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A detailed critique of queer linguistics is beyond the scope of this paper, but a couple of points should be made, and Hall does that eloquently:

From a political perspective, I am concerned that queer theory, by maintaining its analytic distinction between practice and identity, ignores the subjectivity of those it was initiated to defend. From a sociocultural linguistic perspective, I am concerned that this distinction leads to a static account of the indexical processes that give rise to social meaning. (Hall 2013: 640)

Hall’s second point relates to (linguistic and social) categorisation at large. This may be fuzzy (rather than Aristotelian; cf. Lakoff 1982, 1987; Taylor 2010) and dynamic (rather than static), but it is inescapable; and so are the indexical relations between categories themselves (which Bucholtz and Hall 2004, 2005 have attempted to capture).
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INTERTEXTUAL REFERENCES
Examples

Advocating sexuality as desire (Kulick 2000, 2003; Cameron 2005; Cameron & Kulick 2003, 2005, 2006) has worked as a catalyst for the field.

Recent research (Sauntson & Kyratzis 2007; Morrish & Leap 2007) has shown both concepts to be manifestly relevant to the study of language and sexuality, and intricately implicated in gendered self- and other-representation, given heteronormativity.

On the other hand, the ‘critical approach to heteronormativity’ emphatically advocated by queer linguistics can hardly be dissociated from issues of identity and desire in language, as heteronormativity specifically aims at policing their correlation vis-a-vis gender norms (Coates 2013: 536).
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