From sacred Phallus to Brand to Image   


by Louise Gouёffic

(Disclaimer: My research, consisting of collecting 20,000 names embedding male-bias, seems to have no precedence.  To write about the large number of names as a whole system of communication in itself without having anyone's previous thinking on this area in language is difficult.  I apologize if I break academic protocols and rules.) 

Starting with the Sumerians naming the phallus supreme creator in 9000 B.C.E.1, using us, ah, u, el, etc., as names, patriarchy's 11,000-year-rule gave it enough time to brand the species mankind and create man's image to fit, allowing people to assume that being (hu)man is a theory. Thousands of names, symbols, concepts and ideas embedding man support the image that sacred Phallus exists. Other male attributes would also be named as having sacred value.  In time testicles, penis, semen, sex drive, desire, etc. were bestowed with a sacred value. When Phallus was named Supreme Creator belief in Phallus was established, it's sacredness marked by a capital letter. (Symbol god invented in 6th Century C.E.) A name standing alone, like Phallus, can't carry the whole meaning of what it is to be sacred.  
 
Phallus can't exist as sacred all by Himself. To deepen belief in Phallus, other parts of the male genitals also had to be seen as a sacred force in society. The image of male sex had to fit the Brand man,  done in, with and through language, names, symbols and concepts invented, based on the male role in reproduction, transmitting the male being as divine-by-holy-association with the sacred Phallus.  


Because no belief is in us at birth, belief in sacred Phallus is prescribed by name, imposed, in, with and through language, one name at a time, asserting and affirming certain and particular convictions one must hold, or ought to want to hold. But belief has little to do with evidence, facts, reality or truths about reality, as shown in my first paper. Patriarchy gave us outright lies about what we are in name, and this is "mankind consists of man and (wo) man," which is today, an absolute belief. (Wo)man is an empty name.  Patriarchal fiction. Unknown to us is that belief in mankind made many sapiens no longer curious enough about evidence, facts and truths in the reality of our species, to the extent that we now even believe in belief, that belief is as good as, if not better, than knowledge about ourselves.  


The conviction that we are mankind is deep. We believe mankind is absolute, correct.  In my first paper, Patriarchy's Language and our Species, we are clearly not mankind. Only the male is a man, and he's only half the species. The other, the not-male half in man, builds the illogical belief that the not-male half is inferior precisely because she's not-male. Fem, as fem, is not a real member, i.e., a man, in the species. To build such deep belief in man, patriarchy made a whole cast of supporting names that would convince our species that we were, indeed, mankind. 

Phallus could not continue to exist simply as Phallus. The idea of sacredness had to be expanded with details supporting it.  Phallus in 9000 B.C.E. (today, as God) had to have a supporting cast of names showing that it was, in fact, a divine and sacred organ. Time would play its part in buckets of doubt if He did not expand sacredness.  Doubts would enter if Phallus had no further support.  


Enter the male genitals, complete set, front stage, full Monty. Chapter 6 in Breaking the Patriarchal Code, titled "The Genitals of Speech."  The phrase first appears in a sentence, concluded from the examination of a few names, by Dennis Barron in his book, Gender and Language2. 

Testicles: theological name, living stones, biblical Peter is the stone upon which the church was built. Patriarchs placed their hands on their testes to show/swear they were telling the truth.  Whence testify, test, testament, testate, intestate, antestes and testimony, etc., names in use. Testo, to distinguish. Antestes refers to priests.  Potesta, power.  Etc.

Sperm: spermaticos logos, L. and spermticoi logoi, Gr., the sperm as word. Christianity: semen is the first principle of everything. Seminary, where men go to stud/y God. Seminal books, articles and thinking seem to imply profundity. Seme, a growing crop, Fr. semence, seme, minimal distinction, sememe, a word, semiotics, man-seth, a man's seed, sementis, a sowing, sementes, speiro, Gr., sperm, -> aspiro, to aspire, sporos, a sowing, spora, seed-time, semocracy, birth of mankind, semantikos, Gr., significant -> semantic, etc.  [His] seed is ideas, words, and new being. (study, from stallion, stud. Word, wor, fr. L., to A.S., wer, man.)    

