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ABSTRACT

This thesis examines four _areas: labels and descriptions tor women,

how women use the language, women's style of interaction and women's

nonverbal behavior. This examination is based on a bibliographic
review of relevant literature in the social sciences and recordings

of ethnographic data collected locally.

Part One delineates the scope and nature of the thesis. Part Two deals
with women's place”ﬁﬁﬂthe linguistic universe. Labels and descriptions
often refer to women,as outside the mainstream of society and in terms
of their Lelatlonbhlp to men. Part Three discusses the.social
construction ot reality and sex roles as fabrications in keeping with
the existing social order. Conventional sex differentiated pétterns

of interaction reinforce social positions. Part Four outlines some
Specifics‘of‘women's use of language and women's commumnication style.
Part Five discusses the relativity of language; the relationship between
language, conceptions, attitudes and behavior; the attitudes and beliefs
which have obscured the issug of status differential; and role theory -
that roles develop out of relationships and are reciprocal. Brief’
mention is made of the silence about women in recorded history and the

present relatlonshlp of women and the media.

In summary, 1t is the author's conclusion that the observable dlfferences
in communicative behaxlor are not innate sex dlffereﬁ%es but are related
to differences in status. That is, women's style-of communication can’
be viewed as communication of submission. The author concurs with what.
has been called the feminist view that traditional scholarship is male
oriented and reflects a malegperspectivé of the world. .She therefore-

- v, 4
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concludes that it 1s the task of intelligent women to critically assess
theories, models and research, and to authentically document women's
- behavior and position in society, thus generating a bbdy of recorded

knowledge from a feminist perspective.

»
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‘Pnd I will® speak less &‘less +6 you‘
And more and more in crazy gib%erish'
.Vvou cannot understand:
witches‘incantatiohs, pdetry,
0ld women's mutterings....
\ Rorin’NQrgan,

The Monster
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student and fifteen vears in the educational svstem
as a teacher, consultant and administrator, I am
fully cognizant of the fraditionalﬁformat“o‘ academic
.work. Researching this topic for close to a year

led to experiencing profound revelations ahout women's
communication in general and marticularlv my own
communicative behavior. Thus‘I decidéd to bresent
this material in an unconventional format. I chose
not to write as a man to men - theltradifional form
of écholars%ip. "I place womér back in the first
pefson, using the pronoun ;wé' to refer to women,

not society as‘a wbole. Societv as a whole is

male dominated and has made me feel invisible and
unimportant for thirtv séven_years. ‘MV ﬁoo] Qf.
communinétion is a lancuage saturated with male

bias. Also thirty seben vears of conditioﬁing

are hard to overggTe in one year. So lapses occur
throughout the thesis. Criticism from mu\éommittee
afterrlﬁhad submitted the first draft illuézzgzed

‘how well I had learned mv lessons of submission.

The purpose of the thesis was meekly suggéstéd,
by innuenﬂbiagd inference, well into the body of
the work. My conclusions and suagestions reflected

. my lack of a sense of historv and my feelings of

powerlessness in the society. I experienced rising

vii - “



‘tides of emotion - no, of anger - .as I wrote the thesis,

and in true ‘'ladylike’ fashion,‘supprésseﬁ/fﬁI; to
! /

> i
@ ;

just below the surface. ‘ /

. r R

T have alwavs considered my personal stvle to he

concise, if not terse, elaborating onlv where ‘nece

. The thesis, with siXtyéeigﬁt rages of rodvy and twelty-

five pages o° notes reflects this" stvle. It‘ﬁggk

a colleagdg to noint Qut_@he connection hetween this

habit and the subject of the thesis. For subservients _

do not presume to Ptake up much of +he 'master's' t+ime.

T have learned to speak brriefly and to the point -

sometimes guicklv - aware, if only subconsciouslv,

s

that +o speak at all is with the good coraces of

my superiors.

¢

~—
I have strugéled to present documentation on the‘
subj%ct of women in communication in as gitﬂentic
a manner as possikle. I am fully aware of the weight

of male domination on my attitudes, perceptions,

Ty . " d
thought patterns, behavior“@ﬁd-use of language and
. ‘ S

have attempted to trahscendvsthis. However, the '
languadge is inadequate to communicate the new, fleeting
perceptions and consciousness I am experiencing.

»

To write this wor} in anv other style would be a

. - 3
disservice hroth to myself and to other women.

4
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B £
I set out to investigate’a suspegted éhenomenon'— a'péttern of
behavior, and soonrdiscéyéred the narrowﬁess and shallowness
of information in this area. The_process of collecting: and
sifting throug the data was not.intentionally biased, although'
I recognize nmy bwn ethnocentficity. fﬁdid intentionally
focus my research on contemporary women -~ academics, ad hoc
social critics énd colleagues, considering that, as Poulain
de Barre says '4ll writing by men about women must be considered
_suspect for men are at once judge and party to the lawsuit .,

(Quoted by Simeone de Beauvoir in The Second Sex, ». xxv).

-,
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"lLanguage 1is masculine, but only

in the sense that it was created

by man to be used as a most ~

powerful instrument with which
to produce a world Of/hls own

by interpreting the ex1st1ng world

in terms of his mascullne sexology."

Y

Otto Rank,

J
Beyond Psychology,

p.242

Part One L

Introduction

e

A
tay
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Rank's éomment illustrates the crux of the problem of
women in COmmugication. The English lénéuage was created
unilateraliy by the men in society and oﬁiy describes the
world as men see it. This leaves half the sociéty - us
women - in an unenyiable’position., We see the world from
a different perspective and learn early in our li:if to
~deny this eypérience and espouse the dominant worldk§iew;i
Moré importantly, Qe think of durseivés as f, in thé
céntre of our wqud énd are bombarded with messages that
contradict our essehég; We are called the dark side of
men, webaré what man is not, the second of opposing principles -
objects. Since manris normal we are the abnormal, the
aberration. We are the others, the outsiders - outside
the mainstream of human (real male) experience. Thus
language has only providéd the means of describing us in
relation to man, not as equal independent people. As
Gornick says in her(é?ﬁfoduction, "I am as human as you
are... but I suffer ijp@ the deprivation of that initial
r'ecognition."Li.’lf)\w—//S A - ,—
Until recently this sexist base of language has rarely
been challénged as women's intelléctual and communication
powers have been stultified. In the new wave of feminism

of the last few years educatéd women have begun to articulate

the discrepanciés and inadequacies of the language. This



work attempts to discuss some of'the iséues iQ;as authentic
a manner as possible, given that we are just beginﬁing to
equip.oursélVes with the linguistic tools necesgéry to -
objectify and share our cbllective female experienée.
. ’ ? v v:‘. 7
Although male scholars in linguistics and anthropology
have{bbserved and written of sex differeﬁces in aboriginal
lénguages since the nineteenth century, concern with thei,
same 1ssues_in English is a relatively new fiéld.ofvstudy. (2)
Mythsvsuch’as, women chéttef“incesééntly, and Women have
nothing imﬁortant to say, ha?e crept into the literature
and have been transformed into’facts with no cdncreté
éupportive evidence. |
In 1975 the first books devoted to this topic appeared
Vand to date .four have:}egn published - ali in the United -
States. (3) Articles‘and research reports are curring
in increasing:numbers in both the academic~zﬁgﬁ%§e popular
press. The'datg is gradually being accumula£ed and shows
progressivé coherence and clarity. o /
#T1 have chosep to limit the sdpe of this work to four topics:-

1. Our names and descriptions

—

2. Our style of language



3. Our style of interaction

4. Our non-verbal eommunication ‘{
from féur sources: |

l.. social scientists

2. linguists . . . | . o Ty

3, literature A' E , - o N

& .

L. personal ethno réphic data ~

I include the last sourfe since preparing this thesis has
lead me to experience 're-vision' that is, to reagsess
" past interactions and to be more conscious of the evidence

available in the everyday world. , e

\ o 3
We)women have the choice of dg;ng three styles of written 7
communication. We can imitate a masculine style, choose a
 cooll impersonal style, orf write from our own perspectiv%;
?Though most of my references are women, writing iﬂ the
last eight years'since the dawn of the' latest feminist

movement, all three styles are represented. Mary Ritchie.

Key's book, Male/Female Language, is a gooduexémple of the

14

cool impersonal style. Casey Miller and KapeASwift in b -

#Nomen and Words also avoid the feminisé'perspective which
they rationalize in their introduction this way - "using
'they' helps maintain'distance:.. Since we are women
writing on a subject that in the short run divides the
sexes ... and since we do not claim to be nonpartisan...
#e needed the objectivity 'they! encourages(" It may be

s
/S

-
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comforting that Miller aﬁd Swift recognized the problem.
Their solution, however, is disappointing evidence of the
price some somen are willing to pay to operate i a male—
domlnated world. On the other hand ‘much of the femlnlst
wriiing is fréught with anger - outrage against what
Adrienne Rich calls the 'oppressor's language' we are

“

forced to use. (4) Such an agpproach.is hardly constructive

it behooves intelligent women to challenge the language

and concomitant beliefs and atfitudes they are confronted
Qith daily, thus to gquestion the traditional (read male)
fraﬁeworks of analysis and patterns.of iogic. Ellen Morgan,

'editpr‘of An Intelligent Woman's Guide to Dirty Words, said

‘feminists "tend to reject elitism and authoritarianism,
and base their politics on personal experience, their style

is more descriptive, and, if not more tentative, more relative,
more inclined to the many faceted, ‘less structure[c{;"’mh

the
desire to assert one idea to the exclusion of ethefs than-

to convey the'multiple and persohal character of experiekce. (5)
Although our authentic style at this p01nt in time is clumsy,

cumbersome and 1ncon51stent it represents a necessary part

of our development.



If'I'coﬁe into a room out of the sharp, miéty light
and’hgar‘fhem talking a deéd language
and if they ask my identity ‘
what can I say but
I am the anérogynéﬁ
'I‘a%'the’living mind- you Tail to describe
Ain /your -dead language,
| the lost noun, the verb surviying

~.only in the infinitive.

Adrienne Rich, .

. The Stranger

-

Part Two
Our Place in the Linguistic Uniwgrse

" Labels, descriptions and omissions

-



In an attempt to understand other cultures linguists and
anthropologists found the study of language, partlcularly
. vocabulary, was 1nvaluable. Often such study provides
information that 1nd1v1dual members of the society would
have found difficult to artlculate For along w1th learning
the words to communicate with each other we learn a set
of conceptual categories for ordering the myriad of
impressions, the chaos of experiéncea‘presented to us.
These catégories‘are;reflected overtly in vocabulary,

hence the ensuing discussion of-contemporary usage.

l. I'm a woman, not*a lady
or the ups and downs of being female

fx“\whw—$6/be referred to as a lady has a chllllng effect on me.
I feel obliged to behave‘as a porcelaln statue (or is that
statuette?) llmltlng my behaV1qr9,my language and my
ambitions. F e ‘
N e : ?;
For a few hundred years 'lady' referred to a woman .with
status in the society. She was a person of culture and
refinement. By the twentieth century ladies were on their '
way down, to the extent of being used as a euphemism for
prostitute in 'ladies of the night'. Taklng the degradatlon

\

a step further, the incongruent 'cleaning lady' slipped

into the vernacular. o :

- .
~_ *
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We still have 'ladies auxiliaries' and 'ladies clubs' -

. terms of a somewhat frivolous nature. Try using 'ladies'

instead of 'women' in the following; Women's caucus,

Status of WOan,,or Women's liberation. The substitution

not only weakens the image and detracts from the seriousness

. 'of our endeavors - it approaches the ludicrous.

In some local circles 'lady' is used te refer to a girl-
friend, wife, housemate and/or lover. The reasons given

for this usage are twofold - a reaction against traditional

‘labels and as an uplifting term of dignity and respect.

I'd say that means we're in trouble, for pedestals have

never proved to be stepping stones to recognition-ér equality.

