










































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































in Blacks or in the working class, but in society. We can now appreciate
that what has been termed "correct" English, is nothing other than the

-JQ

blatant legitimation of the white middle-class code. ~

Both of these concepts, difference and deficit, are appropriate for discussion within the

context of language, gender and Anthro-L posting acts. Fowler has noted that differing

semiotic sites and modes of expression are granted divergent legitimacy statuses by the
29

dominant paradigm. Ardener has noted that in order to be 'heard1, women must express

themselves in terms of the dominant male language structure. Spender points out that

speakers at local semiotic sites [muted structures] are often seen as 'deficient' by those

who speak the dominant [legitimate] language paradigm. My analyses of Anthro-L

posting acts indicates that differences in linguistic expression are granted divergent

legitimacy status by community members, that in order to receive response women must

post in the dominant, Referential paradigm in threads, and that narrative styles are

conceptualized as 'deficient' or 'lacking' though desertion, by-play, flaming or ridicule.

Below, I turn to a brief discussion of the configurations of the local discursive structure of

Anthro-L, and then consider power, difference and deficit as they are carried through

specific syntactic techniques.

28
Spender, Dale (1980) Man Made Language. London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, page 13.

Fowler, Roger. (1985) Power, [in] van Dijk, Teun. (1985) Handbook of Discourse Analysis IV:
Discourse Analysis in Society. London: Academic Press, pages 61-81.
30

Ardener, Edwin (1975a) Belief and the Problem of Women [in] Ardener, S. (1975) Perceiving
Women. London: Dent, pages 1-17.

Spender, Dale (1980) Man made Language. London: Routledge and Kegan Paul.
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9.3. Structure: Parole and Anthro-L
The referential paradigm is the dominant model that encodes successful male thread

discussions on Anthro-L, thus characterizing the discourse that is 'heard' and responded

to. "Other" ways of'speaking' or 'seeing' are muted and subjugated through tactics such as

desertion, trivialization or by-play. It is precisely at the level of local knowledge that we

can most clearly discern the power of language to serve "particular class or power

structures" by observing its effect in local/local relationships through the disqualification

of'other' knowledges. Discursive tactics and strategies position some language users in

ways that ensures their silence at the "level of direct, ordinary communication".

34 35In "Two Lectures". Foucault's definition of local/subjugated knowledges includes his

observation that these knowledges have been buried in a functionalist coherence or in

formal systemization. While Anthro-L represents a local discursive site, the style of speech

that characterizes its topography is neither local or subjugated. Rather, the preferred usage

of the Referential paradigm manifests strong, powerful links to the legitimized'

knowledge[s] of the greater society. Within the local structure of the net however, the use

Foucault, Michel. (1980) Two Lectures, [in] Power/Knowledge, translated from the French by Colin
Gordon, Leo Marshall, John Mepham and Kate Soper. New York: Pantheon Books, pages 78-108.
33 Ardener, Edwin. (1975b) "The Problem Revisited" [in] Perceiving Women. Ardener, S. (ed) (1975).
London: Dent, pages 19-27.
34

Foucault, Michel (1980) Two Lectures [in] Power/Knowledge. Translated from the French by Colin
Gordon, Leo Marshall, John Mepham and Kate Soper. New York: Pantheon Books, pages 78 to 108.
35

op. cit. page 93.
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of the referential paradigm buries 'particular knowledges in a functionalist coherence'

through formal systemization. The speaking hierarchy of Anthro-L is vertically stratified.

The presence of'disqualified knowledges' on Anthro-L is continually manifested through

the writings styles that characterize 'other' knowledges/theoretical claims about the

'systemization' of Anthropology. Narrative postings, the writings of Dan Foss, and the

continual, cyclical arguments about the merits of postmodernism vs. 'science', all attest to

the tension that exists between 'local, subjugated knowledges' and the general, desirable

acceptance of the adversarial/academic/formal pattern of writing that constitutes academic

work and exchange. The adversarial/referential function effectively buries/mutes those

speakers who are not comfortable with the concept that argument is war. Through formal

systemization as in the Statement of Being and through principles of academic speech to

which the community a priori adheres, divergent ways of speaking and writing are muted

by the Rational/logical model that is embedded within the academic paradigm of proof-

through-logic.

The referential/rational paradigm carries power in communication in very explicit ways. In

36Language and Control, the authors draw attention to two types of linguistic process by

which social control is exercised. The first, "Directive practices", includes explicitly

Fowler, R; Kress, G.R; Hodge, R; Trew, T. (1979) Language and Control. London: Routledge and
Kegan Paul.
37

op. cit., page 35-36.
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38manipulative Speech Acts, such as commands, requests, and proclamations, as well as

written official discourse directed to a larger community. The Statement of Being is an

example of directive practice.

39Secondly, social control/power in language is exercised through "constitutive practice."

In conversation, roles and statuses that structure [or preserve] hierarchical

discursive/social practice, are constructed. Constitutive language practices, such as the

adversarial/referential/logical paradigm, continuously articulate a specific ideology, indeed

are constructed to carry an ideology as I have noted above. Through articulation,

constitutive language insists on systems of belief that legitimate institutions/ideals of

power.

The Statement of Being designates the conceptual categories that are important to the net

Anthro-L, and configures the discursive map of'how' these concepts are transmitted and

conveyed. Anthro-L, Postings, Behavior [discursive andtechno], Listowners, People,

Place/Space and Anthropology represent the conceptual domains within which the

discursive structure of Anthro-L is configured. Each of these domains are richly

lexicalized; detailed systems of terms [many sub-categories and folkterms] are found in

each Domain.

38 Searle, J. R. (1969) Speech Acts. London: Cambridge University Press.

Fowler, R; Kress, G.R; Hodge, R; Trew, T. (1979) Language and Control. London: Routledge and
Kegan Paul, pages 35-36.

337



The Statement also 'directs1 the use of a specific language paradigm, one that is

constructed to carry the implicit acceptance that communication is often adversarial. The

'adversariality' inherent in this style of writing and speaking is reflected in the macro

institutions of western societies: its law systems, economics [laissez-faire] and its politics.

The language used in Academic writing is a "public" language, the arguments used in

Academia are adversarial. Public discourse is Lacan's "language system' and this linguistic

style mirrors and reflects the linguistic paradigm of rationality, adversariality and logic

embedded within the Western public sphere. In this Chapter, I am arguing that these

dominant structures represent "male'-formulated conceptualizations for, as I noted earlier:

Women have been largely excluded from the work of producing forms of
thought and the images and symbols in which thought is expressed and
ordered.....

Anthro-L speakers articulate specific social meanings through linguistic practice. These

value-laden discursive practices are continually re/enforced through successful posting

acts and exhibit, affirm and re/constitute the group's values while imposing specific roles

and statuses on the [potential] speakers. The result of posting-in-practice is the

construction of a speaking/style hierarchy. Speakers at a specific site "affirm the inner

coherence of the group and demarcate its boundaries; outsiders do not use these

characteristic forms of speech. "41

40
Smith, P.M. (1979) A Peculiar Eclipsing: Women's Exclusion From Men's Culture, [in] Women's

Studies International Quarterly. 1. pages 281-296.
41

Fowler, Roger. (1985) Power, [in] van Dijk, Teun. (1985) Handbook of Discourse Analysis IV:
Discourse Analysis in Society. London: Academic Press, pages 61-81. page 66.
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Speakers-in-groups utilize speech patterns that mark a group's solidarity, and solidarity

entails exclusivity [outsiders/us]. But as I have noted, variety differentiated groups like

Anthro-L are not only horizontally distinct - they are vertically stratified. On Anthro-L,

power differentials between members of the group are demarcated by speech differentials.

The power advantage enjoyed by certain speakers is managed by directive linguistic

practices and by constitutive structures. Linguistic differentials thus denote distinct

worldviews and are employed for specific dialogic positioning purposes.

9.4. Constitutive Practice: Syntax
The study of syntax constitutes a branch of linguistics that deals with the grammatical

42arrangement of words and morphemes in sentences. Halliday has focused on the

predicates [i.e. verbs and adjectives] that communicate action, processes, states and the

roles performed by the entities participating in these processes. The 'entities' referred to by

Halliday are the nouns which designate conceptual categories in particular texts. I have

noted in my analyses of women and men writing on Anthro-L, that men and women,

overall, appear to include differing numbers of noun categories [domains] in the

construction of written text and that they utilize divergent styles of'attribution' to describe

these noun categories; women favor 'behavioral attribution', while men tend to describe

nouns in more passive terms.

42
Halliday, M.A.K. (1971) Linguistic Function and Literary Style: An Inquiry into the language of

William Golding's "The Inheritors", [in] Chatman, S. (ed) (1971) Literary Style: A Symposium. New
York and London: Oxford University Press, pages 330-368.
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According to Halliday's study, different writers/speakers make fundamental distinctions at

the level of transitivity., between for example, agents deliberately performing actions [John

opened the door], objects undergoing processes [The door opened], instruments being

used to effect actions [ A key opened the door], and experiencers undergoing mental

states [Alice was sad].

When I analyzed the use of attribution in gendered texts/styles, it became evident from my

analyses that the referential/Logico paradigm consistently uses attribution as a distancing

mechanism. For example, an overwhelming amount of "referential text" transforms

abstract terms into pseudo-agents, absolving or distancing 'real' agents from their

responsibility or activity, [Circumstances dictate, Cultural elements tend, the Listserver

will,], while narrative styles consistently attribute actions to specific 'real' agents, and

incorporate descriptions of experiencers undergoing mental states [John O'Brien thinks, I

don't care]. The tendency to use attribution to mystify or obscure agency in Referential

text, represents a specific syntactic style which obscures issues of power.

To illustrate the ambiguity of power relationships invested in a sentence which attributes

pseudo-agency through transitivity, Fowler uses the example "Circumstances dictate the

raising of taxes." Not only is pseudo-agency attributed to "circumstances', but noun

categories designating participation are deleted from the remainder of the sentence.

"Dictate" has no object, "raising" has no subject, taxes is not linked to "who is taxed." In

43
Fowler, Roger. (1985) Power, [in] van Dijk, Teun. (1985) Handbook of Discourse Analysis IV:

Discourse Analysis in Society. London: Academic Press, pages 61-81. page 70.
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order to fulfill the missing requirements, the sentence should read "Circumstances dictate

that we should raise your taxes". The attribution of agency; "we", [will raise] "your"

indicates a specific responsibility in terms of'who' is raising [whose] 'what1. Language that

attributes this responsibility to "Circumstances", as in the first sentence, obscures relations

c 44

of power.

There are numerous conventions for leaving out parts of syntactic constructions in order

to convey power; a number of these are relevant to the transmission of power through the

referential/Logico code. In "ellipsis", a truncated second sentence relies on the implication

that words in the first sentence will complete the meaning. Thus, in a paragraph that is

constructed through the logical code, ellipsis is used to show derivation: this point derives

from the preceding sentence. The connection is made by the reader through Logic.

Narrative postings often use ellipsis as between paragraph links. I have shown that both

Pam Leader's post with respect to South Africa, and Foss's post which discusses Burundi

genocide, relied on ellipsis as a paragraph connective: the final sentence in each of these

posts relied on previous paragraphs for its meaning. Elliptical styles chosen by writers

indicate ranges of Sociolinguistic values. Ellipsis "in" paragraphs can indicate brusqueness,

logical connection or emphasis, while elliptical relationships between paragraphs often

convey implied intimacy or shared knowledge.

44
op. cit, page 70.
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One of the most important linguistic conventions used on Anthro-L with respect to noun

categories [domains] is "Nominalization". Nominalization renders a verb in the form of a

noun in written text: "Failure to display this notice will result in prosecution". The use of

Nominalization on Anthro-L discourse has two consequences. First, Nominalization in

narrative construction often results in new nouns [categories], secondly, Nominalization is

used as a technique in referential text to delete the attribution of agency and modality, thus

rendering the participants, responsibilities, and obligations spoken of by the discourse as

mysterious and obscure.

Nominalization on Anthro-L is closely linked to scholarly claims of syntactic "complexity".

An important distinction in complexity is made between the coordination and

45subordination of clauses and phrases. A high ratio of subordinate clauses is understood

as implying a complexity of logical relationships among the clauses that modify one

another. Coordinated clauses imply a sequence of separate propositions linked together

46through prepositions. According to Fowler, the divergent use of subordinate and

coordinate clauses in different texts, indicates different modes of discourse. The

subordinate clausal style is representative of "complex language', while the coordinate

style represents chronicles, storytelling or descriptive language. Fowler adds, "Complexity

45 Fowler, R; Kress, G.R; Hodge, R; Trew, T. (1979) Language and Control. London: Routledge and
Kegan Paul.
46

op. cit.
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of noun phrases in terms of what and how many premodifiers and postmodifiers occur is

also an index of stylistic and cognitive complexity".

The referential paradigm is used to construct texts that abound with subordinate clauses;

BUT only one category [noun] is richly described in terms of pre-and post- modifiers.

Narrative construction on Anthro-L favors the use of coordinated clauses, BUT nouns

[categories] are richly pre and post modified and more categories are linked through

coordination. Thus Fowler's distinction of the 'complexity1 of subordinate clauses and rich

post and pre modifiers, as opposed to relatively simplistic coordinated clauses and a dearth

of post and pre modifiers, is problematic when considering the results of my semantic

analyses of Anthro-L posting acts. The referential code is characterized by 'complex'

subordinate clauses which are logical connectors in the texts, but pre and post modifiers

are sparsely used in connection with the domains [conceptual/noun categories] upon

which the text is constructed. Conversely, texts presented in the narrative mode, abound

with pre and post modifiers, contain a surplus of noun/conceptual categories that are

richly described, and utilize a coordinated clausal style in order to link multiple domains.

Academic writing, which is constructed in terms of the referential paradigm, is

characterized by Nominalization, deletion, subordinate clauses and a dearth of domains

and post/pre modifiers. In this section of my thesis for example, I have attributed "agency"

to the referential paradigm numerous times; in the sentence above "Academic writing' is

constructed as a pseudo-agent, and in writing this thesis I continually strive to find

subordinate clausal connectives to characterize my writing in terms of "tight" academic
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textual constructions. The maintenance of the logical construction of the referential

paradigm, requires Nominalization or the deletion of noun categories in order to construct

subordinate clauses, while the inclusion of many noun categories requires the use of

coordinate phrases, clauses and abundant modifiers in order to show the links between

categories. The power differential inherent in these styles lies in socialized perception. As

academics "we" have been taught "what" constitutes 'powerful' writing and what

constitutes speech suitable for casual, less 'complex' conversation.

Curiously, in light of my semantic analyses, the use of coordinated clauses certainly does

not imply 'less complex' or 'casual' conversation. On the contrary, this style appears to

indicate a multi-perspective way of seeing which is evidenced through the rich

modification of diverse domains, textually linked in interesting ways.

9.5. The Structure of Posting Acts

9.5.1. Style

The discursive topography of Anthro-L, which 'officially' adheres to the Referential

paradigm, is characterized by a palpable tension displayed through divergent writing

styles. In this section of this Chapter, I discuss how this tension arises, and the possible

effects this tension may have on the participants in the community.

I have suggested that the two status configurations that inform gendered 'talk' on the net

are the positions of "self with respect to the discipline of Anthropology and a member's

individual/socialized experiences of'gender'. Gender is a master status that permeates the
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praxis of net participants. In turn, the discipline and the practice of Anthropology informs

the praxis of net members in a net public space where speech is characterized by 'any and

all aspects of the discipline of Anthropology." The culturally elaborated language

categories of Gender and Academic speech are thus the two significant components of the

discursive structures that have been acquired by each community individual.

My semantic analyses of the writing styles of men and women exposed a number of

anomalies. Firstly, it appeared that the gendered status of men as men and the gendered

language through which 'maleness' is expressed, overlapped to a significant degree with

male academic praxis and the desirable deployment of academic language-in-use. Men

appeared to be at ease with the language of public space; overall they utilized the preferred

academic/referential/Logical writing style in all categories of net speech, especially in the

categories of Requests and Threads. In these postings, male presented messages were

overwhelmingly Referential.

These two categories also represent the greatest disparity in male/female presented posting

styles. In both Thread messages and Request postings, women favored a Conative or

Emotive style. Both of these styles represent a 'reader outreach1.

