting as the parents’
shares parental duties regardless of who is ‘budcHemme’. Just like heterosexuals the parents
are just parents as she puts it across.
The child understands the mother sexual identititha fact that their family is ‘not’ any different
from heterosexual families and might be betterimffome instances. This is how she puts it
across:
“My son is someone who accepts the fact that hetstyo mothers and sometimes he
would joke about a beautiful potential girlfrierml ime being around in the neighborhood.
He is someone who knows that despite being intadagamily he might be better off than
someone who is in a heterosexual family asihevell catered for interms of his
needs despite having lesbian parents. He chnyda that | have never gone hungry

because | have lesbian parents.... There is rgpthat takes away his parents abilities...”

Hope continually emphasised that she has not faballenges overall as a lesbian mother. She
pointed to the support from the partner, the chid the parents and recalled the fact that her
parents were in love with the child because sheth@dinancial capacity of raising the child and
because she had met their expectations. This cdrsterned from the sentiments below:
“I thought of having a child at around 20 years d&w®tause | had met my parents
expectations which was going to school and passmbfinding a job there was nothing
that was going to stop me now from becoming meg¢kvis becoming a mother. My mother
also understood the fact that | had the finan@gkcity to raise a kid and she was like all
thumbs up and before she died she was in love th@hgrandchild. She introduced my

partner to the family and everyone knows her now”.

Hope illustrated that being a lesbian motherneg as gloomy and dark as some experiences
are worth enjoying and remembering, “ it's raltvays about challenges, challenges, there are
brighter moments as lesbian mothers, having a ¢pkid and partner and those memorable times

and events we share and if there is a lesbianwamn to have a kid | will tell her to do so right

away”.
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Hope’'s son was once a victim of homophobiaabse he is in a lesbian family and she
would recall a moment when her son was approaciiedadhild who was inquisitive and wanted
to know much about his mother’s sexual orientatisshe puts it across:
“There was a kid who approached my son and askedatiy | always hang up with the
other women. | think that kid up to now regret agkihat. My son is very confrontational
and defensive. He stands up for himself. He bedahehild and | think even some who
would want to know something about his mother ast gcared off, and just by the fact

that he is a young man doesn’t make him more vabilerto stigma by other people”.

As for the family chores and division of domestbdur Hope says it is more egalitarian. As she
points out,

“we share responsibilities equally, someone can @uaksomeone can pick the child
from school hakuna zvekuti ndini baba ndini améicaurse | am talking from my own
experiences which might be different from the @rpee yevamwevo malesbians anogona
anemumwe anotozviti ndini baba mumba muno, degptéact that my partner is butch
she doesn’t mind sharing chores equallyw¢ share responsibilities equally, someone
can cook and someone can fetch the child &dmool. Despite my partner being butch
no one claims to be the father or mother, ofrse this relates to my experience which
can be different from those who may have thether-father roles in their lesbian
families).

Hope associate being a lesbian mother with famythat whole experience to her is something
that regardless of homophobia cannot be revoiedhanged as she remains a parent. She
pointed that below,
“Being a mother is something amazing, it's justradescribably moment and identity. You
cannot really explain what it means to be a lesbiather even Mugabe himself cannot
take away my child. He is part of me. He is pamgfflesh that is living. To my parents |
had to pretend but to him | could not pretend dehny true identity and | had been true
to him and he understands me. Just to have sonvdomelepends on you for everything

as a parent feels good”.
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5.1.4 Euan
Euan has been thinking of being a mother for a leergpd of time now. She is someone who

had been trying to have a child for the pastears. She is planning to have a child through
artificial insemination. Finances had been notinng up and this explained her failure to
be a mother. She is thinking that if any aopyaty arises she would engage in co-pangnti
with the other partner. They had discussed ggeisumerously. The partner had raised concerns
of having resemblance and biological affinity ttesthe child. Euan resolved that they could
adopt another child so that both could feehnsmted to the children. She raised the diffjcul

of adoption however in Zimbabwe.

Since Euan and her partner had been failingiisg money to have artificial insemination she
is not left with an option butto have someowillingto be a sperm donor. As Euan nadate
“we would want someone willing to be a sperm donafgrably a gay guyAs Euan puts it they
want a tleangayguy’ to be a donor. The researcher probed into the is$t emerged that Euan’s
meaning of a ‘clean gay guy’ was double barrelledneant that the guy was supposed not to
be infected with any STIs. Clean also meant &sredrrated ‘not a father already’, sort of
parentally clean.

A gay guy was ideal to Euan because it mael@ss drama. Someone who is heterosexual
might be married and his wife may discovhatthe is the father of their child and that
might cause a scandal. She will be treated milege small house of some sort, a thing sh
is not prepared to do. A gay guy is alsofgreble because like a lesbian they have social
stigma to deal with and are both scornedhénsiociety, limiting the chances of them being
in parental loggerheads because they wouldrgmgt to limit public disclosure of their
sexuality.

A gay guy is more likely to be devoted to tild because he is not likely to be having
children elsewhere and that would mean full catrment as well as no divided financial
responsibility, entailing they could raise tpe child together with full parental support o
all the parents, material and moral wise. rEoarrated that this is necessary becaukse, °

wouldn't wantto raise a kid that is not wellken care of'.
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As she put it finances has been the majdtesige in her failing to have a child. This
how she puts it across, ‘if it wasn't formay | would have had 3 or more childrebhe
further emphasised that money is a challenge because we can't adopthave donor
insemination without money, give us money ard ae good to go'.

Euan parents are looking forward to being grandgareThey have been asking for one in fact.
This is despite the fact that they knew abber sexual orientation. When she came to
Harare the parents found a letter in her roamfher girlfriend and they came to know about
her sexual orientation through that letter. Iswlayears ago. They had been a bit extreme about

it but they have really changed and have aowraced the reality.

She wants insemination either clinical or seffemination because she wants the kid to be
more like her and to be related to her throbgiod. This could be attested in the foilogv
sentiment, ‘ | think anyone wants to have adhiho looks more like them or their partner’.

She expressed the need to raise a child in a teasphobic environment. If finances allow they
would want to go and live outside Zimbabwearess homophobic context. However, she
thinks she is not more exposed to homophobia andtlid is less likely to be a victim, but a less
homophobic environment is ideal. This is how dpressed it, “ As for me | don't think

homophobia would be a challenge because & hat experienced homophobia specifically”.

5.1.5 Sarah
Sarah said she was even more than happyattcipate in the study so as to share the

struggles that lesbian mothers go through.iSheorn in a family of 3 siblings and ske i
the last bornin that family. She is a motleea 3 year old daughter. Even though she is now

a mother she did not plan to be a mother.

She shared how she became a mother. To her benother was not planned. Due to her parents
pressure to settle down she started to havefaidrad for “ cover” so as to limit her patsn
inquisitive questions and pressure to settlerdawd have a child, “accidentally” she fell

pregnant and had to avoid abortion and thus rbeca mother:

‘| didn’t exactly think about having a child. Winetr or not you married you have to

give that other life a chance according to meligion. | didn’t have to plan to have a
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child. 1 found myself pregnant. As a Christiandlibve a child is a blessing from God.
There are certain issues that we value. We detig\e in abortion so | just embraced that

| got pregnant.’

To confirm the aforesaid statement that her motheathwas unplanned, she was probed as to
whether she deliberately slept with the guy e pregnant. This is how she clarified her

position

“No, no we were in a relationship and it just hampgsk We bump into each other but he is
not involved. Am the father and mother at the same...other people plan but in my
case we didn’t have to. But in my case you datiraye sex and you fall pregnant. Most
guys with the economic situation they donant to have kids especially if they find
out that you are pregnant. As women howevehawe maternal instincts ..... ; most of

your heterosexual friends may have kids and hattkede

She had faced a number of challenges as a rddoéting a parent. Some of these challenges
relate to being a single mother, being a Chriséiad also her having a child out of the
wedlock as she defied her parental expectati@®ne as she narrates relate to her being
lesbian and these were especially spearheadedhebyesbian friends who knew her sexual

orientation. The narratives captured at lengigict this,

“I have faced certain challenges. Oh yes | hagedahallenges. Because of my religion
my family say | have a child out of wedlockhey expect Lobola to be paid and have
a child.... When that happens its worse, they (hends) say that's who you are?,
then they throw it back at you, ifit's higthing to do( lesbianism) why are you
stepping out. My family doesn’t know. But my frigsido. People are like if being lesbian
is a natural orientation why then are you choosogething that goes against your
lifestyle. They vilify having a child outsidtne wedlock and because you are lesbian
then they say if you are lesbian why are ybepping out and have a child. In terms
of support if you have a child out of thedlock people don't really support you.
And in terms of clinics they expect having a fataed mother. If you are having a first
child you are more exposed to challengesussayou don’t know anything about

being a parent'.
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Her challenges were also magnified by the fhett it was a her first pregnancy.

“You need support when you are pregnant. When pelpbw that you are not married
then they don’t support you. You end up usinglttternet to learn certain things. You
don’'t have someone to guide you, a role medpécially if you having a child for
the first time, people can have miscarriagebse of that. So when you go to clinics

they are like we don’t teach you about pesmy...they just take your temperature.”.

As to how she coped, she had to rely on sdénemds, reading around stress management
and visiting a doctor for counselling. Thicaptured below: “It wasn’t really easy. But it pel
when you have a job. | had my problems fell backmy job and | could afford to see a doctor.
| had friends, | asked them how they are managhdgpve all | read..” From the foregoing a
number of coping mechanism were used by Sarahuseé her social networks of friends,

resorted to the internet, she went for stnemsiagement and took her job as a refuge.

The researcher asked her if she had any challdrgeaghe lesbian community. This is how she
put it across:

‘In terms of lesbian community it's actually worséeople start to question your identity.
They say like maybe you are not really whati ysay you are, because they start to
say how did all this happen but others cemlerstand, they look at you and your
age and say maybe she is of age and sayssiodd and felt like she need a baby
and that you ended up having sex with a rbhabause Zimbabwe is not like in any
other countries where you can wake up and kaged a child... like artificial
insemination and other methods..’

She raised issues of challenges faced by lesbiging to resort to shared same sex parenting as
well as single motherhood-

“No one want to really raise a child on their owm the lesbian community there isn’t
a lot of stability they are alot of chalgees. What's gonah happen when you die?
My parents became entitled to the child not myrpartit’s a bit difficult to have her claim
in terms of the child so it's like she do#shave right like me. They are limited....if

| carry the pregnancy my parents saw myngast simply as a friend and because
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we are not disclosed they will just take w©hild, so they may limit her like visiting
the child. ..’

The researcher wanted to know how the child relttdser partner. It emerged that she does
not live full time with her partner but the peer just comes here and there. Her encounter
with the baby is therefore temporary and Haby is still young to understand what wi# b
going on “1 don’t live with the partner. Buwhen she visits you just say, say hie to my
friend etc. she runs to them etc...... " Shesewi the fact thatin terms of the relatiopsbf

the partner and the child the child is sytlung and it's not a challenge in any manneA
child doesn’t exactly know what's going on. Slse 3 and she just thinks its moms friend
and she is young. | have to have a stable relstip. | can’t just continue introducing more

friends to my child. | should have known you fong....”

Familial support is important to any parent, buSerah this is a bit curtailed because she had a

child outside the wedlock,

‘The child need a parent and grandparents. Grard{sgaare more like second parents to
your child so they need to support you. | thouddd disclosing my orientation. But |
can't... | don’t want to my child to tell lies. Buim lying. But the child will soon be
asking where is my dad and she will be rgpdhis other mom. | would want to tell

my child the truth and | don’t want to lie to het..

The repeat interview revealed that the father t@l8a daughter is not involved. she was asked
why she was in a relationship with the opposiex if she identifies herself as a lesbiae, sh

revealed that it was because of mounting presatireome to settle down.

‘ parents at home will be like can’t you setdlown and give us a grandchild and you
end up having a boyfriend just to ‘displayd them. But he’s got needs and you end
up sleeping and in my case | fell pregnant swigh my orientation | did want of course
to be that committed and it was any advantagehim because he was not looking

forward to having that kid.”.
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5.1. 6 Nicole
Nicole is a single lesbian mother to a baby boy w6 years old. Born and bred in Harare,

Nicole later moved to her aunt’s place aftefatal accident that claimed the lives hefr
parents and young sibling. However, she wasady in ‘emotional’ drift with her extended
family because of her sexual orientation. Winem parents died she was still doing her ‘A
level studies and had to later join the Prisond Correctional services. She later changed he
place of residence to limit embarrassment by demt who always raise up the fact that she
had a child out of an incestuous relationshiph her uncle. Currently she not in a serious
same sex relationship. She has been disassaclanself from the extended family recently
because of the pronounced incestuous relationsitip her uncle that resulted in her being

pregnant.