Unfortunately, the use of the word 'girl' for any females

of any age is still prevalent. We have office girls, sales -
girls and girl Fridays. Can yod think\of a time.when 'girls?

used for female3 over sixteen gives an impression of full

humanity? The organizers of the Miss America pageant have

recognized the tenor of the times and changed their pre- J/)
show promotion to "fifty beautiful young women will compete

o

for the title...!"
~You've come a long way, Baby! -

If I've come so far, why do you $till call me baby? (6)
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2. The afterthought - the use of modifiers and endings

We have many nouns in English, which although officially
neuter, in currenﬁ usage assumé,a male identity. To méke
these words apply to women we put 'woman' orifiady' in -
front of them or add the suffixes tess! or 'ette'. So

_we have woman pilots and‘lady doctors, hecstess, sﬂewardess
and usherette. The implication is that male is normal,.
usual, female én afterthought.’ Consider the type casting
?n these supposedly neuter words; chief, executive, tyéoon,

scoundrel, officer, writer, president, or traveler. (7)

If we neglect to qualify these words we experience mistaken

identity. A woman at the University of B.C. fecently_had

a meeting with a representative of the human rights commission
to discuss a charge of racial discrimination in hiring
practices.” The representative (a male) grew increasingly
uncomfortaple and finally explained he was éupposed to be
meeting with the dean to discuss the issﬁe. To which the
woman replied 'I‘am the dean.' I had similar experiences

as a principal in the public school system. Indeed I fall
into the same trap of making assumptions. Recently I went

to a meeting at a lawyer's office and was surprised to :

find a room filled with women. I had assumed the lawyer

was male.
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,3- The Descent of the Female

Since the misogynous period of Charles 1I in the seventeenth

s
fcentury many words involving women have degenerated to

*

acqulre a negatlve cornotation, become sex- spe01f1ed or
“~ narrowed in meanlng, For example, whore originally meant

~ . B 10
lover of either sex; tomboy meant a.rude boy; virgin an :

*

iﬁdependent woman; shrew a wicked, malignant man; and courtesan
originally meant a member of the court. Consider these g
originall; parallel terms, and their current usage; matronj
and patron, mistress and master, governess and governor.

- '\ -4

“ISplnster and bachelor hardly coﬁj&r; up feelings of equality.
and there are no parallel’Eerms for ladies' man, housewife

or divorcee. (8) _ "

In olden times, women were greuped with the slaves, the

idiots and minors. In these days of supposed ;;lightenment'

we don't seem to have progressed Qery far. In the sixties;(
President Pusey of Harvard, complaining of the military

draft, said "We shall be left with the blind, the lame and

the women" for graduate students. A somewhat mofe optimistgc

view was taken a decade later in the,Saturday Review.in ’ . .

which a columnist referred to someone as "defender of

homosexuality, of Mozart, women's rights and dumb animals".

!

@ *
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A step up, no doubt, from the company ofvthe halt and the

blind. Better still is the explicit recognition of the

sensitivities of the female in Section 415.5 of the Penal

_code in California which states that it is a crime to use
vulgar, profane or indecent. language within the presence

¢
and hearing of women. In an even more magnanimous vein

J. Ritchie et al in his book Decedents, Estatés & Trusts
informs us that "married women, infants and'iunatics méy
be the beneficiaries of a trust."’ We arebreminded however :
that such a cencession carries sémé degree of risk if we ;
bow to the inéighgs‘of Spiro Agnew who in 1970 said "it és

difficult to tame oceans; foolé and women."

And, to complete the picture, men use words from the realm
of animals to demean us women further. We are called pigs,
Cows, hnags, vixens, geese, dogs, mice ~ and ccld fish! (9)

L. DMcre Discrepancies - Seminal Thinkers and ‘Masterpieces

[}

- ) . ) . ’ . R
Nomen "scold", "scream", "shriek", "titter" and "chatter".
We are, as men are not, "promiscuous", "vivacious",
"hysterical"™, or "brazen" - and when we stand up for

ourselves as women "castrating"! THe greatest insult that
can be levelled by one man to another compels the invention

of simple metaphors associated with the female, eg; "old



womanh, "effeminate"; “wéak sisters" of simply; "just like
a woman". (10) The flip‘side'of the coin is to praise a
woman's efforts by teiling her she thinks like a man, or
has pfoduced a seminal piece of work. We have old masters,
mastefpiécés and masterful works. Women artists, if they
are lucky, can have one-man shows!

| 12
5. Men and Boys fi}st

P \

Established linguistic habits put the male first in most
cases as +-in men and women, méle and female, his and hers,
brother and sister. Mary Ritchie Key'suggests to change
the order would be difficult, not only because of chauvinism.
She fgels rhythm in language is important, and these phrases
flow with more ease in the traditional order. It is
interesting to note that women writing of sexism in language
often repeat these patterns{ For example, Varda One, a
columnist in a California feminist baper, talks of master
and mistress, patron and matrcn, and Mary Ritchie Key‘ o

called her bock Male/Female Language. (11)

6. Generic Man, Invisible Woman

Q o

Keeping in mind that the male half of the species named o



tvwe world, it is not surprising to find ourselves in the
position of having a word which at one and the same time

is purported to refer to the human race as a whole and

_ specifically to males. Expressions such as the Ascent of

man, manpower, manmade, the common man, the man on the
street, the average man, don't give us a feeling of equal

participation in society, or of initial recognition. 13

Recent research supports feminist contentions that man
meéns male to most people. In 1972 Schneider and Hacker
asked three hundred students to participate in a study\to
test the hypothesis that 'man' is understood to be generic.
The students were asked to select pictures for a textbook
in sociology. Half the students were giveh chapter headings -
such as "Social Man", "Industrial Man" and "Political Maﬁﬁ.

Other students were given headings such as "Society,

Industrial Life" and "Political Behavior"™. Analysis

revealed that both sexes considered males only when the

word "man"'ﬁas used, while the other headingé produced

images of both male and female.

In 1973, Nielsen tested one hundred children from nursery
school to grade seven, using a picture selection technigue.

She also found that both sexes considered man (as in

e
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saptences such as "Man must work in order to eat" and

t‘,“ o - ) . e . i
"Around the world man is happy" meant male, not female. (12)
The, prenoun "he" is also used generically.-or when the sex

V . - . . ]
is unknown (as in Somepne's at the door, isn't he~ .The
Tk, . . . .

average Cafradian - he). Again the cultural myth eme;ges

that humans are mals until proven female. Feminists'

drgings to use "he or she™, "they" or the form "s/he"

are clumsy and unnecessary. Lakoff espouses this view,;
although she recognizes the feminists! po%ition. She
suggests this area is "less in need of change and less
open to change than others". Yet Graham reports findings
of a survey of pronoun citations: out of 9LC citations

for he, 744 were applied to male humans, 128 to male

D

ariimals, 36 to persons in male linked occy%ations - only

32 referred to the uUnspecified singular subject. Gena

Corea offers the following soluticn, '

"If women think it's important and men don't...

v

?

}.—‘l
D
ct
[9)]

use 3 pronoun that pleases women. Men

9,
O

n't care what i+ is as long as it's not clumsy,
so from now on, let's use 'she' to refer to the
standard human veing. The word 'she' includes
'ne' so that would be fair. Anyway, we've uéed

'he' for the past several thousand years and we'll

have been met with the counter arguments that the suggestions



"use 'she' for the next few thousand, we're just
taking turns.” {13Y
The research reiterates feminists' claims that to use

r

"man" or "he" in a generic égése is inaccurate. To continue
the practice perpetuates the myth of woman as invisible,
as outside«&hﬁlmainstréam of experience.
15

7: Dictionaries - the Bastions{df Male Conservatism
~Websters' Third New Internatiohal'Dictionary (1966) defines
manly as "having the qualities appropriate to a man, not'
effeminate or timoarous, bold,‘resolute, open in conduct

or bearing", and womanly as "marked by qualities characteristic
of a woman, characteristicé of,” belonging to, or suitable |
to a woman's nature and attitude rathef than to a man's'".

For examples of,womanlyﬁthe authors came up with "convinced
that -drawWwing was é waste of time, if not downright womanly"..;
and "her usual womanly volubility™. Réndom House Dictionéryl
(19567} states "Qualities ﬁsually considered desirable-in a S -
man" as "stfdng,‘brave, honourable, resolute and Vifile"
w#ith "feminine, weak and cowardly" as antonymél

Hebsters' Third {ists these qualities for woman;'“gentlenesé,
agffection and domesticity, or on the other hénd, fickléness}r

superficiality and folly". In the entry.for man, no

. | /%QA’ . | " .




negative attributes are given. Womanish is defined as
"ynsuitable to a man or to a strong character of either

sex." A -

The Random House Dictionary provides the following Mgems"

e

in illustrative sentences:

. ‘ ‘ e )
bargain = His mother-in-law was no bargain. : ' 16 B
tremble She treﬁbled at his voice. / ‘EL 5 |
nerves Women with shrill voices get on'hfé nerves. -
and He Jets his wife iead him byxthe nose. ) ;‘," : | o
She made his life hell on earth. |
If was only too apparent that his mother rules the roost.
‘Dictionaries exhibit sexist behavior by:
1. giving more space to male items gﬁan female
2. using illustrative seﬁtences to fginforce sex iy

role stereotyring
3. presenting the male first and‘using_man generically
L. inciuding the prejudiced comments of the authors.
Zven the drawings are mainly of men and male -animals.

In 1973 1 groﬁp in Chicago published volume one of the

'Feminist English Dictionary' called An Intelligent’Womaﬂ's

Cuide to Dirty Words: English Words and Phrases Reflecting

Sexist Attitudes Towards Women in a Patriarchal Society,

Arranged According to Usage and Idea. The women took

D



material from established dictionaries and arranged them
in the following categories:;

Woman as Whore

Woman as Whorish

Woman as Body o S
. Womah aS_Animal

Woman as "Ess", Woman as "Et£e" N

_ , P

Cne of the aﬁthors, Ellen Morgan explained that the
’dictioﬁary was coﬁpiled»with the hope that~"lexicographer§;
will be jarred to perceive the prejudice inherent in their

-

scholarship. (14)

- "“e

8. In a Nutshell

It seems the authorities can't agree on the exact relation-~
ship between language and thcught. What we do Tknow?!
is that the structure we impose on the world is arbitrary -

, indeed, fictional. For each linguistic community has a

)

‘Qiiﬂéerént set of categories, a different perspective, a
unique world view. The language we learn 1s a passport
to a linguistic community. Tt also imposé€s limits and

confines our expreasion. (15)



Since men have controlled the naming process and thus the

ordering of the‘world we find women are relegated in the
lénguage to the positions of+ "~
SRR

1. the other, the opposite

2. the deviation from the norm

3. the second, the less important
In many instanceé we are absent, invisib]e or described”
in terms of our relation to man. In essence, language
treats us badly, with a preponderance of negative labels

and descriptioné for people who wWant to be considered fully

human.

Inextricably woven in with the language are attitudes,
assumptions, values and behavior models. We_cannot determine
which came first, or whicﬁ is the basis for the others.
It does seem apparent that language is one area where we
uld improve our lot by changing tradltlonal meanlngs,
d°l°uln2 objectlonal terms and 1ntroduc1ng new words.
Since language 1s in a constant state of change and

a2daptation this Noula not be an insurmountable progect

Many of us are experlenclng a new consciousness, and fleetlng
visions of awareness. We need to create an adequate

language to Verbalize and share this new perception.

Simone de Beauvoir, twenty years ago, pointed out that
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women have difficulty using the pronoun "weﬁ, so used are

we to looking at ourselves through male eyes. %iibytuﬁately,‘

a great deal of the work written by women recently stiil

exhibits this habit. GSexism and sexist are new words in

our language, andv%e have managed to expand the origiﬁél

meaning of~chauvinism.‘ With perseverance we can continue 2 .
to influence the language. For surely, language both | 19

reflects change in attitude and behavior and influences

these changes. [(164) -
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Part Three
The Social Construction of the Female



1. Introduction. L ' L

h |

. .

o,

-In any society communication is essential for maintaining ' v
- = .,,‘S N .

social order. That is, through communicatibﬁ, members
. of the society hold a social contract, a-tacit agreement,
" governing their relations with each other and their conduct.