In the Information category another anomaly appeared. Men offered information to the net

'with comments', that is they posted information and simultaneously offered their own

47
Jarvis, Hugh and Zubrow, Ezra. (1994) Anthro-L: The Statement of Being. Posting on general

Anthropology Bulletin Board, (anthro-l@ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu) 7 Dec. Ms in files of author.
48

Ruddick, Sara. (1989) Maternal Thinking: Towards a Politics of Peace. New York: Ballantine Books.
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opinions on that information. Thus male presented messages were divided between

Referential, Conative, and Emotive postings, Referential representing the largest

component, Emotive the smallest of these messages.

On the other hand, women posted in the Referential mode in the Information category.

Only a few of their messages were couched in the Conative style. What are we to make of

the diametrically opposed patterns in the three categories?

My analyses of writing differences led me to the following conclusions. Overall women

write in a Conative style: they focus on reader outreach. This focus is situationally

specific, women particularly concentrate their efforts to be 'heard' by the reader when they

are asking net members for a specific response, for example in the Request category. In

the Thread category, female presented writers tended to focus 'on topic', did not engage in

play-play or desertion, and used rhetorical devices to query and reinforce the authorial

intent of the original posters with respect to their textual intentions. (Did I hear you

saying that; I think I heard you saying; have you thought about; thats interesting;

combined with this idea; what do you think?] The closest textual affinity displayed to the

phenomenon of flaming by any female posting was Monika Bolino's complaint with

respect to the length and style of Dan Foss's postings. In this case, Bolino was attempting

to respond to a suggestion made by the Statement of Being which suggests that when a
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reader finds him/her self reading an 'offensive' message they can send a complaint to the

Listowners, "or better yet [post your objection to] the whole list"...... 49

In the Request category, women often used "directive practice" in order to solicit a

particular type of response: private emails to their home addresses rather than to the net.

Initially I suggested that these directed response requests might suggest a dis-comfort with

the net's public space. When I inquired why this type of response was asked for from these

women directly, they verified my initial supposition by explaining that they felt more

comfortable in one-to-one email.

In an article published in the American Anthropologist, Erving Goffman notes that

dialogic dimensions consist of many situational elements:

Is the speaker talking to the same or the opposite sex, subordinate or
superordinate, one listener to many, someone right there or on the phone;
is he [sic] reading a script or talking simultaneously; is the occasion
formal or informal, routine or emergency? Note that it is not the attributes
of social structure that are here considered, but rather the value placed on
these attributes as they are acknowledged in the situation current and at
hand.

Goffman's concerns here are primarily with situational identities that are highly relevant to

inter-gender discourse and communication on Anthro-L. Given that women do write

differently than men in all the discursive categories on the net, are there contributory

49
Jarvis, Hugh and Zubrow, Ezra. (1994) Anthro-L: The Statement of Being. Posting on general

Anthropology Bulletin Board, (anthro-l@ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu) 7 Dec. Ms in files of author.
so

Goffman, Erving. (1964) The Neglected Situation, [in] American Anthropologist. 66. pages 133-
136.
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factors other than gender which would help to explain this fact? For example, are there

status differentials? [subordinate/superordinate]. Is the writer talking to one person or to

many? Is net space informal or informal? Is the 'listener' right there? Let us look at a few

of these concerns more closely.

9.6. Focused Interaction: The Public/Private Self
Goffman asks: "Is the speaker taking to the same or opposite sex?"~ When performing

my analyses of conversation 'in interaction', especially in the Thread category, I noted that

men do not appear to adjust their posting style to correspond to the perceived gender of

their dialogic co-participant. Women do.

When posting in the Request category, female presented writers positioned themselves to

the net in ways that suggested that they were concerned about the possibility of non-

response. As Fishman notes:

Interaction requires at least two people. Conversation is produced not
simply by their presence, but also by their display of their continuing
agreement to pay attention to one another. That is, all interactions are
potentially problematic and occur only through the continual, turn by turn
efforts of the participants.

The Request category analyses indicates that female presented posters understood their

attempts to receive a posted response to their questions as potentially problematic and

consequently, that they made a distinct discursive effort to be 'heard'. Women in

51
op. cit.

52 Fishman, P. (1978a) Interaction: The Work Women Do. [in] Social Problems. 25. pages 397-406.
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conversation in Veal life', have learned that there may be 'less likelihood of their securing

men's attention when they speak", and thus they may employ more discursive tactics to

"ensure thai they get listened too." The perception that they may be speaking to

members of the opposite sex in public space appears to play a role in the decisions made

by female posters with respect to positioning style.

In the Information category, women posted in a straight referential style that appeared to

imply that they did not think that net members would be overly interested in their opinions

on the information they were supplying, while men commented freely on the information

they provided. This discursive behavior by men in the Information category supports

Fishman's finding that in co-present, inter-gender conversation, men are sure that they will

be listened to regardless of what they have to say.

In the Thread category, women adjusted their communicative patterns to respond to the

messages they were answering in order to 'hear' the words of the initial poster. This shift

and adjustment of writing style and content is particularly evident in the Pornography

thread in which women were highly active and through which they supported a woman's

attempt at conversation after she had been originally marginalized in collusive by-play. It is

my impression that discursive by-play used in inter-gender net communication, functions in

53
West, C. and Zimmerman, D. (1985) Gender, Language and Discourse, [in] van Dijk, Teun. (ed)

(1987) Handbook of Discourse Analysis IV - Discourse Analysis in Society. London: Harcourt, Brace,
Jovanovitch Pubs, pages 79-116. page 113.
54

op. cit., page 112-113.

Fishman, P. (1978a) Interaction: The Work Women Do. [in] Social Problems. 25. pages 397-406.
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a manner that parallels the consequences of interruptions in co-present, inter-gender

conversations.

In the turn by turn organization of talk, [which is particularly evident in the type of

communication - sequential and linear if read in order - on nets] interruptions of one

speaker by another, particularly if the topic is changed, signify a "deep intrusion into the

internal structure of a speaker's utterances". West and Zimmerman note that these types

of interruptions are used by men as a sanctioning device to cut off women's turns at talk

and to marginalize a topic that a woman is attempting to develop. In inter-gender

communication on the network, by-play has the same effect in cross-gender

communication: deep intrusion into a speaker's utterances, and a 'cutting-off of turns at

talk. 'Cutting-off is accomplished by the fact that a female presented poster who has been

marginalized through by-play will often drop out of the discussion through respondent

silence. Thus the speaker - although she makes the choice not to participate in a

potentially adversarial communicative situation - is effectively muted through a

sanctioning device.

By-play between men has a different result. While women rarely engage in thread by-play

57with each other, men do this regularly, and initially do not seem to take offense or

56
West, C. and Zimmerman, D. (1985) Gender, Language and Discourse, [in] van Dijk, Teun. (ed)

(1987) Handbook of Discourse Analysis IV - Discourse Analysis in Society. London: Harcourt, Brace,
Jovanovitch Pubs, pages 79-116. page 118.

There is no evidence of by-play between female presented posters in either my database or the support
database. However, I do not want to state that this NEVER happens......
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withdraw from a discussion if a respondent poster 'takes up1 a sidebar issue and addresses

this issue instead. If the initial poster wishes to get back on topic, he simply re-states his

premises in a subsequent post. However, should this second stating of his premises be

ignored, he will not usually respond with silence. The discussion will escalate into a

dialogue centered on 'what I said, what you said". A flame war may result.

Goffman also notes the importance of status to communicative participants: "Subordinate

or superordinate"? Co-present conversation between people with obvious status

distinctions leads to distinct speech pattern between the participants. By virtue of the

liminality of the status of net participants in terms of real life distinctions, subordinate and

superordinate status positions are far less important than in real life situations. But they do

arise. They are reproduced by the posting subject. I have quoted from a posting written by

a female student requesting information; her attenuative position is far more dramatically

conveyed than the request posting I supply from a female instructor. Thus perceived status

in real life is coupled with gendered speech patterns to give rise to a distinctive posting

style.

In considering Goffman's proposition that the positioning decision of a dialogic co-

participant will be informed by the setting in which the interaction takes place

[formal/informal; one person/many] I decided that two important considerations arise

when a reader decides to interact with the net. Firstly, the net's discursive topography can

best be described as semi-formal and secondly, the potential writer is always speaking to

"many1 even if directing a posting to 'one'.
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The ever present fact that the entire community has the ability to access a writer's net

message; that is, that the net is a public space, is integral to positioning decisions made in

interaction. This public space is characterized by 'anthropological speech' - one's

knowledge and interpretation of the discipline in all its facets is on potential public display

when posting a message to the community. There can be no doubt that some male and

female community members hold equally viable academic credentials. Yet a number of the

net's highly prolific male participants present themselves as graduate students [status

markers] and they speak far more often than female professors who are net subscribers.

Knowledge of Anthropology is therefore not the prime factor in speech frequency. One

must also be willing to display and present it in specific ways. It is my contention that the

gendered status of net participants and the acquired gendered communicative structures

that shape and enculturate the individual, plays the deciding role in who decides to speak

and how.

Based on the evidence of my semantic analyses, I believe that style choice, which positions

a writer in specific and discernible ways, carries a number of implicit meanings. Firstly,

gender is the master status that informs the dialogic process on Anthro-L. Gender

experiences of public space and 'real-life' inter-gender communications - both male and

female - contribute to the conceptualizations of'how' a writer's message will be received

and inform the decisions made by writers with respect to posting styles chosen to position

and present the 'self.
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Conceptualizations of how one will be received, and how a self should be presented, are

reinforced through reading the net - through "Unfocussed Interaction". I have refined

S8Goffman's definition of "Unfocussed Interaction" as "the kind of communication that

occurs when one gleans information about another person present when glancing at

his/her [poster's] words. A woman 'reading' Anthro-L will soon notice that female

community members are often deserted [not answered], sanctioned [by-play] or flamed

[adversarial]. The reader absorbs the effects of certain stylistic and posting decisions made

by other writers - she learns the community's codes. Anthro-L's codes incorporate gender

assumptions in language to a significant degree. The community [ideally] speaks the

language of public space - a language that is articulated through a specific [adversarial]

paradigm and attempts to silence [often by ignoring] other styles of communication.

Secondly, I conclude that most net women are not comfortable in a public space that

facilitates a lack of'real' contact. Not only do they request that responses be directed to

their private email addresses as this type of contact is more personal and potentially

liberating - ['you don't have to be so careful of what you say'] but the one-to-one response

pattern in female thread participation appears to suggest that women build communicative

alliances in a manner that is dissimilar to that employed by men.

Support from community members in one's attempt at conversation is, of course, always

necessary. The analyses of my database patterns suggests that some people on the net
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consistently speak to and support each other in conversation - male participants especially

illustrate preferences when they decide to engage in conversation by consistently replying

to certain writers.

However, women's communicative alliance is not built on 'who' is speaking as much as it is

on 'how' one speaks. During a thread sequence in which many women participate

[Pornography] the grammar and syntax used - especially in term of pronouns, modality

and agency ascribed - the reader receives the impression that a sub-community is forming

with like interests and common concerns. A certain defensive intimacy is created - a

harbor from public space. This is an interesting phenomenon and one which deserves

further investigation, which I unfortunately cannot engage in here.

Preliminarily however, I would suggest that even though structure is constantly

re/imposed on the network, and even though roles and statuses are developing within the

community, the always present anti-structure - that is - the lack of configuration in terms

of'who1 one is or might be speaking to, or what that person might be 'like', lends impetus

to the formation of'sub-groups' within net space to create discursive safety. Net space is a

display space - through the use of a computer screen the writer displays a 'self; his/her

knowledge, his/her conceptualizations of the discipline through his/her language - to

convey specific understandings of his/her 'mind' in a very public place. The narrative style

of writing does not render categories 'objectively', rather it exposes the writer's 'self to a

certain degree. I would suggest that the display of the 'private' self in a public space to
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59'strangers' who 'might not understand' - especially to members obviously enjoying public

display/play - is a positioning choice that is not made by many female net participants.

Thus, when they do decide to speak they utilize certain discursive strategies to 'protect' the

self in public space.

9.7. Structure and Anti-Structure in Public Space
Susan Herring surveyed 8 Internet discussion lists to rank their like or dislike for 30

different net behaviors including 'flaming', 'expressing thanks and appreciation' and 'overly

tentative messages'. She used a scale of 1-5: 1 representing like, while 5 stood for

,. 60dislike.

Herring discovered that both men and women liked expressions of appreciation [2.0],

were neutral on tentative messages [3] and disliked flaming, although women expressed a

slightly stronger aversion to this net practice, [male 3.9, women 4.3] These figures appear

to offer evidence that men dislike flaming almost as much as women. Then why is it that

flaming and contentious discourse is so often seen on nets, and why is it, as in my

database, that men are almost solely participant in these discursive behaviors?
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I suggest that the answer lies in a convergence of real-time social factors and that these

factors are exacerbated by the liminality of computer communication. In fact the

explanation has been advanced that flaming itself is a natural by-product of the cyber

medium. Kim and Raja propose that the de-contextualization and anonymity of

computer users leads to a loss of inhibitions in discursive interaction, in short a loss of

control over the speaking self and what constitutes right interactive behavior. This is an

interesting concept, especially in light of the fact that only men seem to lose this control,

and that it is men rather than women who are given to emotional outbursts, a

characteristic traditionally assigned to the 'female' sphere in descriptions of the so-called

feminine personality.

I do not believe however, that aggressive discursive acts are solely a manifestation of the

cyber medium itself. Rather, I agree with Herring that men generally socially ascribe to a

type of "in your face" communication ethic, while women tend to be considerate of

"face". Herring's terminology, "in your face", is an excellent description of the

adversarial/academic language paradigm. This paradigm is constructed to offer an

'objective' viewpoint and to de-couple the writer and the reader from the message being

61
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transmitted - the text is the message. The distancing in terms of reader/writer positioning

inherent in the referential paradigm colludes with the anonymity of computer mediated

communication to inform a positioning style that is 'self-centered - the pre-positioning of

the speaker in terms of a potential response is negated in net Dialogism - too many

respondents are listening. The writer thus presents aspects of the 'self through communion

with the self. The words on the screen interact with the writer who creates them, but the

concern for potential response inherent in Dialogism recedes into the background.

The expression of'self through a distancing from the 'other,' represents a divergence from

a communication ethics characterized by the linkage of multiple world/language views and

a concern for the other's position. These different ways of'speaking' converge with a

differing view of behavior in public space, a difference in how computer public space is

conceptualized in terms of comfort/discomfort and different preferences for writing the

'self contextualized within the net's discursive structure.

9.7.7. Structure and Anti-Structure: Tensions

An "in your face" communication ethic is equivalent to what I have termed the

adversarial/rationality/Logico-scientific paradigm. I have spoken of the connection

between the referential/Logico-scientific function and the concept of western rationality a

number of times in this thesis. I have proposed that the referential function is coded to

carry this concept of Rationality. I further propose that this referential/Logico-scientific

model is an artificial model which was developed as a result of specific historical/social

forces. Bruner states " we have extensive knowledge of how the paradigmatic processes
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used informal science and logical reasoning work, while we know "precious little " about

„ 64narrative processes .

We know a great deal about the paradigmatic process because this model is an artificial

way of thinking/deriving which was consciously developed by logicians and philosophers

to respond to and prescribe remedies for, 'real-time' social issues and philosophical

paradoxes. Through its connections to Science and scientific ideology, this paradigm has

gained the stature as the model which leads to truth and 'real1 knowledge.

I will attempt to clarify the hegemonic hold of the adversarial/referential paradigm as the

model of'truth' and 'reality ' in language on Anthro-L, and the tension between this

paradigm and other 'ways of seeing', in three ways. I will consider the objective/subjective

distinction inherent in the paradigm of rationality, the cyclic reappearance of the

science/porno debate on Anthro-L and the role of Dan Foss as the necessary chaotic/male

other. Foss, women's writing [narrative], and pomo all represent a fear of

subjectivity/disorder - the perception of a threat to 'reality' - and all are interlinked through

their capacity to ground language in multiple conceptual categories. These alternative

knowledges signify those knowledges that have been disqualified as inadequate to the task

of theoretical discourse or insufficiently elaborated^eneath scientificity in the eyes of the

dominant code.

