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I. - - INTRODUCTION . ot

o . R 0 e

Ambrose Bierce defined marriage as "the state or condition of a commnnity

’ consist1ng of a master, a m1stress and two s]aves making in a]], two "1 Expand1ng .. .

’ o

‘the def1n1t1on from the microcosm of marriage to the ‘macrocosm of western soc1ety

leads, us to an opinion about our culture: we are a]] slaves to %,System of role - t

d1v1s1on<whose necessity d1sappeared decades ago Wr1t1ngs by women pubTished since -

the early 1960 S have stepped up recogn1t1on of the oppre551ve system of role

d1v1s1ons and sexual stereotypes under which we have operated. Because of. the
raising ofconsciousness about oppression since these writings became w1de4y dis-
seminated ; strides toward\eqha]ity of epportunity have been made even though the

distance left to traverse,is immense. .But something else has happened as we]] many

————

,"peop]é' roblems have been m1s]abe1ed as be]ong1ng on]y to women,. A number of 1issues,

identified in fem:n1st—or1ented wr1t1ngs as ens]av1ng behav1ors and preJud1ces be]ong
not just to womep, but, in fact, to humanity as a who]e Some men, read1ng women
writers, react, not only sympathet1ca11y, but empath1ca11y to the s1tuat1ons present—
ed. States of wnhappiness, 1one11ness, frustration, powerlessness, or oppreésion

’M

belong to.people of both sexes.
: \,“ . . .
The issue we address, then i's: "how can one distimguish whether a given.

written text mak%ng statements about the condition of one sex‘goes, in fact, speak

to problems encoqntened principally by that sex?" Put another way: "how can one

precognize‘problems that.bejJong to both sexes in writings concerning the eppression of

.one sex by‘%nE‘other?" In the fina]-analysis, of eeurse, the answer is. individual

- -

~;jngment. What we propose here is a tool to aid that judgement. We call the tool _

- the Gender Antonym.Replacement Technique (GART). GART cofsists of rewriting (or

tne GART\tra7sfonned object sentence would be:

rereadind) material with each gender-linked word _replaced by its antonym. For .

example, if a source sentence.was:

’ A man can feeliquite Tonely when a woman leaves him.

L 3
oy \!
, .
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( % ' A woman can feel quite lonely when a man leaves her. .

-

GART, then, is simp1§ a nord-for-word‘substitution of those words which relate
.o . . .. ' . .
to gender or whtoh imply gender: Our hope, in developing GAR¥, is that readers
. . A x ) .
. of.women's Tiberation (and, for that matter, -men's liberatidn) literature will

be able to'distinguish/between what are substantive differences tn the way meng-
and women are perceived and perce1ve themse]ves, and what are really problems
shared in cdﬁmon by both sexes. Our method described be]ow, offers liberation

_movements %pec1f1c ways to (a) zero .in on special problems faced by one or the

¢

other sex separ\tely, (b) 1dent1fy problems that are shared by men and women, and |

(c)- distinguish between the two k1nds of prob]ems

It is not unimportant to note that one of the authors (Valentine) is

-

a woman, and the other (Kennedy) is a man.” We each brought our culturally-

def1ned m1xed bag of soc1a11y conditioned gender- re]ated behaviors to{th1s

.

research and bath of us are trying to foster a state of peqple liberation for

our society. . o , - -

2
3

In what follows, we explain the nethod we used for deve]ooing.GART, dis-
cuss the resu]ts we obtained from one of the several ways the techn1que can be

-~

applied, indicate how the technique m1ght be usefu] in other contexts, and . s
.suggest. directions’ for future research with GART:‘ ]
. METHOD S v o

."1- We read a dozen'of the best se]]ing femin?st Booksiin the three largest

bookstores surround1ng the University of Kentuéky.campus in Lex1ngton

«Adams E and M. L Br1sco eds. UpyAqa1nst the Wall, Mother...., '
Bever]y Hills, Ca11forn1a Glencoe, 1971, ]

~

U

Babcox, D. and M. Belkin, eds piberation Now!;,New York: De]J,

1971. . , S
. R s Pav e . »?
Gornick, V. and B.K. Moran, eds. Woman in Sex1st Society. New P
York: * New American L1brary% 1971 4 . y

Greer, G. The Female Eunuch. New York: McGraw*H111 19?0.‘
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. o Firestone, S. ed. The Dialectic of Sex. New York: Bantaﬁ, 1970.

Jong, E. Fear of Flying. New York: New American Library, 1973.