- This involves accepting a set of values, beliefs and attitudes -

' , ’ + 21
learning the cultural code. 'In our case that means accept-
ing that women are inferior and subordinate, for there's

v

vnb.denying we live in'a patriarchal society.
You might say, ét this point, why do women continue to
agree to thése shared myths and assumptions? The Emperor
has no clothes! The.arrangemeht does appear illusory,
ffagile. But consider the,elaborate web éf strﬁctures,
created mainly throﬁgh’language and communiéation, which
protect, indeed reinforce the male power base. Marcuse
calls it "the linguistic ‘universe of the estéblishment"
functioning as both the "voice and the deed of Suppression".l_
(17) o | ’A S

5 [y ’
Inwthe last section Iidiscussed the power men have to name’
anévto define the world. Another aspect of their power

is the control over the ma jor institutions, particularly

~the conglomerate of media, which daily, hourly, reinforces



traditipnal beliefs and attitudes. Through this power
can control our pvehavior. They can ignore, discredit or
"devalue women and our accomplishments. We have limited
access to money, positions of influence and educational
opportunities. We are also faced with the power of brute

force. HRape can be considered a forms of social control

for the threat of it serves to restrict our mobility. (18)

22
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Men render us insufficient
then speak of us as so born..
Fanny Burney

The Wanderer’

It might be takeh as proof
of the fertility of the human mind
that, given-so little sexual
evidence, it shdﬁld contrive
so large a body of derpendent
sexual opinicn.
Mary Ellman,
Thiﬁking About Women

p.6 T
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There is a great deal of controversy about sex role -
differences. Opinions and theories abound, facts and
" proof do not. The discussions centre on two issues;

whethef’tﬁésé differences are inherent or culturally

defined, and theories of socialization. -

The assignment of role behavior is one of the main ways
, ‘

of keering uS'ih‘bur place.“Just as the conceptual categories
discussed earlief are arbitrary and vary from one culﬁure

to another, crbss’cultufa1 research suggests each socigty
arbitrarily’aS§igns sex réies.'(lQ) Qf‘course, in all
societies women bear the qhildren and in moSt societies

nursé them. Thus women tend to. exhibit feminine kinds of
behavior. However, in séme sociéties men aféo behave in

what we consider traditionally femihine\ways.A Margaret

Meaé'é classig studies on the male and female in New,Guiheé‘
provide some of this evidenbe.. The Téhgmbuli'socieﬁy
exhibited sex roles contrarytto ours.vahe womeﬁ were dominant,
the men emotionaliy dependént. In the Arapesh.society both
men and women were go-bperative, unaggressive and responsive

to the needs of others While among the Munduigﬁﬁor both the

F} —

men and women were aggressive, individualistic and unresponsive.

LY

(20) = . ' : - ~
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What are the stereotypes of "feminine ways" in our society?
Women should be passive, dependent, non-competitive,

sensitive, conforming, timid, weak, submissive, irrational,

compliant, frivolous, nurturant and supportive, for a start.

Aé fécéﬁtly as 1970 Inge Brgverman et al. found both

P

female and male therapistsfheld these traditionél fqleﬂ
expectations. Given a queétiOnnaire of one hundred and
twenty two bipolar items, the ﬂherapists were asked to
check phé items‘representingvhealthy female, healthy male
or healthy adults {sex unspecified). The results indicated
a high correlation between the concepts of‘healthy male
and healthy adult.” The éoncepts of healthy femalé and
healthy adult did not agree. What we still do not know

is the exact felationshié between such stereotypesvand be-~
havior. But it seems reasonable. to assume that "exisﬁing
sex—rolelstandards exert real pressure on individuals 
to behave in prescribed ways". (21) |

—~

s

These stereotypes are perpepﬁéted in books, magazines,
films and on television. {22) -A 1974 Ontario study of

television programming coded shows in regard to content
and sex and oécupations oflphe central characters, the.
men outnumbered the women 3:1 and showed up maihly in

authoritative roles - the experts. Women appeared mainly

—

25
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e
as housewives and mothers and were rarely shown in work

oriented or cognitive roles. Recent research on sex
stereotypes in.television'commercials produced the following
results: 1. In the majority of commercilals meﬁ were the
gnnouncing er authority figures. 2. Women were ueually
portrayed as consumers. 3. Female characters werevlese/“//
likely to possess expertise or to be knowledgeable.

. Fiftyfene perceﬁt of the women were identified in | 26
terms of their relationship to other .people, while only
thirﬁy-six percent of the men were so identified, 5.‘ Only
eleven- percent of the central,figures iﬁ occupational

settings were women. (23)
If piology is not destiny we need to consider what social
purposes such stereotypes serve: In view of the previous

d%scussion on communication and control, I would suggest
these role expectations function in two waye: 1. to
inéaeaeitate women, for if a woman behaves in a traditionally
'female' way she is incapable of functioning in -positions . \
of power and influence end 2. 'to keep us in our. place,

for if we act 'feminine' we' do not question or att&@gf

- to change our subservient poeitioh in society. So the

mofe feminine our behavior, the more -remaved we'are_from

the centre of society. At least two writers, considering
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these 'feminine’ quélities, have drawn a parallel with
other victimized, oppressed groups. (24)

Granted, sex role stereotypiﬁg also defines men's roles.
But a3 Janeway says,
"For‘the sex inch is regarded as superior its
ordained role testows a brivileged status.
The inferior sex knows that it will always be
limited by the role assigned to it. Masculinity
challenges men - which isn't always pleasant.
Living up to traditional standafds of maleness
can sometimes be a bore and sometimes a burden.
It does not however, impose:the sort of hindrance
and restric;idn that feminity demands of women -
the fence around/women'é-place is more apparent.
to those liying inéide it_thah to those ogﬂside

- TRy

in man's wormi ' (23)
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Part Four

Communicaticn and Submission

—

-
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1. How we use language —
, . A

g

o
In %keeping with é;gxp051tion in SOCiety ‘we women are not

"

permitted and indeed reluctant to use 1anguage in the same

way as man, particularly. in social interaction Where men

are present.. This is not surprising in light of the cultural.

expectations discussed earlier. Our 1anguage has been
characterizea'as lacking assertiveness, 1ndicating he51tancy
and indecision - in a word, thellanguage of submission.
Jespersen reflected on the.natnre of*our language fifty

ears ago, but tne majoritywpf‘the literature, -which is
speculative rather than e;;irical has been written since ’
1970.' This llterature refers primarlly to oral language

~

patterns. (26)

5. Vocsabulary
~espersen claimed our vocabulary was not as extensive as
men's vocabulary. However Lakoff and Key con51der we have

‘an extensive vocabulary in -connection w1th our partlcular

e

ife interest and rcles - that is, the vocabulary of sewing,

cocking, child bearing and raising, and an elaborate set

~
-~
[

colour words. Key points out as roles change and overlap

sctgne vocabulsa y domains become less sex-specified or

N

exclusive. Of course, the extent to which we will be able



to change our roles is a moot point. (see Part five,

Keverberaticns)

Two pieces of research are relevant here: In 1970, Hoyt 1

Gilley and Collier Summers studied sex differences in

°
k)

the use of hostile verbs. Subjects were asked to make up
sentences from a.given noun and a given verb. Twenty
'neutral' and twenty 'hostile' verbs were given. The results 30
showed men used hostile verbs with a greatef éverage fre-

gquency then womer. The authors conclude men are ‘less

irhibited in expressing hostility!

In 1974, Tereéa Eernardez-Bonsatti, a psychiatrist,
reported on four years experience with feminist and non-
feminist womeﬁ, aged from eighteen to forty-five, from
mixed socio-economic and educatiocnal backgrounds.b Her
observationé bf the initial two or three interviews with
these patients were that non-feminists were Eompliant,
submissive and unassertive, and tended to speak of rersonal
inadeguacy, defining <hemselves in terms df others and
rarely using 'I'. The feminisE;, who had all attended

consciousness r

3}

ising groups, were more active, inquisitive,
iess submissive and compliant. Their self definitions
Were mOre 3uTOonOmous than the non-feminists. The author

concludes that "feminists are healthier perscns although



thevy are outside the 'norm' for female behavior.” (27)

b. Syntax

Lakoff suggests we weaken our speech through syntax in

the following ways:

(1) We use tag questions -
isnt't it? doesn't he? don't you think?
[ —

Key says we tend to-do this to reinforce the feminine

:

image of dependence and the desire not to appear aggressive..

(2)  We make compound requests -
do you mind if? :would it be all right?
will you please?
We avoid making simple, direct requests.
Key says "In a world where women do not usually function
in roles of decision making and giving commands.it is not
surprising that females use alternatives to the imperative

construction."

{3) We use hedges, qualifiers -
" well, y'know, kinda, maybe, I guess, I wonder

thus weakening plain, forceful speech.

Tn this connection, Swacker investigated sex differences

in speaking patterns. OShe asked male and female students



to describe three pictures by Albrect Durer: These

1

descriptions = were taped and analyzed. She found women

not £ind women used more hedges or qualifiers. In 1974

 terded to use what she calls 'indicators of approximation'

(.-

about six books). On the other hand, Hirschman did

she analyzed conversations in dyads (single sex and mixed

sex). for the pressnce cf hedges and gualifiers, for frequency

of

Aif

(L) thégyse of hyperbole -

fillers and sffirmative words. The two significant

ferences were women used 'hmmm' to a much greater extent

.

2nd men used 'I think' more than women. (28)

Jesperson claimed we use more adverbs of intensity

awfully, terribly, quite, so - really?

Lakoff says we speak in‘italics -

I'4d never do that. It was most extraordinary.

tecause we are afraid.we will not be convincing by words

's s+tudents found women tended to use more emphatic forms

fantastic, horrifying, startling.

is obvious that extensive rese€arch is necessary'to prove
disprove these ideas. I offer these recent experienées

evidence:’rl read Lakoff's book for the first time about

3



six monthé ago, and having recognized some of these patterns

in my own sﬁeech I attempted to eliminate or at least curtail
~them.l Shortly aftefwards I was called for an interview

for an administrativé.positidn in Vanccuver. During the

interview I made a conscious effort to particulariy avoid
the use of hedges and qualifiers. Later I was told I

was the most assertive of the women interviewed. (However

a man got the 3ob.) Early this fall I présented a paper

on women's communication styles to the Women Studies con-

ferenée in Vancouver. During the discussion the women

indicated they recognized many of these patterns in their

OWn: Iaﬁguage. Informal conversationsﬂwith colléagueé and

e

friends also support this analysis.

Two researchers have looked at stereotypes of women's

speech. OSiegler and Siegler testéd the hypothesis that
strongly asserﬁiG@ form;Awould bé attributed more often

to males and less assertive forms to females, and that
syntaétic forms associated with males would be rated more
intelligent fhan those associagted with females;' The

results Qere consistent with both predictioﬁs. Considering
this research was reported in 1976 the results are disappoint-
ing. The authors conclude that recently reported changes

in attitudes toward women may have been more a fuhction of

-
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changes in social desirability of expressirnganti-feminist

pre fudices than of changes in attitudes.

" Tn 1973 Kramer analyzed cartoons in the New Yorker.

Female and male students were _asked to indicate whether

the captions Were spoken by é woman or a man. She reportéd
that for most of the captioﬁs there was a clear consehsus/ﬁé/,~
that the speaker in the cartoon was of a particular,séfffr
Next‘she chose cartoons from Playboy, Cosmopoiitan and

Ladies Home Journal. The captions‘were given to four groups

of students, who were ssked to indicate the sex of the

speakér. In this study also, the sex of the speaker was
overwhelmingly identifiable. rKramer cénclﬁdes the cértoons

are exaggerated reflections and reinforcements of the sex

role stereotypes found in our society. (30)
c. Talk Like a Lady

Ne are expected to be more polite and more cérefuliin our
speech. Cocarse language and swearing havé been the perogatives
of malgs, although/in some Séctoré of contemborafy_séciety;
Wwomen are using/héisher expletives. In the main we are

still criticized and even pénalized for this behavior.