64
Bruner, Jerome (1986) Actual Minds, Possible Worlds. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press.

358



The social/historical belief that the referential/paradigmatic/rational model represents the

'norm', while any model 'outside' that paradigm is other/subjective/chaotic finds its parallel

in the male/female opposition as defined by Lacan or Gilligan. From the viewpoint of the

'objective' model, subjectivity/other model is dangerous. Subjectivity takes a personal view

thus can be unfair, it can disconnect the individual from reality through its insistence that

meaning is relative, it is self-indulgent because it stresses the individual. As Lakoff and

Johnson note "Objectivism takes as its allies scientific truth, rationality, precision,

fairness, and impartiality. Subjectivism takes at its allies the emotions, intuitive insight,

imagination, humaneness, art and a 'higher' truth.

Although many theorists, both before Lakoff and Johnson and after them, have shown that

Objectivism, which "is by far the greater potentate" in western society is a social myth,

these illustrations have not been internalized at the level of belief. For there is a strong

belief that Rationality is real, that it exists, and that it is the ideal paradigm through which

the individual should view his/her world.

This belief is strongly evident on Anthro-L and manifests discursively, firstly, by the

muting of certain community members and secondly, through community tension.

Arguments about the veracity of postmodernism and science expose the
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objective/subjective distinction found in western thought and illustrate the powerful and

hegemonic hold of rationality within the academic world.

Although Anthro-L participation statistics exposes a local hierarchy of speakers,

contributors to a thread do not always include this same combination of participant men.

Indeed, in my database only one thread, "CulturalElements and Tension", incorporated

more than one speaker [2] drawn from this dominant male group.

A speaking hierarchy is framed by the principles of systemic flux and stabilization.

Language exists in a dialectical relationship with language users. Over time, language use

within a group will tend toward stabilization, and without the necessary tension, the

discourse of the dominant group tends toward sterility without new input. As new

speakers participate in Threads on a regular basis, adding their discourse to the mix in new

and creative ways, flux in the structure results, a process that Piaget refers to as

"transformations" of the structure. Both stabilization and flux are essential to the

perpetuation of a local community and represent creativity [flux] and entropy

[stabilization].

The principle of systemic flux and stabilization contributes to the exposure of'gaps' in the

discursive Anthro-L text. In a "stable" state, the net appears to accept the same Viewpoint'

and understanding of what Anthropology 'is' and how it should be spoken' - the 'speaking

principles we adhere to as a community. But 'Anthropology", hence Anthro-L, contains

many members with diverse understandings of what the discipline 'is' and how it relates

both to the greater world and to the person whose life path is anthropological 'praxis'.
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These differing viewpoints of'anthropology', and the Values' ascribed to these viewpoints

by community members, are particularly evident in the thread conversations that treat the

topics of science/anthropology and postmodernism.

Science, [scientific method] that great religion of western life by which all other theoretical

discourse is measured, is conceptualized as the ultimate, value free process through which

to access ultimately uncoverable universal truths. While there are members who are aware

of the work of scholars such as Feyerabend, who amply illustrated the cultural specificity

of Science, "Science" remains a belief system that transcends his findings. Indeed the

Statement of Being connects Anthropology to science in direct and specific ways.

In Anthro-L text, postmodernism represents a theoretical discourse that is "insufficiently

elaborated beneath scientificity". As an unscientific discourse it threatens, not only

those who believe in the 'science' of anthropology and the 'scientific method', but the

structure of the referential paradigm. Concepts in postmodernist theory such as Derrida's

'trace' appear to question the possibility of'fixing1 meaning and hence question the entire

foundation of the referential paradigm: that clear, logical language can present real

empirical objects and facts.
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There is a parallel between the recurring opposition of science/empiricism and

postmodernism that is found in many Anthro-L postings, and the marginalization of

alternative styles of discourse, gender related, but not gender specific as I have briefly

noted. The science/porno opposition serves as a vehicle for the elaboration of what

constitutes "right" knowledge in net circles. Within the list's spatially constructed

community we rediscover the struggle and conflict of what constitutes hegemonic "true"

discourse by observing some member's efforts to filter, hierarchize and order the

discontinuous, disqualified, or illegitimate academic knowledge of

postmodernism/alternative writing that cohabitualizes and co/constructs both the net

community and its individual members. This illegitimate paradigm of Knowledge is linked

through definitions of its 'subjectivity' to narrative styles of discourse; styles that are

considered less "truthful", less 'real', in terms of referential net/social representation. These

narrative styles are the ones most favored by female presented posters on Anthro-L.

The Logico-scientific/referential paradigm represents the writing style favored by most of

the men who are prolific in terms of thread discourse within the community. The illicit

enjoyment and marginalization/desertion of discourse such as the highly poetic style of

Dan Foss, parallels the fear and suspicion with which the illegitimate knowledge of

postmodernism is regarded. Consider the following excerpts from the postmodernism

thread:

No, 'porno' is definitely an old power game....<snip>

The reason why anthropology has become so saturated with postmodernists is quite
plain, as least to my mind: Too many anthropologists, too little research funds. It is
simply a cheap way or gaining influence (citations) and standing. Research is expensive,
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time consuming and lets face it, sometimes boring, telling others that research is futile
69

is at least cheap. <snip>

My hunch is that porno isn't going to fly a flag upon which the sun never sets; instead
<snip> a sunset industry...the stone masons probably have monuments roughed out in

70
their workshops already: all it needs is a festschrift and its a goner [like its rivals]

The scientific opposition is introduced:

<snip> for those of us who prefer the scientific method. Is anyone interested in doing a
71

scientific analysis of porno writings?

Skepticism is important to science ['all knowledge is socially constructed'] but so is
pragmatism ['computers work'] <snip>

Postmodernism is a cheap way of climbing the ladder to anthropological fame and
influence. <snip> Finally I wonder if the label "avant-garde" is more appropriate to

72
describe the self-image of a self-confessed postmodernist.

<snip> To paraphrase the poet Richard Wilbur: "they milk the cow of the world and as
73

they do/They whisper in her ear 'You are not true'."
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>How postmodern of B Rodman to assume that postmodernism must be defined by
professed >postmodernists themselves! Sorry Mr. Rodman. A scientific nose can detect

74
postmodernism a mile away >even if it calls itself a "science", and the smell is foul.

75
<snip> P.S. I'm not a postmodernist Bob, but I doubt if I could prove it to you :-)

Talk" on Anthro-L re/assembles the real time social models of academic discussions and

knowledge from which it ultimately derives and as I have noted the Logico-

scientific/referential mode is the cognitive paradigm favored by western academics.

I suggest that alternative ways of seeing and speaking are closely linked to gender writing

patterns. Over 95% of the women who contributed to the postmodern thread were open

to porno theory and suggested ways to utilize it to enrich other, more established

knowledge paradigms. Consider:

I purposely employ bait-words like 'truth' 'vision1 'reality1 because I like to think post-
mod is not literally a "blinding" dead end as a result of what Sue Philips called "rampant
relativism", but rather a revolution in sight, an enabler to see multi-perspectivally and
rhythmically and this needn't mean that "truth" or "reality" and post-mod are mutually

76
exclusive....<smp>

The argument with respect to the validity of postmodern theory is one that reoccurs with

an almost cyclic regularity on Anthro-L. Postmodernism brings out a fear of disorder in
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many of the net's prolific writers, who align themselves with scientific discourse in the

porno/science arguments. Net members who practice a rigid style of referential posting

position themselves as the defenders of right and truth in Anthropology, by inscribing

those community members who treat postmodernism seriously as bearers of an

illegitimate, discontinuous and chaotic discourse that awaits its chance in the wings to tear

the discipline asunder. Members who 'speak' porno find that they are assigned attributes

usually reserved for pomo theory. Thus by a trick of metonymy [pseudo-agency] these

users are themselves conceptualized in the discourse of the self-defined scientific 'other' as

chaotic, discontinuous and illegitimate.

There is a clear sense of embattlement in these confrontations, characterized by attack,

resistance and counter attack discursive positions. Community members attempts to

normalize the 'other' can be understood in terms of "discourse in terms of a spatial,

strategic metaphor" . This concept is rooted in the adversarial definition of "talk" that is

implicit in the Statement of Being. The net's public space is conceptualized as a spatial

discursive site/ground which forms the backdrop for strategic/combative

academic/political thought. In the struggle for control of the issues the space of discourse

functions as a terrain in which the struggles of anthropological self/other and gender

occur. The regional selves of Anthro-L are discursively positioned and portrayed through

the reenactment and exercise of relations of, or non-relations of, power. Consider the

following post written by a male net member who has tried, along with a few net others,
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to neutralize the oppositional porno/science poles by asking for clear, concise definitions

of 'what' postmodernism is supposed to 'be' or 'do' that evokes such venomous opposition.

I quote this posting in full, as it synthesizes a number of my points quite nicely.

We keep coming around to this, a kind of cycle where the nadir is a spate of porno
bashing. As an anthropologist with too much time on my hands [ the flu does that to
you] I find myself asking an anthropological question:

theres this tribe you see, lurking in the highlands of the ether, who with regular
formulaic utterances invoke a strange creature/idea/space called porno which they then
exorcise by denial, castigation, ad hominem character bullying........

i have searched my field notes, subjected them to multi-dimensional scaling and even
tossed the damned things up in the air in the hope that the resulting random associations
will give a clue to this behavior, give me a sense of what is being spoken in these porno
bashing rites.

to no avail....i have no idea what porno means, no idea who is being characterized or
criticized, no idea what is going on......

instead i hear rumors that the pomos have taken over the academy

that the pomos are nothing more than band wagon jumpers [pomos jumping on the
porno bandwagon]

that porno has 'unearthed' a new reality...

that porno is a fad borrowed from a] history b] lit-crit c] architecture or d] Madonna

Can anyone tell me what it is we talk about when we talk about porno..or is the word,
the idea, nothing more than a convenient demon which deconstructs into nothing on
close examination?

Can anyone tell me who these porno bandwagon jumpers are [Geertz is a cheap shot]?

Can anyone tell me where the porno faddists have actually taken over anything?

can anyone tell me what this new reality we keep hearing the pomos are supposed to
have discovered actually tastes like?

Or is all this porno-ritualizing nothing more than for the sake of hearing ourselves talk?
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Arrgghhhh....

The fear of postmodernism that is evident in a number of the net's very articulate and

participant men is reinforced by the role of Dan Foss within the net community. The

love/hate relationship the membership enjoys with Foss reminds me of the custom in the

Ancient Near East where every year a sheep was ritually sent into the desert carrying the

"sins" of the community away from the 'civilized' world. Foss carries the sins of the

Anthro-L community, both discursively and theoretically. He is positioned by net members

as the 'troublesome' other, he himself colludes in this positioning. There are expectations

from the community [often expressed] that he 'dares' to say what others will not, covering

ground where others fear to tread. Consider:

<snip> Diatribes constitute an honorable tradition of prophetic rebuke, and Daniel is an
79

inspired practitioner.

And because officially, no recognition must exist of the words of'the prophet', private

emails reach him from time to time that encourage/agree with him about what he has

spoken. Publicly though, community marginalization of Foss's discourse continues through

by-play [flaming 'how he speaks ]and desertion, [no interaction with 'what is spoken']
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If I am any example, there are times when I have simply howled with laughter over the stupidity of a]
the human race b] myself, c] the net etc. Foss has a way of illuminating the social scene that provokes me,
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If Foss's emails are ignored, then what does he contribute to the list? When he has not

posted to the community for some time it is not uncommon to find the following types of

appeals for him to speak. At this point Foss has been 'silent' on the net for approximately

two weeks.

I was wondering what happened to Daniel Foss. When a friend sent me a note asking
the same question, I knew it was time to put the question publicly.

Daniel, where are you? The irritations you cause are vastly outweighed by the enjoyment
82

and insight you provide.

83
<snip> Danial [sic] A. Foss, please call home (anthro-1).

84
<snip> Where are you D. Foss? We miss your "thingies"!!! ;-)

85
<snip> Where is Foss <?> ......reading Harraway. He'll be around.

I propose that Foss's emails represent not only a source of "enjoyment and insight" for

some readers, but that he represents a necessary release of tension. For the net members

who enjoy his discourse he represents a cathartic release from 'bounded' paradigmatic

at any rate, to unbridled chortling. I note here that a number of my private correspondents [female] feel
the same way as I about his messages. I consider it very sad indeed that no-one ever engages him in
conversation on the list.
82
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thinking. For those who dislike him intensely he represents the necessary 'other1 - the

community black sheep.

There are few members of the community as well read as D. Foss, conversely, there are no

male members of the community who write in Foss's intricate style and, judging by flames

sent to Foss via the net, also very few who can adjust their comprehension to match his

presentation. As one frustrated member observes:

<snip> I may be wrong on this but your message was so filled with indecipherable codes
that I couldn't figure out what your point was other than anger of some sort. For
example in the subject line do you mean that You_don't follow Pam Leader or that _the

86
rest of us shouldn't _follow Pam Leader? <snip>

Foss thus receives response about 'how1 he has said something, but not what he has said.

Each time he posts to the net, the community engages in the cathartic exercise of

re/establishing the boundaries of'how' things may/might be spoken through a flame war

about or around Foss's discourse.

How can I claim that Foss is "muted" when he clearly posts at regular intervals to the net

and is obviously read, as messages that call for him to re-appear attest to? "Muting" does

not mean that a group or individual is silent. It means that this individual or group is not

'heard' because they do not 'speak' the language of the dominant/acceptable paradigm

within a particular discursive space. Foss is manifestly un-heard; his words pass

unacknowledged. There is no response to his thoughts, no ideological confrontation to
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extend his ideas through interaction with other net members. He is given no net spoken

credibility, he offers enjoyment and insight.

The necessary other relationship that Foss holds with respect to the Anthro-L discursive

structure is encapsulated in the fact that he is dominant [male], yet does not speak in the

dominant paradigm. He can be adversarial, a tenacious fighter if tried, yet he does not

fight with the rational weapon of logic. He fights - nay, 'plays' - with 'words' that few can

[or want] to understand. It may be no accident that Foss counts many female net members

among his supporters.

The ongoing tension between the dominant linguistic structure of Anthro-L, characterized

by 'academic' writing - and the threat posed by alternative ways of speaking/seeing

characterized by narrative posting styles, Foss and the cyclical arguments about

postmodernism and science, are carried out in a public space that always, already holds the

promise of release from 'real-life' structures. The computer screen offers the self a chance

to commune with self while [possibly] communing with others, - a blank slate on which

the user can re/inscribe or de/scribe the self, can play with alternative possibilities and

ways of seeing - can 'try on new thoughts' with unknown others. Foss typifies this ability

to play with one's image on-line - through language he continually offers to others the

promise that one cannot be 'ultimately grasped'. Narrative styles or postmodernism

reinforce this notion. By exposing creative textual linkages, uncovering relations or

conversely a lack of relations between previously unstructured or structured criteria, they
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challenge the status quo and the language structures that are utilized to re-inforce and re-

structure its assumptions.

9.8. Language and Intimacy: Men and Women.
Although this section is highly speculative, I want to touch on the fact that my semantic

analyses led me to wonder whether or not men and women may retain divergent

relationships to the words they speak. Gender divergence in communication ethics within

the Anthro-L structure was exemplified by the reactions of net members from whom I

requested copyright permission in connection with this thesis. As I noted in my

Introduction all the men, save two, gave me permission to quote without further question.

More than half of them expressed the opinion, in fact stressed, that their words on the net

were public domain. All of the women however, requested further information about

which posts would be used, what they had said, how I would use their words and in what

context I would situate them.

These [gendered] reactions to my requests, led me to wonder if men understand the

spoken word as "gone", that is effectively externalized, while women retain a connection

to what they have spoken. Berger discusses the processes of externalization,

objectification and internalization in his book The Sacred Canopy. By the use of the term

"externalization", Berger represents the "ongoing outpouring of human being into the
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notion of words being spoken into the Void' and then being internalized by a hearer specific to that
hearer's perceptive capabilities, see: Peter Berger (1967) The Sacred Canopy. New York: Doubleday
Books, pages 10-22.
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world". Objectification is the "attainment by the products of this activity of a reality

that confronts its original producers as afacticity external to and other than themselves."

In turn, internalization is the reappropriation by men [sic] of this same reality,

transforming it again from the structures of the objective world into structures of the

subjective unconscious."

I turned to Berger to re-read his definitions in an effort to understand why women choose

not to cope with the adversarial terrain of net public space. The more I thought about his

definitions, the more I became convinced that this three part language process is intricately

related to the adversarial paradigm. The stage "objectification" assumes a speaking model

whereby the speaker 'removes' him/her self from the words they speak, so that these words

obtain a "facticity external and other than themselves".