Mil1étt, K. Sexual Politics. New York: Avon, 1970.

<

Morgan, R. -ed. Sisterhood is Powerful.

New York: Random House, 1970.

Rossi, A. The Fem1n1st Papers.

New York: Bantam, 1974

"examined the lexicon td identify the words which each cons1dered

Stambler, S., .ed. women SiL1berat1on »New York Ace, 1970.
i1

\Tanner, L.B., ed. Voices from Women's Liberation.
~ Mentor, 1971.

New York:

-

From these dozen booksz we chose forty-eight selections which‘hade
strong statements about the condition of one sex or the other.

We submitteo these selection$ to an IBM‘370, Model 165, computer under
control of a program-called GENLEX which generates a 1exicon‘from a

source text. \GEN§EX>proauced an alphabetized 1ist of'all 2364 differ-

ent words used in the forty-eight se]ectiohs.

~

Next, both authors, plus a male professor in the Enolish Department

and a female graduate student in the’Department of Human Communication,

\

all at that time.employed by the Un1vers1ty of Kentucky, separate]y

[
ta

"gender;1inked."

‘

After each of the four of us/had checked the 1ist separate]y, we met
together and agreed on 110 gender- 11nked words out of the original . . L}
2364 words in the lexicon.

-

We then agreed upon an antonym for each of the gender—]inked words |

.
Al

without knowing the context in which each worqg?ccurred ' \

The or1g1na1 selections were then resubmitted to the mach1ne a]ong .

I

w1th each gender 1inked word and its antonym Under contro] of

[
another computer program, GART, each or1g1na1 se]ect1on, ca]]ed the

source, was reprinted, and, alongside it, the transformed version, e

. 5 . )

» -~
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called the object text w1th the antonyms subst1tuted
IECt

text that read:

"How does a mcther relate to adotescent sons who are attemptinq

Thus, a- souree

to reach malk maturity by emulating ma]e stereotyped role O

models?"2

became

~

‘e

, to nonsense when GART was app11ed

 "How does a father relate to adolescent daughters who are attempt--
s ing to reach female matur1ty by emulating female sterebtyped
role nnde]s? ,

. After the source and obJect selections had been pr1nted s1de by s1d?

the two authors of t%1s article read 'each of the GART- transformed

object se]ections and were able to agree on whether‘thetransformed

{

text was, warranted or unwarrarted (or nefther). We based our evalu-

ations only.on our own experiences and- beliefs.

. }
After thé object determination~had been made, we went back to the

. L} .,
source selections, and agreed upon whether, according to our own
: . . ‘ ’
experiencés and beliefs, the original text made warranted or:unwarrant-

ed assertions. The term "warranted" is defined here as meaning that

1

a statement has reasonable grounds and justifjcation behind it. An

"unwarranted statement" did not, in our opinion, offer reasonable

grounds"for assertton. : ; '

F1na]Jy, we grouped each of the selections into one of the follbwing
p0551b1e comb1nat1ons, excluding those paragraphs wh1ch~s1mp1y turned

Source warranted

Category One:
Category Two:
Category'ihree:

Qcategory Fourr

Source warranted;

Source, unwarranted;

Source'unwarranted°

0bj§ct warranted
Object unwarranted
Object warranted .

ObJect unwarranted \\

4

If a source-object pa1r fell 1nto Category 0ne -- that is, i7 both '




"~ the original source’selection,

c . o
‘when it is transfonned by GART to: >2

.
N, . e

. =X - - - ! -

- T S

the source and object selections seemd to be warranted in thejr
« - . ' t > N

assertions regardless of changes. in a]]'the'gender-linked words, we .

Jjudged that the selection dealtrwith an iésde- not petu]iar to

e’theh;sex,-but, rather, applicah?e to both sexes. For'example,\

.

S

"Do you see yourself stronger, more able’to resist or reject
conditionijng, more real than.other women? Are you better able
‘to act infMkhis society as an individual rather than relating

solely to the stereotypes af feminine behav1or and the woman's
) p]ace'?"3 ‘ SR

/

ﬂbecame .

Do- you see yourse]f stronger, more able to, res1st or reject
cond1t1on1ng, more real than other men? Are you bettex able
. to act in this society as an individual rather than»ne}at1ng
- solely'to the stereotypes of masculine behavior and the man's
- place?,

. \
and thus showed a prob]em common to e1ther sex y }
If a source- obJect pazr fell=ifto Category Two @s&urce wzrrant-

ed-object unwarranted); we judged that the. or1g1na] sele t1onja1d '

indeed make a valid statement about.an issue pert1nent to oniﬁr%ffg

only..Thus, the 1nva11d1ty of the GART transfgrmed text, in f
served to-amplify the ideas in the or1g1na1 source se]ecthen,
Cons1der what happens to the passage:

"Would most woqen get married if they knew what it meant? I
think of 'young ‘'women following their husbands wher®ver their

husbands fo]]ow their jobs."* A .