Ever since she was young she wanted to beother. She was however not comfortable
having a child through sexual intercourse wéhman due to her orientation. However, she
later did. She did not have the finances topadar to go for insemination in South Africa

and she ended up exploring local channels.aB8bmpted to conceive on 4 accounts, but through

3 donors.

She first attempted conceiving when she was 2X5ye@he read around how to have home based
insemination by using sperms donated by a hetevasd®end. She tried this mechanism two
times and failed. They insinuated that maybe ttzk of knowledge about the method to be a
mediating factor in that failure. She felt likesjuelaxing and stopped home based insemination.
Around the year 2009, she seriously wanteflidd and had to talk to a heterosexualnfiie
they had natural sexual encounter but nothiagpened. She started to suspect that either
one of them might be having fertility proimle. She then a month later discussed the issue
with a gay guy who was willing to be a spedunor. As agreed the gay guy was not to be
involved thereafter. She found out that she wagraet two months later. She revealed the news
to the donor who later became more interestechonitoring her pregnancy and wanted to

be equally recognized as a parent:

“afriend had offered to help, he was noteriested in having a child by that time.

When the donation became a success he changedtarHed to push me to move to his
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apartment despite that fact that he knew lanesbian. He wanted to be involved now.
| was against that. Unfortunately | lost the pregna | HAD A MISCARIAGE....”

The donor thought she deliberately terminated tfegmancy however. In 2010 she resolved
wanting a child again after these initial attemfise discussed the issue with the uncle, who later
became a willing ‘donor’. She had suggested tieatlonate the sperm directly but he declined
citing fear of possible use of his seeds itnals. She desperately wanted a child though a

the uncle consented to ‘the natural way’, thatally resulted in her being pregnant and

being a mother.

The third encounter that made her pregnant wasvatetl by the need to evade problems
associated with the former attempted ways to cdrmepHer uncle had been very close. He
would not cause any drama about being the fatheanynmanner. Besides he had many children,
some outside wedlock. So he would not be somdesperately wanting to be involved in her

parenting and he is even not involved untiw.

A probe on WhatsApp with Nicole revealed tha fad no problem with him even if he
would have claimed the child afterwards. Tdfeld is related to both and already it

cannot be counted as a loss if he wants tonclaustody. It will be a blessing in disguise:

“I wouldn’t count that as a loss! He will be ey for his own and | don’t mind.
what | don't like is being dragged in courtsadbyheterosexual guy claiming he is the
father to my child. And in many cases hetexaaés guys can simple make you

lose custody by making your sexual orientattbe topic of the day”.

The extended family found out that she hauhidd out of an incestuous relationship the sam

year through a friend whom Nicole regardedhasing black mailed her and abused her trust.
Since then she has moved from her originatelof residence to limit stigma and mounting
stress from the scenario. “They treated me liksychopath. Like what else could have come

out of being lesbian!”

She had been distant and rarely talk to mahthe family members. As for the uncle she
thinks heis used to being scorned becausalfeady have different children with diffeten

mothers outside the marriage. In her case nermphasis was placed on her orientation as if
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she bedevilled her uncle, like using charmsséduce him. Changing her place of residence was
therefore meant to reduce stigma. As she is emedl@pne does not have to look for financial

support from anyone.

5.1. 7 Tamia classified
Tamia parents died when she was 9 yearshaadto move in and between houses, which

she described not as home * enough” . Thigmbse she suffered being rejected because
of her sexuality and the fact that she dakclkparental love and care because they ( the
parents) unfortunately passed away when she woung. She lives in Harare and has been
‘married’ to her same sex partner for 4 years. ®bdded in South Africa before the priest,
friends and relatives, some of whom she speuakto attend the wedding in South Africa.

She always wanted to be a mother becauseaawoman | was socialized to be a mother”
and because “ | have been in houses, urmtgs,r but never felt like in a home, andant

to give another life that chance that | wadeprived of, it's more of realizing the idea
family that | always dreamt of and it's alsdout the birth of a new dynasty, a dynast
that would be gay friendly. Two generationsnir now my grandchildren will not have to
worry about their grandmother who was forsakecause of her sexuality because they will
be socialized to acceptthat type of a faniil she also explained her motives in bem
mother in the following words : “ | have alwayseen a family oriented person, but in terms
of wanting to be aggressively being a pait&nttwo years ago. When we settled down we
talked about it but had to think aroundo& ¢f issues, when and the various wayss#s.

Tamia and her partner, Rosa have both thought ddsdug) parents at some points in their lives. It
isonly in the past two years that they hé&ggressively’ thought of being parents asa
started to look for ways and means to became, weighing the cons and pros of these
means to parenting. She smiled and sighed aslaberated how she planned on being a mother.
She emphasised that she is beyond seeking valdatim her family. Telling her family about
being a mother is just meant to inform the®he elaborated, “informing our relatives w@bo
the baby is not about being validated asmilya We have moved beyond that....... " (Smiling).

Upon being probed, Tamia explained that itasly within the last two years that she and

her partner became “ aggressive’ about beingrnps and as such they started to find out
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more about various ways of mothering and gres and cons involved. They had many
various option but having a “child free” and dre free” young man who is not thinking about
being a parent later presented itself asoption and had to choose one young man who
was ready to act as an informal sperm donor frosemi-random sample through a semi-legal
transaction. He was paid for his services dradl no other parental obligation or rights
whatsoever.

Tamia and her partner, Rosa had to negotMdie was going to be inseminated and carry
the pregnancy. Because Tamiais already premduvith being a bread winner and because
she has an infection which the doctor said effect her pregnancy as well as due to the
fact that Rosa is relative younger and hasymamances of carrying pregnancy without any
difficulties it was decided that Rosa carrtb&® pregnancy. Because they both want a big
family Tamia and Rosa are thinking of adoptinggly, but Tamia expressed the possible
hurdle of being blacklisted as an adoptee becalse works for GALZ.

As a result of self-insemination at home Regas 4 months pregnant by the time of the
first interview. The first time Tamia and Rosadha conversation with the researcher they
were looking for a donor, by the time dfetinterview the pregnancy was 4 months and
in January 2017 they were now mothers to a balySgcial network was important in finding

a donor as they had to rely on friends wdmead the message that their friends were
looking for a donor from ‘outer’ circles, vahi Tamia characterized as “ semi-random sample”

S0 as to maintain a distance with the donor.

Tamia and Rosa journey is not just as sttdmtward, she explained various attempts and
ways to become pregnant they had to try asel First they wanted to seek donor services
of someone who had children, verifying therefbrs virility. And they had to consider
someone who had both boys and girls so twan & they had a boy he will not claim the
child as he already have one. The other atténagptthey abandoned was donor services of Joe.
Joe agreed to act as adonor but failedhtmv up one of the days during donor insenonati
so as to provide them with the sperm anely tonsidered him as not reliable and had to
later have the services of Richie who lalenated successfully resulting in Rosa, Tasnia’

partner becoming pregnant.
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She provided a lengthy account of her egpee during self-insemination at home and a
roller coaster of emotions involved , “ Insentioa was a mixture of fear and worry and
anxiety because even though we googled abduasplects involved we are not doctors and
anything could have gone wrong, you havethimk about whether you are putting the
right amount of pressure or the temperaturd awen the speed of insemination,...”. Tamia
was explicit and acknowledged the fact thatrt experiences was a “lucky” one as many
have to inseminate many times and can endbeipg infected especially is the donor is

not screened.

Tamia and her partner had a lot of decisilmsmake as to how to have a child. They had
lot of issues and experience as shown in the sentsquoted at length below:

“QOur first option was to go to South Afticgo to a sperm bank, there were a
number of barriers, finances were a challengale they are costs of the tests the
doctors had to go through and the actual dansemination, an estimate of 45000

Rands it would go down with time but it sMast barrier and if you are not a

South African you have to go through couatsd the legal cost that would mean it
would go up. The second option was shed parentiigpe challenge was to me

specifically. The legal implication was thslie ( her partner) would be a parent and
I would be excluded, that option becausennf reservation was stopped. We then
had to go for a sperm donor, who is nontimg a child but have children because
if he doesn’'t have a child he might come backl say | want my child. Then going

for heterosexual guy who either don’t haveldrbn or girls alone was a challenge
should we then give birth to a boy, then rhight want him”.

The other options that Tamia and her parthad to think about was a heterosexual man
who have children( both girls and boys), obviguentailing his virility.

“ the other option was a heterosexual guy, he sggosed to have both boys and
girls so that he wouldn't mind us even hagveither a girl or a boy because he
already have one. The third option that presentself later was a young boy carefree,
not thinking about having a family, who wants move out of the country, not

sexually actively, the person was to be ctett from a semi random sample, it
wasn’'t from our closer circles in other wordSo that we can even decide to move
and it won't be easy to track us down. It beean legal transaction with a young care
free guy. We were avoiding drama...”
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It was necessary that Tamia and her partrailifirize themselves with self-insemination
since they had found a donor. They had to relthe internet for such information. She elaborate
the whole scenario below:

“..S0 we started googling on doing self-mg®ation all the particulars, like the
food involved and how your partner should op&er legs when doing the
insemination, the size of syringes, temperatuteat the sperms should be kept in etc.
.. She took fertility improving food. We had toseminate 2 days before ovulation, on
the day of ovulation and two days after ovulatto as to improve the chances. We
sometimes had a heterosexual guy who was leerfad a girl he didn't pitch up on

the day of ovulation so he was not thattdé...” .

The last insemination with a “carefree” youngrspa&lonor became a success. Their doctor
however raised the issue of eclampsia that happkas home insemination is done. They are still
considering adoption as they want a big family. “vdesed issue of adoption and we are still
considering it. We want a big family. But for adiop you have to foster first. Fostering comes
with each challenge because you work for GALZ evleough you lie about your sexual
orientation. So they can turn you back.”

Considering this situation the researcher e@nto know how she will safeguards issues
of parental legal recognition. She raised $gie that she is not considered a parettidy
law and they are planning on second parenvptaeh so that she will become a legally

recognized parent:

“In terms of personal bond you can bond whendhild is born. Not being legally
recognised as a parent is a challenge ndtijuderms of custodyit can be simple
thing like going for holiday with the chiltecause legally I won't be recognized.
The legal power is always important. So that yave the legal bond, we are attempting

that through a family lawyer to help with uss of second parent adoption”

The other challenge was about the pregnancy oukstkrosexual marriage. Tamia’s partner ,
Rosa being pregnant raises question of how sligoregnant and the family of origins needs
to know all the finer details.
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“ Given that she falls pregnant then they ldowant to know how and so it means
you have to come out so there are a lassfies to be considered in those circles
and the general health concerns. Yes we dadoctor but it's a process that took
about two months and what does it mean oaherthe child. We considered all those
issues. Some take at least 7 circles topgegnant ..... We thought about all that. We
were lucky because they are alot of issiiedé could have gone wrong so none of
that happened so we consider ourselves IuSkywe thank God because it's not because

we were read”.

To eliminate issues of infections the donor wa$é¢ screened. Tamia and her partner were
screened too. Itis not ‘full proof as she guBut by virtue of being young, the donevas
not that sexually active. The risks were stillah less as compared to say an old donor who is

sexually active [Data from an unstructured intemigith Tamia].

Tamia was asked what it means to a leshian md#ezr. sentiments below are illustrative of her

views about being a mother and what thataiks.

“Being a parent is about a blessing from Godm&ames we underestimate having a
child. Children gives value and we should kneel damd thank God. The house feel
empty without having a child. Being a parentadstraising a life that also will take
care of you. And in terms of same sex familit's about creating a dynasty that by
socialization is going to be gay friendly. Tvwgenerations from now they don’'t have
to worry about grandmothers who forsake ug, farticularly in terms of family it

means support. The family systems becomes a dupmtem. There is joy that nothing
else can give. There is this inexplicable leegljoy cos you might have the money

the cars etc. but it means nothing. So haainbild it's a world of your own.”

The respondent was asked why despite mediarage¢hat regards lesbian as not interested

in being a mother she goes ahead and beee

“It's a myth. They are just imagining two women étiger. Just that you don’t have a kid
doesn’t mean that you can’t and don’t wantive a kid. The average lesbian want
to have kids, of course some don’t. | wasnba woman and socialized to want to

have a child and because my parents diedrtedtdo yearn to have a home and you
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want to realize the ideal home by havingdecen. So you get married and all the stuff.
Borrowing from our parents and infusing with ourroideas, so it's more of realizing the

ideal family.”

The researcher had to probe further the tiaat the respondent identified herself asri@ar

to another lesbian woman. She revealed that sheledech South Africa 4 years back. She
organised transport for friends and relativé®would not afford to go but others went on
their own. She also have a number of gay lasdian friends in South Africa who withegse
her wedding. She however cannot be registerechuse of the mutual agreement between
South Africa and Zimbabwe that Zimbabwe shoafgprove the wedding.