It is by no means certain that this process is one in which all language speakers engage. In

fact, I would suggest that one of the characteristics of'alternative ways of speaking' is that

'objectification' of the words one speaks is incomplete. Luce Irigaray has noted the

importance of language to women:

89Women use words as a form of touch.......

op. cit. page 4.

Irigaray, Luce (1985) This Sex Which Is Not One. New York: Cornell University Press.
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In short, sticks and stones...and words can hurt you. One of the reasons women do not

participate in public thread space is that marginalization, by-play, trivialization, ridicule

and desertion hurt.

The difference in communication ethics, especially in terms of taking 'care' with words or

in your face dialogue, also confirms that the dialogic positioning of the "self of men and

women tends to differ in public net space. As I have discussed, communication on the net

seeks to include the "third man". As so many men claim that their words are public

domain, I understand this as confirming my supposition that at times some men do not

seek "to include" net members in communicative interaction, as much as they do to "speak

at", or "display" the self through effective language. That is, the intimate process of taking

the role of the other in order to anticipate reaction to the self loses its restrictive power. A

'presentation' of a specific self takes precedence over the self-in-relation. A type of soap

90box 'ethos' ensues. As I have noted, the neutral position of the referential paradigm with

respect to self/other, and its attendant emphasis on the logic of the text, ensures that the

decontextualization of the self/other process in net space is easily accomplished.

Men appear to fill a 'blank slate1 - the computer screen - actively reading and writing, but

at times showing little evidence of participation in a dialogic process. It is male presented

postings who engage in flaming, likewise it is almost always male postings who participate

90
Bateson, Gregory. (1936) Woven. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pages 119-120. Roughly,

ethos represents a definite tone of appropriate behavior. In actuality, academic talk is often characterized
by an 'ethos', the soap box is one aspect of the manifestations academic self-presentation can take.
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in by-play. Conversely, female text appears to attempt to retain the dialogic connection

with the others they may be speaking too.

Although men and women's writing styles are informed by the personal experience of

gender and academic praxis, it appears that the overlap between men's socialization and

their academic status is highly significant. Female academics have been no less socialized

into the language that frames their discipline and its attendant 'rational argument'

paradigm. However, it appears that female socialization into multiple language models, an

integral part of their gendered socialization process, are strong enough to ensure their

discomfort with a public adversarial topography characterized by presentations on display.
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10. CHAPTER TEN: CONCLUSIONS

It is highly ironic that a study which considers the negative impact of the

referential/Logico-scientific code on western thought and academic argument must be

framed by that precise model in order to be considered 'legitimate'. It is equally ironic that

this research was carried out by a woman who has just spent two years uncovering the fact

that men and women do write differently and that this insight has given her some

perspective on why she has always considered linear, sequential writing so difficult, and

the reading of logical, objective texts so boring.

In this chapter I thankfully take off the 'objective' hat and ponder the implications of my

research in a more personal manner. There are a number of things that I want to address

that did not fit into the framework of this thesis. The most important of these is my

relationship to, and thoughts about, the network Anthro-L.

Besides the uncovering of data that would allow me to begin to answer my question, 'do

men and women write differently, the other goal of this thesis was to develop a

methodology to uncover men and women's writing patterns that could be duplicated by

further research on other networks. But the uncovering of patterns through statistical,

semantic and posting style analysis limited me to discussions of numbers, coding and

categories. Thus this research in no way adequately conveys the 'atmosphere' or the 'ethos'

of the net itself.
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During my three year tenure on Anthro-L I have enjoyed my interaction with the network

immensely. Of course, I have my favorite writers, of course cringe at the texts of others.

This is natural. The uncovering of the fact that women are marginalized on the net has not

diminished how I feel about my participation in the community. I still look forward to

reading their messages every day.

With some reservations. The results of my data have evoked a certain amount of personal

anger. I am angry that a discipline like anthropology incorporates members that are so

blind to the power of discourse. I am shocked to find that while some scholars in

Anthropology write deep and thought provoking language/linguistic studies that shed light

on the other, we appear to be unable to transfer this theoretical knowledge to the relations

of dominance and power situated within our own language paradigms. I am angry to

discover that I, as a woman, must re-learn and re-think my conceptual categories and how

I organize the signs I use to make sense of my world. I am equally angry that conformity

to the academic paradigm narrows how I think and perceive. It saddens me to know that

in order for me to become/be an academic this is a conformity parameter that I cannot

eschew. "Ifyou do it now, you can do what you want later".

Simply put, conformity to the referential paradigm makes me less of a scholar, takes the

excitement and joy out of the 'learning' process and ensures that I will be a less

1 I cannot even count how many times I have been told that if I simply conform to acceptable standards
"now", I can do 'what I want to do' later. I seriously question how much of the ability to see
"multiperspectivally" as Kathleen Williamson put it in her posting "Can You Build Subjectivity Into a
Model"?, will be left after the 'process' is over and 'later' comes. By that time a lot of the joy of learning
will, I think, have disappeared.
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contributory member of the academic regime than I would be if I were to incorporate new

skills with my previous life experience. To insist that men and women who 'see' the world

in ways that do not conform to the Referential function must learn to encapsulate their

world within it, is to deny the reality of the experience of the 'other' and narrows the

possibilities that western academic thought will grow and expand in vibrant ways. The

demands to conform are powerful and subversive, ideologically justified by that most

powerful of paradigms: rational thought.

I do not believe that the men of Anthro-L who collude in the marginalization of women's
i

and some men's voices do this on a conscious level. In fact I am convinced that Wood ' is

correct when she suggests that young male children appear to be socialized more

completely into a 'single' paradigm of seeing/language than are young girls. Toys, sports,

media and popular culture all reinforce this single, adversarial paradigm which is said to

'describe' and in turn inscribes, the young male. It is no small wonder that many males are

unable to escape a way of seeing that writes their bodies from the moment they are born.

This is an age old problem. Can socialization, even when this intense, excuse a blinding

inability to see that the experience of the 'other' may be different from that experienced by

the 'self? In a community like Anthro-L, which is theoretically informed by the knowledge

that cultural others view the world in multiple ways, is it possible to accept the excuse that

some male Anthro-Lers are unable to internalize that their way of seeing may be only one

Wood, Julia (1994) Gendered Lives: Communication, Gender and Culture. Belmont, California:
Wadsworth Publishing Company.
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way of seeing, and that within their own culture there are multiple ways of experiencing

the world that are not informed by the language paradigm that writes their own world?

When I wrote to ask permission to quote from the emails that are included in this thesis

some of my respondents took the time, both male and female, to offer me thoughtful

feedback on my work. I was struck by the sensitivity and insight offered by many of these

male and female respondents. It is obvious that many of Anthro-L's male members are

acutely aware of the problems inherent in gender and language, it is equally evident that

many of them are not aware of how deeply these problems and differences are ingrained

into the very language we speak and the assumptions we make about the world that

language reveals.

In spite of the fact that there are many men on Anthro-L who are sensitive to gender and

speech there are also a goodly number of men, and they are very vocal, who are, simply

put, blind to any problems in this area. Of late the net has been concerned with whether or

not the use of words like 'mankind' should be erased from our vocabulary or if this is

simply the goal of a few rabid feminists who are out to 'make trouble'.

Words are not simply words; they signify. "Mankind" is a conceptual category with

multiple significations/reverberations. Historically, the scholarly use of the word 'mankind'

meant MANkind. Woman was the weak/necessary/non-signifying other to put it in Lacan's

terms. When philosophers spoke of mankind and the social contract, they meant MAN's

capacity to contract [women were subsumed as man's helpmate, the child-like other].

While there are some net members who would have us believe that the word 'mankind'
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changes with the social structure and that thus mankind now means 'womankind' as well, I

am not one of these people. Mankind, as a conceptual category is fraught with the

implication that woman is a shadow. If scholars wish to apply the word 'mankind' to

discussions of the academic thoughts of men like Plato or Hobbes, I have no problem with

that. There is no sense in re/writing the work of scholars such as these to pretend that they

meant 'man/womankind when they wrote; they did not. But scholars who speak of our

society will need to reconceptualize the category 'mankind' with a word that re/inscribes

the meaning of the category.

It is around conceptual categories that the problem of seeing the world and hence

speaking it arises in gendered 'talk'. Men and women have not been socialized to see each

other in the same way, in inter-gender communication women and men have learned' to

expect and not to expect certain things from each other in conversation. The terrain of

men and women's conversational styles is fraught with myth. Tannen has pointed out that

the old adage that women speak more than men, and that they interrupt conversation is

patently untrue. It is men who carry the bulk of real-time interactive gender

communication, it is men who interrupt in conversation between the genders. On the net it

is certainly men who carry the bulk of net talk and it is men who deny women the right to

speak and to participate.

In the midst of the net's current discussion of gender and language, a male net member has

used the word 'busy body' [with a space in between - no doubt hastily added] to refer to a

female net member whose viewpoint he eschewed. Is this stereotypical or simply ritualistic
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insult calculated to silence? In another email a male net member has expressed the opinion

that 'women' need to be 'saved' from those 'feminists' who are out to cause trouble -

feminists who are asking for redefinitions of'mankind'. Through centuries of turmoil in

which men were free to make these mistakes, to "produce forms of thought and the

images and symbols in which thought is expressed and ordered" - in effect to structure

the categories of public language - who saved them from themselves? If male scholars

have been accorded this privilege of linguistic construction, why not others? Why not

redefine the categories of thought and the images and symbols in which thought is

expressed and ordered?

Not only women are denied the right to speak as equal participants. Through the palpable

net example of Dan Foss, but also in studies such as Spender's,4 it becomes evident that

men who do not conform to male patterned talk are also marginalized. Thus while Foss

may be admired, read, or talked about, he is never engaged in dialogic interaction, except

for those occasions when he is defending his right to speak and his style of speech. This is

troublesome because it indicates that the fear of'disorder' and the 'will to power' in

language, to suppress the 'other', is a deep and abiding one. Foss fights his battles to speak

Smith, P.M. (1979) A Peculiar Eclipsing: Women's Exclusion From Men's Culture, [in] Women's
Studies International Quarterly. 1. pages 281-296.
4

Spender, Dale (1980) Man made Language. London: Routledge and Kegan Paul.

Nietzsche, Friedrich. (1967) The Will to Power, translated from the German by Walter Kaufinann and
R.J. Hollingdale. New York: Vintage Books.
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alone. True, some emails are posted to the net which support his right to post, some extol

his method of writing, but no-one supports "what he says".

What Foss appears to say to many net members is that he is 'disorderly'. While, some

community members may secretly thrill to his characteristic style, many of the net's

members are openly hostile. Reactions to Foss are paralleled by the nebulous, fear filled

postings that decry postmodernism and extol the virtues of science. No explicable reasons

are forthcoming for this fear, rhetoric is expended in droves.

But this fear does have a source. The belief in a 'real' objective reality' is manifest on

Anthro-L, and the parallel belief that metaphor obscures and subverts reality is palpable.

Logical Positivism is alive and well in this community.

Foss is master of metaphor, postmodern theorists 'play' with language in order to illustrate

the 'always already1 meanings inherent in language. In an effort to link multiple domains

that they see as deeply related, women deploy behavioral description that does not

objectify the 'thing' being described' rather it places it in relation/in context to the rest of

their 'knowable' world. Each of these paradigms exists alongside the referential function on

Anthro-L, and each is vigorously muted.

But which is the artificial paradigm and which the 'real'? Based on history, I have

maintained that the readily discernible development of Rationality/Rationality in
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philosophy is traceable. A genealogy6 of the rational paradigm would expose its deep and

abiding links to processes of power/knowledge and hence private/public [female/male]

distinctions in western society But my assertion that the rational paradigm is artificial and

narrow is also rooted in my belief that language styles which link multiple domains to

elucidate context are far more informative and holistic than a paradigm which eschews

multiple categories and is constructed to convey decontextualized 'objectivity'.

When, where, why, how or what would ever be 'out' of context in a social structure? In a

society where "the reality of a social order surrounds us like the very air we breathe", to

quote Foss quoting Braudel, how can we pretend that we make 'objective' decisions when

those very institutions which are said to embody objectivity - academia, law, or science are

themselves manifestly products of the culture in which they are situated, when they mirror

and embody a socially specific and historically traceable rational/referential paradigm, and

when these institutions are explicitly aligned with social power?

This argument for the artificiality of the rational/objective paradigm and the expressed

hope for its demise is often construed by adherents of the paradigm as meaning that the

writer who expresses these concerns is an adherent of relative, subjective thinking; one

who stands at the gates of academia prepared to destroy the work of the academic past

and sabotage its future. Nothing could be further from the truth. At heart I am a

Stucturalist. But I believe that Structure is situational in a diverse society such as ours, and

6
Foucault, Michel. (1980) Questions on Geography, [in] Power/Knowledge, translated from the French

by Colin Gordon, Leo Marshall, John Mepham and Kate Soper. New York: Pantheon Books, pages 63-77.
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I believe that these local structures are intricately linked to the underlying 'rationale1 of our

society which is embedded in our system of Langue - a system which has been [male]

constructed to answer questions about Being and Existence and structures our

cultural/gender elaborations of natural [sex] categories.

Thus I do not believe in fragmented worlds. Fragments are part of the whole, linked in

multiple, interesting ways. Nor do I believe in the assertion that there is no 'meaning' or

that meaning is uncoverable. Meaning is manifestly situationally uncoverable.

It is my opinion that the most devious scholarship to arise out of the separation of social

spheres that began in the Enlightenment, is the idea that a 'self is actually many 'selves' and

that the social sphere can be studied in terms of unlinked [and highly celebrated] local

knowledges. To my way of thinking both these propositions are the natural, extreme result

of alienation. I do not experience myself as 'many selves' although I concede that in certain

social circumstances only aspects of my 'self are on display. These are demands imposed

by social circumstance, a natural demand, for if any one person was to display all aspects

of a self in a given social situation, that situation would be totally unworkable in terms of

social interaction.

•7

Like Merleau Ponty, I believe that we are existent first and foremost in our bodies, that

this is the arena from which we view our existence. However, I would add that we view

7
Lewis, Philip. E. (1966) Merleau-Ponty and the Phenomenology of Language, [in] Ehrmann, J. (ed)

(1966) Structuralism. New York: Anchor Books, pages 9-30.

383



our world from gendered bodies and that these bodies step into the structural, gendered

categories inherent in our system of Langue. I have an identity for my 'self, I know the

components of that identity including those I do not understand, I have a conviction that

my self is an ongoing, changing but nevertheless consistent process. The fact of my

gender, and the cultural expectations connected to that gender, informs every aspect of my

life each and every day, whether I conform to these expectations or rebel against them.

Believing this I also am convinced that there are social science universals. That is, that

men and women everywhere have similar responses, for example, to their oppression, that

there is a human 'nature' shaped through social circumstance, an inherent nature that is

uncoverable if we stop focusing on 'objectivity'. For it is within contextualized

circumstances that we begin to find and explore the micro response of human nature To

lift 'humans' out of the social process is a futile exercise, it is within social processes that

human 'responses' becomes evident. Local and global exist in a dialectic relationship.

I do not believe that the relationships between men and women are inherently adversarial,

but rather complementary. I do believe that the referential paradigm creates gender and

'other' adversariality through its inherent power and its alliance to the dominant male and

publicly legitimate structures of western society.

When I returned to the definitions Berger gives for the externalization/internalization

process, I became convinced that this concept was also linked to adversariality. But what

about 'tactics'? Strategies? For that matter 'strategic positioning"? I am not at all

convinced that women deploy tactics or strategies in conversation to marginalize or
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trivialize. I am convinced that as long as we utilize models based on the referential

paradigm to analyze social interaction/language, we will only, ever, understand one aspect

of our cultural environment. We need an entirely new academic phraseology to

encapsulate the experience of the 'other' within.