/wou]d most men,get marr1ed if- they knew what it meant7 1
think of young men f0110w1ng the1r wives wherever 'their w1ves .
fo]]ow the1r JObS .

A genu1ne difference ‘between the current condition of women and the -

current cond1on of men 1s 111um1nated by.the 1mprobab111ty of the

transformed ‘statemeht. ' : -~ i
\ » M -




-~

.as\unwarranted into someth1ng warranted Category Three was there-

- Y
’

We found no cases whEre GART transformed a se]ect1on we Judged
&
fore, empty

The rema1n1ng source- obJect pa1rs feTl ipto Category Four. The

N

"GART - tlansforned text simply did not relate to reality as we saw it,

but thén neither did the or1g1na1 se]ect1on - For examp]e

(The fema]e) is a ha]f—dead unrespons1ve Tump, 1ncapab1e of
giving or receiving pleasure Or happiness; tonsequently she
is at best.an utter bore, an inoffensive blob....
was a GART-transformed statement we judged/to be as unwarranted as the.
source from which it came:

'"(The male) is a half-dead, un/esponsive lump, incapable of

g

giving or receiving pleasure or happiness; consequent]y, he is F e

at best an* utter bore, an inoffensive blob...."3
As we ment1oned ear11er, some of the transformed se]ect1on$-anmp1y
could not be c]ass1f1ed as warranted or unwarranted because they gave '

rise to nonsensical or hilarious object sentences. Because.we were

"looking at the lexicon apart from the context in which the words

-

occurred, we somet1mes chose 1nappropr1ate gender-related a]ter—

natives. For examp]e, the fo]]ow1ng source sentence: . ., )
“"Woman is:

. kicking strongly”in your mother's womb, upon which she
is told, "It must be & boy, if’jt's so active!"®

resulted in this object sentence: : ]
Man is:
, k1ck1nq strongly in your father®s scrotum upon which he
is told, "It must be a girl, if it's so activel
In determining which members of the lexicon were gender-linked, we * \

1ooked for words that would fit into one of three gender-1inked

classifications, and then agreed'on a genglfr antonym on the same’

language usage ]eve] (formal, informal, or oolloquial) as the original

»

’

Bt

S\

/
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word. Our c]assiﬁﬁqations were:
(a) nouns (iA€luding proper names) and pronouns -that- specifically

refgrred tg;ma]e or\fgpale,

L]

N
xanples: , .
¢ ' ' . o /
P . -she to ~he /
- . ‘ o (
mother . -to fatheri
. Betty T to Adam .
(Y . , v
X .ogirl “to boy . - : N
‘ himself - to herself

R h RS N .
woman to ///{7;;:\\\\
. N - .

. S
(b) words that wére distinctly male or female oriented, or. that. .

' . suggested stereotypical pursuits for‘eithgr sex,

-

examples: o ‘ .
., AL
adwoman - to . adman
. ¢ . *
apron - to overalls
‘e, (I
‘ﬁ\\\,_k _ /seductress, to chest=beaters
. nurse " to - paramedic - o
housekeeper to handyman .
feminine to masculine

(6) any other .word we suspected indicated male or female orientation,

P
.

v examples: ' -
- . dewy fresh to C puerile )
~ titter , to . _ snicker, \\"\\\\
‘ . cutie “to . hunk ;
a thick;thighed to ?ot-bellied -
C showers to ) Bachelor-parties ¢
. : gown to ' tux
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This -process _tooks place d?most onié‘”say the first word which

¢ ) . — v ' . VARI=Y 8

comes " into -your mind" basis rdther than a carefully considered angjyéis
- . [} \]

—

. ' .. N
f of the word. Oe reason for this -- a reason which could be eliminated:
in a different study -f'was thht we were familiar fo some extent with

< . —— .
the selections and we did not want to picture the word illcontext.‘ A
y ‘ vord M

\

few time%:it hahpenedvanngy: we(remembered phat Abraham:was used as
. R N .. \\
$ + Lincoln's first ngme. -On the other hand, we did not.remeniber that A

- Béttx was used as’ part of a"commercial product, so we wound up yith a

_transformed sentefice involving Adaim Crocker cake mixes.