Symbols using the morpheme men: Semen, omen, amen, tamen, nomen, name, lumen, light, carmen, song, numen, divine force, agmen, march procession, ecumen, hymen, acumen, flamen, specimen, menhir, menui, small precious stones, etc.  


Verpa, L. penis -> verbe, as in Le Verbe de Dieu, Fr., the Word of God, verpus, circumcised man, us - Sumerian name for Phall/us as in Jesus, Deus, Zeus, Phallus, etc., and ah, Sumerian name for Phallus, as in Allah, Ptah, Brahma, etc. Penis -> penus, a store house where seed are contained, innermost part of temple or sanctuary,  penas, L., guardian duties of household, penal, as in penal code, penitance, penance, pendo, as in suspend, penant, pensile, penser, Fr., to think, pendeo, to hang down, peniculus, little tail, etc.  Verge, Fr. penis, rod or staff as symbol of authority, plural, verges, the whips. Vergerie, Fr., sacristie, sacred part in a church, ver, from vir, L., man, verity, vernacular, verse, versatile, phallus - phallic, erect penis as head, encephalic, in the head, (linguistic technique - doubling of consonant, as in mater <-> matter, phallic <-> phalic.  Cephalic, husband as head, linga, Hindi, penis, lingo, lingua - linguistics, language. Linganusasana, Sk., doctrine of grammatical gender, tau, generative linga, lingasopha, swelling of penis, filosofi, love of man, etc.  

Mentula, L., male sexual organs, linguistic technique of varying vowels and consonants to express new logic -> mental, mentality, etc.  The incomplete lists show that the male genitals are, as Barron said, the genitals of speech. One might even ascribe  neurons and synapses existing in the male genitals. 

The incomplete lists above describe less than half the linguistic trickery done in making names based on male genitalia. The big stumbling block is that the names are seen or read in isolation of one another. Hardly ever does it happen that we see two or three at the same time, and when we do, we don't connect them because of the small number in isolation of the thousands of others. Thus, showing the length, breadth and depth of the effort patriarchy went to, to expand Phallus in language is hard to do.  Even my book Breaking the Patriarchal Code3, which lists 10,000 male-biased symbols, does not deal with all of patriarchy's embedded male-bias.  To do so would take a book of about 800 pages, not 258.  
  


There are no symbols in patriarchy carrying feme-bias. As fe+male she's the opposite sex, the not-male one. None of her attributes, including her mind, name her as having a role in making names and developing language, knowledge and civilization.  Yet, she speaks and uses language to the same extent as man. Anonymous as (wo) man and objectified as object in man, she submitted to man's language.  

The male genitals, being sacred, played a big role in developing language. Patriarchy used man to make and protect itself with the name as its Brand. The image of sacredness, an attribute of the male, supporting sacred Phallus, Supreme Creator, done to the point of over-kill, was developed in language. So like corporations declare themselves legally persons, so too, patriarchy can now call Himself a sacred person. He over-states his case.  Methinks he doth attest too much.  His testatorship exposes his phallic net of connected lies in bias. 

The Patriarchal Code is an octopus of symbols and names consisting of over 10,000 items of speech embedding male-bias. Most are seen and used in isolation of one another, which makes it hard for people to connect the messages made between them. It is only by looking at the code in a straightforward way and as thoroughly as possible that we will reawaken our curiosity as the two sapiens we evolved as, to be able to find solutions and build the will to change the biased names in language.  

Language is fluid. As sapiens we are much more intelligent and resilient than (hu)mans. Many male-sized names in language can be put into disuse.  As big as the patriarchal code is, the phallic-centred code can be reduced quite easily, and even fairly quickly.  Moreover, both sexes as sapiens, can cooperate and collaborate in making neutral names were necessary, inclusive ones where necessary, while keeping any specificity in names that carry truths.  ©2016
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