In 1974 the superior court of New Jersey upheld the dismiséal



. , N
of 3 +teacher for "asbusive rhetoric", "unladylike unfeminine

language" she used in a speech as head of the local

tesachers association. One of the more tragic accounts of
this is from the trial ofglnez Garcia. "A woman's use of
. S~ ,

the word, fuck, was a factor in convicting her of murder in
the killing of a three hundred pouhd man, who she testified
had helped his companion rape her. In the extensive press
coverage of the trial much attention was given to the
defendent's psychological transformation from a demure wife
and mother who had never been known to use strong language -
a devout Catholic who had been too ashamed gt first to tell
anyone except her priest the’ reason why she had killed - to
5 wWoman who could shout from the witness stand, pdunding

her fisté on the judge's bench, "I killed the mothérfucker
because I was raped!"™ TIn a gruelling cross examination

she testified with tears streaming down her face as the
prosecutor made her driw a diagram of the rape scene and
describe‘how she Waé forced to undress by her éttackers.
"Then what happened?" the prosecutor asked, "You want me

to tell you?" "Yes™ "He fucked me!" Garcia screamed.

Some months later a university lecturer in creative writing,
commenting on the case in a national magazine, said 5§hé
dgfence‘of Jjustifiable homicide in a state of shock agd

rage was wyndermined by Miss Garcia's foul mouthed performance

on the stand and her playing to the feminist gallery as

35
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~ell as by the fact that the killing took place seventeen
minutes after the zalleged rare odcurred."r!uvenyif the -
lecturer is presumptuous in his conclusion that the‘coarse
language helped convict this woman I find his comments
disturbing evidence of the underlying attitudes. (31)

36
Some gesearéh has been done on standard and non standard
English. It infers we women aspire to replkate the King's
Ernglish, and that men feel freer to digress. In a
commercial for cigarettes a few years égo the man said
"Winstons‘taste goodilike a cigarette should". His female
companion corrected his grammar. Shuy,‘Wolfram and Riley
studied the speech of Seven hundred Deproit resideﬁts,
selectéd at random. Multiple negations ({double negatives)
and pronominal apposition (my sister, she) were investigated
for their frequency and use. Women were more sensitive
to these forms and weré less likely to use them. Labov
conducted a similar study in New York ana also found
women had a stronger tendency to correct épeeéh; Trudgill
studied urban speech in Norwich, Englahd and found the
Same sex differentiation. Trudgili suggests one explanation,

that the subordinate position of women makes it more

E4

necessary for us to secure our social status. (32)



2. Interaction style

From the evidence presented thus far we can speculate on

the typical female btehavior in social interaction.

a

Pememper the stereotypes of our behavior involve submission,

D

compliance, passivity, concern for others &nurturance‘when
;consideringvthe reseérch‘thaﬁ follows. - After an extensive

and complimentary introduction William Buckley‘turﬂed to

‘his guest, Clare Booth Luce, and said "I should like to

begin by asking her whether she finds implicit condescensipn
in the rﬁetorical formulations with Which men tend to intro-
duce her. Mrs. Luce replied "Bill, T thank you for that

warm and extra ordinarily friendly introduction. You'll S
be pleased to know that in the entire introduction, which -
was flattering to say the least, there was,only;bne ﬁaéculine
put-down. This is a high level of achiefement for a man |
introducing a womam. You spoke of her inabiliﬁy on occasions,
to hold her tongue. Now, had YOu_been speaking of a man

who spoke out énd made eneﬁiss fOr himself in the process,
whether he was speaking out stupidly, rightly or wrongly,

you would have said, "Hé iS‘blunﬁ, he makes enemies by

what he says. He is overly- carndid". You might have used

many phrases.; But the phrase "hold her tongue" is a phrase

@ .
that men frequently use about children and women... It comes



out of man's desire, highly successful, through the

centuries to master women. One of the first things

children and women are taught to do is to hold their tongﬁesL§

Contrary to:contemporaryzfolklore*we talk less thanimen

in mixed interaction. Wood conducted a studﬁrin-19667§

using photographs to elicit Spontaneous speech.  She

found men tended to’use more words péq'uttérahce. Swacker,

in 1975mrep1icated these findings. 'Strodtbeék reported

in 1951 that in his study of married‘couples{men talked

ﬁore than women. In 1957 ih_his étudy of mack jury

deliberations he reported similar findings. 'Soskin‘and

John (1963) studied the talk of married couples and reported
finding}the hﬁsband talked méré and prodUéed‘ionger units

-of speech. Argyle‘et al. conducted a\stu&y of dyads in
1968, also reporting men spoke more than Nomen. Hirschhan,
on the pther hand, in 1973 and 197% could not duplicate

these“fihdings. (33) She did find conversations were

1oﬁgef WEen at least one female was present and -suggests

women do maintain conversations. We tend to aék for

suggestions, opinions or expressions of feelings - and

often elicit instrumental talk.from the men - giving iﬁforma~
tion (often in a- patronizing way). Mary Ritchie Key.says
"Men are forever explaining things to wamenf" We are

: : N
expected to be respondents rather than initiators, to be

38



more concerned with feeling, positive. or negative. :This
was confirmed by 3oskin and John and Strodtbeck - much of
women's talk involved agreeing, complying and passively

accepting. Drag and Shaw found females more effective in

conveying both negative and positive emotions. Zaidel and

- Mehrabian found females more effectively conveyed negative
emotions, men .more effectively conveyed positive emotions
and females were better at interpreting the emotions of

others.

Men interrupt more frequently than we do according to

Wood and to Argyle et al. We have trguble maintaining

control of conversations. Zimmerman and West investigated-

,;two!party conversations which had been recorded in rublic
placés, Tn male-female interactions "virtualiy all the
interruptions and ovelaps (98% and 100%) are by male °
speakers". And, interestingly, none of the women actively
responded to the inﬁérruptions. We have trouble mainﬁainQ
ing éontrol of conversations. Chesler‘says "Even control
of a‘simple—but—serious-conversation/is usuaiiy impossible
for most wives when several men, including their husbands,
are present...women talk to each othgr, or they listen
silently while the men talk. Very rarely, if ever, do

men listen silently to a group of women talking. Even

39



Iif thefe'ére a number of'women talking, and only one man
present,, -he will question the woménylperhaps\patiently,
‘perhaps not, but always in order to-hitimateiy control. o
the conversation, and'always from a Superior‘position."
Bernard, reports ;,study éf student reaétion ﬁo'lecturers
df‘différent sexes. Identical words deliveréd by a woman
and = manlwere rated more aufhoritativeifrom the man'si 40
lips. As Ellman says, "The male body tends to lend

' credence'tovassertions, the female takes it away". In

19A7 Goldberg asked students to rate the ¢ompetency of

articles in six academic fieigs,lmanipulat}ng only the"

sex of . the author's name. He found both male and female

students rated the artiéles by men to be more impressive;
uPhetérson et al. in 1971 conducted é similar study asking

students to judge paintings. The women judged the female

entries less favorabiy'thag idenﬁical male en%ries, but
judged‘the4£emale winners po be equal ﬁb the male winners.
Bough’and Ailep (1975) and ‘Levenson (1975) did not replicate

the original findings.j Both reported that females over-
evalugtéd_the WOrk of the females, which they sugéest

'may féfiect én over reaction or simply a cﬁange'over time.

Chobot et al., in 1974 found women's afﬁicleS'weqe not

rated lower than men's articles, but thé men's articles

swayed women's opinions more. It is clear further research



is needed in this area. (36)

3. Nonverbal Communication A

g, AP Bt

3

Nonverbal communication is -a major éomponent of social
interaction. In fact, Birdwhistle has Suggested that

two thirds of the sccial héaning of a two ?erson |
interaction is conveyed in this mode. As adults we'kn?w,a

and use,rhe code of nonverbal communication.  Yet, so subtle,

Was theflearning,of this code there are few of us who could
recall ﬁrom our youth more than a few incidents of the
learniné process. As with the modes of communication
descriﬁed earlier differences in nonverbal communication
canAbefanalyzed in terms of gender. - The issues of power,
of dominance ahd submission are essential to this analysis.
Initial investigations reported men's nonverbal behavior

could be considered indicators of higher status whereas

~women's nonverbal behavior was considered to indicate

S

warmth and expressiveness. Only recently have researchers
been willing to view women's communicative behavior as
approgriate for those deemed inferior. Charm has been
defined as nothing more than a series of gestures indicating

submission. (37)

Research with primates shows the dominant members (usually

;~3<
A
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iéde) seem to have more personal space and territory. This

'rappears r$'be true in human groups also. In our env1ronment

<

men are more likely to Have personal spaces or terrltorles

which are both larger and more inaccessible than women's

¢ e

symcés. For-instance, the den in the home and the office Efr

in the workplacé are les@vlikely to be invaded by us than

a space we may define. Two women recently interviewed on

CBC radio were discussing the problems of setting ﬁp a
business in pﬁblic relations, Apart from the difficulty

: P
of establish;ng a roster of éjients, they were deluged with
businessnaciﬁaintahceé (mainiy men) drdpping in for coffee
and staying go chat for an hour or two. Tﬁg‘womén pointed
out in %he interview that these intruders would not have
conducted themselves in the same manner with other male

business acquaintances. The situation of the male bosses

T iy,

s —
.invading the space of their,female,employées is ?@adlly

ooservable, as is the reverse situation - the retlcen;e of
the #omen to invade the man's space. (38) - 32 ‘
Considering the personal space that is aﬁ exéen51on éf

the body, researchers- have found women allow others to be
closer to them than menvdo. Yet,'@hen given the opportunlty,
~he female subtjects did notrrggiﬁébcate the behavior.

cuch can be considered an invasion of our%peféonal space.

I am rot referring to touch for purposes of expressing

B
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exual intent Or intimacy, although women's'touchAis often

misinterpreted to meah that. Uninvited touching can be

considered yet ano%her reminder of our lower social position.

U)\

Henle collected data on inCidents of couching in public

and re orted men touched women twice as often as wome?

touchsd men. (40

43

Hody postures which are the exclusive domain of women

reflect the limited personal space. We hold ourselves in,

e

‘veep l#gs together, hold arms to,our sides, fold ourselves

up into neat, tight packages. Not only did generations

of clothes designers hobtle and confine-us, we do it to

«

ourselves.  Marge Piercy in her novel, Small Changes,

wrote of a female teaching movement to a theatre grou
. N = ’ )

'“Women_dQnQensed; Nomen crossed their legs by putting one

leg over the eﬁhefueﬁd'elebgeidé.'7Women kept their elbows
©o their sides taking up as little space as p0551ble.
hey behaved as if it was their duty not to rub against;

rnot to touch, not to bump a man." These behaviors appear

mcre freguently in the areas of 5001ety where sex.roles

i

. are maximized.™® This summer I spoke with women NHQ con51der

('f

ney spend most of their time in liberating relatlonships.

#e Were discussing the difficulties of'prﬁéting in a more

traditional relationship - as in some work situations. ‘ //j

- — - S P z
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One woman described the code-switching as a drawing up,
B = ) . , ;
pulling oneself in - mentally, but particularly physically.

(41)

We seem to prefer more eye contact than men. Exline et al.
concluded this tehavior indicated we were more concerned.
witn sffective aspects of relationships. . I concur with
the interpretation that we depend heavily on visual cues
from other participants in social interaction. We use the
feedback we receive to adjust our behavior. It could be

considered a simple tactic for survival, expecially in

mixed sex relationships.