~

3
\ We used "Adam" as ;he gender-antonym for all feminine first -
. .. . -

. - names; surprisiﬁb}y no male given names/ippeared in the lexicon except

_ Adrian which we Teft alone because it Sou]d serve for both sexes.

~

[O—

One of our major problgms, of course, was pot knowing the bart (or

‘ parts) of speech each gender-linked word represented when .it appea}ed

in the lexicon. We could have considered-all possibilities and substi-
L8 B . ‘ :-j . i ‘ \ -
‘tuted a choice for eath. To do so, however, would have complicated

the appearance .of the'obiggt téxt and interfered ‘with its regdjng SO ,

. ' .
we simply made an assumption regarding part of speech and stuck With it.
v o ‘ ’ : ‘
Another-problem i

s that some gender-linked words simply do not
havé'good gender antonyﬁ;. WOrH§'assqciated with women 1i§e “wéﬁb“,
“bitch} 'boobs", 'menstruation”, "wido;hobd", and "wa]lfﬁower"; énd words
associated with men like "ba]is","eunuch",ﬁ]ohnge lizard", "pimp", and
'Mo]f"{vposg aiffiﬁulty i; finding opposites réisiiyg‘to gender. L
Adjectives and adverbs gave us the mosf trouble. What might seem

-

. gender-linkéd to one person, might_not seem so to another. Thus, with

.
a0t

N

. “some hesitation, we replaced "thick-thighed","stridant", and "dewy—fresh" '

. which seemed to be linked to females with what seemed to be the more

»

. ‘ - 10
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~ .- . ~.masculine-linked "pot.bellied"; raucous",. and puerile".

IH RESULTS

‘:\\ 3 _ \ when, accordqmg to “the method we have™ just descr1bed- we p]aced select-
A <

»1on§ from wr1t1ngs of the women's 11berat1on movement 1nto categor1es, we made

these general -discoveries. . ‘ ‘ s ) .'

- <X
A4

AndrogynoUS prob]ems emerged from Cate@ory One (source warrantedg

obJect warranted) Prob]ems assoc1ated with ]ove marr1agea ‘being a]one, raising.

s Ay

children, assert1veness needs, and adolescence wére those with whfch both men
' and- women cou]dﬁempath1ze, ‘We cou]d safe]y say that these prob]ems'are common’ ,
to many peop]e‘of both'sexes Twenty- four, or 500% of‘thezforty-eight selections
| were Judged by the authors as fa111ng into Category’bne oL o j /

Ne found rea] d1fferences re]ated to gender in our exam1nat1on of the

Y
4

- se]ectlons that fell 1nto Category Two (source warranted; obJect‘ngarranted).
: B = te AN X

frob]ems ‘reldting.to submissive, supportive, ¥nformation-seeking ‘behavior, and
¢ d ;o o -

concerns about having to be charming and attractiye seemed to us to have affected

ma]es and fema]es in s1gn1f1cant1y d1fferent ways Etghteen, or :375%tof the

. ort éight selections, were judged by the authors as falling into Category Two.
/“//y J As we: ment1oned ear11er se]ect1ons f1tt1ng1nto Category Three (,ource
unwarranted, obJect unwarranted) made what we cohs1dered to be fa]lac1ous state-

ments about both males and fema]es Extreme views of oppres;1ve and contemptuous

-

re]atronsh1ps between women “and men 1ssued forth from the mater1a1 in th1s

L _ category. S1x, or ‘125% of the se]ect1ons were judged by the authors as f ing

into Category Three. . ° v : . '

.

The forty eight selections with wh1ch we started@ontamed a tota] of

%

11, 300 words . GENLEX produced a tota]/of 2364 d1fferent wBids, alang with their

-~

-] frequency of ocgurrence in these selections.” Of these 2364 d1fferent words in

our original selections, we Jﬁdged 112,of them (or 4 8”) to be gender-related.’

¥

.Hyen the frequency of occurrence of these 112 gender related words' in” the forty-

-

. L. ‘ . e
—~ . _11 ./
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eight Seﬁections is charted, ,the ten most frequently appearing“nords were:

<
. hnd

“Freggengy of Qccurrence
- -
\ P

.- 82

LN

47
'*-4,6 '~
R
M
40
33
i,'.*“ 2 husband - : - léa'

r

we now present an example of both t@e original sodrce'and,the;resultant
GART transformed object for Categories 6ne, Two and Four.. Preceding each is a
shqrt comment iving our*regsons for‘plao1ng it in the category-undervdiscussionz

- Oné:. androgxnous problemg . .
~ Bject ﬁ%rfaﬁted'/

14

ildren, or about d1vorce,

bout being Tonely.