“We wanted to have a wedding here but were limiigdhe legal terrain. So we have to
go to South Africa. The South African constitutisnprogressive however to its own
citizens. We can’'t be registered because tivaye to send back our marriage
certificates to Zimbabwe to be recognized imetdefined marriage as a union before
God and that in itself was enough for us. aMemarried though in the eyes of the law
we may not. So the idea of having a pasind rituals done was enough than

having a paper signed. That was 4 years ago...”
She raised issues of lacking role models and cdorsas some challenges.

“We don't have role models or a pastoreowthen come and counsel us. When
same sex relationships are in this contextey t break apart. So the upcoming
anniversary is worth celebrating. So our life isemeryday experiment. If 1 buy a book
today it talks about how men and women shodtdtheir marriage which is not
applicable in our context. In our context vavéto negotiate our parenting than say
heterosexuals because we sit down and sayayeugood in this am good in that,
then we do that, you are more like borrowingd achanging ideas because they are
not as applicable. We have to find what yame good at, she can wash and | can
cook. So we negotiate than already set rolesciptes of marriage are the same but
in terms of practices they are different. Likpu want to take your kid to church
you end up lying she is my sister. In terofshealth facilities you are not seen as

a couple you cannot visit her like a partnés an everyday struggle...”
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Social perceptions and stigma were amongst théeclygs of being lesbian mother.

“People might not look at us as a family. Challengéso comes with the society. Same
sex people are negatively viewed and what dbas mean raising a child in such an
environment when they are told how they ace wrong so they are those issues
of how you are going to manage those thiagsthey are always expectations from
the society. We don’t have a lot of suppsystems sometimes, it's more like the Igbt

community becomes your own extended family”.

Challenges as Tamia illustrated are varied and noumseon being a lesbian and worsened by being
a mother. As they have to worry about stigthaeats to report them to the police by pgheo

and being chased away from home and evenfabie that since she is into co-parenting
covering her child under medical aid is poissible. She has to fund two separate rakdic
aids, one for herself and the other for partner and the child which means the cost of

living is worsened by lack of legal recogmmit

One way or the other Tamia has to inform her familg her partner’s family too about them being

parents. Which comes with its own challenges. St®wever prepared to meet those challenges.

“We will justtell them but not to validates as a family because we have passed
that stage. So we are more of informing them.ifigllithem is just to have them as
a support system not to validate us. So tsabout how they will react. It's just more
of informing. we had negative reactions in tpast so it's not an issue. We look
forward to positive reaction but we can embracélvetictions”. She elaborated further
“So they can accept it because it's easy funes to swallow a baby issue than sexual
orientation issue, some can actually come nep be involved. Some of that chaos
need to happen now so that when the chilthes into the world its already good
Heterosexuals don't realize the privilege besid on them, it's a shame as some
dump children and some are desperately wantiniddren. Being a parent is good
regardless of sexual orientation it's someghihat cannot be removed because you

are gay, lesbian, asexual etc...”.
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All things being equal Tamia and her partnemts to look fora more conducive environment

to raise their children. She responded that:

“So we are looking forward to moving to a conduadverironment. Legal protection may
not materialize. Just having the child knowymu as parent may be enough regardless
of what the legal paper say. So despite noinigathe paper if you have each other

knowledge that you are parents that is enough....

In negotiating parental roles such as who wesarry the pregnancy, Tamia emphasised health
concerns, she has a medical problem that coatgs her being pregnant and thatis why her
partner had to be the one who got pregnaetsdpal preference was also put into consideration,
age and the fact that Tamia is working and alrdsadys the bread winner role was also important.
So their decision of who got pregnant waso alegotiated by putting into cognisance a

number of factors[ Data from repeat interviewhwitamia.

5.1.8 Kelly
Kelly is a single lesbian mother from a previoutehesexual marriage. She is also now a first time

grandmother. She had been married for moae @0 years and had 3 children. She explained
that she fell pregnant when she was still ybéars during her High school education. She
had a very romantic and happy relationshigh vihe then husband. By the time she got

married, Kelly was aware of her sexual origata but had never ‘acted’ it out on anyeon

Circumstances following her marriage howevenédr into a completely ‘incompatible’ and
‘abusive’ one. Kelly's husband did not knewoabher sexual orientation, but realized it
later after their divorce. She ended hatingféiker of her children because he had become
abusive. She said, ‘he became very abusivearsyafter being marriedn this situation
Kelly was both economically and physically wedable and she had no option exceptto stay
and in the process had 2 other children. #esexplained the eldest son is now deceased.
Consequently, 2 of her children are living. Herildrien were however free to live with either
their father or her after her divorce as theyd been sharing custody. Her surviving children
are grown ups and are now married. The church hemabandoned her and denied helping her
with burial rituals of her son because skeldsbian, “ | have a relationship with God and

not my church. | believe the sanctity of liésd death are importantin Roman catholic but
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they dumped me when my first born died. Thefused to perform his burial rituals because |

am a leshian”.

During the repeat interview Kelly was verypbgit on her position regarding her marital
breakdown, divorce and her sexual orientation:
“The violence that | experienced in that tielaship is not a contributing factor to
my sexuality. | believe | have always beattracted to other women but| never
acted onit. | can never blame my husband atiger boyfriends for my sexuality
and what it is. | had good relationship witten when | broke up with my husband.
They took care of me and my children butaidhwanted as intimacy has always

been missing”.

Kelly could not really pin down what motivdtber in being a parent, though she always
thought of becoming one. However, because flist pregnancy was “unplanned’ and out
of the wedlock she had to become a mother “dactally” by marrying her boyfriend.

Following however the fact that she was npsmgnant, Kelly had to settle down with her
“boyfriend’ and thus formed a heterosexual nnio as far as the other two children that
Kelly ‘had’ with the then husband it was expectef ‘them’ as they were married and Kelly
had no ‘option’ but just to stay with the hasd as she was economically and physically
vulnerable as she was still ‘young’ by th8&he however appreciates the privileges that
parenthood bestows as she recalls how othéiales who are running out of age talks to her
about their concerns with regard to propeutycession and social security in old age and

now want to have children.

By the time that she divorced, Kelly stdrte live an openly lesbian lifestyle andd hi
bring ‘girlfriends’ home. She also had verytthi friends and very ‘feminine’ boyfriends
and that forced her to come out of the closether family about her sexuality. It was
difficulty for the parents to really accept bhecause of many varied reasons. The firsigoein
Kelly’'s personal security. As Kelly remembetswas in the early 1990s and President Robert
Mugabe was very homophobic and had made ung@opantigay sentiments. Her family

became concerned that she may end up basirested. The second reason was familial
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security as the police would probably comel amrest the whole of her family for having
a lesbian daughter.

Kelly however, as she puts it remained ‘adamand started renting her own apartment. Her
children were young but could come on wedkamd spend time with her and that placed
her at a difficulty position. She was forced agdp disclose her sexual orientation to her
children as they grew up. She remembers ios@ance in which her children “discovered’

her in bed with another women. To her, comow was really a challenge as a lesbian
mother in various circles, her family as wadl her children because of homophobia and
children’s resentment and the challenge of @atoeg that their mother is lesbian. Thisdswh

Kelly puts it across:

“Being a lesbian mother is a challenge becaludeve to come out to my family
which is a challenge in the context of Zimhaband | have to come out to my
children as they grew up, they started te se having either butch friends or very
feminine men, they started to see me shaanged with other women. So | have

to come outto them because when | cameheyt were very young”.

Kelly’s challenges as a lesbian mother intipalar came as double disclosure of her sdéyual
especially as to how she relates and disclaseker children, who above all started ¢o b
ashamed and worried about their mother not beéymical of other mainstream heterosexual
mothers as they expected to be brought ua imormal’ family. Kelly articulated this below

in her sentiments:

“I have to come out to them (children). Which ¢t easy as children also became ashamed
of having a lesbian mother. Unfortunately in Zablwe | am wunable to have
professional counselling for my children. In Diatbbwe homosexuality is viewed as
unnatural, taboo and illegal. | had to deal witbm myself”.

As a result of being a lesbian mother she lbanumber of challenges from her children
who started to see their mother's family as gonforming to a typical family in many
ways. This, as Kelly articulated relates to tHssing children in a single parent family, being
in a lesbian family and above all being iesbian family in which another same sex rgart
is sometimes available as it seems weird to déldren by then
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“Our children are expecting to have a mom andda déne worst is to have a single mom
or a single father. It is more difficulty theo be a lesbian mother who has a partner.
Teenage issues becomes more difficulty. When tguo discipline them you have
sexuality thrown back at you like you ardesbian what can you tell me. Children
face a lot of embarrassment because theychildren of a lesbian. So they don't

know a lot. They have to know from what | haveeibthem?”.

Her children reaction to her sexuality at first eefery extreme. She had the challenge of
controlling her children as they “threw batiér sexuality. The children however later changed
and embraced her. Her eldest son, who was kemophobic later started to be very close
to her partners and one of her long term ngartbecame her son’s confidant She narrated:
“My oldest son once shouted at me on the street$ly.middle son did not talk to me.... My
daughter refused to speak to me for year. Sheswaashamed...| had my diary written in
bold... LESBO. They have now accepted it. But it was gradual”.

Kelly as a lesbian mother particularly from a hesexxual marriage had challenges from within
the lesbian community. She was stereotyped, stigathand discriminated. She was forced to
admit to being bisexual because she once $&@x with a man and had “tasted” the
heterosexual life. She was forced to accdéyt tact that she was a prostitute or at least

sexually adventurous and insatiable and veqyeemental. She chronicles this below.

“ Because | had sex with a man other lesbihimkt | should still be able to have
another relationship with a man or admit tHaam bisexual of which | am not
bisexual but a lesbian. | have been viewed a%soe who is now fed up with
heterosexual life and now want to try thesbian life. | have been viewed as a
prostitute, a person who is confused asy thelieve that since | once had a
relationship and sex with man | can still lgack and live like what | did before...”.

In order to cope Kelly had to rely on her sbametworks from other lesbian mothers who
were accommodative of her and other homosexuehds particularly from GALZ. She
narrated this in the following words: “I was abtehtave support from people from GALZ. | had
friends here at GALZ. | went on for counsellcmurses and learnt how accept myselfto be

strong...”.
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She thinks lesbian relationships is more of negotiaof roles. She characterises it as more
egalitarian. Physical violence in same sex m@fatias she articulated was very low. Though had
one partner that was emotionally black mailinghéve always found solace and comfort in my
lesbian relationship. The relationships have aagen equal in division of power and finances.

Violence is minimal. But sometimes emotional viale can be worse”.
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CHAPTER 6: DISCUSSION OF THE FINDINGS AND CONCLUSION

6.0 Introduction
This chapter discusses the findings from the stGeéwtral to this study was how lesbian women

accomplished their motherhood how they negotiditee issues pertaining their mothering,
especially heteronormativity. It was opined thatlsa foci can be pursued through using Herbert
Blumer Symbolic Interactionism and Michael De Caué\gency theory. This section discusses
the findings from this literature in light already existing academic insights and theseh
theoretical frameworks. Divergences, convergeaodaew insights shall be outlined henceforth.
It is argued that the chosen theories for #tisdy concurs well with the findings as lesbia
women strategized consciously to wiggle out palenonstraints and homophobia as well as
heteronormativity. Indeed they manoeuvred andegiredlly aligns themselves by tapping on
their resources and innovations in a bid xtrieate a myriad of challenges. The findings
from this study evinces that lesbian mothers amd hildren as well as partners created their
own ideal families regardless of the fact thaeatimay fail to recognize them as such. Thus, the
lexicon of lesbian parenthood is a negotiated aocthfly engineered entity created with resilience

in face of adversity in some instances.

Lesbian women who had sex with men to become methad their lesbian identities doubted.
Thus, this data shows the existence of &slpolitics where some see genuine lesbians a
those who do not have anything to do withnn¥hus having sex with men for the purposes
of childbirth is considered selling out. Howeven, Zimbabwe fertility clinics do not exist
and those that exist outside Zimbabwe, fstance in South Africa are expensive for many
of these women who because of desperatioy erad up sleeping with a man for the
purposes of childbirth. It is argued howevett Symbolic Interactionism principles shows
that sexual performance is shaped and reshéyedthteractions which involves both actors
own interpretation of sex and the social defmit of sex which lesbian mothers had to
deconstruct to acquire new meaning. Sexual betalike any human behaviour is therefore
not an essential character of the human bodyaltdscial construct that is constantly corséd
and deconstructed by its own actors dependinghow they interpret it. Sexual behaviour
was once thought of as powerful drive based on mimattraction (Gonzagat al 2006 and
Woolley 2017). It is not solely based on ati@ctut it can be used as an instrument to

pursue various ends depending on the symboleepothat it is given. Using symbolic

79



interactionism, it follows then that therenis objective way of doing sex or with who. It
becomes fluid and transient as it takes manises and acts like a chameleon. Sexual
behaviour like any other human behaviourameaning oriented as biology (sexual orientation)
alone does not explain the purpose of behavihg. body is the body as lived by the actors
not as biology assumes. Morphology and phggytan condition and limit what is possible
in sex but they do not cause the patternsexfual life ( Weeks 1986). The meaning of sex

emerges therefore through interpretation.