Our theoretical and conceptual categories in academia are male-based and male-defined

categories. Perhaps, as men have certainly dominated the philosophic world from which

the paradigm of rationality arises, this is only natural. But the referential paradigm offers

palpable proof that realities are 'spoken' into existence. I would like to see more research

on the different writing styles of men and women that re/centers the re/definition of

alternative language models.
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APPENDIX A: THE STATEMENT OF BEING

From: MX%"ANTOWNER@UBVM.cc.buffalo.edu" 7-DEC-1994 13:27:50.86
To: MX%"ANTHRO-L@UBVM.cc.buffalo.edu"
CC:
Subj: Statement of Being (regular item from list-owners)

Date: Wed, 7 Dec 1994 15:21:09 EST
Reply-To: Anthro-l Listowners & JWA Editors <ANTOWNER@UBVM.cc.buffalo.edu>
Sender: General Anthropology Bulletin Board <ANTHRO-L@UBVM.cc.buffalo.edu>
From: Anthro-l Listowners & JWA Editors <ANTOWNER@UBVM.cc.buffalo.edu>
To: Multiple recipients of list ANTHRO-L <ANTHRO-L@UBVM.cc.buffalo.edu>

Anthro-l Statement of Being

File <anthro-l purpose>

Anthro-l is the general anthropology listserver. It is dedicated to providing information and an
arena for discussion on any anthropological subject. It spans archaeology, social and cultural
anthropology, linguistic anthropology and physical anthropology. However, it is truly
multidisciplinary in nature, and frequently drifts into related areas of other social and hard
sciences. Anthro-l is supported by the State University of New York at Buffalo. Started by Ezra
Zubrow in June 1988, it is now run by him and Hugh Jarvis.

+ A disclaimer: Anthro-l is not associated with the Anthropology +
+ Department at the University at Buffalo. Further, any views stated +
+ by subscribers to anthro-l neither reflect the opinions of the +
+ listowners, nor those of the Anthropology Department, or the +
+ University at Buffalo. +

Anthro-l aims to provide information on current anthropological events, employment
opportunities, research questions, as well to help locate answers for numerous cooperation and
information requests. Discussions may be conducted on the list or taken into a more private
atmosphere. We encourage people to post any information that they feel might be of interest to
the group. While some members are senior faculty, the list has subscribers from a wide range of
backgrounds. All are welcome.

Anthro-l is an unmoderated list. This format was chosen to provide complete freedom to its
subscribers to indulge in whatever lines of anthropological thought they might desire. To date this
policy has led to a varied and interesting series of discussions.
PLEASE NOTE. Should you find that the occasional posting is not to your personal or intellectual
taste, you are free and encouraged to: simply ignore and discard the message(s); send your own
thoughts to the original sender, or better yet, the whole list; or drop a note to a sympathetic ear
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(like the listowners...). If you find someone's messages offensive, chances are you are not the
only one. Don't be shy. Make your voice heard. We value your thoughts. While this is not a
moderated forum, the listowners retain the option of cautioning any who appear to be using the
list for ad hominem attacks, malicious purposes, or advertising without permission. Should there
be repeat offenses, the list owner will feel obliged to bar the offender from the list entirely. But in
general, most users are quite friendly and
courteous, and such action is seldom even considered.

PLEASE NOTE: While we welcome almost any posting which could be considered related to
anthropology, we do not condone use of the list for mass publication of advertisements. Should
you wish to post an ad on anthro-l, kindly send a copy to the listowners so that we can consider
its relevance. Thank you.

Three versions of the list are available: you can be placed on the main distribution list and
receive all postings as they become available; you can receive a daily lumped digest version
with an attached table of contents; or you can receive an indexed version in which you will only
receive the name and address of each original sender, and the time, date, subject, and number
of lines of their message. This last is very handy for those who don't have time to read through
all the messages. To get the first, send SET ANTHRO-L MAIL to LISTSERV@UBVM (its the
default). To get the second, use SET ANTHRO-L DIGest, while SET ANTHRO-L INDex gets the
third.

Messages are archived and are available by FTP from the listserver. While the list has its largest
readership in the United States, it Please note, however, that the archive only keeps the last
three months worth of postings. To get the listing, send INDEX ANTHRO-L.

Anthro-l strives to be an international forum. We have members in a good dozen countries, from
the Americas, Europe, and Asia. While English is the preferred and common language, others
are welcome.

Should you wish to make reference to a posting that you read on Anthro-l please first consider
whether the message was intended for widespread distribution and contact the author for
permission. Then, one means of citing the reference is given in the example below. The subject
header can serve as the title. Postings can be considered a form of published document, but
please remember to check with the author first as they may not have intended it for that purpose.

Graber, Robert
1993 Universal Laws: D-N, Neolithic. Posting on General
Anthropology Bulletin Board (anthro-l@ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu).
15 Feb. Ms. in files of author.

There is now a book out which can aid in citation of email postings. Contact one of the authors
Xia Li for more info (xli@moose.uvm.edu).

Li, Xia and Nancy B. Crane
1993 Electronic Style: A Guide to Citing Electronic
Information. Westport: Meckler. ISBN 0-88736-909-X
$15.00 US.
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At present Anthro-l is engaged in some projects. Danny Yee has been compiling a series of
biographies of anthropologists.That file is available from the listserver by sending the command
get anthro-l bio to listserv@ubvm.bitnet or @ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu. There is also WEDA - The
World Email Directory of Anthropologists which is constantly being updated and expanded. To
get information on that directory, send the command get anthro-l wedainfo to the listserver. We
especially welcome addresses from outside continental North America. You might also be
interested to know that a new electronic journal, called the Journal of World Anthropology (JWA)
is available free through the net, to subscribers of the list JWA. To subscribe to JWA, send the
command sub JWA last_name first_name to the listserver. through GOPHER and FTP
software, and will house an enormous range For more information, please feel free to contact the
listownersat antowner@ubvm.bitnet or antowner@ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu

To subscribe or be removed from the list, send a message to listserv@ubvm.bitnet or
listserv@ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu with sub anthro-l last_name first_name, or unsub anthro-l.

All postings from Anthro-l are archived for a period of several months. To access these
archives, send a message to listserv@ubvm with index anthro-l for a list of the archive file
names and dates, get anthrO-l logxxx will access the individual archive files. Note: you are only
currently allowed to receive one of these files a day to keep transmissions down.

Hope you enjoy Anthro-l....

Ezra Zubrow (founder)
Hugh Jarvis (manager)
(co-listowners of Anthro-l)
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APPENDIX B: CATEGORY IDENTIFICATIONS:
WORD LISTS

STEP ONE: IDENTIFYING NAMES FOR THINGS

Intro:
Anthro-L

Paragraph One:
Anthropology
anthropological
linguistic
social [2]
Ezra Zubrow

"Disclaimer"
disclaimer
opinions

Paragraph Two:

information[2]
research
[SJrequests
people
members
backgrounds

Paragraph Three:

freedom
thought
series
intellectual
messages[s]
[3]drop
messages
voice
this
option
ad hominem
permission
obliged
friendly

Statement

listserver
subject
physical
sciences
June,1988

views
listowners

events
questions
Discussions
post
senior faculty
All

Being

information
archaeology
multi-disciplinary
State University
Hugh Jarvis

subscribers
Anthropology dept.

anthropological [2]
answers
list
information [4]
list [2]
welcome

unmoderated list [3]
they
discussions [2]
taste
own
note
offensive
heard
moderated
cautioning
attacks
repeat
bar
courteous

desire
you
free
thoughts
ear
chances
We
forum
any
malicious
offenses
offender
action

File

arena
social
nature
New York

stated

Purpose

discussion
cultural
areas
Buffalo

subscribers

employment
cooperation
atmosphere
they
subscribers [2]

format
policy
[occ] posting
ignore
sender
listowners
you
value
listowners
appear
purposes
listowner
list [5]
we

opportunities
information
We
group
range

lines [An]
date
personal
discard
[whole] list
someone's
shy
thoughts
retain
list [4]
advertising
feel
users
welcome
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posting
mass
post
we

related condone use
publication advertisements you
ad send copy
consider relevance

list [6]
wish
listowners

Paragraph Four:

[three] versions
list [8]
lumped
table of contents
time
handy
get
send
default
second
third
FTP
note
postings [worth]
INDEX ANTHRO-L

Paragraph Five:

international
Europe
language

Paragraph Six:

you
consider
author
subject header
document
Graber, Robert
General Anthropology
MS

citations
authors
Nancy B Crane
Information.]
$15.00 US

list [7]
receive
digest
indexed
date
those
first
set anthro-l mail
get
use
gets
listserver
archive
get

forum
Asia
others

wish
message
permission
title
check
1993

Bulletin Board
files
email
Xia Li
1993
Westport

available
postings
version
name
subject
read
time

set anthro-l DIGest
messages
list
keeps
listing

members
English
welcome

[make] reference
widespread
citing
Postings
author
Universal Laws
[anthro-l@ubvm.cc
author
postings
info
[Electronic Style: A
Meckler

main distribution
available daily
attached
address sender
# of lines message
messages all
read messages
listserv@ubvm

set anthro-L INDex
archived available
readership United States
last 3 months
send

Americas countries
preferred common

posting read
distribution contact
reference example
form published
purpose they
D-N, Neolithic Posting

.buffalo.edu] 15 Feb.
book aid
contact one
[xli@moose.uvm.edu]

Guide to Citing Electronic
ISBN 0-88736-909-X

Paragraph Seven:

present engaged projects Danny Yee compiling
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series
listserver

WEDA
directory
listserver
continental
journal
subscribers
sub jwa last name first
FTP
information
antowner@ubvm.bitnet
subscribe
postings
send
dates
allowed
day

biographies
sending
listserv@ubvm.bit.net
updated
send
We
North America
available
JWA
.name
software
feel

removed
archived
message
access
receive
transmissions

Closing:

hope
Jarvis

enjoy
manager

anthropologists file available
command get anthro-l bio

@ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu
get information
get anthro-l wedainfo

expanded
command
welcome
interested
free
subscribe
listserver
house
free

addresses
know
through
end
through

outside
electronic
net
command
GOPHER

range [enormous]
contact listowners

antowner@ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu
list send i
months access
archive files
individual archive files
[one of these] files
down

Ezra Zubrow
[co listowners]

message
archives
names
currently

founder Hugh

* Note: in all "Anthro-L" is used over 30 times in one form or another in this Statement, while
Anthropology is used 6 times.
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APPENDIX C: STATEMENT OF BEING: SEMANTIC
RELATIONSHIPS

In some cases I have footnoted my source for the indicated relationship. Questions that I had
with respect to some of these relationships were answered through private email
correspondence. For example, I posed the question to a list member: "Who is Hugh Jarvis"? Her
response "hes the guy that runs the list, you know, keeps an eye on it" indicated her
conceptualization of both Jarvis's position on the list and his function. Any relationship that was
answered in this manner is properly cited at the foot of the page.

Even a quick perusal of the Statement of Being will indicate to the novice computer user that
technological language use is highly specialized. For commands such as "get" and "send" I have
consulted the mainframe manuals of the University of Lethbridge in order to properly pinpoint the
semantic relationships in which these words are found. Similarly, definitions of words such as
"FTP" and "GOPHER" are based on mainframe manual explanations.

Explanations that are included under specific semantic relationships can be identified through my
use of Italic script.

Word

Anthro-L

Semantic R'ship

is a kind of
Statement of Being the characteristics/attributes of Anthro-L
File
Purpose

Paragraph One

is a place for keeping
is a reason for creation/existence of

Bulliten Board Service
[Being]
Documents
Anthro-L

Type

Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Location/Action
Rationale

Anthro-L
•general
Anthropology
listserver
•dedicated
Information
arena
Discussion
Anthropological

is a kind of
is an attribute of
is a characteristic of a certain
is used to manage a
fulfills the function of providing
is a reason for having a
is a place for
is a Kind of
is a Kind of

Listserver
Anthro-L
Listserver
List
Information
Listserver
Discussion
Talk
Subject

Strict Inclusion
2

Attribution
Attribution

3
Function
Function
Rationale
Spatial
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion

Semantic relationship such as this one are derived from the system of "difference" found in
Structuralism - the relationships of signs to each other within a sentence. This sentence states "Anthro-L
IS the [general anthropology] listserver. hence: Strict Inclusion. Anthro-L is a listserver.
<->

Collins Concise Dictionary Plus, 1993: General:......"relating to various branches of an activity,
profession etc, not specialized. (2) of, applying to, or participated in by all or most of the members of a
group or community......

Source; University of Lethbridge Main frame: Sys_doc
4

Collins Precise Dictionary Plus: 1993, Dedicated: devoted to a particular purpose or
cause......."computers; designed to fulfill one's function".
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Subject
Archaeology
Social
Cultural
Linguistic
physical
multidisciplinary
nature
•drifts
areas
•other
social
Hard
Hard
Sciences
Anthro-L
supported
State University
Ezra Zubrow
June, 1988
"it" [5 times]
run
[him] + Hugh Jarvis

Disclaimer
disclaimer
Anthropology
department
Buffalo

is a characteristic theme of a Discussion
is a kind of Anthropology
is a kind of Anthropology
is a kind of Anthropology
is a kind of Anthropology
is a kind of Anthropology
is a characteristic of the listserver Listserver
is an attribute of the Listserver
is a characteristic of Listserver
are kinds of [social and hard] sciences
is not Anthropological [not] Anthro
is a kind of science
is a kind of science
is not a [social] soft? science
are kinds of subjects or Discussion
is a Listserver
is a characteristic of Anthro-L
is used to support Anthro-L
started (is a step in) Anthro-L
is the beginning of [step in] Anthro-L
is the Listserver
is a characteristic of Listserver
run the Listserver

is a way to withdraw from [other] Opinion
is a kind of Department Department
is a part of a University
is a kind of Place/space

views are a kind of
stated is a way to express
subscribers are a kind of list [are signed up as]
Anthro-L is a kind of
from this point forward Anthro-L will only be placed in semantic relationship if it differs from this one.
•reflect is not a way to endorse Opinion Ant./ Means-end
listowners run/own the Listserver Strict Inclusion/Function

Opinion
Opinion
member
Listserver

Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Antonymy
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Antonymy
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Function
Sequence
Sequence
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Function

means-end
Strict Inclusion
Spatial
Strict Inclusion
Spatial
Strict Inclusion
Means-end
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion

Paragraph Two
'provide
information [2]
•current
•current
'current
'anthropological
•anthropological
•anthropological
Event
employment
Opportunities
research
Questions

is a characteristic of the
is a kind of data
is a kind of
is a kind of
is a kind of
is a kind of
is a kind of
is a kind of
is something which takes place [in]
is a kind of
are found [in]
is a kind of
are found [in]

Listserver
Knowledge
event
opportunity
question
event
opporutnity
question
Anthropology
Opportunity
Anthropology
Question
Anthropology

Attribution
Strict Inclusion'
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Spatial
Strict Inclusion
Spatial
Strict Inclusion
Spatial

This semantic relationship presented a challenge in that the "personification" of the listserv to this point
has obscured some of the semantic connotations with respect to the fact that the Statement is actually
speaking of net talk, rather than the rather human characteristics of the listserver. The collins Precise
Dictionary Plus (1993) defines information as "knowledge acquired through experience or study, [2]
knowledge of specific timely events or situations.....while in the context of computers the definition reads:
"the meaning given to data by the way it is interpreted cf. information theory - my addition) and [2]
another word for DATA.
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•locate
•locate'
answers
numerous
cooperation
information
requests
Discussions

is a chacteristic of
is a way to get
is the result of
are kinds of
is a kind of
is a kind of
are a reason to [locate]
are a kind of

Anthro-L
Answers
requests
Requests
Request
request
answers
Talk

Attribution
Function
Cause-effect
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
rationale
Strict Inclusion

So, are there different kinds of discussions? Yes, there are: on the list, and [2] private
conducted is a way [to have] Discussions
list is [a kind of BBS] Anthro-L

Means-end
Strict Inclusion

"what do you mean by "list"? "Well, if someone talks about list, like "this list", it means "Anthro-L"
taken is a step in [moving to private]
Private is a kind of [ermail]
We are the
encourage is a characteristic of [the]
people are kinds of
*post is a kind of [net]

Private
space/place
writers/speakers/Listowners
Listowners
Posters
message

Sequence
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion

What does "post mean"? Posts means that someone sends a message to someone else by email, or to the whole group."
Oh, does that mean that each post has a message? fans} No, sometimes it is just information and does not need a
response. So would it be fair to say that post is a way of communicating something? fans] Yes.
*post is a kind of Communication Strict Inclusion
'post/communicate is a kind of [net] Behavior Strict inclusion
information is a kind of post Strict Inclusion

they are people Strict Inclusion
feel is an attribute of they Attribution
interest is an attribute of post Attribution
group are the members of Anthro-L Strict Inclusion
Note: having information that "you" feel is of interest is a "reason" to post to the whole group this is the semantic relationship
expressed through the WHOLE sentence:
members [some]
faculty [senior]
list
subscribers
wide
Range
Backgrounds
All
welcome

are a part of [the]
is an attribute of [some]
is the [whole]
is a kind of
is an attribute of
is an attribute of
are an attribute of
is the sum total of [potential]
is a reason to be a

group
members
group
members
range
background
[some] subscribers
members
members

Rationale
Spatial
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
rationale