“stereotyp1cal role behav1or, ‘and who ar g bothered by the condi 16%3
ment1oned above, these or1g1na1 and GART transformed select1ons foqad'1n '
,Category One, show prob]ems common td\both’@omen and men, - Probiems in thls«»

f.
_qategory tend to be grouped around topics of!peer*pressure dur1ng adblesc-

~ence, assert1veness needs,ﬁlhe need to fee] attract1ve and to avoid 1one}y-_

ness, and, ftna]]y,.the topics of 1ove, marr]agez and raising children.

12




- . .
v - <) ~
. ~ _ The example of, Categony One is taken frem Sisterhood is Powerful,
_;ﬁggﬁr%‘mthe bock that started many Amer1can women on the way to a raised consc1ousnes§
D ) about t;eitﬁequ1ttes with which theyrhad been putt1ng up* for years. The
. part1cu1ar selection we have chosen from this book is. also the se]ect1on which,
“when read by sens1tivé’men, seemed to-exc]ude them from prob]ems they be11eved
were -in their sphere as well. Readers will.probably agree that the problems
addressed in the side by side examples are huﬁan, rather‘than gender—related
i ones. ; C L . , ‘
. i - . |
" g : origina] saurce 4 GART ebject
o ____wondering yhy your fether __;wonderjng why your mother gets
) ) éets med now and then, but youry mad now ena\then,but your father ¢
' mother mastly stghs a 1ot.... mostly sighs a 1et..”
___being told all about it in r___peing.tolq‘all about it in
. ~advance by kids at:school who advance by kids at school wﬁo '
’ titter and make it clear the | snicker and maké Tt clear the )
k whole thing ie dfrty.::, whole thing is dirty.... | \
___feeling proud of and dis- _;_feeling_ﬁroud of and dis-
gusted by your own body, for gusted by yout'own body, for ‘ -
' '. g? the first, but not 1ast | the first, but not/}ast;‘
f. 9 ) ) vt1me.... 7, : | tjme...:>' '

-
, (2) Category. two: gender differences 111um1nated
)

-

Source Warranted ' ObJect<Unwarranted

Unfortunately, stereotypical responses and expectations toward, by
e ’ - v
and about women still have force in our society even though their ability

»
to coerce behavior is weakening.

Our women are still-expected, -by a maJor1ty of the population, to be: N

4
' o /




o

s f

. - sensitive
. . Lo cautious
L s S . -7 delicate
DR " passive
“intuitive:
. . . submissive
- ; " concerned about morality- v1rg1n1ty appearance
: ,conc111atohy
supportive )
"noncompetitive
wives,\mothers and
paid 'less than men

‘. @ .

Our men are st1]1 expected by a majority of the popu]at1on, to be:
. . o,

| . aggress1ve
independent -
stoical

\ information givers
objective i -
a bit wild
less worried than women about being s1ng]e or a ﬂ
parent and . - 7

paid more than women

" When selections are GARTed, whatever differences there are in stereo-

typical responses to, by, and about women, become even more pronouﬁpeq.

.

Both fhe femaleand male readers recognized that the information gi@en in
these selections that follow pointed up differences in thg way men and

women are expected to behave. GART thus enablgs the reader to identify

stereotypes of gender behavior. We be11eve soc1ety will be more open and

<

benef1c1a] to its members if the force of the stereotypes identified here
are lessened, but nd one can deny the stereotypes' current presence and

power,

K Althougﬁ some of the phrases in the following examp]e'for Category Two

can apply to both men dnd women, the following lines do seem to illustrate
that women are thought to be more concerned with their appearance, with love,

and with gossip than are men. o
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original source . GART object

. Growing up female ‘in America. wh?t Growind'up malé\in Amer{ca. What

a liability! You grew up-witH your | a liability! You grew up with your
ears fu]l of - cosmet1c ads, love \ears'fu]] of cosmetic ads, love
songs, adv1ce co]umns, horoscopes, 1 soﬁgs, advice columns, hordscopes,
Hollywood gossip; and moral Hollywooq bull, éng moral
dilemmas on the Tevel of TV soap dilemmas on the level of TV soap

] 3 ‘
operas.® R operas.