An analysis of the mechanism used by leshiamen to accomplish motherhood reveals
that there is not much locally. Services sushchnical insemination, ROPA, surrogacy,
adoption and second parent adoption have rest bglised by participants because they are
not in place. As such it can be argued thayaergy of the political environment, legal
environment regulating human tissues conduct iafrdstructural constraints coalesces and
coagulates to further creates barriers to lesamen who want to accomplish motherhood.
However, respondents peruse the environmeneduyting to what is at hand, buying sperms
locally amongst other things. Thus resonatwith Herbert Blumer (1969) and De Certeau’s
(1984) concept of human agency as respondefricae their constraints actively and

consciously.

6.1. Lesbian mothers destabilising and deconstructgy the conventional family
Lesbian mothers who lived as a couple hadumber of issues that they negotiated. These

involved negotiating who was going to be thielogical mother as well as negotiating the
familial everyday chores. By establishing faesl of choice, lesbian mothers are erecting a
family form that challenges the normative degilom of a family (Stacey 2003), that have
parents of opposite sex (Dalton and Bielby 2083) proving themselves as capable of
parenting and having their own children lasbimothers are in fact challenging the
heterosexual monopoly of reproduction (Dunne 2000he same line of argument is
poignantly offered by Dalton and Bielby (2008s they asserted that out of considerable
forethought lesbian mothers challenge the idlkat reproduction is ideally pursued in a
monogamous heterosexual marriage, as it is leviabutside that context as long as
spermatozoa is provided to meet the ovary (asteonphasis). Lesbian mothers, both

biological and non-biological did not differ itheir evaluation of labour, which they both
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believe were more egalitarian and shared ivelgt upon preferences. This can be noted in
one of the sentiment by Kelly in reference hter past same sex relationship and roléb wi
her partners. By establishing families of cleoiin which the mothers could negotiate who
is going to cook and who is going to wammongst other things and thus not following
the gender script that typifies certain roles masculine and others as feminine lesbian
mothers are in fact deconstructing and degémglegender roles. In line with this, Tamia, a

respondent narrated that:

“We don't have role models, everyday life is apesiment. Though the principles of
marriage are the same in practice they affereht. In heterosexual families they
have clearly stipulated roles but we negotidle share these depending on preference.

She might be good at cooking and | may wash”.

The interpretation of the above is that lasbimothers are privy of the fact that their
experiences in fact deconstruct normative gendles that are usually hinged on biology.
Symbolic interactionism is central to decomsting conventional gender ideals and is thus
relevant in illuminating this study. In line WwitBlumer (1969), participants such as Tamid an
Rosa are therefore building up their lines astion to fit into one another, sort ofdaal
process of designation and interpretatiorh&y tsometimes had to go into areas of upiscti

conduct. Arguably, the study resonates with Blusn8ymbolic Interactionism.

These findings however do not comport welthwearlier findings by Hayman and Wilkes
(2006). In this study respondents who livectasiples talked of egalitarian gender rolest t
are flexible and negotiated on preference amlity as opposed to say typical gender sole
pursued by mothers and fathers that are hingedyender identity. Respondents elaborated
that one can flexibly switch from role A to role IB. contrast, Hayman and Wilkes (2006) found
out that division of labour in their respont®e was centred on gender identity as butch
mothers enjoyed typically masculine roles wtlithe femme lesbian mothers enjoyed typically
feminine roles. In this study preference and nagjoh was the norm. The divergence in terms
of these two studies can be probably becaagerity of the respondents in the former study
were pursuing motherhood as a couple from dbtset as opposed to some instances in this

study where a partner can join in and staihd with a partner who has child/ren alrgad
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Lesbian mothers by sometimes having a sameaseyfwith two mother as opposed to a
father — mother family are in fact redefininggrathood, family and motherhood in contrast
to what is scripted to them by the socidigr instance families formed outside heteraaéx
marriage and those formed via donor insenonadre examples of alternative families that
destabilises heterosexual, monogamous mothegsfdmilies. In this way lesbian mothers are
negotiating and creating their own family modeleylegitimate it and thus claim their own spaces
in spaces that are construed as heteronormativeespaViewing such experiences through
symbolic interactionism turns the spotlight oowhthey destabilises the ideals of normative
gender roles that are often a norm in hetstas families comprised usually of Mother and
father. These experiences reveals thereforda Iéshian mothers have in fact socially
constructed motherhood that is atypical to tmemative conception of mothers as these are
sometimes two mothers as opposed to one diab mother and one biological father. This
further illuminates the resonance of the studyBlumer's ( 1969) symbolic interactionism
ideas as he regarded individuals as sometioasulating clearly against the norms and
thus destabilising the conventional norms reigardparental roles and the dominant mother
ideals. This illuminates that gender and familiabrms are undergoing some sort of

reterritorialisation and deterritorialisation.

6.2 Lesbian mothers: Challenges and implicationsnokinship, affinity and relatedness
Other methods of conception can have kinship afditgfimplications. These results in families

that are of late known as postmodern families. Gd&®e of Nicole is the case in point. Herrera
(2009) had a participant who had a similar dilemmayhich Gaulepe (a participant in that study)
had a son, old enough to impregnate someone arld calonate sperms so that her mother’s
partner (non-biological mother) would carry thegrancy. Gaulepe felt uncomfortable by this
situation as she had to ask his own biologicaltsdiather his own sibling. It is a compromising
position as he will be both the father and brotbethat child. It will also create a ‘strange’ bond
to Gaulepe and her son. Considering bloodline &rulwould automatically be the child’'s
grandmother (Herrera 2009). It is an excruciatingifon difficult to explain in the future to the
child that her/his brother is the father and the-bmlogical mother is the grandparent at the same
time. In the case of Nicole, her uncle is the fatteeher child but at the same time he is the
biological father to her child. She, Nicole can &&n uncle ‘formally’ or normatively because he

is the brother to her biological late mother. Sha bowever not comfortably call him husband

82



because of the vilified nature of such incestuelstionship and because he is not legally married
to her to call him husband regardless of the taat he fathered her a child. Nicole case is worth
commenting at lengthy here. It touches immenselyssues of cultural relatedness and kinship.
Her son would obviously call her mom. But her smnplaced at a quagmire as to how he
relates to the one who ‘fathered’ him, can heiallyy call his uncle dad or uncle because of
the incestuous nature of the relationship. Zamb (2007) argues that lesbian parenthood
deconstruct former anthropological certainties &amdily normalcy. Issues of sexual legitimacy

and procreation are continual being challenged.le@st this case and other related casés suc
as that of Tamia and Hope and her partnemwshthat motherhood is not synonymous with

kinship and affiliation as it can be exercisbg a single person with no clear legal or

consanguineous relations with the children untheir care as long as the person/s is active
in their upbringing. To Symbolic Interactionisthen, content and foundation of parenthood
is not given and should not be taken foantgd as it is under constant construction and

deconstruction to make sense and meaningstactors.

6.3 Lesbian women deconstructing sexual binaries drsexual behaviours
Sexuality is not automatically hinged on biolodfyis thus not an independent category that is

objectively definable across varied contexts. @ates, concepts and sexual behaviours are not
given. To symbolic interactionism sex and sgxuneanings are therefore differently
interpreted and negotiated and should be stomit using an emic view. Respondents in the
study unravelled lesbian politics in which tim@instream thinking is that lesbians should
engage in relationships with other women ahduld only have sex and relationships with

women if they want to be considered genuesbians.

In her South African Study, Potgieter (2088)ues that lesbian women discourse challenges
the notion that having sex with a man is dalynen’s benefit. Symbolic Interactionism posits
that sex is inherently contextual and its nmgnshould be discerned from how the actors
interpret it. In this manner having sexuat af coitus with a man was thus not inteted
as a change in sexual orientation by Hopedticipant in this study) but was interptete
as ameans to anend, that is for the pesad childbirth. In essence Blumer's Symbolic
Interactionism is salient in this discussioecause what is central to Symbolic Intecsisim

is the deconstruction of sex binaries. Who haeg with who and why is not a matter but
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should be understood from the meaning th@racattach to the act of coitus. Meaning is
important to Blumer. Social actions and anyaohother activities such as sex as Blumer
(1969) argues are not necessarily activitiesvinch individuals are actingto a play ottars

but meets what the actors notes, gives mgaamd is used as basis for directing actions.
In this manner and in concurrence with symibahteractionism is sex attuned by lesbian

mothers based on the meanings they attaclerrdktian a play of biological factors.

As Blumer (1969) argues this line of anaygand in contrastto the view of human
action in a number of social sciences explanati Such views ignore one of the central
arguments apparent in this study that Blumi®&69) argued for, the concept of self-interactio
Through this mode of interaction, actors/lesbiamthers in this case takes into account
various things that they note and forge a diheonduct on the basis on this calculatdd se
interaction. This kind of analysis dovetails awhcurs with De Certeau (1984) agency theory
as individuals are knowledgeable and do reitalbe as hard wired robots. Having sex with
men is thus a well calculated and consciaasin which respondents are privy of their
environment and using thigcticto use De Certeau (1984) to achieve themlsgo

Blumer (1969) argues that meaning is usu#dlken for granted, bypassed and swallowed
up as unimportant. The meanings that lesbiarthen® had in their sexual behaviours is
therefore important. To these mothers, as thairatives depicts sex with men is just plutonic,
not romantic or perennial. It means therefore thdbes not affect their identities as ‘true’
lesbians as it was simply used to achieve ah) dreing mothers. Lesbian mothers to use
Blumer (1969) acted towards sex with men basorg the interpretive process and the
meaning that they attach to such behavioursbiae mothers thus in line with Both De
Certeau (1984) and Blumer (1969), in this aisenot act as automates but conscious and

calculus individuals.

Sex is thus fluid and transient in its meaning. &lsprelationship with the father of her child
cannot be described as romantic but ratheslatonic one, a sort of intime assemblage
that is short lived. This is crucial in thtaaffords scholarship to move beyond theabies
where sex is solely thought of as basedattraction. For instance symbolic interactiomis
accommodates the possibility of a heterosexuahgonan and a heterosexual woman engaging

in anal sex not because they are homosexuaisbecause of the intentions and meanings
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that the actors have in mind, actors canagegin anal sex for instance to avoid losing
virginity as well as to avoid pregnancy amah still pass as virgins and not pregnant. One
can of course not argue that because thersagt the above scenario have engagedah an
sex there are therefore homosexuals. To Skmbateractionism, meaning and context of
sex is fluid and should be understood frtdme actors perspective. Sex and relationships is
this not the same thing. Lesbian can have rdimaelationship with other women based on
romantic attraction, but they can cross thenblamy of romantic attraction to have sex with
men, presumably the ones they are not &ttlaco because they have calculated high
chances of achieving parenthood from such esmgagts. This is where agency theory
becomes handy, according to agency theoryahufpeings are not passive but they are
conscious, calculative interractants who usesesuand tricks to peruse through liminal docia
spaces (De Certeau 1984). Hope felt so limikedbecoming a mother in her same sex
relationship but she however opined the possibibf becoming a mother by faking a
relationship and she fell pregnant and becammother. According to Certeau (1984), ruses
and tricks are not so long lived but are epdr@l engagements that man uses to limit
surveillance and gaze. The fact that Hope dsshian women had to reflexively strategize to
have an identity transition renders credenctheaoutility of the ongoing theoretical briage

of Agency theory and Symbolic Interactionism idérbert Blumer. Sex as evidenced in this
case can be engaged for various reasons ingluiditt not limited to having fun, procreation,
achieving intimacy and even controlling someoiié@us in line with this study symbolic
interactionism elucidate and tallies with therrent literature as sexual behaviouris syiobo
in nature. To Longmore (1998) Sexual behavimiessociated therefore with a number of
activities that have different symbolic meaniogits actors that range from exerting power,

having fun and achieving spirituality.