Paragraph Three
Anthro-L
•unmoderated
•unmoderated
format
chosen
complete
'freedom
'freedom
its
"indulge
•indulge
lines
anthropological
Thought
they
desire
date
policy
"policy has led to....
varied
interesting
Series
Discussions
You [3]
reader
occasional

is a kind of List
is an attribute of list
is an attribute of Anthro-L
is the result of Unmoderated
is the cause of Unmoderated
is an attribute of Freedom
is an attribute of subscribers
is the result of Unmoderated
is the list
is an attribute of subscribers
is the result of unmoderated
are kinds of [anthro] Thought
are kinds of Thought
is an attribute of subscribers
are subscribers
is an attribute of they
is a stage in Time
is a reason for doing [unmoderated] List

is an attribute of Discussion
is an attribute of Discussion
are a kind of Discussion
are a kind of Talk
is a kind of reader
is a kind of Net member
is an attribute of posting

Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
cause-effect
cause-effect
Attribution
Attribution
cause-effect
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
cause-effect
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Sequence
Rationale

Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
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posting is a kind of [read] Message
personal is an attribute of taste
intellectual is an attribute of taste
free is an attribute of you
encouraged is an attribute of you
ignore is a way to [treat a posting] Posting
discard [message] result of [offensive] posting
discard is an action taken by a computer user with a delete button hence:
discard is a way to delete posting
message[s] are a kind of posting
send is a way to transmit thoughts
send is used to [send] thoughts

Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Cause-effect
Cause-Effect

means-End
Strict Inclusion
Means-End
Function

"send"as per sys_doc is a command that sends a message to other users. Hence, it is also a step [or can bejm
Communication.
own is an attribute of thoughts Attribution
thoughts are a kind of posting Strict Inclusion
Thoughts are something which is "sent" that which is sent is a message, a message is a kind of posting.....
original is an attribute of sender Attribution
Sender is a kind of transmitter hence Writer Strict Inclusion
sender is a kind of reciever reader Strict Inclusion
The argument here: a sender 'sends', hence transmits a "message", which is written to be sent, is also inverted in this
paragrpah where the "original sender" recieves a message back from the original reader, making the sender in turn, a
reader.
whole is an attribute of List Attribution
List is Anthro-L Strict Inclusion
List is the location for "sending" Location for Action
drop is a way to send a Note Means_end
note is a kind of message Strict Inclusion
sympathetic is an attribute of Ear Attribution
Ear is a way to "hear" Means-End
Hearing through an "ear" means "hearing" that which is spoken, hearing the thoughts that are "dropped". Tension again
between Writing and speaking.

are attributes of the
is a kind of
are characteristics of
are attributes of [some]
is an attribute of
is an attribute of
is an attribute of
is a attribute of

"sympathetic ear"
someone
messages
offensive
only [one]
shy
Voice
heard
You
We
value
your
thoughts
moderated
forum
retain
option
cautioning
those
using [the list]
ad hominem
Attacks

is the [reader of this message]
are the writers of [this message]
is an attribute
are multiple
are an attribute of
is an attribute of
is an arena for expressing
is a characteristic of
is an attribute of
is a way to
are

Listowners
net member
Someone
Messages
You
You
You
Voice
reader
Listowners
Listowners
readerfs]
readers
forum
thoughts
Listowners
Listowners
Warn
you

attack
posting

are a kind of
are a kind of

adhominen attacks are a reason for using the list
adhominen attacks are a reason for being cautioned
malicious is an attribute of purposes
purposes are characteristics of [certain] writers
advertising is a certain kind of posting
permission is/is not an attribute of posting
repeat is/is not a characteristic of offenses
Offenses are a kind of [negative] posting
obliged is an attribute of Listowners
bar is a way to exclude members
bar is an action taken by the Listowners and hence also a characteristic
Attribution
offender is a kind of poster
entirely is an attribute of bar
friendly is an attribute of [most] users

Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Location for Action
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Location for Action
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Rationale
Rationale
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Means-End

Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
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Courteous
most
users
seldom
Considered
Action
Action [such]
welcome
posting
posting is
condone
use [of the list]
mass
Publication
Advertisements
wish
you
post
ad
kindly
copy
consider
relevance

is an attribute of [most]
is an attribute of
are members of the
is an attibute of
is a attribute of
is a characteristic of
is to
is an attribute of [we] the
is a kind of
[related to]
is a characteristic of
is a place to [advertise]
is a characteristic of
is way to transmit
are a kind of
is an attribute of
is the
is used by "you" to advertise
is a kind of
is an attribute of
is a kind of
is an attribute of the
is a characteristic/is not a

Paragraph Four

three
versions
List
available
you
placed
main distribution
main distribution
main distribution
receive
avaialable
daily-lumped-digest
attached
Table of Contents
indexed
name/address
original
time
date
subject
number of lines
message
handy
those
[no] time
read
get
first
get
send
send
"Set Anthro-l"
LISTSERV@ubvm
"set anthro-l"
default
second
set anthro-l digest
set anthro-l digest
third
set anthro-l index
set anthro-l index

is an attribute of
are kinds of
is
is a characteristic of the
is the
is a characteristic of the
is a characteristic of
is a place to be placed
is a way to recieve [all]
is a way to get
is a characteristic of
is a kind of
is a characteristic of
is a kind of
is a kind of
are attributes of
is an attribute of
is an attribute of
is an attribute of
is an attribute of
is an attribute of
is a kind of posting
is an attribute of [indexed]
are kinds of net
is a characteristic of [some]
is an attribute of [some]
is a way to [recieve]
is a kind of
is a kind of posting
is a kind of posting
is a way to "get"
is a kind of
is an
is a way to get
is a kind of predetermined
is a kind of
is a kind of [computer]
is a way to get
is a kind of
is a way to get
is a kind of [computer]

users
users
Anthro-L
considered
Listowners
Listowners
"bar"
Listowners
message
Anthropology
Listowners
List
publication
messages
publication
you
reader
Advertisements
posting
you
posting
Listowners
posting/ad

versions
List
Anthro-L
List
reader
Listowners
List
Placed
postings
postings
postings
version
Table of Contents
version
version
senders
sender
message
message
message
message
posting
version
members
members
members
version
version
Behavior
behavior
messages
command
[net]address
version
format
version
command
version
version
version
command

Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Location for Action
Attribution
Means_end
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Function
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution

Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Location for Action
Means_end
means_end
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Means_end
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
means_end
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Means_end
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Means_end
Strict Inclusion
means_end
Strict Inclusion
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Paragraph Five

messages
archived
available
FTP
largest
readership
United States
archive
3 months worth
postings
get
get
listing
send
send
Index-Anthro-L
Index-Anthro-L

Paragraph Six

Strives
international
forum
members
dozen
countries
Americas
Europe
Asia
English
preferred
common
others
languages/language

are a kind of
are a characteristic of
is a characteristic of
is a place to get
is a characertistic of
is a characteristic of
is a characteristic of
is a place to keep
is an attribute of
are a kind of
is a way to recieve
is a kind of
is a record of
is a kind of computer
is a way to [get] a
is a kind of [computer]
is the name of [kind of]

is an attribute of
is an attribute of
is a place to hold
are parts of
is an attribute of
are locations of
is a kind of
is a kind of
is a kind of
is a kind of
is a characteristic of
is a characteristic of
are kinds of
is a way to
is used to

posting
messages
messages
messages Location for Action
readership
List
readership
postings
postings
writing
listing
command
postings
command
listing
command
listing

Anthro-L
forum
discussions
Anthro-L
countries
members
countries
countries
countries
language
English
English
languages
Communicate
Communicate

Strict inclusion
Attribution
Attribution

Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Function
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Means_end
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Means_end
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion

Attribution
Attribution
Location for Action
Spatial
Attribution
Spatial
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Means-end
Function

Paragraph Seven

you
wish
make
Reference
"other"....
Reference
reference
posting
read
read
first
consider
consider
message
intended
widespread
distribution
contact
contact
author
permission
permission
citing
reference
example
below
subject header
Serve

is a kind of reader Strict Inclusion
is an attribute of you Attribution
is a way to reference Means_end
is a way to talk about another posting or to use parts of it when you are posting; using the words of an

is a kind of [whole] posting
is a part of a posting
[can] contain[s] references
is an attribute of you
is used to [understand] a posting
is an attribute of consider
is an attribute of you
is a way to [think about] think
is a kind of posting
is an attribute of writer
is an attribute of distribution
is the result of sending messages
is a step in distribution
is a step in asking permission from writer
is a kind of [posting] writer
is the result of contact
is the cause of distribution
is a way to talk about reference
is a part of posting
is a kind of reference
is an attribute of example
is a part of a posting
is an attribute of subject header

Strict Inclusion
Spatial
Spatial
Attribution
Function
Attribution
Attribution
means-end
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Cause-effect
sequence
sequence
Strict Inclusion
Cause-effect
Cause-effect
Means-end
Spatial
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Spatial
Attribution
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title
Postings
considered
form
published
published
remember
check
author
intended
Graber, Robert
1993

is the
are a kind of
is an attribute of/way to do
is a kind of
is a characteristic of
is a characteristic of
is an attribute of
is a kind of
is the writer of
is an attribute of
is a kind of
is a kind of

subject header
document
you
prototype
document
postings
you
contact
document
author
author
time/date
subject headerUniversal Laws:D-N, Neolithic [is the]

Posting on General Anthropology Bulliten Board [is a kind of place to publish]
General Anthropology Bulliten Board is a place to post
general Anthro BB is the place where this message was posted/published.

Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion

Location for Action

anthro-l@ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu [is a way to find]
General Anthropology Bulliten Board is a computer

is a
is a kind of [historical]
is a kind of
is a place to keep
is a kind of [real time]
is a characteristic of
are writers of
is a
is a way to get

postings
place
time/date
time
document
MS
document
book
book
author
information

Means-end
Spatial
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Spatial
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Means-end

15Feb
Neolithic
manuscript
files
book
out
authors
Xia Li
contact
You can contact Xia Li to get information about the book. So Xia Li has information to give? [yes] About her book? {yes, and
about what is in it]
information is a reason to contact Xia Li Cause-effect
information is the result of contacting Xia Li Cause-Effect
xli@moose.uvm.edu is a kind of address Strict Inclusion
xli@moose.uvm.edu is the place to contact Xia Li Spatial
Nancy B Crane is a author Strict Inclusion
1993 is a time/date strict Inclusion
Electronic Style: etc is a title Strict Inclusion
Westport is a real time place Spatial
Meckler is a place where the book was published Location for Action
Meckler is a kind of publisher Strict Inclusion
ISBNO-88736-909-Xisawaytofind book Means-end
$15.00 is used to buy book Function
US is a kind of $15.00 Strict Inclusion

Paragraph Eight

present
present
Anthro-L
Anthro-L
engaged
projects
Danny Yee
Danny Yee
compiling
compiling
series
biographies
Biographies
Anthropologists
file
avaialble
listserver
sending
command
command
"get anthro-l bio"

is a place/time for doing
is a stage in
is a kind of
is a kind of
is an attribute of
are done by
is a kind of
is a part of
is an attribute of
is used to [collect]
is a characteristic of
are attributes of
are kinds of

is a kind of
is a characteristic of
is a place to get
is a way to get
is a kind of computer
is a way to get and send
is a kind of

listserv@ubvm.bitnetis a kind of place
ubvm@cc.buffalo.edu [is a kind of place]

projects
time
Listserv
Being?
Anthro-L
Anthro-L
person
Anthro-L
Danny Yee
biographies
biographies
anthropologists
writings

document
file
file
file
instruction
files
command
place/space
place/space

Location for Action
Sequence

Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Function
Strict Inclusion
Spatial
Attribution
Function
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
DOMAIN
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Spatial
means-end
Strict Inclusion
means-end
Strict Inclusion
Spatial
Spatial
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WEDA
updated
expanded
get
information
directory
send
we
welcome
addresses
addresses
addresses
outside
continental
North America

is a kind of
is an attribute of
is an attribute of
is a way to obtain
is a kind of
is
is a way to get
are the
is a characteristic
are place/space to find
are a place to contact
are used to locate
is [not] a characteristic of
is [not]
is a place/space

list
WEDA
WEDA
information
communication
WEDA
directory
listowners
listowners
members
members
members
North America
North America
place/space

Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
means-end
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
means-end
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Spatial
Location for Action
Function
Antonymy
Antonymy
Strict Inclusion

Paragraph Nine

interested is an attribute of
new is an attribute of
electronic is a kind of
Journal is a kind of [published]
JWA is a kind of
available is a characteristic of
free is an attribute of
subscribe is a way to get
sub jwa last_name first_name
listserver is a place to get

you
journal
journal
document
Journal
JWA
JWA
JWA
command
JAW

Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
trict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Means-end
trict Inclusion
Location for Action

Paragraph Ten

postings
Anthro-L
archived
archived
period
several
months
access
archives

are a kind of message
is an attribute of postings
is a way to keep postings
is used to keep postings
is a stage of time in [keeping] postings
is a characteristic of months
are a kind of time time/date
is a reason for sending/getting archives
are a kind of [collection of] postings

getting archives is the result of sending the correct message to the Listserv:
message is a way to communicate communicate
transmissions are used to get/send archives
Transmissions are a way to get/send archives
Hope is an attribute of Listservers
enjoy is an attribute of you
Anthro-L is a way to enjoy
Anthro-L is used to enjoy
Ezra Zubrow is a kind of person
Zubrow[co-list] is a listowner
High Jarvis is a kind of person
Jarvis[co-lis] is a listowner
founder is an attribute of Zubrow
Manager is an attribute of Jarvis
Founder is a kind of base/beginning/root beginning
Manager is used to [look after] List

Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Means-end
Function
Sequence
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
rationale
Strict Inclusion
cause-effect
Means-end
Function
Means-end
Attribution
Attribution
means-end
Function
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Strict Inclusion
Attribution
Attribution
Strict Inclusion
Function
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APPENDIX D: STATEMENT OF BEING: SEMANTIC
CHARTS

SEMANTIC CHART # 1 - INTRODUCTION TO STATEMENT OF BEING: REFERENCE LINE:

BBS [inclusion]
Anthro-L - '{attributions}•—-—————'[rationale]

PURPOSE Statement of Being——————'[spatial]
Being \attrib] file [Anthro-l purpose]

existence
Appendix D: 1

SEMANTIC CHART # 2 - FULL PARAGRAPH # ONE - INTRODUCTION

LISTSERVER-———'[inclusion]-———-[attribution]———[function]—————[Location for action]———[spatial]
[function}——[sequence]- Anthro-L Anthropology manage [list] arena—[spatial] Zubrow
State U Zubrow[//?c/(/s/0/7/ Multidisciplinary Information 1

Time[inclusion] general Jarvis DISCUSSIONFjnclusion]——[attributes]
June/88 nature Zubrow Talk sub\ecy/nc/us/onj

supported runs Sciences Anthropology[/>3d]
social archaeology
hard{antonymy}

social
not hard = social

cultural

linguistic
physical
drifts

Appendix D: 2

SEMANTIC CHART # 3 - PARAGRAPH # 2 THE DISCLAIMER

LISTSERVER=ANTHRO-L———-————[inclusion}-—————[attributes]
members [inclusion]—— opinions—— [Antonymy]——[attributes]-—-[means/end]

subscribers VIEWS not reflect reflect disclaimer

ANTONYMY TO:

UNIVERSITY—-[inclusion]
Buffalo————[inclusion]

department [inclusion]
Anthropology-——[attributes]

opinion

LISTSERVER=ANTHRO-L———[function]
listowners——[attributes]

reflect
opinions—[Antonymy]

NOT reflect
Appendix D: 3
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SEMANTIC CHART # 4 - PARAGRAPH #2.