Sex differences alsc occur in smiling. We do smile more
,thar men - indulging in.what Bugental et al. called 'public
smiling'. They found middle class white women smiled more

frequerntly when they thought they were being observed

- {videotaped) than when they thought they were not. (The

lower class women in the study rarely smiled). The smiles

of the middle class women were not related to the content
-

of the verbal communication. Shulamith-Firestone wrote

"I had to train myself out of that phoney smile which |

is like a nervous tic on every teenage girl. And this

meant that I smiled rarely, for in truth, when it came down

Ly



to real smiling I had less to smile about." Smiles as
well as communicators of happiness, can express nervousness,
insecurity, and approval seeking, and can be used to disarm

.others - another useful tool for people of low status. (43)

Q
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The relationshi p tetween language, thought and culture

is far from clear and the subject of continual debate.

Sapir wrote in 1928, we are all at the mercy of the
partlcular language which has become the medlum of

" expression for our society. "The real world is to

a large extent unbonsciously built up on the languagé

hébits of the group.. We see, hear and ofherwise - //u ﬁﬁ
experience very largely as we do because the langﬁagg”/ )
~habits of our Commuhity predispose certain choices of
interpretation." Nhoff’added "We cut up and organize

the spread and flow of events as we do largely because,
through our mother tongue; Wwe are parties to an

agreement to do so, not because nature itself is segmented

‘f.;gtc‘f ‘

in exactly that way for all to see." Cross cultural
studies have been used to illustrate and support éhisA
hypothesis of linguistic relativity,'or linguiétic‘
determinism. I stand with those who cannot accept the
hypbthesis entirely,>for we need not be passive, we
are not controlled by our language. -There is»nq,dbubt
of the significance of language.asﬂpart of culture.
Language influences the culture in that is is the conveyor,
it reflects "past acts. of perception and cognition,
Nhlch collecflvely repeated,and approved, have passed

R o

from individual experience into cultural habit. To

study language then will provide valuable information_'

2
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on the habitual thought and behavior of a culture -
thus its current world view. But note that the language
reflects habits and does not necessarily preclude

potential patterns. (44)

While cross cultural research has prov1ded useful

information of the relat1v1ty of languages and cultural ‘

world views, Basil Bernstein S work has focused on’ “8

similar differences Wlthln a'culture. In his studies

of the speech of middle éndrlower class people in

Britain he has suggested‘the different linguistic Porhs?m .

and codes ‘and fashions of speaking are a function of
the form the‘s001al relations take 4 “these codes

essentially transmit the culture and‘so.constrain

behavior. (45) Thus, when we women are taught the

female code, we are also taught our»place in society.
tudying our language‘anu how the generalﬂl%nguage

refers to us has clarified our status in society.

The language also reflects conceptual categories. As
pointed out earlier, women are rarely admitted to the

category of marn as equal human beihgs. We do seem to

often be associated With inanimate obgects children

and animals. *Jill Johnston recognized, the arbitrary

nature of these categories:



QThere's only one group I feel I.belong to really
and that's the group calléd womemn. ‘f’feel I
have more ln common with frogs or grasshoppers
than men..;Afte? all, this was the revelation
Bf femlniam We alNays knew we weren't frogs,
but it was never clear that we weren'tvmen.

Ne were allvthe one group and we were called
mankind; Some ﬁomen are beginning to wonder
néw if Wé_don't actually have more in common
with such species as crustaceans than with meﬁJ
That may'ba an idle phqyght, but crustaceans
and women alike are not given to erecting
sk§scrapers."

Language can réflect'changing conceptualizations.

> Polanyicalled language the'"produ¢t of man's groping

for words in the process of making new cenceptual decisions-

to be Conveyed by words". Language can al§o‘be»used to
change conceptual decisions = by forcingﬂus to think ln
new ways. (46) The items in the appendlx and the poetry
guoted Throughout are examples of thls power of language
The women writers wére attemptlng fo use the language to
jolt people out of’aabltual patterns of thought and to
reconsider women s condltlon. J

Bernstein has written of the relationship between the

class system and the distribution of knowledge.

'S e el W

4g



"Historically aﬁd now only a tiny percentage of the

: popuiétiog has been socialized iﬁto knowledge at thgb
level of the meta language of control and'innovatioh.."
Women have’ not had access to this meta language, or- =
even écpess to the power to name the world as we see it,
to describe our experiences and our ‘world view'. In the
| Diary of Adam by Mark Twain, Adam is disturbed and
annoyed by Eve's attempts tO»sharé in the p}ocess of
ﬁaming the world. Adam's descendents seem just as reluctant 750

to allow our current efforts to reach fruitionl (47)

Gurs ié still a society based on patriéfchy and rife

with sexist attitudes. fBehavioral differences which
developed as a result of the status differential between . ..
men and Womeh have been attribufed to innatevsexual
differences. Elaborate theories have beeh cohstructed
tovjustify this transition (aﬁd perhaps to obscure the

real issue);. Fofaif women can be convinced it is our

nature to be gentle, loving; compliant, barefoot and
pregnant, we won't struggle to improve our lot. The web y
of myths about our 'nature'! creates ambivalence in most
of-us, which we may never completely resolve -'ambivalence
between the social messagé-and our own experientiai. . S

knowledge. Del Jordan, in Lives of Girls and Women

describes such an experience:




‘.. .about this time I started to read an article

in a magazine, on the subject of the basic

difference‘between thé male and female hégigs
,Qﬁ thought, relating chiefly to their expe;ience

of‘sex... The author was a famous New York

psychiatrist...He said that the difference was

easily illustrated by thevthoughts of a boy and . o 'l51 -
a girl looking at the full moon. The boy thinks |

of the universe, its immensity and mystery;rtﬁe

g{rl thinks "I must wash my hair."... It Was

clear to me at once that I was not thinking

as the girl thought;... I knew if T showed it

to my mother she would say, "Oh, that's just

méddening male nonsense, women have no brains."

That would not convince me; surely a New York

psychiatrist must know. And women like my

mother were in the minority... I wanted men to

love me... I felt trapped and stranded." (48) _ By
Myths of the home and the nuclear family hayé been created.
. We are told women's place has always been in the home.
Yet Philip Aires points out that our idealized view
of home and family are fairly recent social inventions, , H 7 _
about three hundred years old, created by rising middle }
classes of some societies, and neVef feaching universal ) =

acceptance. (49)



ey

. beyond the functions of 'wet nurse and sperm donor' appear

Of course there are the basic biological differences

between the sexes and therefore different functions in

o P

the reproduction of the species. But sex differences

.

to be social fabrications, for we have no conclusive

evidence to the contrary. (50)

i

\ : 52 _

Mead suggested a society that has realizeﬁ“the extent to
whicﬁAmale and female personalities,ére socially pfoduced
has three options:
1. Tonstandardize ﬁhe pefsonality of men and.women
as. clearly contraéting, cémplemenﬁary and antithical,
and to make évery institution in the society
congruént with this standafdizatidn.
2. Té admit that men and wOmenrare capable of being
moulded ﬁo a sihgle pattern as eaéily as to a
diverse one, and ﬁo cease to make'any distinctions
in the approved personality of both sexes. ) \
) ; ]

3. To lessen the rigidity in the classification of _fi_
the sexes by fecognizing real individual _
differences or bchreéting a new artificial
category. (51)
Our.society hés tried to implement the first option - it -
is the most suitable for maintaining a_patriarchy. And
we still experiehce the polarization of the sex’roleé.

IR
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However women's position is.changing, and traditional

sex typed descriptions are even less appropriate now.

In increasing numbers wevare gaining some measure of
economic autonomy, control over our reprodnctiVe system,

and wider educational and occupational opportunities.

(It's important to note we may be extending our opportunities
horiéontally, but the number of women in positions of power .
and influence is still negligible.) However, the archaic

stereotypes are reinforced partly by word magic. (52)

P

Men have‘surrounded us with myths of mysticism (our
intuition) and mystery. To say we are complex, unfathomable
or perplexing is a good Way to put us aSide and not have

to face dealing with us as equal ‘human beings who want
equality. We are illogical, irrational so obviously we

are not to be taken seriously. These traditional:beliefs

will not be easily dislodged.

‘Rigid role definitions hare the effect of compressing

the personality, of limitingbour emotional and behavioral
range. -There are some current attempts to encourage Cross
role behavior - teaching women to be more aseertive,

less other-directed and compliant, and teaching men to

be in touch with their emotions. Since the traits assigned

to us have been oowngraded'I suspect it will be difficult

53




for the majority of men to'incorporaﬁg any of them into

"their behavior. For despite all the joyful exceptions

to the rule, the few people we all know who live beyond o 54 -
.,this coae of female/male behav;or (at least some,of}thé ' ;”'
tiqu the Cufrent social system appears to;fépresent the |

ultimate 'masculine society.”™ - A societyrwhere the masper
cdhsiders that the endAjuStifies the meahs, emotion is

not to cloud 'important' decisions, competition takes

precedence over cgfoperatioﬁ. ‘Thus the masters, in denying
supposedly 'feminine' traits, can destroy peorple and the

environment, rationalizing it through more word magic -

i

ta

for our safety, for the good of the country. Systems and

.
MR
J

institutions can become more important than people. “
Power plays feach‘the ultimate of i:ockpiling weapons
having the: capability to destroy the world many -times

over. On the individual level, men experience alienation
and increasing frustratioﬁ which 1is manifesﬁed in increas-=
_ing violence, particularly against women, in the form of
rape, beatiﬁgs; mutilation and murder.v Pofnograpﬁic movies
have been superceded in some areas by 'kill! mbvies -

the victim ig usually female, We don't know the extent

of psychic violence, which is harder to identify or document.
) %,

These concepts of feminity and masculinity influence

our interpretation of other cultures. In Chinese,



e

yin and yang express opposing forces, but are not
connected to masculine and feminine. In translation we
added this dimension - of course you know which

symbolizes darkness and which, light! (53)

B g o 55 ‘

S0 masculinity and feminity have become ugly, divisive 7 s
v o ‘ A N
words. They imply that they refer to reality rather = I

than social mythology. They encourage us to think in
absolutes, of two poles with no gradations between.
They are words we could do without.

The communication patterns. described in part four are

not easily understood by considering sex roles alone.

- With the addedbdimenéion of different but unequal positions

in‘society, the patterns begiﬁ to make sense. Péople in 7;
s&bordingte positions have to lg?d a delicately balanced
life, attempﬁingAto stay in the good graces of their
superiors. 'Thiskinvolves discreetness, politeness and
cu}tivating tHe abilityiﬁo rlease. So we are hesitant,
avéiding behavior that will displease men. We listen
attentively and dqfnotAiﬂterrupt'— we contain our speech
and our bghavior. bf course we avoid forceful language,
strong statements of opinion in the presencevof a person

of higher status. Such behavior functions as defense
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mechanisms and as tools of subtle manipulation of the
masters. We are credited with managing interpersonal
relationships. But unfortunatély_the motivation for our

behavior is survival rather than genuine expressioify

~

Cohtinued research focused on the specifics of our
memﬁnicative behavior, in conjuncﬁion with research on
the communication patterns of men may yield'uéeful
information for us *to change our behavior. héQf”We are
in danger of taking the part for the whole. . We need to
observe these behaviors in the social context. We know
little about the repetoire of communfcative behaviors,
the’effecp of social class, economic and educational
ievels, and relationship between thé participants, on

these behaviors. - If communication between women and men

can exist in a genﬁine interaction of equals, what are

the conditions involved and can ﬁhey be replicated?

Although sex steregtyped roles confine us, we can't get
rid of roles altogether, for they are basic to'social_

order. They also prévide stability and continuity for
the individuaff We participate through these roles or

patterns of expectations of behaviors. Roles arise out

of relationships. That is they are socially defined. -

Through continual communication with others we verify,
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extend and modify our concept of our role. Thus, communication

arpet

toth reflects and reinforces our role. Because of this - .

socizl construction of roles, attempts to change our roles

*

must be.agreed upcn by others. Roles are reciprocal.