According to De Certeau (1984) man can peruse girdminal and interstitial spaces by using
ruses and tricks. These ruses and tricks, asC&¢eau (1984) argues are ephemeral
mechanisms that are temporary in nature that are meant to evade everyday regulations.
It is opportune to discuss this theoretical propasiwith findings from this study and try to show
why it resonates with the findings as opined bydbeent author. It is clear that De Certeau
(1984) as an Anthropologist saw societies haviegulatory standards or pathways to be

pursued by everyone. In this manner, the Zimbalowsociety as a heteronormative society
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encourages parenthood inside a heterosexual momagamarriage. Lesbians having children
outside this matrix are obviously found wagt because they are seen as deconstructing
the norm by having children outside this pefthey have therefore according to De Certeau
(1984) to turnto ruses and tricks to evadie tegulation in pursuing parenthood. De Certea
(1984) was clear that these ruses and trazkes ephemeral and carried underneath ther rada

to as to limit gaze and surveillance.

Lesbian women in this case resorted to rusesrarikd that were ephemeral to become mothers.
See the case of Nicole, she had to have sex withrtgde in a covert manner. She had to have just
an ephemeral sexual engagement to become preghiaat.case of Hope is perhaps very
informative in this point. She had to resortattick, i.e. faking a man that she is fallifor

him while in the back of her mind she jusanted a child. This is in fact the essente

Agency theory where man is seen as cons@pndsnot justa passive being that acts in
accordance to antecedent commands. Man is kdgeddle and very intentional. Man do not

do things for the sake of doing.

Nicole had a difficult experience with a gawygwho had helped father her a child. Because
of that Nicole had to put into cognisant ldentity, advantages and disadvantages of whoever
was going to help in accomplishing motherhdéer experience inthat scenario had taught
her the fragility of certain mechanism and esuio accomplishing motherhood. Consequently,
she wanted to trade softly and carefully in theifatby minimising these difficulties. She thus
ended up approaching her uncle to help father ld.ctficcording to Herbert Blumer (1969), in
face of radically different and stressful sitaatpeople are led to develop new forms ofoarcti
that are distinctly different from those they vagreviously engaged, yet even such cases
always have connections and continuity with whent on before. This is also in line with
De Certeau (1984), as he argues that maarigrédm passive as he is endowed with voraciou
capacity to consciously wiggle that which fadem. This underlines the fact that actors, in this
case lesbian mothers are conscious and calcalagignts as they weigh up their experiences in
an attempt to deal with adversity. In this mannée experiences of lesbian mothers vividly
concurs with the chosen theoretical framewakgshey display a sense of agency that is

portrayed by both De Certeau and Blumer hairt theories.
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6.4 .0 Ways and or mechanisms of accomplishing mathood
Oswald (2002) argues that because homosexuas s®n procreative itis interestingto canvas

and unpack how same sex loving women accompdeshg mothers. This study sought amongst
other things to explore how lesbian women accorhptisbeing mothers. The ways/mechanisms
they use to conceive and or become mothes therefore central. Lesbian women in this
study had erected their families and accomplistresr tmother identities differently. Two
mechanisms with broad intra-dynamics were idemtifit’vo women had become mothers in
heterosexual marriages, one couple had bosgétms locally and informally from a man and
inseminated one partner at home, one lesbiamam had ‘tricked’ a man to sleep with her
and impregnate her in the process, one heddabker uncle to ‘father’ her a child, theneat
two ‘accidentally’ became mothers and the riemmg one couple was still looking for a gay
sperm donor. It follows then that a nuancedlysis reveals that lesbian women have limited
mechanisms through which to accomplish mothath@his is attributed to absence of donor
insemination services, particularly sperms bankéibitive costs of seeking these outside
Zimbabwe and the restrictive laws regulatingo@obn of children in Zimbabwe. Lack of
these services results in lesbian women bemgperate and led some of them to sleep with
men for the purposes of childbirth. This egardless of the fact that such an excrugatin
position makes them to be regarded as not genlgisbians. Accidentally ‘falling’ pregnant and
resultantly becoming a mother cannot be argued agay or a means used to become a parent
because that in itself shows that the lesimthers in question have not planned to accampli
being a parent but accidentally became one.wHys used by lesbian women to become mothers
are dealt with below.

Indeed as argued already by Hayraetal (2015) lesbians who choose or plan to haildren
consider alot of issues and decisions that wrique to them. In this study lesbian wome
who really planned to be mothers had a fodlegisions to factor in in their parenting. ejh
had to think around the ways through which rtigagje parenthood, the cons and pros of such
a way, the costs and the challenges involvedhe case of Tamia and her partner Rosa they
had to think around going for insemination South Africa, adopting, having a local sperm
donor and even the parental status of sudoreor so as to maximise chances of conception
but at the same time avoiding ‘drama’. Thidcalas and reflexive strategizing by lesbian

mothers is the essence of Michael De Certeau j188&ncy theory in which he desisted from
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seeing human beings as mere passive condugsmél processes. It also tallies and resgnate
with Herbert Blumer (1969) symbolic interactiem as Blumer articulates that activities of
human beings consist of meeting a flow otiatibns in which he/she act and the resultant
action is built on the basis of what they enothe assessment and the interpretation and
consequent projected lines of action they map Actors therefore selects, regroups, suspends
and transforms the meanings in light of existirtgagion. As can be seen from all the cases in
which lesbian women planned to have children, dattyg constraints and challenges is evident.
Tamia and her partner, Rosa had to makesidesion who is going to be pregnant and
why. They had to negotiate parental roles. Thedahus tallies with Symbolic Interactionism of
Herbert Blumer. To Blumer social processes anel aoé negotiated and in constant flux as they

are not hinged on biology.

6. 4.1 Lesbian mothers as products of heterosexualarriages
It is widely acknowledged that some lesbiaothers have been married before and may

separate and or divorce with their husbandshiawe in the process become mothers (Patterson
1992, Patterson 1995, Gartesll al1996, Balka 1993 and Langwarthy 1988). In Hisdg on
familial experiences of gays and lesbians inl&bwe, Kuyala (2014) alluded to a case of a
participant who was a single lesbian mothdiowang her divorce with the then husband.
Arguably, lesbians mothers can also be a proofutieterosexual marriage in which they had
been in pretence of being ‘heterosexual’ so aslitat heterosexual surveillance and gaze,
equating to what Rich (1980) termed compulsbeterosexuality. Lesbian mothers may also
‘discover’ their sexuality after being marrietteady and thus divorce and start to liverdyp

as lesbians mothers. Earlier studies, (Wall 2(Pdterson 1995, Garterlet al 1996 and
Langwarthy 1988) concurs therefore with this &tere as participants such as Tec and Kelly
were explicit that they had children whileey were in heterosexual marriages. Respondents
in this study discovered their sexual oridotatafter having been married already and had
mothered at least a child or two. This is mutrprising given the fact that heterosexual
marriages in which lesbians have been incansidered the ideal procreative constellation.
And in these heterosexual marriages procreaticangpulsory. Thus, in this context it can be
argued that that one way in which lesbian woraecomplished their mother identities is

through heterosexual marriages.
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6.4. 2. “Manipulating” man and “asking” a man to father a child

This study underlines the fact that lesbiame&n can ask acquaintances to father them a
child. They can also manipulate men to make thesgmant. Lesbian women having a short
term relationship with a donor so as to bez@megnant was also attested to by the study by
Wojnar and Swanson (2006). In which other lasbideliberately chose to have a short term
relationship with a man to be impregnated. HamvewWojnar and Swanson (2006) pointed out
that other lesbians viewed having a relationstiiph a man as disrespectful to their lesbian
identities and harmful to the same sex couptdationship as the other partner may start to
be jealous. Implicit in the above cases iat lasbian mothers can pursue their motheripng b
having natural sexual intercourse with a nmtside of the wedlock either as planned or
not. These observations in which lesbian women &ake relationships with men and have
sexual intercourse with men so as to beconwhens resonates with similar findings by
Wojnar and Swanson (2006) and Potgieter (200®) found out that lesbian women may

also accomplish being mothers by having sék mien outside the heterosexual marriage.

In her South African Study, Potgieter (2003)ravéhat lesbian women like any other women
are quite capable of engaging in sexual iotae with a man often solely for the reason
that they intend to get pregnant. A participgnthis study, Hope elaborated how she used
‘manipulative’ sex with a man so as to fall pregreamd have a child. In a study by Potgieter (2003)
a participant chronicled that, “...So | had a magite me a baby. | wanted the baby not him, him
| did not love, | only love women—but | had himl tihad the baby”. Another participant in the
same study narrated that : “ | got drunk twieegnt with a man and got pregnant”. These
sentiments underline the fact that lesbian womanstances of constraints can use their agency
to have babies, even if it means crossing the $exuat. Potgieter (2003) poignantly argues that
lesbian women in this regard meant that they halaionships with women, but find no problem
in having sex with man in order to conceive andehawaby. Faking and manipulating a man
for the purposes of childbirth by lesbian men equates to what De Certeau (1984) termed
tricks. Lesbian mothers in this case because oinéihty resorted to tricks to accomplish
motherhood. What the above entails is thatélkperiences of lesbian mothers in this study
resonate with De Certeau (1984) concept of meof everyday life. Tricks in this way enabled

lesbian mothers to discreetly undo and resist tbemn In line with Blumer's Symbolic

89



Interactionism these tricks elaborate how lesbiamothers are in fact challenging social

expectations that their sexual activities aoafined to same sex lovers.

6.4.3 The use of home/ self-insemination
Lesbian women can also buy sperms from loo&brimal donors as a way to conceive and

become pregnant. This mechanism in line withhbielg Blumer (1969) and De Certeau (1984)
underlines the fact that donor inseminationtal@ises, deconstruct and radically challenge
heteronormative norms undergirding reproductiovhich is via heterosexual sex inside a
marriage between a man and a woman. Both tlsesee human beings as sometimes actively
calculating and going against the norm. The cadeofia and Rosa is livelier and exemplary. In
this study Tamia had to make a semi-legal tretimato buy sperms from a local sperm
donor and inseminate her partner. Her partnearne pregnant and are now parents to a baby
girl. In a study conducted Marinaa&t(2010) it was revealed that donor sperms beansed
for various modes of insemination, includibgt not limited to intra-uterine insemination(
IUI), invitro-fertilisation (IVF) and vaginal iremination (1V). Vaginal insemination can be done
in a clinical setting or can be done by iashwomen themselves as self-insemination ait the
places of residence. Tamia and her partner wethsemination thus confirming similar finding
by Marinaet al (2010). Informal sperms donors were also usedstudy conducted by Harris
(2000). Respondents in that study had to rteso informal sperm donors because doctors
were homophobic and denied them accessing fospatms from sperm banks on grounds
of their sexual orientation. Concerns howeveroheed around issues of safety and infections
from buying sperms from informal donors. Lesis can thus end up risking their lives and
become infected with STIs. However, the caE&amia is unique it shows agential exercise
by the respondent. Despite buying sperms IpcBamia also thought of infections and had
to make the sperm donor to undergo screebingheir family doctor to eliminate chances
of infections. De Certeau (1984) argues thawiddals are conscious and calculative beings
in that regards the case of Tamia is exemptdrlesbian women display of agency as they
strategize and eliminate possible challenges. &isplays knowledge and logic of her future

challenges and thus tactical and swiftly resjmol accordingly.

Health such as cancer could affect terms ofymaecy and lesbian women who are into co-

parenting have to consider the health stafuthe partners in carrying the pregnancy (Haym
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et al2015). In the case of Tamia and her partiery thad to negotiate who was going to
carry the pregnancy. As this study has revk@kmia’s partner was considered younger,
healthy, willing to carry the pregnancy and rmtcupied with other roles as she was not
employed by then. Tamia feared that her hea#ttustmay curtail her carrying of pregnancy to
terms. This tallies with earlier study by Marinaa¢{2010) and Haymaat al ( 2015) where co-
parents had to consider one’s nurturing dépeage, fertility status and self-preferense a
factors that are important before one is insated to carry the pregnancy. The case of &ami
may be considered to be typical to aforementiorségdies because Tamia and her partner
illustrated and pointed out that they had rely on online literature on their parenting

mechanism especially on donor insemination, (Sewid in chapter 5 ,data presentation).

Lesbian mothers who involve a donor must spelltbatrole of the donor (Griffin 1998). That is
whether they wants them to be involved or not ireping. Spelling out the role is meant to avoid
custody issues. In the case of Tamia she hatimiv the donor’s role just to being a sper
donor not being an active father by making tsperm provision a semi-legal transaction
where the donor just provides sperms anddeeives his fare for these services. This is
necessary to avoid drama that ensue if parditat and roles are not clearly drawn [ Data
from an interview with Tamia]. Haymaat al (2015) shares similar insights and argue that
lesbian mothers had to make a decision betwe®rosing a known and unknown sperm
donor. Choosing an unknown donor is meant to lfotiire parental claims. This study there
echoes the above studies by Griffin (1998) anghkémet al( 2015) in that lesbian women have
to draw clear lines when they seek the sesvioka sperm donor.