LISTSERVER=ANTHRO-L- —[attributes]—•
provides

—[inclusions]
Anthro-L—
List

-[attributes]
group—-[spatial]——————[attributes]

members senior faculty
subscribers [attributes]—————[inclusions]

backgrounds-[attrib] "they" [attributes]
wide feel
range post [attr]

'all" ——— [attributes] interest
welcome

POSTERS=PEOPLE——[means-end]
post———[inclusion]- .——————-———[attribute]

communication————[inclusion] behavior
information 'Behavior

KNOWLEDGE———[inclusion]
Information-——[inclusion]

post

DISCUSSION=TALK——[inclusion]——
List
Private

TIME ——[attributes]
current

———[attributes]
conducted- ——[spatial

private
List

———[sequence]
taken to

QUESTIONS=REQUESTS- -[attributes]——-—
Anthropological
current

—[spatial]———[inclusions]——[rationale]——[sequence]—[cause-effect]
Anthropology Research answers locate

EVENT: ———[attributes]—
current

Anthropological

-[spatial]
Anthropology

answers

OPPORTUNITIES-fattributes]—----- [spatial]
current Anthropology
Anthropological

Appendix D: 4

SEMANTIC CHART #5 -

ANTHRO-L=LIST=LISTSERVER ———— {attribute]
[rationale] ————— UNMODERATED — ~—
policy — [cause/effect]

Talk/Discussions. . . . .[attributes]
varied
interesting
series

Anthro-L [INCLUSION]
Subscribers- — —[attributes] -—— [inclusion]

indulge
THOUGHT —— [inclusion] — — ———

Anthropological

PARAGRAPH #3.

chosen-~[ca</se/e/fec(/ indulge
format freedom — [attribute]

complete

—— [attribution]
desire

—— [attributes]
lines
indulge

Appendix D: 5
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SEMANTIC CHART #6 - PARAGRAPH # 4

ANTHRO-L=LIST=LISTSERVER- —[inclusion}~———————[spatial}•—
Net member—-[inclusion] whole

-Location for Action-
attacks

—[rationale}
attacks

Reader—[inclusion]
You————-[attribute]

free
only
shy
Voice———[attribute]

heard
encouraged
taste—[attribute]

personal
intellectual

discard
sender

Poster——————[inclusion]
offender

Users——————[spatial]
most—— [attrib]

friendly
courteous

[Location for action}——THO\JGH'TS=POS7\NG—[/vnct/onJ-means/end]
i<xwn—[Antonymy] send ser\d[inc/usionj

not moderated discard command

[net member =] Writer——[attributes]
sender- -[attributes]

transmitter
original

purposesjatf/yfrtrfes/
malicious

Your—[attributes]
thoughts

MESSAGES=POSTINGS- —[cause/effect]-——-—[attributes]————[inclusion}—————————
ignore offensive Note————[means-end]
discard Net member—[inclusion]

someone-—
drop

-[attributes]
messages —[attributes]—

offensive

-[inclusion]
attacks [attrib]
ad hominem

—[inclusion]
attacks

own
permission Advertising

Offenses — -[attrib]
repeat

LISTOWNERS/WE-/atf/7Zx/tes/——-——_—-—_
ear———[attributes]———

sympathetic
hear

value
retain
option
cautioning
obliged
bar
considered———[attributes]

seldom
——[attributes]

bar———

———[means-end]
hear

-[means-end]
bar—[means-end]

members

•[attributes]
entirely
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Appendix D: 6

SEMANTIC CHART #7. PARAGRAPH # 5.

Listowners/We ——[attributes]
welcome
condone——[Antonymy]

do not condone
consider

Message=Postings=Thoughts- —[attributes]——
Anthropology
relevance

-[means-end]—————————————[inclusion]
publication——{inclusion] copy

advertising [attribution] ad
mass

LISTSERVER/BBS/ANTHRO-L/LIST Location for Action]—
Advertising

•[inclusion]
You [inclusion]-

Reader
-[attributes]

wish
post-[function]
kindly

copy
send

Appendix D: 7

SEMANTIC CHART # 8. PARAGRAPH # 6.

LISTSERVER/ANTHRO-UBBS/LIST—[spatial]-
versions—[attributes]
three
handy

.........[function]———————[Location for Action]—-
placed—[cause-effect] main Distribution List

main distribution

—[attributes]———[inclusion]
available net members-
main Distribution
addresses.... .[inclusion]

LISTSERV@ubvm
Format—[attrib]

default

-[cause/effect]
main distribution

-[inclusion]——[attrib]
You [inclusion] read

reader
senders [attrib]

name/address
original

those[attrib]
no time

receive

POSTINGS/MESSAGES——[means-end]-—
receive
get

—[strict inclusion]————
version——[inclusion]

daily lumped digest
Table of Contents—[attributes]
first attached
Second
third

-[attributes]
time
date
subject
# of lines

ACTION/BEHAVIOR-———[strict inclusion]
placed—[function]

Listowners
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receive—[means-end]
command

command—-[cause/effect]————--—[inclusion]—————[means/end]
net members get messages

send "set Anthro-l"
"Set Anthro-L
set anthro-l digest set anthro-l digest
set anthro-l index set anthro-l index

Appendix D: 8

SEMANTIC CHART # 9 - PARAGRAPH # 7

Messages = Posting[s]———[attributes]———[location for action]——[Function]————[strict inclusion]
archived FTP archive writing
available
3 months worth
Listing———————[means/end]———[Inclusion]

get Index Anthro-L
send[attrib]
COMMAND

List———[attributes]
readership ——[attributes]

largest
United States

The Category above Referred to as 'List' Is a Possible Error in Transmission. I Have Left it in Place for Later Discussion:
Errors like this One Add to the Analysis of Posting 'Form' Which Is at All Time Mediated by Machine.

Appendix D: 9

SEMANTIC CHART #10 - PARAGRAPH # 8

ANTHRO-L———[attributes]—[spatial]————————————————————————[means/end]
strives members~[spatial] Language..............[means/end]

countries —[attributes]———[inclusion] communicate
[good] dozen Americas [function] Language = Communicate

Europe
Asia
Members[incl]

English—[attributes] common
preferred

Others~[Antonymy]
[Attrib]welcome

not English

Forum—[attributes]—————[Location for Action]
international discussions

Appendix D: 10

SEMANTIC CHART #11- PARAGRAPH # 9
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READER WRITER——[attribute]—-—[sequence]—-——-[inclusion]
You-——[attributes] intended contact author

wish |
read [cause/effect]
consider —————[attribute]—————[inclusion] | permission

first think
remember

Reference———[means/end]———————[Spatial]——————[Inclusion]
make posting example—————[attribute]
citing | [Location] Anthro-L below

[Inclusion]——-——[Spatial]-———-—[function]-—————[attributes]
reference reference[s] read published
Message[attrib]

Subject header— TITLE = [attributes]———[inclusion]
serve Universal laws: D-N Neolithic

———[Cause Effect] Electronic Style; etc
[send] Distribution———[attributes]—————[sequence]™—————-———[cause]

widespread contact—[cause/effect] permission
check permission

Document————[attributes]——————[inclusion] information
Prototype [form] published manuscript———————————[spatial]——[location]

AUTHOR book-——————[attributes] files GABB
| [attributes]—-———[inclusion] out MECKLER

intended Graber, Robert authors———[inclusion]
Xia Li——[spatial]

xli@moose.uvm.edu Nancy B. Crane
ISBN 0-88735-909-X

Book - [means/end]
$15.00——attributes: US

Time,—[inclusion]
1993
15Feb
Neolithic

Place/Space————[Location for Action]———————————[means/end]———————————[spatial]
General Anthropology Bulletin Board General Anthropology Bulletin Board GABB
Meckler Westport

Appendix D: 11

SEMANTIC CHART # 12 - PARAGRAPH # 10

ANTHRO-L———[function]——————[inclusion]————-[attribution]———————[spatial]
projects———[spatial] Listserv engaged Danny Yee—[incl]-—[function]

TIME ~[sequence]~[location/action] Person compiling
present present Addresses-———[spatial]——[location for actionj-function

members members members
outside
[not] North America
[not] continental

Anthropologists————[attributes]
Biographies—-[attributes]-————[inclusion]

series writings

Documents———[inclusion]
file-——[attributes]————[means/end]—————————————[Location for Action]

available sending Listserver
Information commands—[inclusion] listserv@ubvm.bitnet

instructions ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu

.[inclusion]
WEDA-[Attributes]————-[Inclusion]______________________________________
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updated directory——[means/end]
expanded get

send
get anthro-l bio

Listowners
We———[attributes]

welcome
Appendix D: 12

SEMANTIC CHART #13. PARAGRAPH 11:

You-—[attributes]
interested

Document
Journal--[attributes]—[inclusion]

new electronic
electronic JWA—-[attributes]————[means/end]—————————[Location for Action]

available subscribe listserver to get
free command —[inclusion]

sub jwa last_name firstname
Appendix D: 13

SEMANTIC CHART # 14. PARAGRAPH # 12:

YOU-—[attrib]
feel
free———[attrib]

contact——[function]——[action]—————[means/end]
Information contact Listowners-————[incl]

antowners@ ubvm. bitnet
antowner@ubvm.cc.buffalo.edu

Appendix D: 14

SEMANTIC CHART # 15. PARAGRAPH # 13

I IQT__rincliisinnl—___•--- •--___—--__—___._________™.—_,_-__________.___________________'Flocstion/sctionl
members—————[means end] listserv@ubvm.bitnet

send———[attrib]—————————————[cause/effect] listserv@ubvm.cc.buffalo
command-[inclusion] subscribe

sub anthro-l last_name first_name removed
unsub anthro-l

Appendix D: 15

SEMANTIC CHART # 16, PARAGRAPH # 14.

MESSAGE= POSTINGS= ANTHRO-L fmeans/endl-——- [function]—————Sequence -----——— [inclusion]
___ ____archived ____archived_____ period_______archives—[rationale]
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transmissions transmission
Time/date
Months — attribute]

several
period

Listowners-————[attributes]——————[inclusion]
hope Ezra Zubrow——inclusion PERSON, attribute: Founder

Hugh Jarvis——inclusion PERSON, attribute: manager, Function: List

You—[attributes!——————[means/end]
enjoy Anthro-L———[function]

enjoy

Appendix D: 16
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APPENDIX E: CATEGORY INTEGRATION:
STATEMENT OF BEING

MAIN SEMANTIC CATEGORIES:

BBS ANTHROPOLOGY BEHAVIOR

Anthro-L
Listserver
List
Group
Being
views
provides
locates
Unmoderated
projects

Socio-Cultural
Linguistics
Physical
Archaeology
Research
Multidisciplinary
General
nature
supported
Sciences
requests
answers
events
relevant

Discursive Behavior Te
talk/discuss
Post
views
Thoughts
Voice
attacks
permission
communication
information
ignore
relevant
interesting

Techno-Behavior
discard
Commands
Get
Send
receive
FTP
placed
subscribe
copy

PEOPLE
Posters
Subscribers

Members
users
Danny Yee

Readers
free
shy
Voice
taste
read
consider
remember
think
contact
check

Writers
sender
transmitter
purpose
original
own
intended

LISTOWNERS
are PEOPLE who BAR MEMBERS[OTHER PEOPLE] -
Attributes of listowners: ears to hear, value,
caution, obliged, consider, welcome,
condone, manage, run, [not] views, hope
Hugh Jarvis
Ezra Zubrow

BEHAVIOR.
retain, options,

author ——--— Graber, Robert; Xia, Li; Nancy B. Crane
published
permission

Name/address
Anthropologists
biographies
enjoy
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UNIVERSITY TIME________POSTINGS
Buffalo current messages

present thoughts
1993 references I kinds of postings
15Feb archived
Neolithic publications——Journals

versions electronic
transmissions [get] free
advertising

Information daily
knowledge lumped
offensive digest
attacks publications—places to publish
time General Anthropology Bulletin

Board
date Meckler
subject book —ways to get: $15.00 US
# of lines —-ways to identify:
widespread ISBN 0-88736-909-X
Document "general anthropology

bulletin board"
Manuscript
distributed
Subject Header = Title: Universal Laws,

D.N. Neolithic;
Electronic Style...

SPACE-PLACE______TALK/DISCUSS_____LANGUAGE
arena Anthropology ENGLISH - preferred
forum Social Sciences Others - welcome

[hard] Sciences communicate
private

COUNTRIES series
Americas
Europe
Asia
North America
continental

SEGREGATING DOMAINS

[1] The BBS, Anthro-L is a place-space [forum, arena] where people [posters, subscribers,
members, users] gather to Talk-Discuss Anthropology [all aspects], the hard, and the social
sciences.

Synopsis:

The place-space, forum, arena is the BBS/Anthro-L; link to Domain BBS. {relationship: spatial}
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People talk/discuss Anthropology on the BBS Anthro-L. Talk/discuss is inclusive in Discursive
behavior, hence should be subsumed as a category under Behavior. {Domain}

Preliminary Domain List # 1:
BBS
People
Anthropology
Behavior
Place/Space

[2] Listowners are people who run the BBS Anthro-L., but they are NOT the same as Net people,
subscribers etc. Leave Listowners as a separate category linked to the Domain People.
Attributes of Listowners are specific to listowners; leave as attributive subcategory. [i.e. consider,
obliged, hear, value, retain, options, etc.] Note links to reader/writer attributes.

[3] Postings are something "sent" [sub-domain Techno Behavior] by People to the List {domain
Anthro-L] and thus to other people/members. There are many folk terms for postings, i.e.
Messages, thoughts etc., while the Posting category contains many sub categories such as
Publications, or kinds of postings. NOTE also links to Behavior such as the link "attacks". Attacks
are a kind of discursive behavior performed by People. Attacks also describe a certain kind of
posting. Leave Posting as a Domain. Posting = Domain.

Domains Refined # 1:
BBS
People
Anthropology
Behavior
Postings
Place/Space
Listowners

[4] University is a place-space. Subsume under previous Domain Space-Place. Space-place has
been linked to BBS-Anthro-L. University of Buffalo is related {NOT related] through Antonymy to
Anthro-L. Leave as inclusion under sub-category place-space, show Antonymy. Thus:

Domain = Space/Place
Main Category in S of B: [spatial] BBS/Anthro-L
Sub category: [spatial] University Of Buffalo [not] Relationship: Antonymy

[5] Time is something that is related to events, research, questions and answers in Anthropology.
(Domain). Time is also something that designates something about postings {when posted?],
publications, or books. All relationships are attributive between Domains, none are inclusive.
Leave Time as Domain.

Domains Refined # 2:
BBS/Anthro-L
People
Behavior
Postings
Anthropology
Time
Place/Space

[7] Language is something people use to communicate, communication is a Behavior engaged in
by people. Subsume Language under Behavior.
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[8] Behavior is something engaged in by People. Both categories; discursive behavior and
techno behavior can be subsumed under readers/writers hence People. However, many of the
behavioral attributes are also posting attributes. Leave Behavior as a Domain.

[9] Anthropology is that which is spoken about [Behavior] by people; Anthropological discourse is
what the "list" is about, Anthro-L IS the general Anthropology listserver, talk/discussion about
Anthropology is contained in postings. Anthropology as a Domain links into each and every other
Domain. Leave Anthropology as a separate Domain.

Final Domains:
BBS
People
Behavior
Postings
Anthropology
Listowners
Time
Place/Space

There are many attributive links between all 7 Domains.
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APPENDIX F: SEMANTIC RELATIONSHIPS

Immediately below I chart the dominant Semantic links in each paragraph of the Statement of
being. I have divided the "attribution" relationship into two dominant subcategories; "descriptive
attribution" and behavioral attribution". Descriptive attribution I apply to such statements as "it is
truly multidisciplinary in nature", while behavioral attribution represents a thing as doing or
feeling; "it frequently drifts into". Upon completion of the in-paragraph relationships, I will
consider the links between paragraphs. Note that in the chart below I have dispensed with
Antynomy. This semantic relationship will re-surface in the paragraph links.

TEXT

Chart 1
Chart 2
Charts
Chart 4
Charts
Charts
Chart?
Charts
Charts
Chart
10
Chart
11
Chart
12
Chart
13
Chart
14
Chart
15
Chart
16

TOTAL

STRICT
INCL.
1
13
5
11
3
13
5
20
2
6

16

6

2

2

3

3

111

ATTRIB
DESCR.
2
5
3
14
7
13
5
15
6
6

8

7

5

3

99

ATTRIB
BEHAV.