33
Changing our role necessit§§$§ others changing. Women

. - B N T "&
rnave been able to change roles, to escape - the feminine

Stereotype;von octasion. Janeway says most. of these L

N

. ’ ‘ .. 'lfw”«‘? ) ) . .
‘exceptional women moved from.one role to another, therefore . -

€

<heir behavior continued to be predictable. The process’

of creating new roles is socially disruptive. For breaking

the social contract means that others do not know what to
expect; can no longer predict our behavior. More importantly,
because .of the reciprocal nature of roles,.others do not’

¥now #hat is expected of them in the new Situation. Janeway

< 3ays_"There are *two sides to a role: what the role player . ... -

does ahdngat role others understand him to be doing.

T 5 =
it 13 2353

ier for each side to do the opposite of what was

ne before than to create something new". In that way

foF
@}

some of the rules of the game stay intact. Janeway goes

on *o explain tha*t when women first break from the trad-
itional role of compliant woman we may be forced or choose

=5 *ake on its opposite - the shrew - before werking out

Y

s Tew role. A shrew can be discounted as having lost her

. . - .

A I PR =5 mar A rharn we mattampt ta eroaato e
= Bak I o o %loay mer, SO0—WeHN—We attcmyu to—ereat new N
7 ; ] A - 3

125 we *thregten the social order - the established




relationships, the shared myths and assumptions. The

others in the relationship, group or society will react

>

negatively out of concern for the loss of ﬁersonal.and

social .stability. There's no doubt that it 1is necessary to -

'update! our role for the tfaditional, stereotyped version

“is inappropriate for contemporary women. The extent to
which we will be able to change it ultimately depends on )
the men in'society who may not readily give up their

position of power. {(54)

2 . .
Part two documented some of the evidence of how we are

ommitted or devalued through language. We have lost

our names and are hidden behind generic man. 6 ‘But to

- wa11¥~Understandmthewconbemﬁggggz;eondition*ofwwomen“iﬁ”"M*

S ! .
communication two related issues should be considered -

the silence about women in history and the present relation-

ship of women and the media.

ey ¥
P

Fecorded knowledge has been accumulated mainly by men.
So history, psychology, sociology, etc. best explain men's

achievements and use the male perspective. ‘We have been

——————tgught to view this knowledge as adeqUate to describe and

expiainm%he~wer}&f*—we'arE’bniy*ﬁﬁéff?ééIiEiﬁggfhe

inadequacy of these male tools for our understanding of

El
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the world. Men juStjcanhot write5auth5ritatively about

aJﬁ@at«goeS‘on'in women's headé; about our perspectives -
only we can do that. Male audacity in that regard is
. ~ 1 e . :

.

équalled by the practices of-ignoring us .or depreciating
our efforts.. Our kno#ledge of women's political activity

and other aécomplishments through history and our information

i
O

about past women's liwxes from women's point of view are
fragmented. Women'g acquisition of the tools of reading and
writing lagged far:behind that of men as did (does) access

to the means ‘of disseminating and sharing information.
: N o iy

Evidence of’womeﬁfs accomplhdAinents is tucked away,
obscured. How many'féméle'artists and artisans of the
past are QrittenAor,spoken df‘in,thérpubiic démain. The
éngineéring marvels of .the pﬁeblbé are often commenfed,on,
“Qifh'ﬁS"féféféﬁbéffd’thé"Wéméﬁ”WEB"éfééﬁéd“tﬁéﬁL*”Whéfé"“”””
'is' it written that women made the camel hair tents of
the Bedduin:or»the-earth lodgesrof the‘Omaha? How common
is the knéwledgé thét,many of the illuminated_ménuscripts
of medieval times were produced by nuns.,'What'aﬁout the
women paingers, sculptoré, composérslthrough,history?
‘Who has heard. of thevwomen‘paintersvwhoreagned thexpatronége

of various members of European royalty or Sabina von

Strausbourg, sculptor of the thirteenth century. Some of

U S50 - - mmee e L egarmon e
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the :paintings attributed to FraHZ’Halé have turned'out_to#
be - the work of ‘his confemporary, Judlth Leyster You
can see one of her palntlngs in the Hals museym in

Holland. 9(55)

Women writers have suffered similar problems of

discrimination and lack of recognition.- Seme-chese

to write under male peeudonyms. Colette originally

published under her husband's name. Early women writers
portraywﬁomanhood,as a struggle against confinement.
(56)

-

5 : E
Many.women broke through traditional female roles,

deepite the resistance and prejudice, to become aétive,v

1ndependent and creative people et the 1mages of

these people'have not been preserved for us to use as

culture heros and role models.

’The lopsidedness of hlstory is partlcularly evident

in the recording of the last women's movement. This

_ movement gathered strength and momenpum in the latter

. N\
part of the nineteenth century and the early part of

\
N,

60

this century- Seeiaixﬁfgaﬁiza%ién—eﬁ—#&@enfbegan

. N )
(perhaps again) at this time and women at last began ,

5,
N
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. to share their experiences and define collective realities.

They achieved major legél changes. - Yet little informati@n“

of their other accomplishments remain.

-

Similarly, women's activities during the first and

second world wars are'largely'ignoréd. An@%{gt women
. , TE%

worked in armament factories, in foundry ‘trades, in
autgmobile, armoured vehicle- and aifﬁnaft‘constrqétion
and maintenénce,~and‘in eleétronicéi Women were active
in the resistance movement during World War II, énd,f
more recentiy, foﬁght in the ranké»iﬂ'lsrael and =

Indo China. Carolyn Bird says "Generally speaking,
frontier conditions - wars, revolutions and feveriSh;

boom times which pfovide urgent work for all hands -

‘have motivated men and women to similar or androgynous . ..

goals. By contrast, periods of slow or orderly economic

groath have cultivated masculinity and femininity as goals

in themselves." (57)

S0, where are we today? DeBeauvoir's book, The Second
Sex heralded the beginning of the latest

feminist movement, which got underWay in the late

61.

£Ots, More viomen are working outside the home, although

our salaries have not kept pace with those of men.




" In the preface Stfainchamps'descfibes the problems

“contract to pfintmiﬁe manuscript as presented the copy

but have not, yet had any “control over 'phe mechanlsms

of the’professions" - the dissemination of information
or the transmission of new values. (58)
In the culture at large, the mass media has developed ;; Y

saturated with male bias in its products. Ethel

5trainchamps- edited a book for the Media Women's

Association in 1974. It containe over 70 reports from

women in television and magazine and book pubiishing.
-~

*haf occurred between the compllatlon of the materlal
awd publication. A major publlshlng house was-supposed

to print the report, but, deSpite the terms of -the

was changed enodgh'to change the intent ef the committee.

So another publisher had to be found, delaying the report

i)

by two years. lany of the reports are anonymously
Aritten - M"even women associated with am industry
dedicated to communication may not feel free to comm-

unicate candidly without fear of reprisal™. (59) . ]

The lem 1ndus*ry does not seem to be an exceptlon.

1r1+ers in Nomen and Film cal¢ed 1t "A closed and

sexlst industry whose survival-is precisely based on

T T T S i A e e GRS A e




- work their'way#to”the“tcp"tU“the”rea%:power“pcsiticﬁs,‘

do not control" (61) What we have learned, then, is

discrimiﬁation. Motion pictures have been one of the
most'potent medium for conveying reinforcing stereotypic-.
attitudes'",

Jill Johnston wfote "The actual role of women in film ,’:

3nd media right now seems puzzling to me. Can women

of production and direction, to anyfs?gnifipant degree

within the established industry, and if so, would they

be the people, or women to transform the image of women.

once they got there?"u;She suggests it will take a
decads.to see the images of women significantly changed.
Women have formed alternative, independent institutions,
attempting to produce/print authentic material évoiding

s . R e o
traditional distortion or censorship which occurred

under the rubric of editing. (60)

Sheila Rowbotham states "Women have come to revolutionary
consciousness by means of ideas, actions and organizations
which have been made predominantly by men. We only

knoWw ourselves in societies in which masculine power

and masculine culture dominate... The language which

makes us .invisible to history is not coincidence,

tut part of our real situation in a society which®we

L E s rames s A Rl



the male perspective of a male society. Modeis'

" represent their world. Traditionally (male) scholars

are part of the establishment or speak for the

establishment. Supposedly k%Futral' scholarship is -

:actually‘saturated with maié‘ﬁerspeCtives. We are o 64

expected tQJE§é'pheoriesiapd methods in which we ‘are
excluded or ignored. (62)

W o=

¢

We._have taken the hajorrs%em of beginning to articulate
the protlems in relation to communication. Tovview

the patterns of differences in terms of status instead

of sex alone further clarifies the issues and suggests

%

more solutions. o 7 : 7 ;

To press for social reform through changes in language

and interaction patterns appears naive, to say the

least. The social system is flexible enough to

acéémodéte some realignments. However‘a~major change 

of our position in the direction of ed%ality Qould | Y
be socially disruptive - hardly in the}best inferests

of the 'masters'. . \

Social critics and reformers may be interested in

continued ig§é§figation of sex differentiated

communication. M@T@“ﬁfﬁurﬁte‘mapS’Uf“thE‘WHY‘igggFage
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treats women could be drawn, by reviewing current

. dictionaries and current language usage patterns in

various segments of society.
Since schools support the establishment, curricula . 65
could continue to be investigated and modified to
eiiﬁiﬁéiéhgigggﬁffEEiTEET*‘H6Wéver7”consideringf%he_A‘A*AAMAAMi#AMA\%‘
patriarchal nature of the educational system, changes

in the language of the textbtooks would seem to be of

iittle uée. '7 ' ; - R

The other major tool of socialization, the media, also
provides much fodder for the investigator's mill.

Further studies on the stereotypes perpetrated could

attitudes towards women in contemporary society.
The women's movement is no longer a newsworthy item

although women's 1lib still makes good material for

comedians.

PeriOds of social decay such as the one We are experiené—
ing create confusion and allow minority groups to achieve
some socizl coneessions.Personally T choose anarchy

until the apocalypse, followed by action to build a

more egalitarian, androgynous society.

ke e s T S




PART ONE

g
. #
-

.~ The quote is from Vivian Gornick, ed...Woman in

‘4 Sexist Society, New York, Basic Books, 1971.

'For thé concept of.the“g%her, the outsider see: o

Sémgpg.dqueauvqir, The Seéopd Sex, New York,

Alfred Knopf,‘l952, Shulamith Fireétone, Dialectic
of Sex, New York, Morrow & Co., 1970,'Chapter'eight;

Vivian Gornick's essay, "Woman as Outsider",

op.cit., Mary Daly, Beyond God the Father, Boston,

Beacon‘Press, 1973 and Colin Wilson, The Outsider,

London, Pan Books, 1963.

»

From Mary Ritchie Key in her Book, Male/Female

Language, Metchuen, Scarecrow press, 1975, p.15 - 16
and her paper, "Linguistic Behavior of Male and Female",

3

Linguistics 88 (August, 1972), p.16, and Nancy Henley

‘and Barrie Thorné, Language and Sex, Difference and

Dominance, Rowley, Mass., Newberry House, 1975, anndtated
bibliography. Otto Jespersen (1921) and Edward Sapir

(1929) were among the first to do extensive studies

on male and female language. Jespersen wrote of feminine

66

. weaknesses, Sapir-put women's language in the category

of 'abnormél ﬁ&pés of speech'. Greenough and

i e T AR AT R e - s T e e e Rmesme Tl P e omoamiein 4 6 S it L AT e wm_i_w%



Kltteredge (1901) wrote of feminine peculiarities..

ES

\ ) F
3. The books are: Mary thchle Key, Male[;emale Langgage,

Metchuen, N.J. Scarecrow Press, 1975; Robin LakOff - ’

Language and Women's Place, New York, Harper ‘and Row,

1975: Nancy Henley & Barrie Thorne Language and Sex: - : 67'

%”‘DITference and Dominance, Rowley, Mass. Newberry
House, 1975; Casey Miller & Kate Swift, Words and
Women, Garden City,.N.Y., Doubleday, 1976. May I

have the envelope, please!

k. The"oppressor'érlanguage' appears in the poem,
"The Burning of Paper instead of Children" by

Adrienne Rich, The Will +o Change, N.Y., Norugn,

,1068,-W"Th15 is the oppressor s language., But I ,_W;,,;;,W;mgfwﬁ,,

need it to talk to vou." See also'RlchTs essay,

"When We Dead Awaken" in College English)IBA:l,VOctober *L
1974, p. 18-25; Jean Faust's essay, "Words That Oppress"

in Women Speaking, April, 1970, and Shulamith Firestone,

Dialectic of Sex, as examples of the outraged writing.