In the case of Tamia she had to google afsstility supplements and had to maximise
conception by inseminating two days beforellawon, on the day of ovulation and two days
after ovulation. They had to keep sperms in a aupetween the thighs. She elaborated that her
partner had engage inleg and buttocks elavati® as promote movement of the sperms into
the uterus. She also described how the whndemination process was a mixture of anxiety
worry and fear. In a study by Haymenal (2015) similar sentiments can be noted. In thedat
participants elaborated that they took prenatgblumpents in preparation for pregnancy and had
to engage in post-insemination activities suchegsand buttocks elevation for thirty minutes.
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It was however characterised by a roller ta®f emotions as these home insemination
sometimes failed and they felt guilt, disappeihand sad.

Tamia and her partner self-insemination was @asa with worry and anxiety because they
did not really know whether they are doing thght thing or not [ Data from unstructured
interview with Tamia]. Worry is inevitable besmuduring self-insemination one should have
access to sperms while they are still mobile. &hewrgency required during insemination so

as to increase the likelihood of successfutception (Haymaet al2015).

In the case of Tamia, a child is not bdmcause of the erotic desires and contadwof
people. A child is born out of the synergiek their biological products and vessels so to
say. Neither Tamia’s partner nor the donor Rgerienced the erotic desire, but the donor
had provided his sperms, the biological prodaictl Tamia’'s partner, Rose had provided her
ovary and womb to carry the baby, she had dealithe biological ‘vessel’ and product, her
own semen that fused with the provided spefiihis equates to and concurs to what Ehrensaft
(2008 pp 8) observed:

“ Each of us is conceived out of the desireor@f or more people and possibly the
assistance of one or more people who paatiegin our conception or gestation not
out of sexual desire but out of the williegs to provide use of their uterus or to

donate their gametes so that we could be "born

These sentiments in line with Tamia and palsnecenario points to the fact thatit ist no

always sexual activity that guarantees thehbof someone but even as simply as helping
with inseminating a partner or just helpingpartner to exercise leg and buttock elevaton i

decisive in conception and birth and that is typical to the traditional way of conception

which two people are supposed to have a sesoiafact.

Unlike in earlier studies, the use of homesmmation in this study is not as result of
professional prejudice and homophobia. Becaupeodéssional prejudice amongst doctors doing
artificial insemination by donors ( AID) lesbianave decided to conduct AID by themselves or
with the assistance of sympathetic men, (Hambeo 1983). This is highly probable in many
homophobic setups, however the same reason didistain in this study as participants who

used home insemination did so because of fdoe that locally there are no professional
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services offering AID. Those that exist are imtBoAfrica and are inhibitory in terms of expenses.
Because of lack of finances to manage the serniiteSouth Africa and the absence of
professional services dealing with artificial ensination Tamia and Rosa resorted to using

home based insemination.

6.4. 4 “Accidentally” becoming a mother
Heteronormativity has a number of implications esbian women in this study. Euan, Sarah and

Ruth were expected by their families to have beyits, settle down and have children.
Unfortunately for the latter that resulted in thiading pregnant. At this juncture it is insigh

to show how the current study has divergednflesbian motherhood scholarship. Goldberg
and colleague see lesbian motherhood as plannedobuwompulsory. Nelson (2000) view the
journey as a planned too. It is attested in ghisly that lesbian motherhood cannot be always
thought of as planned and deliberate. It is 4on&s accidental as lesbians found themselves
pregnant. Sarah and Ruth said they “accidentalBae parents as their pregnancies were
“unplanned”. These had children out of haviregunal sexual intercourse with a man outside
a wedlock. They are two explanations for this.thre case of Sarah and Ruth these were
unplanned pregnancies but they pursued paredthmwever because they value children.
They had to go ahead and remained unmabeshuse their sexual orientation do not allow
them to be in a long term committed opposiex relationships even though they can be

in short term ephemeral ones to ‘fake’ tlsexual identities in the society.

6.5.1 Heteronormativity and the existence of lesbramothers

By the mere fact that lesbians are seen asatipg outside the norm they have a number of
challenges as they are trying to create eesfia themselves in an already established space
that valorises heterosexuality and at the saimee Vvilify their family configuration and
motherhood. Lesbian women because of heterosewuals were expected to be married by
their families and in this study that hasuteed in them faking their identities andnge

in heterosexual relationships for cover. Howgve two cases these resulted in particpant
accidentally becoming mothers after fallingegmant. Heteronormativity was a challenge to
a number of lesbian mothers because the so@rpected them to be married and to have
children inside the wedlock rather than agylei parents. This is discussed further below unde

intersectionality. However, heteronormativity sedim be the greatest challenge because even
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though lesbian mothers may not have theiridestm being a challenge because they are in
a closet the issue of having a single pantly and or having a same sex family was
always an issue as it defied the heterodestendards and norms. Operating outside the
confines of heterosexuality had a number of implices. Sarah, a participant in this study
revealed that having children out of the weHtl resulted in her losing support from her
parents despite the fact that grandparergsnamre of second parent to the child. Sis® al
bemoaned the challenges faced in accessinghheate facilities as these expects parémts
be both a mother and a father and single enotiften face resistance consequently. Tamia
also revealed that because of heteronormatmiigh expects parents to be a mother and
father presenting herself as a non-biologicather is a challenges and so she had tantie
visit her partner, the biological mother lilghe is visiting a sister. It also meant stam

end up lying that her child is in fact hersistas she is not the legally recognised mare

Heteronormativity also results in lesbian motfecing challenges from other lesbians as they
are viewed as not genuine for having slegth men for the purposes of childbirth.
Heterosexual societies assumes sexual binarie®whe is either homosexual or heterosexual
and sexual adventure is not permissible. Thisrefore entails that these binaries creates
sexual scripts that defines lesbian women casifined to romantic and sexual relationships
with other women. A failure to live up these standards results in the society andr othe
lesbians not validating the lesbian mother fifies as true lesbians but rather not genuine
This tallies with symbolic interactionism as Blem(1969) argues that individuals are also
expected to live to certain standards tovakdated. A number of respondents such ashSara
Tec and Kelly had their lesbian identities foked as ‘fertile lesbians’, ‘fake lesbians’ dan
sometimes as ‘prostitutes’ who are fed up witterosexual life and now want to try lesbian
lifestyle. As pointed above lesbian mothers wihad sex with a man for the purposes of
childbirth are relegated to the fringes i tlesbian community and their identities aldied

as they are viewed as selling out and eauge lesbians. They are thus marginalised in
their own lesbian community as regarded &sele lesbians because they had contact with
men. This is so because heterosexual intercaairssgarded as unacceptable by most lesbians
women as it is viewed as disrespectful torthesbian identities ( Baetens and Brewaeys 2001)
As heteronormative standards are clearly the eguith the consequent lack of validation of

lesbian mothers identities one can note thedevance of Blumer (1969) symbolic
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interactionism as a theoretical lens in thtsdg as the society is actingas a stram o

lesbian mothers especially in validating tlesbian mothers identities.

Heteronormativity entails and assumes that rbséxual mothers are the ones that have the
guintessential mother qualities. Lesbian mothezghus relegated for not having the heterosexual
qualities of good mothers. Kelly had challengedistiplining her children as they always throw
back her sexuality as evidence of a ‘failed’ Ingot and hence have nothing to learn from her
These tensions with children are due to fthet that she was invalidated for lacking
heterosexual qualities of a mainstream mothbes€ relational tensions with children are
heightened because she is a single mother. Ketligdlren were shamed for having a lesbian
mother as being a lesbian mother is atyptoalhe valorised heterosexual mother as Kelly
narrated that children expects to have hetsred mothers and fathers. Challenges can be
magnified by having a single parent who lowe all alesbian. In line with Blumer’'s (F)6
symbolic interactionism one can note that Kallghildren is this case had been trying to
validate Kelly’s own motherhood qualities as nestiood carries with it certain expectations.
Consequently, lesbian mothers may be steredtymd stigmatised for lacking these qualitie
and expectations. They are also marginalisedhe whole motherhood discourse as they
are seen as lacking the heterosexual qualitigdseing a good mother (Griffin 1998). Hayman
et al (2015) argues that the lesbian community ¢en harsh in its judgment as it regard
motherhood as extraneous to their identitiess & worsened by the fact that there isegain
social reluctance to acknowledge them as mo(iNaison 2000). In this study similar findings
are evident as leshian mothers such as Kedlgived harsh messages from other lesbians
who regarded her as someone who is sufferingn frdentity crisis, a prostitute and worse of
all justa heterosexual woman who is now g by man and wants to adventure into being

a lesbian.

Though there were challenges in their livesspondents in Hayman and Wilkes (2006)
described their mothering journeys as positivel enjoyable. This can also be noted is thi
study as respondents had positive experienspscmlly from their immediate families. Hope,

a participant in this study elaborated that leskmasthering is not all that “gloomy”. Such
experiences are detailed under intersectionafity lesbian mothers as these challenges are

situational, experiential and in some instai@e privileges. As they are both constrained
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and enabled differently in different situatiaomdaas such caution must be placed on viewing
lesbian motherhood as too bleak, gloomy ardfuchallenges as they draw on differential

sources of support.

Consistent with other studies such as (Wall 2004/gll 2013), Dunne (2000) and Nelson (2000),
this study established that lesbian mothers doomdt deal with stigma and homophobia as
individuals. But they also worry about stigma ahé@rse that their children may endure (Wall
2011). In this study lesbian mothers were worabdut the stigma that their children may have
to go through because of their sexual orietaSexual orientation may be used to védida
their families and motherhood and may resunlthbmophobia being used as corrective for
defying heteronormative standards of motherhoatifamily. In the case of Hope and Tec
their children had already been victims of mgand homophobia. In the case of Tec her
child was victimised by other children at sohdor having 2 mothers instead of having a
father and a mother. In the case of Kelle shustrated that her children felt ashamed for
having a lesbian mother. In the case of Ruthnsineated that “do not want a situation whereby
people will widely open their eyes and await torhany child because her mother is lesbian
She does not want her child to resent heralme of her sexuality or become a victim

because her mother is lesbhian.

Because of heteronormativity individuals who amen-conforming such as lesbians, gays,
lesbian mothers and other sexual minorities rfage challenges in claiming their places and
coming out as lesbian, gays amongst othersioted already by Neophythou (1994) in her
South African study, lesbian women living imnmophobic environment cannot easily come
out due to fear of rejection and ostracism. Baene line of argument is buttressed poiggantl
by Mezey (2008) who argues that coming out iicdit for lesbian mothers as their children

may develop a sense of shame that can |dasightened internalized homophobia. The same
findings are apparent in the cases of Sanah Ruth as they are afraid that comingt@ut

their children though necessary may lead tsem@ment. Coming out may mean a loss of
identity and connection to her children ané tommunity and thus is closely monitored in
certain cases. Even though a lesbian woman magsaatsingle mother, falling pregnant may
force her to come out of the closet to her familrying to explain the how about of her pregnancy

(Bradfordet al2013). Similar findings are made by Haynetnal(2015), lesbian women have
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to ponder around disclosing their sexual daton if they were in a closet as familiesy
incessantly question the existence of her pregnas she is not married. Lesbian women are
thus faced with yet another challenge of cgnaut in the process to their families. Cogni
out may be complicated especially if onecmming out to the extended family (Nelson
2000).

Coming out of the closet as lesbian motheeven more complicated for co-parents as they
usually lack biological affinity ties with thehild which is a symbolic indicator of cultlira
relatedness between mothers and their childnemany societies. Parents may therefore not
regard them as mothers to the children igirtlmions (Nelson 2000). The relationship with
the extended family may worsen especially thiey were already in an emotional and
geographical drift because of their sexual raagon. The extended family can end up
regarding them as good for nothing. In tlasec of Nicole, a participant in this studigth
is evident as her extended family had to tayher that what else could come out of her

lesbianism and equated her to a psychopath.

In this study Kelly illustrated the difficulseshe had in coming outto the family givie
Zimbabwe context where homosexuality is sthsidered unnatural, a choice and un-African.

She also had a challenge of coming out to her i@ild This is what she said,

Being a lesbian mother is a challenge becauseve to come out to my family
which is a challenge in the context of Zimatand | have to come out my children as

they grew up’.

Coming out to one’s children may be more diffiy as they feel ashamed of having a mother
who is atypical and may resist parental disegbf their own mothers as they regard her
also as already deviant and have nothingfikereto learn from her. Lesbian mothers irs thi
study who have children who are still youngoalsee coming out to their children as a
challenge that is inevitable as they wondew and when they will tell their childreand
how these children will react ( See the cas®uth and the case of Sarah). Coming out to
children is inevitable because as they childggow they startto see their mothers going
out with other women and this may appeardvand they will need explanations. Coming
out may also be a challenge because childney expect to see their fathers and may ask

his whereabouts and mothers can find it diffito keep on lying about his existence or
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nonexistence as these children may find foorh other sources such as the extended family

and significant others.