2
2 [ANT]
5
2
10
6

7

1

3

1

2

41

SPATIAL

1

2

6

2

1

2

5

6

25

CAUSE
EFFECT

1
2
1

3

4

2

13

RATIONALE

1

1

1
1

4

LOCATE
ACTION

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

6

1

2

17

FUNC.

2
1

1

2
1
1

3

1

2

14

MEANS
END

1
1

5
1
8
2
2

4

5

2

1

1

3

36

SEQUE.

1

1

3

1

6

Appendix F: 1

PARAGRAPH TRANSITIONS

1. BBS
2. BBS to Anthropology to Talk/Discussions. Important semantic relationship: descriptive
attribution.
3. The BBS and Anthropology and their attributes are NOT the University of Buffalo. Antonymy
4. BBS: People, Talk, Discuss, Anthropology on Anthro-L {spatial} using specific descriptive and
behavioral attributions.
5. People, Talk/Discussions, Postings. Behavioral [discursive]and descriptive attributes of
readers, writers, postings, Listowners.
6. Listowners.fDomain: People] Attributes. Main Category: Behavioral Attributes.
7. Listowners.fDomain: People] Attributes: Behavioral. Postings: Attributes: Descriptive.
Readers [Domain: People] Behavior: [techno through behavioral attributes] on BBS.
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8. On BBS net members [Domain: People] do certain things [Behavior: primarily descriptive
attributes [techno-behavior] ] to get messages/postings {Domain]. Means-end and sequence
relationships.
9. Messages/postings. Locations for action; means-end relationship to People, [net members]
10. People on Anthro-L are also [real time] located in many countries. [Place-Space] - sub
category of Anthro-L. Links people to Anthro-L AND to real-time addresses. Behavior: Language.
[ Behavioral attribute]
11. People [readers, writers] write postings [descriptive attributes] of a variety of kinds
[descriptive attributes] which should be treated in diverse ways [means-end], categories of
Postings.
12. Functions of People on Anthro-L, attributes [behavioral and descriptive]. Means-end
relationships to Postings [documents]. Listowners [behavioral attributes].
13. You, [People] relationship to Documents! Journals], electronic, sub category; postings, i.e.
posted material]
14. You, [People] {descriptive and behavioral attributes] and Listowners.
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APPENDIX G: THREAD PROGRESSION:
DATABASE

In order to follow each thread in sequence, I have itemized the postings below as if they took
place in a linear progression. This is not the case. Threads take place simultaneously within the
net community; some participants are involved in more than one conversation at a time.
Interspersed throughout the threads are the continuous stream of request and information
postings, as well as the jokes and errors categories. Note: M=Male posting; F=female. The fiest
speaker in each thread is designated as Ma [first male] or Fa [first female]. Each subsequent
speaker becomes b, c, d and so on. A speaker who has spoken previouly is designated by their
initial label. Thus if Fa speaks again further laong in the thread she remains Fa. Responses to
specific posting within a thread are indicated by the "resp to" [responds to] category in the table
below.

Thread
#

1a

2a

2b

2c

3a

4a

4b
4c

4d
4

4f
4g

4h

4i

4j
4k

5a

5b

5c

5d
5*

Posting Title

class persecutors with no
class
Sociology of Flaming # 1

Sociology of Flaming # 2 -
"Defensive Networking"
Sociology of Flaming # 3 -
"Loners and the Fake
Horde"

Pinsker on Newtonian
Models
Stephanie Nelson on
theory/postmodernism

Pragmatic and Theoretical
Pragmatic and Theoretical

Pomo polemics
Pomo polemics

Pomo Polemics
A summary of
postmodernism
"to Richard Robbins"

the anthropological avant-
garde
Marcus/Provost Lecture
the anthropological avant
garde

Dan Foss and AAA
meetings
Silencing the silencers

John O'Brien on
censorship
Dan Foss and the AAA
On pontificating

By

Ma

Ma

Ma

Ma

Ma

Ma

Fb
Mb

Fa
Ma

Me
Md

Me

Mf

Mg
Mh

Ma

Ma

Mb

Me
Md

Any
resp?
None

None

None

None

Yes

yes

yes
yes

yes
yes

yes
general

yes

yes

yes
yes

yes

update

yes

general
general

Resp
to
-

-

-

prev
data
Fa

Ma
Fb

Ma
Fa

Ma
List

Md

Me

Mf
Mf

prev
data

Ma

List
Me

Flame?

-

-

-

no

No

no
no

edgy
edgy

no
no

no

no

no
no

no

no

no

no
no

Content:

Discussion of flaming as
social control
Continues previous post -
cross comparison of nets
Concludes previous posts.
Excellent analysis of
flaming, control, power,
dominance
Response to posting thread
previous to this data base
Continued from previous to
data base, responds to
previous post on
postmodernism
continues discussion
Continues

Continues
Continues: forward defs
porno
continues
Bib Info on Pomo

please send more info on
prev. post
Please send more info on
George Marcus
Marcus lecture - me too
Marcus lecture

Foss's right to speak -
thanks for AAA info
Rueful look at his own
previous post
Humorous look at 5a

Academic censorship
Foss on his own rights -

Transfer
ms?

Yes:
pragmatic
and
theoretical
-
yes: pomo
polemics

Bib Info
-

-

-

Continues
past data
base into
major
flame war

End
?
X

X

X

-

-

-

-

X
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6a

7a

7b
7c
8a
8b

9a

9b

9c
9d

9*
9f

9g
9h

9i

9i

9k

10a

11a

11b

12a

13a

14a

14b

15a

16a

16b

Intensification: another
refinement
Laval Job Posting

Reply to Prof. Jorgenson
Laval Clarification
"new thread time"
Re: P.O. and emic/etic
stuff

KTLA vs. residents

KTLA vs residents

LA fires
Fires etc

LA fires again
LA fires again - re John
O'Brien

LA fires abated
LA area fires

LA fires

Oakland Fires Anthro-
View
Oakland Fires Anthro-
View

The Tribe

Chaos Theory and
Dynamical Systems
Chaos Theory and
dynamical Systems

another casualty of war in
ex-yugo
Annual Review of
Anthropology

oh no, not the Sphinx
again
The Sphinx

What would Habermas
Say?
Dead Birds

Flogging a dead bird and
debunking rumors

Ma

Mb

Ma
Mb
Ma
Mb

Ma

Mb

Fa
Fb

Ma
Ma

Ma
Fc

Me

Md

Me

Mb

Ma

Ma

Fa

Mb

Ma

Ma

Fa

Ma

Mb

None

to info
post

yes
yes
new
yes

new

yes

yes
yes

update
update

update
yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

new

none

none

yes

new

to
private
email

new

new

yes

List

to info
post Ma

Mb
Ma
-
Ma

Ma

Ma
9a,
9b
List
List

List
Ma

Ma and
List

Me

Me

Info. Ma

-

-

To info

-

Fa

-

-

Ma

no

iffy

ok
ok
ok
ok

ok

ok

LOk
ok

ok
ok

ok
ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

ok

humorous.

Query re hiring policy at
Laval directed to writer of
Info post: Job
Announcement. Do they
screen for Women only?
Clarification of hiring policy
Thanks for clarification
participant observation
Response to 8a - thread
slow this month continues
in next mo.
Info re LA fires from net
members in LA - part of
request post - becomes
thread
Info - fires and mutual
friends
Info - fires in LA
Fires in LA

Fires, friends cont'd
Update on family in LA for
list members. Family
checked on by Ma, update
on friends, also checked on
by Ma
Fires simmering down
Heartfelt thanks to Ma from
Fc for his monitoring of her
friends.
Thanks to Ma and
comments of the
anthropology of fires

Sociology and geography of
fires
Paper on Applied Anthro of
Fires: where to get, where
to be given
Humorous comment on Info
post
Chaos Theory, Systems in
Anthro- applications?
Update on 11 a, no
response here, picked up in
later data by list
comments on news re yugo

re: review policies for
papers - responds to info
posting
re news reports on CNN

Publically acknowledge
private email from Fa
correcting his source re
Sphinx reports
Attempts thread re
Habermas - fails
re; faking ethnographic
videos
in defense of videos, and
debunking rumors

LA Fires

-
-

Oakland
fire:
Anthro
View

-

-

-

-

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X
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17a
18a

18b

18c

18d

19a

19b

19c

19d

19*

19f
19g

19h
19i

19j

19k

20a

20b

20c

20d

Burundi Genocide
Division between Applied
and Academic

Division between Applied
and Academic

Division between Applied
and Academic

more shameless self
promotion
Media research request

define pornography

Media research Request

Define your terms

define your terms

Define your terms
Pornography

Porn
Porn Study

Pornography

Pornography

Free South Africa

don't follow the Pam
Leader on equality....

off line continuation of
Pam Leader nonsense for
e-research

The Foss Debate

Ma
Ma

Ma
+
Mb
Ma
+
Fa
Ma

Fa

Ma

Fa

Mb

Me

Ma
Fa

Md
Me

Fb

Fc

Fa

Ma

Ma

Mb

new
New

update

update

update

New

yes

update

yes

yes

yes
update

yes
yes

yes

yes

new

yes

yes to
private

yes

-

-

req. post
= thread

Fa

Ma

Ma

Fa

Fa
-

Fa
Fa

Fa

Fa

-

Fa

?

Ma

-

-

iffy

ok

ok

ok

ok
-

ok
ok

ok

ok

ok

??

yes

partial

plea for action
Discussion of the division
between Applied and
Academic Anthro- and how
employment in Applied is
said to jeopardize and
academic career, asks
why?
continues re 18a, forwards
post from friend on same
topic to entire list
continues re 18a, forwards
post from Fa on topic

discusses his upcoming
AAA presentation [Ma]
request for Info "please
respond privately -
becomes public thread
responds public, not private
as asked, tone of email a bit
iffy "define your categories"
appears to respond to Ma
by further defining
research, refers to private
emails received.
discursively nudges Ma
about attempted intimidation
in 19b, also gives info to Fa.
suggests 'native categories"

sorry for intimidation
findings on male/female
response
Categories: power/porn
19g: more on male/female
responses
Suggestions Interpretation:
male/female response
possible psychological difs.
male/female
New Constitution=free S.A.
= "glorious day"
dubious - is it a partial flame
or not? - question is asked:
how can new constitution =
free S.A. = glorious day;
implication: very naive;
academic reasons given for
contrary reading of
constitutional signing.
private emails rec'd by Ma -
rebukes for perceived ad
hominem attack on Fa,
rigorously denied by Ma,
comments that Ma's
academic reasoning
ignored, thread now about
"how things are said", has
sent private
correspondence to "e-
experts" on list for
comments, refs: Bigelow,
[M], Riner, [MJ, and Pinsker
[F].
response to email sent
privately by Ma by one of

Pornograp
hy

-

continues
past data

X

436



20*

20f

20g

20h

20i

20j

20k

201

20m

20n

20o

20p

Foss-iflcation

bozo asked for it, here is
the text of rumor with
comments

Re: bozo asked for it

Free South Africa

Reply to Mr. Foss
concerning Pam Leader's
discussion.

U.S.; ideology without
thinking.....

Foss

Look For It

Suggestions on peace
keeping on the list from
Bosnian people
Re: Look for it

Sewer Dweller, Poetics
and Flames

Apology to Pam Leader

Me

Ma

Md

Me

Mf

Ma

Mh

Ma

Ma

Mh

Mi

Ma

no

update

yes

yes

yes

no

yes

yes

no

yes

yes

no

list

private

Ma

Fa

Ma

Ma

Mh

no

ma

List

Fa

no

yes

yes

no

partial

no

yes

no

no

yes

no

no

the 'e-experts, Bigelow.
Finds that Ma has
exceeded acceptable
"ethical" limits of e behavior.
response by other e-expert,
[M] humorous support of
Foss, but very non-
committal
Ma goes public with private
emails sent to him by list
members and previously
sent to "e-experts" for
comments. Inserts his own
comments on comments
made re his "discursive
behavior"
Write of private email now
goes public. Attack on
Foss's discursive practice
and hence "who Foss is"
An entirely new aspect of
this thread, writer from
South Africa gives his
conception of the signing of
the constitution and S.A.'s
past and future. No
response
Note use of word
"discussion" in this title,
Ms. Leader has not spoken
[and does not during this
entire thread] Writer of
private email chastising Ma,
publically defends his
position.
Academic musings on
thread thus far. No
response. Note: at no time
does any net member
confront Ma's academic
discussions which are
detailed and thought
provoking.
has written ma privately,
has been referred to by Ma
in previous posts, now
attacks Ma's discourse
publically as being without
substance.
Dig some meaning from
this text, [not done - only
response follows in 20 m]
Mg
Further observations on
thread progression.....

re: 201 Totally
inflammatory
Support of Ma, and
laudatory of his academic
discourse
Although Fa has not spoken
again, Ma here publically
apologized for any
discursive discomfort. No
reply from Fa on list; Ma
never informs list of any

becomes
thread #
21 and #
22
and #23

X

X
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21a

21 b
21c

22a

22b

22c

23a

23b
23c

23d

23*
23f
23 g
23h

23i
23j

23k

23!

23m

23n

23o

24a
25a

25b

25c

25d
25*
25f

25g

25h
25i

Flame wars

Gait's request
Gait's request

Direct correlation

Correlational Oddities

Flame timing

Re: Anthro-L Digest

In a word, no
On Foss

Foss Again

Re: Anthro-L Digest
Re: Anthro-L Digest
Foss Again
re: Anthro-L Digest

Foss Again
Foss

Foss

Re: Anthro L Digest

Foss

Foss

Paying For Foss

Archaeological posting
Query

Cultural Elements and
Tension: Bisha

Cultural Elements and
Tension: Bisha
Tensions
Tension is a concept
Knocks in the Longhouse

tensions

dead dogs and road kill
tensions

Ma

Mb
Me

Fa

Ma

Mb

Fa

Ma
?

Mb

Me
Md
Me
Fb

Fc
Mf

Mf

Mg

Mh

Mh

Mi

Ma
Ma

Mb

Me

Ma
Mb
Me

Md

Me
Mf

New

yes
yes

New

yes

yes

New

yes
yes

yes

yes
yes
yes
yes

yes
yes

update

yes

yes

yes

yes

New
New

yes

yes

yes
yes
yes

yes

yes
yes

Ma
Ma

-

Fa

Fa

Fa
Fa

Fa

Fa
Fa
Fa
Fa

Fa + Me
Fa + Me

list

list

fa and
Me

Fa + Me

-
-

Ma

Mb. Ma

Mb
Ma
Mb

Mb

Md
Md

no

no
no

no

no

no

yes

no
no

partial

no
no
no
no

no
partial

no

no

no

no

-
-

no

no

no
no
no

no

no
no

reply.
Please mark flame postings
as flames for I.D. purposes.
I wish to delete
Supports 21 a
Admonishment to leave it
alone, and not to over react.
Stress and flames: Direct
correlation?
Support for Fa suggestion,
offers additional data
Also supports Fa

Tired of Foss; flames him
for "diatribes", does he
realize costs me $$$ and
time, get him off list.
humorous defense of self
Posted under a fake name
and e-address, suspect
written by Ma, also
humorous defense of Ma
postings habits
We like Foss, do not
attempt to exercise social
control.
Support Foss
Support Foss
Support for Fa re $$$$
I save a lot of Foss's
discourse
Save Foss. Brilliant
If too much $$ - you
unsubscribe
clarification of 23J - directed
at Fa he states.
very strong support for
Foss
very strong support for
Foss from Austria.....
supports again from
Austria. Try using
"NOMAIL" option
Support for Fa and Me

went to wrong list
Frederik Barth; cultural
streams, tension
concepts; disruptive forces;
should we discuss this
privately?
Please discuss publically,
very enjoyable
Discussion cont'd
Discussion cont'd
Structure, Violence, Social
Order
Social relationships,
patterns, structure, tensions
are integrative
Hey! define structure!
Cultural
features/analysis/scientificit
y

continues
past data

thread
continues
past
database

X

X
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25j
25k
251

25m

26a

26b

Structure
tensions
tensions and comparisons

reply to quigley

Italics

Italics

Mg
Mg
Me

Ma

Mb

Me

yes
yes
yes

yes

New

yes

Md
Mf
Mg

Me

Ma

Ma

no
no
no

no

-

-

well said!
Excellent! and how about....
disagree with some of your
analysis, how about.....
enjoyable critique....

re request: Italics. Format
[Mal
suggestions. ...and support
of Mb.

continues
past
database
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