Discudion of women's access to media in part- three. |

- 5. FrommElienfMepgaan —essay; "Women and-the FEnglish

Language" in An Intelligent Woman'q Guide to Dirty

Words..., Feminist Writers Workshop, Chicago,> 1973




PART TWO - N I | | r)

-

6. See: Louise Ackerman, "Lady as Synonym for Woman", °

‘American Speechf??ﬁB; 1962, p.  284-285; Dorothy . - ] S
Hage, "There's Glory For You", Aphra 3:3 (1972), |
p; 2-14, Jessica Murray, "Male'Perspective,in . 68 -

Y

- -Language"; Woman; -A_Journal of Liberation, 372;

1973, p. 46-50.

r~ . ' . i " >

7. ‘See: Feminist Writer's Workshop, An Intelligent

Woman's Guide to Dirty Words..., Varda One, "Manglish", "

Everywoman, (1971), Mary Ritchie Key, Male/Female

,Language,. p. 74 and Casey Miller and Kate Swift,

.

:‘Words and Women, p. 159.

8. See: Wilfred Funk, Word Origins and Their Romantic .

Stories, New York, Grossétt and Dunlap, 1950,

Chapter 15, Robin Lakdff; Language and Woman's Placé{

New York, Harper, 1975, Chapter 3, Varda One,

"Manglish", Everywoman, 1971.

9. “The eXamples of groupings are all_from ManyfRitchfe”
,Key,_MaiéZEema]egLangggggﬂgyu,BZQBAT/excﬂpt J.Ritchie,

DecendepggigEstatggfagﬁ Trusts, quoted in Apﬂréié:B,

i

)
L
R S

1976 p.107. Key uses these quotes in connection with

e




B

S

a discussion on'inventionaof categories, suggeNing
the groupings reveal thought patternskand influence

béhavior. Méry Ellman, in Thinking About Women,

~ N.Y. Harcourt, Brace & World, 1968, p.38, quotes -

10.

S 12.

John Weighitman "a convicted criminal, however potent,

has been classified -as an object, and therefore. feminized

69

by society." OShe goes on to. say ."an admirably simple

social equation: a man in prison amounts to a woman."
= R . .

B

See Mary Ritchie Key, Male/Female Language, p.81,

Casey Miller & Kate Swift, Words'and Women, Chépter

4. Mary Eliman, Thinking About Women, p. 39, quotes

Norman Mailer, saying of another writer "(he) reminds
me of nothing so much as a woman writer".

€

. See Mary Ritchie Key, Male/Female Language, Eé;?%?

Farb, Word Play, New York, Alfred Knopf, 1973, Soly

Saporta, "Language in a Sexist society" unpublished.
General commentskon this are in'Dorothy Hage,r"There's
Glory for You", Peter Farb, Word Play, Mary Ritchie

‘ . Nordrlay

Key, Male/Female Laﬁguage. The research is reported in

Casey Miller & Kate Swift, Words and Women, p.22-25.
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The Gena Corea quote is fgém Media Report to Women,
: o : A N
1974, 3:1. Alma Graham cited the research in "The
Making of éknon-Sexisﬁ”Dictionary"; Ms.z2, Décember,

1973, p. 1235%. Lakoff's comments are on p.kb-45,

Language and Woman's Place. General discussion'of

she/he also in Casey Miller and Kate Swift, Women and .

14,

- 15,

70

ands,‘ohapter 3, Mary Ritchie pr,'MaleLEemaleﬁLaﬁguagn,

£
chapter 9, Donald Hook, "Sexism in English Pronouns",

General Linguistics, 14:2, 1974, p. 86-96.

Dictionary research is in Manglish by Varda One,
Lee Gershuny, "Sexist Semantics in the Dictionary",
Etc., 31:2, June l97h,rp.’164-l70, Ailleen Nisen,

"Sexism in English, A Feminist View", Female Studies,

‘6, 1972, p. 102-109. Casey Miller & Kate Swift,

Words_and Women, p. 58-60.

w -
- ‘ - )

Linguistic relativity and linguistic determinism are

discussed in the last section. ‘SQe: Michael Polanyi,

- Personal Knowledge, Chicago, University of Chicago

Press, 1962, Ernest Becker, Birth and Dedth of Meaning,

New York, Free Press, 1962 and Susan Langer, Philosophy

in a New Key.
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14. lMary Daly, in Beyond God the Father, Boston, Beacon

Press, 1972, talks of the necessity -of creating a

new language. See also Adrienne Rich's essay, "When

We Deéd'Awaken", in College Engl@?h, 34:1, p. 18-25-

P

PART THREE | o _— 7

17. The quote is from Herbert Marcuse, An Essay on
- 1 . . .

]

Liberation, Boston, Seacon, 1969, p. 33. See alse

~Jerome Bruner, On Knowing, Harvard University Press,

1962, p. 137, 2tto Rank, beyond Psychology, N.Y.,

™

Jover, 1958, p.- 242 and Easil Bernstein, Class, , oL

Codes and Control, vol.l, London; Routledge, Kegah

and Paul, 1971, p. 122.

b
gt

. Polk in "Msle Power and the Women's Movement", e

Journal of Applied 3Sehavioral Science, 10:3, 1974,

PR

p. 415-431, outlines six sources of male poder;
; 1. normative 2. .imstitutional 3. control of opzzggs =
" through reward 4. the power of expertise 5. psychological
. L
poNer 4. otrute force.

s -
- )

S, See Naomi Weisszein, "Psychology Constructs the

emsie™ in 7ivian Sornick ed., Woman in 3 Sexist

TE




20.

Society, Joyce Walstedt, Psychology ol Women,

a gértlally annotated blblloggaphy, Plttsburgh
Know, Inc., 1G74. Sandra Bem and Daryl Bem,

Homogenizing the American Woman, Pittsburgh,
Know; inc., 1972.

— : - | 72
See Margaret Mead Sex and Temperamentl;nllhree

o,

21.

22.

Prlmltlve 8001et1es New York Morrow, 1935, Nancy

Chodrow's essay "Being and Doing" and Ruby Leavitt's
;ssay "Women in Other Cultures'" in Vivian Gornick,

>

ed., Woman in a Sexist Society. Leonore Weitzman's

essay, "Sex Role Socialization" in Jo Freeman, ed.,

-“

Women, a Feminist Perspective.
- .
‘% -

Tke'research is by Inge Broverman et al., "Sex Role

ofereotypes and Cllwfeal Judgements of Mental Health"

sournal of Consulting'and Clinical Psychology, 3411,

See Mary Ellman, Thinking About Women, V. Gornick,

1970, p’ 1-7. See also Cheris Kramer "Female and

J:\

Male Perceptlon of Female and Male opeech", a paper

presented to the American Sociological Association,

August, 1975.

Women in a Sexist Societyg chapiers 13, 14, 15,
AU)K

o Freeman, ed., Woman, aLBeminist Perspective, . E
!

Section 5 and "?omen Nine Reports on Role, Image

|

i
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23.

Iy
rid

2.

PART

~and Resko, "The Portrayal of Men and Women in Americén T3

andMessage™, in the Journal of Communication, 24,
Spring 1974, p. 102-155 .

a -

The'Ontarid_Study was reported.by}Pykéuin the Ontario -

Psychologist; 1974." The other research is in McArthur

Television Commercials, Journal of Social Psychology,

92:2, December, 1975, P?»209-220, ‘ | ;

See Jo Freeman "The §ocialbenstruction—éf the Seecond . - - ——
Sex" 1970; Pitfsburgh, Know,ﬂinca, and Esther

Greenglass, "The Psychology o} Women, or the High

Cost of'AcHievementﬁ in Mary Lee Stephenéon, ed.,

Wbmen in Canada;, Torontc, New Press, 1973. Both

“traits resulting from victimization.

‘Woman's Place, New York, Dell Pub., 1971, p.98.

make reference to-Allpopt’s‘work on personality

The quote is from Elizabeth Janeway, Man's World, ’ 1

d .

:See also Chapters & - 11, op.cit.

FOUR 2 I . o ‘ii

Key, Male/Female Language, chapter 10 and Robin

Main sources for this section are: Mary Ritchie

Lakoff, Language and Women's Place, part two.




- i
There are exceptions to this,'langﬁage of submission?' BN
which can be considered in terms of Malinowski's - ;??E

. . . ) ¢ L
~contest of situation - that is, we each have‘a - B

rrepet01re of behaviors to employ - the ch01ce
‘ depends upon the relationship of the part1c1pants,

the situation where the- 1nteraction takes place and

B o NhoIe‘rgnge*UchondItIon34Invoived* *W0meﬂ*iﬂnp031tiﬁﬁ8**wnnnnn*‘

of authority (in women' s spheres) may not exhibit the

range of characteristics described. See also,Jespersen,

“Language, It's Nature, Development and Origins, chapﬁof 12.

27. Gilley and'Summeré research is-in the Journal of

Psychology, 1970, 33-37. I consider their findings
‘appropriate to women's condition of inferior status.

ObViously we would be more careful about using hostile

" verbs in the face of our superiors. See the section?
on correct language. Teresa Bernardez-Bonsatti presénted
a paper on her work to the American Psychological v : \

"_Association in 1974. A summary is in Thorne and Henley'g

- Language and Sex: Difference and Dominance. Her
-conclusion shows the double bind of women who are
attempting to change their position - healthy female

R 4
ke

-— — --por-healthy ad:

28. Key suggests our language is the language of apology.

o
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30.

)

)

G

- Swacker's and Hirschman's research is reported in

Thorne and Henley's Language and Sex: Difference and

Dominance. : o
See also the section on source competence.

Siegler and Siegler's research is in Psychological

Peport, 39,

on the New Yorker cartoons was reported in Psychology

1976, 167-170. Kramer's first research

Today, June, 1974. A complete review of both studies

is in the Joyrnal of Popular Culture, 8:3, 624-630.

~

Il

Jeneral references on politeness are:

s

Language and Woman's Place,-Casey Miller and Kate

Kobin Lakoff,. -

~

- . r - m - .
Swift, Words and Women. The New York Times reported

one example 0of the unladylike language of Ms.

Pietrunti. ZShe cailed zhe schotl beard chairman,

Mr. Bell, Ding Dong Bell. HeTr story and the account
cf the trial »f Irez Garcis are in Words and Women.
See Cheris Xramer, "Women's Speech, Separate btut

QnequaL", Suarterlv Journal of Speech, 60, Feb. 1974,

Latov, Sociolinguistic Patterns, 1972, 301-304,

and Linguistic Change

Language in

ish English of Norwich.”

D

75




33.

\ad

See Argyle et al. "The effects of visibility on

intergzction in a dvad", Human Relations 21:1
© . ) )

February, 15. Strotdbeck, "Sex Role Differentiation

in Jury Deliberations", Sociomentry, 19, 1956, 3-21.

Soskin and John, "The study of spontaneous talkﬂ‘in

‘Rober Barker, ed., The Stream of Behavior, Appléton,

e

Century-Crofts, 1973. Wood, "The influence of sex and
knowledge of communication effectiveness on spontaneous
speech," #dord, 22, 1966, 122-137. Swacker, "The sex of

the speaker as a sociolinguistic variable.", in Thorne
p y ‘

and Henley, Language and 3ex, Difference and Dominance.
s .
i
Lynette Hirshman, "Analysis of supportive and assertive
behavior in conversations.” paper presented to meeting

of Linguistic 3ociety of America, July, 1973.