6.5.2 Lesbian mothers and challenges of intersectiality
As can be noted above, lesbianism alone catemjuately elucidate lesbian mothers’ journeys

as some of these relates to being for imstasingle parents. Currently, much literature
focuses on how lesbianism pose and invite ehg#s to lesbian mothers. In contrast to such
studies however, the current study underscoredfdbt that the experiences of lesbian mothers
can also be understood as experiences ofs@ttonality. As indicated, the experiences vary
considerably with situations, individual familyackground, disclosure of sexual orientation,
existing relations with the extended family andthe immediate family. An understanding of

these issues as issues of intersectionalitylwailuminating as some of their challenges are
sometimes not challenges of their lesbianisms@se relates to them as single mothers. In
articulating this position experiences of thespondents are discussed in light of how their
interacting and intersecting categories canmth@&rdisadvantage or privilege them similarly and
differently. Crenshaw (1993) points out that iséetions of individual social categories can

act as both sources of oppression and or pgwil®ecognising these intragroup differences

enables the overcoming the elision of social caiegdCrenshaw 1993).

Lesbian mothers also faced challenges that do ewdssarily spring from being lesbians. These
relates to being mothers but at the same timet ‘married” or being mothers outside “ the
wedlock” and the challenge of raising a “dh@lone” . In essence these challenges related to
them being single mothers. Ruth was explicit thabple wonders that she has a child but is
not married. Sarah was also explicit that oree would want to “raise “ a child alone and
that her parents scorned her being a simgieher outside the wedlock. Sarah also pointed
that when people discover that one has a childibuhot married support will be limited as
people expect one to have a child inside rarriage. In this regard being single racgh
further marginalised lesbian mothers, as singhotherhood is vilified and ostracised in
Zimbabwe by using derogatory terms suclMaana( Mawema-Chitauro 2013). However, the
termMvanais not used publicly. In essence gender andlesparenthood social categories
further act as a source of disempowerment aradgimalisation for some lesbian mothers.

These intragroup differences and challengesatabe wholly understood by just capturing
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the category of lesbian mothers as some hateexperienced this challenge of being “single
mothers”. This is crucial as some of thesallehges do not relate to lesbian mothers becaus

of their “lesbianism” but social visibility asmgjle, unmarried mothers out of the wedlock.

Another crucial issue is how familial backgrowfdesbian mothers acted and intersected with
their motherhood and thus make the experierafegesbian mothers qualitatively different.
Tec’s immediate family has embraced lesbianismtémpe’s family also integrated her and her
partner thus acting as a source of support for thuth’s extended family also did not question
her for being a single mother because they‘tither differences” other than sexual orierati
that drifted them apart. In these and otbases like that of Sarah what is apparenthadt
familial background intersected with lesbian nestitood and either acted to give them more

constraints or support depending on the famitgskground, values and reaction.

In the case of Sarah, her religion had alserseicted with her motherhood and thus become
another source of intersectional disempowerntgm is reminded by her immediate family
that her “motherhood” runs contrary to hergiein that expects her to be married and then
have a child. In the case of Kelly her chuda not help her with burial rituals of hson
because she is lesbian. From there onwardg Kethdrew from her church and started to
have a relationship with God and not heurch as her church’s actions violated the
sanctity of life and death with it “purportsd value. In other lesbian women however religion
was not raised as acting as a source ofesigel thus pointing to the fact that by simply
using “lesbianism” one can elide the intragralifferences within and amongst lesbian
mothers who may both identify as lesbians afdhe same religion but experiencing these

differently as experiencing the phenomena cay wdthin the same group (Crenshaw 1993).

Challenges faced by lesbian mothers are hkargehsequences of their lesbianism, but these
are compounded by familial background, familiatagtion to either lesbianism or single
parenthood, heteronormativity, religion among oththings. As such lesbian mothers
challenges can also be understood as challesigegersectionality as various social categ®ri

intersect as either source of strength or matigation.

Lesbian mothers’ challenges are experiential. lsttism constraints and privileges lesbian

mothers differently. The case of Ruth is illustrati When she had a child the general populac
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treated her as a single mother and was wiatien of homophobia. She alluded to the fact
that no one has ever confronted her as ty wie had a child while she is lesbian. In
comparison to other lesbian mothers she actealigyed the secrecy of being treated as a
regular single mother, though she apprecitdtat other lesbians are scorned for being msthe
while they are lesbian. Lesbian women, dependimgheir experiences may enjoy subtle and
secrecy existence as mothers, who the society &sstanbe heterosexual, but in fact may be non-
heterosexual. Ruth passed therefore as an ordieaeyyday mother. Potgieter (2003) explains
why respondents like Ruth enjoys her being: by dpeeen as a regular women lesbian women can

be creating a comfortable space to be lesbian.

Intersectionality can be illuminating because foafs one to see the intragroup differences
amongst lesbian mothers themselves. Thus afforditegto avoid conflating and eliding these
experiences. In as far as some lesbian mothergrexmed lesbian politics some did not. Tec was
articulate that sometimes as lesbian motheey thre called names such as fertile lesbian to
denote that they are more of fake lesbiarthag had sex with men. Sarah also pointed out
that,

“Sometimes you have your sexuality thrown in yoce.falf you are a real lesbian why

then are you stepping out and going against tlestyfie that you chose”
Such sentiments reveals that lesbian politics [dat here. It also reveals that motherhood is
not necessarily the issues to other lesbiansdw motherhood was pursued, by having contact
with a man. Having a contact with a man iswed as disrespectful amongst certain lesbians
and therefore those that does have contact migim are considered not genuine. Pursuant to
intersectional argument proffered, not all lesbranthers had experienced lesbian politics.
Tamia, Hope, Ruth, Rosa and Nicole have not beetima of lesbian politics but Kelly, Sarah
and Tec had been victims of lesbian politics. theoillustration can further illuminate issues of
intragroup differences. Nicole and Tec faced @maes from their extended families as a result
of their lesbianism and motherhood but distinctaziences can be noted from Ruth. Ruth did not
face any challenges from her extended family thaihgy had other issues that made her to
be in an emotional drift with her extended figrWhat can be underlined from such a study
is that these women journeys are constraindd@ivileged differently depending on various

social categories, issues, spaces and indilgdinvolved.
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What the above observation reveals is that lesbiathers’ experiences are experiences that are
situational, contextual and experiential. Theirrjoys differs with times, spaces, contest and
individuals. To elaborate on the situationaiuna of these experiences one can note that
lesbian mothers both drew support and sonestimesistance from other lesbians. Blumer
(1969) argues that individuals approach situatdifferently, live in different worlds and guide
themselves by different set of meanings as theymcdifferent positions. Sarah, a participant
in this study was questioned by other leshimnto why she is crossing the line by going
against the ‘lifestyle’ that she chose. Sheéwr got help from other lesbian women on how
they coped. Kelly was viewed by others lesbiassa prostitute and sometimes as someone
who is bored by heterosexual life with menwdweer, not all lesbians viewed her as such
as she got help from other lesbian frientiSGALZ. Tec was criticized likewise for being a
fertile lesbian yet other lesbian look up ter las role model. Especially those that are gtinigj

to have children. Interms of contexts, experanfrom the immediate and extended families
differs within and amongst individuals. Thesgperiences also differs depending on the
mechanism used to accomplish motherhood andlisicéosure of sexual orientation to their
families. In resonance with Blumer (1969) Syiibmteractionism, experiences and actions

are a product of and emerges in contexts @ be understood in such contexts.

6.6 .0 Copying mechanism used by lesbian mothers
One assumption of this study was thatin shap to become mothers lesbian women face

a number of challenges. They are seen ateolgaig the statusquo and the norms by having
unconventional families outside the ideal familytnxaBalka (1993) argues that coping amongst
lesbian mothers concerns are around how leshiathers have to defend their mothering in
an environment that can be unwelcoming to treerd their children. Their motherhood is seen
as not comporting well with the idealised standasfl@ mainstream mother. They have to
therefore create their space in a heterosexuaktyocThey have therefore to adopt certain

mechanics to navigate through such a terrain.

Consistent with Herbert Blumer’s Symbolic Interaoism and Michael Certeau Agency theory
lesbian mothers are active conscious agency asattyely wiggle their constraints. Lesbian

mothers experiences in coping and negotiating efr texperiences shows the relevance of
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Blumer's principle of human agency and Mich&&trteau concept of everyday practices in
which resilience and human intentions are sardinal. They had to employ behavioural
strategies that ‘legitimise’ their identities. Thiegd to consciously redefine and come up with
meaning making strategies that create linguistid agmbolic structures that affirm their

motherhood. To Certeau (1984) lesbian women egias becomes just in hand time
assemblages as they want to respond to dk asechallenge that which faces them in

mothering journeys.

6.7. 1 Naturalisation, normalisation and neutraliséion
Conventional society view of family is that afmother and a father, lesbian headed families

either single parent or same sex parent wasvedleas falling short of societal of normative
heterosexual ideals. Due to these issues lesho#imens have to negotiate their places. They must
forge their understanding of family as same sexilfasnlack legal validation in Zimbabwe.
Hequembourg (2014) study established three resiteehanism used by lesbian mothers. These
involved second parent adoptions, commitment cenggsoand normalisation. In this regard
lesbian mothers view their families as not anyttdifterent from the heterosexual families. They
normalise their families. In the case of Tec shewed her family as normal like heterosexual
families. In the case of Ruth again she pointleat she sees her family as a normal family
regardless of what people may say. Normalisatiaiie case of Ruth also involves her
passing as regular everyday heterosexual singtker. In other words she managed her sexual
orientation and did not disclose it to the soci&yth was thus seen by the society as a aggul
everyday single mother and thus lesbianism hais been as serious issue used to challenge
her motherhood. While in the closet she damdte those that affirm lesbianism, keep close
to them and maintain distance with those ffwatn on lesbianism. Oswald (2002) argues
that managing disclosure is a process that casmgte resilience of families of choice by
selectively bringing affirming individuals closehile creating distance with the hostile one.

This illuminates the salience of De Certeau (1984ytice of everyday life.

In case of Tamia she also views motherhood as algoart of anyone. In the case of Hope she
also said that her family is normal andswome instances better than heterosexual &snili

because they can provide for their child arel more egalitarian in nature. The case of
Ruth and Tec as well as other various caset ss that of Kelly shows that other people

do not view them as parents. Normalisatisnimportant to these mothers because they will
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be living alife that is true to themssdvregardless of what people say. It hefygsnt to
have a positive image of their identities aifis survive the scenario. It helps them have
their own breathing space that is content to theraseNormalisation was expressed differently
by participants. Normalisation involved lesbiaromaen viewing motherhood as normal and
authentic part of their identities as women.the case of Hope she pointed out that she
wanted to be the real Hope. Meaning therefbe¢ her identity is not in dissonance with
motherhood. This was against a background inclwlothers did not view them as normal
to their lesbian identities. What is crucial his mechanism is that lesbian mothers do no
deny that they are different from heterosexmalthers but sees their choice of being mether

as normal regardless of ones’ sexuality.

Lesbian mothers one way or the other responddakeio éxperiences through neutralisation. This
involves a deliberate attempt on part of #wtors to make the challenges ineffectiveaor
attempt to counterbalance these challengesotier words it involves invalidation of the
challenges by the actors. In the case ofhRshie was very clear that whether or not the
society sees her family as a family she doescare but views herself as a mother and her
family as a family. Neutralisation easies th®llenges because it simplifies the challenge a
view them as just minimal and in this rehdesbian mothers would have created a blwar
of some sort to shield themselves from axgstthallenges. In these scenarios lesbian emoth
and their children will view their challenges typical and normal day to day issueschvh
they are getting used to and will not cleatigem and thus cope in the end. Flood ( udjlate
argues that lesbian mothers may use comingobuhe closet as neutralisation mechanism to
cope in the society. Flood (undated) was coredrtbat coming out that is characterised by self-

confidence and unapologetic coming out which someheutralises other people’s responses.