(3) Category three

\ .
Source Unwarranted ;o N\ Object Varranted
) -
: EWpty' > .
(4) <Tategory four: exaggerated positions .
Sourcé Unwagranted Q\\ ) Object Unwarranted

Q_ﬁﬁpJearly point in our Introduction to Soc1o]ogy courses, most of
us’learned that if a true-or-false test conta1ned statements using "all"
or "never," the statements should be marked “"false." 1In the following

Category Four exampkes, the implication is that all Members of one sex or

. the egher are fiends grasping power and influence while stomping a heavy

\

boot on any member of the opposite sex who dares to put a.foot,in the

door of equality. In both the original and GART form, the'viciousﬁess(
qith which the speékers view the opposite sex is recognized. Contra}y to
the extremist views taken in the three examples printed below, we-believe

that most people are genuinely interested in working toward a fair

4

relationship among the sexes.

. , X \
d In our experience, neither gender has a.monopoly oh droning conver-

sation, but, on the other hand, neither-gender's speaking is totally -

“"removed from anything of human value."* ‘ o

'd
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original source

Being completely self-centered and
N . N
unable to relate to anything out-

side himself, the mate's "conver-

___sation," when not abeut himself,

is an impersoral droning:on, re-
moved from anything of human

value.: Male "intellectual conver-

Pl

v.

sation" is a strained, compulsive
attempt to impress thé femate.®

CONCLUSION

P

o " .GART-16 -

s

b GART ebject -

Being completely self-centered and
oLt

unable to relate to anything out-

side herse]f,'the female's "conver-

is an impersonal droning on, re-

A

moved from anything of human

Female "intellectual-conver-

4,
_ ¥, :
sation" is a strained, compulsive

value.

attempt to impress the male.

sation,™ when not about herself, -«

{..

In the preceding pages; we have shown how the Gender Antonym Replace-
mént Techniqde éan be used to identify not only prob]eﬁs shared in common by
both,women and men, b#t prob]ems that, at this point in ti;éf affect one sg(
more than the other. We have also shown how GART can P used to identify

> problems that- appear to have been distorfed beyond the experience of most of

1

pur popglace. -
A search through the extensive bib]iograpﬂ3e§ of ma]e/fema]e language
sfudées, most notably tﬁo;e Qf Keyl0 and Thorne and Henley!l revealed o bro-
posal_similar to thg GART we have aannced here. We hope, sfherefore, that this
o 'hew technique will prgvé usefu]ﬁ;o scholars in 1ingdistics,'women's studies,
and communication, as well as to the most casual reader of gender-related
topics.
Because our primary concern has been the development of the GART
program rather than a precisely-controlled study, we had to take-seTectidhévodt
¢ _ of context with some unavoidable distortion as the consequéhcei Future
researchers may want to use GART on an entire work to avoid éontextua] dis-

~

- tortion.
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{ilu _ * One-of the major prob]éms that will face future researchers using
GART is the mubp1p1e problem‘of gender Cons1der that the genders of the
wrtter, the writer's persona and the person be1ng spoken about, as well as
the gender of "the reader must be taken into account. -

Future studies m1ght be set up to confirm or disprove our categortz-
at1ons of these select1ons ’ th only their sex, but the subjects' placements
on an androgyny.scale)m1ght havé an affect on their assessment of a part1cu1ar

" selection’ s appropr1ate category.

GART cou]d a]so be used to gauge the androgynous nature of a parti- -

" cular se]ect1on. The percentage of gender-antonym words per 1000 word$ of
text might give a clue as to how gender related a particular»work is. 0n1y one

»
. ' of the se]ect1ons we cho'se, for example, turned out to have no gender .antonyms

and could be, therefore categorized as androgynous. '

' Informally, GART can be used by anyone who, 1istening or reading,
-substitues the gender antonym for what is’being said, and then makes/an;
assessment about the implications for equality of the sexes.

Furthermore, we agree ﬁ%th 1inguist Mary Richje Key that "perhaps the
most urgent problem -of hunan beings, if the eco]ogist‘and peace-maker will bear
with me, is the friendship of male and female."12 We have npo intention of V
”*heing'a part of any movement'designed to deprive women nd ?eﬂ'of the pleasure
of each other's company : ' .ot
By increasing the focus of Tiberation movements on substant1a1
similarities and differences; by having writers and readers say to themselves
after each Tine has beemjwritten or read: "What if;l-now changed that 'she'.

to. 'he ; or that 'himse]f' to 'herself'?" the result could be an overpowering

empathy for the human,. as well as the gender- or1ented cond1t1on

T . . '
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