3ee: Jessie EBasrnard, The Sex Game, chapter 6, Argyle,

op.cit., Strotdbeck, op.cit., Soskin and John, op.cit.,

rs influencing the communication

\V]
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of emoticnal intent by facial expressions”,’

"The ability to communicate and infer positive and
negative attitudes facially and vocally", Journgl

of Zxperimen-al Zesearch in Personality, 3, 1969.

Psvchometric 3cience, 2, 1967, 137. Zaidel and Mehrabian,

76
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5.

Wood op.cit., Argyle, op.cit., Zimmerman and West,
"Sex roles, interruptions and silences in conversation".
In Thorne and Henley eds., Language and Sex: "Difference

and Dominance. Phyllis Chesler, "Marriage and Psychotheraﬁy"

o

in The Radical Therapist, New York, Ballantine, 1971.

Eernard mentions her research in her book, The Sex
Game, chapter six. Mary Ellman's quote is from her 77

cook, Thinking About Women, p. 148. See also:

Zoldberg, "Are Women pre jediced against women?", o

Transaction, 5, 1948, 28-30. Pheterson et al.

"Evaluation of the performance of women as a function
of their sex, achievement and personal histofy."

Journal of Personality and Social‘Psychologx,‘l@,

1971, 114-112. Eough and Allen, "Is the women's

D

movement erasing the mark of oppression from the

]
D

male psyche?" The Journzl of Psychology,1975, 29,

)

L0~-258,. Lave

v

(

scn, et al., "Are Women still prejudiced
agains*® women: A replication and extension of Goldberg's

", Journal of Psychology, 89, 1975, 67-71. Chobot -

z=tudy
et g1, "Preiudice Against Women, a replicaticn and
extension.", Psychcliogical Reports, 35, 1975, 478.

les: lMary ¥%sy, Male/Female Language, chapter 1I.

rerns rrieze and 3. ERamsey, "Nonverbal maintenance of
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traditional sex roles'™, Journal of Social Issues,

32:3, 1975, 133-141. Nancy Henley, "Power,-Sex and

Non-verbal Communication", Berkeley Journal of Sociology,
18, 1973, 1-26. Birdwhistle, "Masculinity and feminity
as Display" in Kinesics in Context. The definition. of

charm is by Lynn O'Connor, "Male dominance: the nitty,

gritty of oppression."' It Ain't Me, Babe, June 11, | 78

197¢C, 9-11. . , .

Robert Sommer, Personal Space, Irene Frieze

2 See
and 5. Ramsey, op.cit. The women interviewed were on

CEC am radio. early in October, 1976. They felt the
men's attitude was that the women were not serious in
*heir attempts to establish a business - they were

‘playing'at it.

~E

Zee: Argyle, op.cit., Pillegrini and Empey,

Ne

"Interperscnal Spatial Crientation in Dyads," .

Jourral of Fersonality, 76, 1970, 67-70.

=

4C. See: Nancy Henley, "The politics of Tcuch", in Phil

Brown, =2d., Radical Psychoiocgy, N.Y., Harper and Row,

1973, Jourard, "An exploratory study of Body-accessi- -

tilicy" EBritish Journal of Social and Clinicgl Psychelogy, L

T

-221, ®ourard and Rubin, "8elf disclosure and Y=

(]

-
57 lgéé, 22
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L2.

43.

PART

Li .

touching: a study of two modes of interpersonal encounter:

and their inter-relation" Journal of Humanistic

Psychology, &, 1968, 39-48.

Marge Piercy's Small Changes was published by : ~

Doubleday in 1973, See also Irene Frieze and Ramsey

op.cit. In contrast to women's posture, men sprawl.

See Argyle; et al., Gaze, Mutual Gaze and Proximity",

At

Semiotica, 6, 1972, 32-49. Exline, et zl.;,"Visual

behavior in a dyad as affected by interview content

and sex of respondent”. Journal of Personality and

Social Psychology, 1, 19645, 201-209.

Bugental et al. research is in "Perfidicus Feminine

Faces™. Journal of Personality and social Psychology,

17, 1971, 314-218. Shulamith Firestone, Dialetic.

of Sex, g.90.

» -
Sapir's guote is from D. Mandelbaum, ed., Culture,

Language and Personality, University of Chicago

press, 194, p. £8-6G, thrf'Skéuote is from

ik

Langugge ;hoagh? and Reality, p.240. See also, Hymes, ed.,

L
Language in Cxjture and Jociety, -Harper and Row,

79 )



~1

o
(BN

4 o

80

1964 - particularly Hymes' introduction to the

‘ . _ < .
section on World View and gramm%zlcal categories.

7
The last quote is from Hymg§4/gl 118.

Sees Bernstein's Class, Codes and Behavior, Volumes

one and two, London, Poutledge, Kegan and Paul,
The quote is from Volume one, p. 122. DSee also :
Bernstein's essay, "Language®and socialization", in

Minnis, ed., Linguistics at Large, Paladin, p.225,242.

~

©111 Johnstorn is a columnist for the Village Voice.

This quote comes from her book, Gullibles Travels,

Links Books, 1974, p.190. The Polanyi quoté is from

his book, Personsl Knowledge, University of Chicago

his chapter on articulation and

N
h

Press, p. 11 ee
Jerome Bruner's essay, "The control of human behavior",

in his took JOn ¥ncwing, Harvard University press, 1962.

o
LY

bernstein's juote is from'Language and socialization,”

e

The qguct

Di)

4]

is

rom Alice Munroe's book Lives of Girls-

and Women, dciraw Hill, 1§71, p-150.




" .

>

5

5

WA

0

1.

2.

2
Jo.

[OA

oee Phlllp;ArleS Book,

1965,

Centuries of Childhood,

.

Vintage,

The phrase "wet nurse and sperm donor™ is from Sandra and

Daryl Bem, Homogenizing the Amerigan Female, Know, Inc.,
1970. e )
See the conclu51on of Margaret Mead's book Sex and - 81

Temperamenu

in Thiﬂee Primitive Societies.

Neil Postman's book, Language in America,

ence on the subject of word magic.

Nord's in Sheeps Clothing.

Mary Ritchie Kéy; Male/Female Language, p.27.
Agives the
had a god

appropriate proncun to dascrloe “the - ~god.

examplo from the Aztec language.

have assigned this god male gender.

See Elizabeth Janeway's book,

‘apters
ali

'11

o & 10. Peter

p. 72-79

See Judy Chicazo,

Heeve,

Trrough the

Man's World

is a good refer-

See also Mario Pei's

She also
The Aztecs™

emtodying both male and female elements and an

Engllsh writers

, Women's Place,

Berger, Social Construction of

he Flower,

Komgnkind, Chicago, Aldine-

Chapters 7 & 8,

Atherton, 197%, p.83.

Nancy

i3

See Thinking Atout ¥Women by Mary

Imagination By ra%ricia

e el Hr s

Spacks.

Ellman, and The
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Building at

.irSeé Judy Chicago op.cit. - She describes ths'Women'S

the World -Fair in Chicago. in 1893.

Mainly the result of the political work of Susan B.

Aﬁghony the building was designed and managed by women

and housed displays of_wdmén’é achievements through

history. Carolyn Bird, Born Female, p.Z21.

82

ductidn.

October 197f, report made public from the Federal

government that the average men's salary is

The book is

" $11,000, average women's salary is $5,000{

Rooms with No View: A woman's Guide to

The Men's World of the Media, ed. Strainchamps,

N.Y., Harper, 197i.

}‘J?.

See Ji

Sullibles Travels.

7

The quote is from the intro-

1 Johnston's essay, Women and Film 'in her book

[

A1l quotes come from there.

-

Jee Sheila Rowbotham's beok Women; Hesistance & Revolution,

page 11.
See Millman & Xanter ed. Another Voiece: Feminist;

S8 e

- "' ) a ) s - -
., women's Literation: An Anthropological

anet*e 3ilveira's The Effect of Sexism on

b e
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63.

on Thought.

See Thelma McCormack's essay, "Towards -a non-sexist

perspective on social and politiéal change" in Another

‘Voice, op.cit.

83
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Appendix One - Feminist's Re-Visions

)

Whenﬁgirls are'comfogted and boys ignored or‘rfaiculed

when they—cry, females often grow up crying whether

they want to or not. And males grow up- not crylng

Nhether they want to or not. ThlS giwves men a blg

power advantage (it's hard for a blubbering woman to -’

8L

——gppear "mature* and confident vis-a-vis a tlghf llpped

';,»man) but leaves men with an often painful lack of

—

emotlonal outlet.

‘This crippled emctional condition found in males,
which I call 'testeria'’...accounts in part for the
'2bility of the male'ruling class to efficiently,

calmly and maturely carry out,planetary catastrophe.

Male inventione);lige”war cag;tallsm _totalitarianism,

industrialism, and other atrocities are only possible
if millions of efficient calm mature male people
are dlllgently repressing their healthy human emotions.

Since the turn of the century over 50 million human,

~

beings have been slaughtered in war by psychiatrically -

.normal male people.

.

_Along with testerias - the condition of having puny,

L

iradequate emotidnal responses - comes another male

i
‘..J
ja ]
e
®
[N
[H

disease which is even more serviceable to the

z
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-

masculine mystiqué - penisolence... the more active -

‘phase of male emotional disease... It is a pushy and
- evasive attempt to master one's own distrss by mastering
other peoblé;[;",ﬂ', : ST , 4:' ' L .
: ~Juli Loesch, }
P . o L : 85
Aphra 4:1, L3-45
’/’/.
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~We will be- equ“Tﬁ We-say new man- andnnewewoman T

But what man am I equal to before the law of court or custom?.
The state owns my womb and hangs a man's name on me |

Like the tags hung on dogs, my‘name}ze, property.of ....

The language betrays us and rogs in the mouth

/o : - :
with its aftertaste of menast?b“sewers on the/pg&ifek//”~

Even the pronouns&iear my tongue with their metal plates.

from Doing it Differently.

uargegPlercy,
To Be of Use, p.56




Try thinking in female for a moment.

Imagine: That everything you have ever read uses
only female pronouns, she, her, meaning both men and
women. Récall that most of the voices on radio and
faces on-TV are female, especially when important
events éré in the news. Recall that you have only
one male senator representing &ou ianaéhington (ifwfg_,v,,;# T
youvare tempﬁed to laugh and way that would lead to

catastrophé, aék yourself where we are now). Imagine

that women are the leaders, the power centres. MNen

are shown in films only in their natural roles as

husband and father, or else as whore and very nasty

persons. Men are shown only in their natural functions

of trying to attract women and making the wofld a

Ed

comfortable pladg for wom Fllm men who rebel agalnst
this die very ugly deaths. ﬁg%en star in all films

of international excitement or adventUre. Imagine

that countless films show men és simple minded iittle
sex objects, and you'despair of finding a strong.role

- model for your little boy (for whom you’sée’other
futures than slut, bitch or house-husband). Imagine‘\v

that the women in charge of the film industry use their

power to ridicule the men's liberation movement,

prpsﬁntlng themln fllms as a bunch of frustrated studs,

deluded into thinking they can be women, burning their




~

jockstraps and waving sigﬁs - Baéwéiways ending ﬁp in the
boudoir of a condescending woman, alwaysigiving up

the struggle and veing happily subservient to her.

Then imagine that if you complain you are given,the 2 |
biological explanation: by design female genitals |

are compact and internal, protected by her body.

A man's genitals are exposed and muét Be'prdtecieq’”"'

from attack. His vunerability requires sheltering -

-thus, in films, men must not be. shown in ungentlemanlike

professions.. Psychological films remind men of théir
childhood, wheﬁ their Sisters jeered at?tée primitive
male ééniﬁalé, which 'flap around foolishly' while
the sisﬁers could ride, climb and run unencumbered.

Men are passive, and must be shown that way in films,

“to reflect and protect reality. Anatomy is destiny."

Sharon Smifﬁfi 7
Quoted by Jill Johnston
’ - Gullibles Travels,
| P. 203

- 88_,2*
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