6.7.2 Symbolisation, naming and labelling
Language is not neutral but politically chedgand possesses both the powerto acknosledg

and affirm as well as render invisible thesition of lesbian mothers (Brown and Perlesz
2008). In this study it is apparent thasbian mothers’ partners/co-mothers had to negotiat
in conjunction with children and other pars#éirough interpretive processes their mother
identities and roles as parents. This is so Umxdhere was notable absence of commonly

understood language for the non-biological motterthis regard they had linguistic constraints
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and had to construct symbolic and linguistioagement mechanisms to identify each other.
Similar findings have been reported by Butiddi (2011) in which lesbian non-biological
mothers coined the term “ Mather” as a hybfidather and mother to anchor and identify
themselves and positions as parents. Blung&9)largues that meanings that things have for
human beings are central in their own right. Imst study how children responded to and
interacted to their co-mothers was based omtbaning that they have and these resulted
from the interactive process between theséigsaSo as to fit within the motherhood discourse
lesbian mothers especially co-parents had totregoand go through a process through which
their participation in the daily lives of thepartners lives acquired them a symbolic nireg

of a mother through picking the kid fromheol and doing everyday chores. The children
at first saw them merely as partners of ttmeathers but atthe end regarded them as ersoth
as the meanings they had changed. See HopEearthses in chapter 5. Labels such as aunt,
mama 1 and mama 2 as well as Blaz where mebusly created so as to give a name to
the ‘other’ mother. What is perhaps particuéddout symbolic interactionism is the issue of
how labelling and naming takes centre stagéwhan interactions. A mother is expected to
be feminine among other things. She is supposéd\e ‘carried’ the pregnancy. In other words
if she fails to meet these qualities she sigoposed to negotiate her identity through
symbolisation and then acquire the symbolic iattics of being a mother. This is especially
difficulty for a non-birth mother who is ty@lly not feminine and children may struggle
either calling her mom or dad because sis Short of neither qualities.

In her Yorkshire study in the UK, Gabb (20@5jues that lesbian blended families may be
faced with linguistic challenges of identifyitige non-biological mother. The data in this
literature evinces that while faced with thésgyuistic constrains the creative use of laage

by children and their non-biological mothers d&strates the ability, agency and
deconstructive abilities alluded to by Blume9§9) in these experiences as these families
positioned themselves dynamically and stratdlyicto facilitate and include the other mother
by using a number of terms expounded beldwldé&n may assign labels to her so as to give
a place in their families. This is an initiatioryhsbolisation of some sort.

In this study it became interesting as childrerfiegt neither saw their mothers butch partners

as mom nor dad but hadto view them latersach because the partners were butch, which
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is thought of as a discrepancy to the idedbecause they had mothers already. In thatdegar
the naming and labels shifted as the meaning dddsen children saw them as mothers they
started to interpret them as such despite fteisical appearance or the fact that they had
other mothers. Meaning therefore was in constnift and negotiated and not fixated on the
bodily appearance or the presence of biologiaetmts but more on the meaning they had out
of everyday interactions. The case of Hope ardare helpful here and are detailed below. Thus
in line with Symbolic Interactionism ideas bferbert Blumer (1969), one can note that it
is out of the interactions and negations ti&t mothers had with their children thatated

space for them as mothers. Blumer (1969) ewgthat actors are forced to direct their own

conduct in terms of what they take into acdonriace of the actions of others.

Hope's son and Tec’s daughter wanted to madeaning of the ‘other’ mothers in their
families and at first they would address themaurrently as aunts. Tec’s daughter increaging|
viewed her other mom not as aunt and chartgedalling her by her real name. Similarly,
Hope’s son started calling her other mom blaz. €hlabels were negotiated through interactions
SO as to create a space for and legitimatesttistence of the other mother. In essdheg
actively socially constructed their identitiéesgether with their children as they intérac
every day. Based on the contexts and meaning thabels shifted accordingly. Blumer (1969)
argues that actors may abandon an intention, réyisgensify it, check it or replace it. This is
typically what is evident here as there aréshn the linguistics terms that designatesther

in these mothers’ relationship with their chddras a result of the interactions they had.
certain contexts children simply addressed theithers as mom, aunt, blaz or blaz T. When they
thought of their mothers as aunt they addces$em as such. When they thought of their
mothers as Blaz they interpreted them as such.eTlaé®ls were also emergent and temporary
and context specific. Imagine this case, Hopa imother and in a relationship with T. Tas
mother consequently, more of a co-parent to éhild. When Hope’s child was young he
referred to T as aunt. As Hope’s child grew hep started to view T not as aunt but more
like a mother-father figure. He stopped callivgg aunt. He started calling her Blaz. Blaz isenor
like a brother in slang. T label changed fromrmtato Blaz as the meaning that the child have
changed. The label Blaz was meant to accommodatbuith qualities. So in essence the label
Blaz made T to be recognized as a mothenyaman who is physically and economically a

provider, more of a double identity of fathand mother in a single individual. T is not
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addressed as Blaz to match the aforementionedsissug. The term Blaz is meant to neutralise
societal negative remarks. It allows T and his ®pinteract as close affinities without society
having to ask him why he has two mother® [@bel blaz used by T's son changes in contexts.
When T is with the son she is addresse®lasbut when they are at school or funeral T
is referred to as Blaz T, more of a comtiama of the label (blaz) and her real namedq@)
that people will not ask why she is addressedBlaz, a purely Masculine label, sort of
neutralising people’s reaction. This thereforenees and concurs with Blumer's Symbolic
interactionism where identity is negotiated dransient as well as context specific. latity

therefore that utility and resonance of this theorthe current study.

Gabb (2005) notes that children’s eclectic andat@ré vocabulary sometimes may highlight
absence of social status for the other ‘mothert,dmes not situate her beyond the boundaries of
the family but instead attest to children’s creati@milial-linguistic management of the notion of
family. In the case of Hope, a participant in tbigdy the son had to call the other mother Blaz
amongst other things and in the case of Tec, heggidar had to act in a likely manner by calling

the other mother by her real name thus doveta@iagb (2005) findings.

6.7.3 Avoidance
Nicole had to withdrew from her relatives &stdrted to avoid them so as to limit the

stigma associated with being a mother ouamfincestuous relationship. This was particularl
due to the fact that she was out of the tlalseady to a number of friends and her reckeel
family. Symbolically speaking humans are supposetive up to certain expectations. These
groups according to Blumer validate the individigntities. As a result Nicole had to avoid her
close affinities because she was operating out$ideexpectations and therefore failed to be
validated. Accordingly, it should be noted tBgmbolic Interactionism of Herbert Blumer is
also clear on the fact that human being eseragency by reflexively engaging and
strategizing. To use Certeau, practice of ewayytife, Nicole was avoiding her affinities so
as to operate underneath the radar. She wesegercising her agency in limiting herstelf
become a victim of relentless gaze. It is egdinn this regard that such a theoretical taig®

of Symbolic interactionism and Agency theoryoadis scholarship to understand how lesbian
mothers sometimes deal with their experienessagency is cardinal to these theoretical
frameworks.
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6.7.4 Accommodation
Respondents emphasised being true to their idenhtind accepting the reality. An emphasis was

placed on not trying to conform, but to live angbegeiate their difference. Ruth was very vocal
in this dynamic. Accommodation involves normaligatas stated above but accommodation is
more embracing, it then appreciates that lestnais just but one component of the lesbian
mother identities. They have other identitiestwarelebrating like being an accountant. In the
case of Hope she emphasises other joyous momeshisvants in her life. Kelly despite being

vilified by the church placed emphasis on hedividual identity as a Christian who have a
relationship with God than a member of theurch and thus having a relationship with

God not church. Lesbian mothers also made uieeofsocial networks for stress management.

6.7.5 Resignation and Ritualization
Resignation as used in thesis is not necessavilyggup. Resignation is that attempt by a lasbi

mother to reciprocate to the society that aaotfthey are lesbian mothers but they are
immovable in their stands as lesbian mothdrs. other words it is a mechanism of

reciprocating to adversity by stabilising thielentities as mothers. Like lesbian mothers are
here to stay regardless of adversity. In essé@niea resilient mechanism in which one des$

her ground as a decree. In the case of Rutimside the following sentiments, “yes | am a
lesbian mother, but so what...”. Respondentsigushis mechanism seem to accept that yes

the society vilifies their identities but thdg not care about what the society says wrks$h

Lesbian mothers may perform rituals such @asmitment rituals and marriage rituals. This
makes observers and adversaries realise tegt dre really committed and prepared to face
any adversity. The adversaries in the long rug wadidate these mothers. Hequembourg (2014)
equates this to commitment ceremonies. As Hequergl{@014) argues commitment rituals are
performed to gain validity and legitimation the eyes of their friends and families and at
the end of the day acts as a symbolic scaffoldtrengthen the relationship. In this cutren
study Tamia and her partner had to performriage rituals with her partner in South Africa

in the presence of her friends and relatives

6.8 Conclusion
The section concludes this study. The study isnnhéo illuminate how lesbian women

accomplish their mother identity, the challendased along the way, how they interpret and
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describe the whole mothering journey. It alsliniinate how lesbian mothers negotiate and
claim their place as mothers operating outsodeéhe norm. This study is solely concerned
with mothering journeys of women who self-iiBn themselves as lesbians in Harare,
Zimbabwe. Given the intricacies in everyday tfelesbian mothers, the decisions they make
and the meaning they attach to their mothentiles and how they interpret it Situational
symbolic interactionism was considered as thesalidjualitative research epistemological
tradition from which to purse the study. Thilgesis is an attempt to locate, situate alhd te
(an emic perspective) from an insider point oéwhow, why and with what challenges do
lesbian women carry out or intend to carry matherhood in Zimbabwe and what the whole
experience of being a mother means to them.

In becoming mothers lesbian women had to rely @ir thositionality in the ways to become
mothers. They felt constrained by the lack sefvices that caters for non-heterosexuals as
such they had to use resources at their di$mogh as buying sperms locally and using
manipulative sex as well as natural sex witisel affinities. It can therefore be argued ihat
terms of ways used to become mothers therroismuch locally as Zimbabwe is stringent
in its adoptions laws and because otherlifgréiervices are not so pronounced in Zimbabwe.
This explains why lesbian women end up doing ‘amgheven what people see as unthinkable,
immoral and inauthentic. They however redefinedr thesitions as those compelling them to do
so. They have to therefore suspend their idest#te as to achieve an identity transition from
just being a lesbian to being a lesbian motime that regard lending credence to Herbert
Blumer symbolic interactionism as a chosen the&aktframework for this very study as it

posits that identities are negotiated andonstant state of flux.

Symbolic interactionism in its variations moved avilm seeing human beings as just miniature
passive aggregates in the society. In essence HeBhemer posited the ability of man to
consciously exits in the society. He argued tleeefthat humans should be understood as
having agency, specifically by interpreting thections from the meanings they attach to
specific events and processes. Despite facingd/@hallenges in its multiform existence,
lesbians women who are into mothering canreotviewed as victims of circumstance in which
their endeavours die along the pipe dreans Btudy has shown how these women face up

everyday challenges with fortitude and resilierm® they camouflage their mothering with a
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spirit of comradeship where soldering onis kagised. It is also momentous to make mention
of this, lesbian women face challenges bu# oh the perhaps ground-breaking findings that
has even challenged general expectation is @rtdin lesbian women do not want and they do
not believe their mothering journeys areflsoded with challenges as presented in litesa

This is unthinkable given the levels of homolpla in Zimbabwe (Mudavanhu 2010) and the

legal -political context that trammels the livaslesbians and gays (Kuyala 2014).

Sex is a human behaviour that is fluid and meganoriented but at the same time it is so
vested with emotional significance and havingchald out of sexual contact with a man is
not easy for many lesbian women as they &é&® ds a betrayal to their partners and their
lesbian identities. However, as this study esuthat lesbian women can cross the sexual
boundary to have children and this does noarma change in their sexual orientation meeith
does it make them lesser lesbians. The comraitassumption is that lesbians do not have
sex with man in as much as gays ‘do not' haex with women. Albeit, they do. Sexual
behaviour cuts across sexual orientation. If skeelaaviour is and should not cut across sexual
orientation what does anal sexual contact betwadeeterosexual man and woman make them.
If they remain heterosexual, lesbian shouldeviise be treated the same because whether
heterosexual partners have engaged in analtseavoid pregnancy or losing virginity that
is not the concern because they have likewisssed the script. Symbolic interactionism
affords insights therefore into viewing sexuaehlviour as not objective but subjective
behaviour that takes varied meaning and idest

Participants had to negotiate with donors, friemdatives and partners in becoming mothers.
Lesbian mothers in openly lesbian relationshiphasstudy indicates are the ones who negotiated
who was going to be impregnated or to play whidegoln that regard mothering roles and its
variants elements is thus not essential or rngimet socially constructed and negotiated.
Blumer’s Symbolic interactionism alludes to socedlity as socially constructed and negotiated.
In that regards the study accentuates the salieh8ymbolic Interactionism as the findings are

dovetailing the essence of Blumer’s symbolic int&oaism.

One of the research recommendation with reggarthis paper is to understand more lesbian
motherhood and intersectionality as well asdikesion of labour within same sex families of

these leshian women as they seem to emargetlrs literature.It should be clear that insthi
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study the researcher did not map how childrelesifian mothers felt about growing and being
brought up in a lesbian family because that waiheéyhe scope of this study, but can equal

constitute an area of further academic inquiry.
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