Patriarchy's Language; Naming our Species      


by Louise Gouёffic     

Unhappy with some names about our species at a very young age, I started focussing on the area of language addressing specifically our species. I collected names identifying our species and the members in it. I wanted to see as many as possible of the names we use to identify one another and ourselves. I also wanted to see what the sum of these names did to individual and collective identities.   


As the names accumulated I began to see a pattern of bias. Seeing bias I knew I needed to take courses in logic and linguistics. Today I boast having two undergraduate degrees, B.A and B. Ed, and two audited ones, in Linguistics and Logic. 

In the10,000 names I collected 90% embed bias. After connecting the dots in the names-with-embedded-bias I found the messages in them disturbing. I consider myself a global citizen. I care very much about our species.  I hold that it is my duty to share as much as possible about what I found in the language we use with my fellow-sapiens.



We make language to communicate with one another. Making language is our unique talent. We evolved with the talent. What worries me is that English is becoming the global language of communication, culture, computers, scholastics and travel. English, first as Anglo Saxon, is a language that took in and adopted a vast store of patriarchy's biased messages and attitudes embedded in names we use to this day. 


The value of a language stands on symbols that name reality-as-it-is, experience-as-is, and the relationships of cause-and-effect correctly, etc. As a species that evolved with the capability to make sounds and give these sounds meaning, we are the makers of names. We make names to use, like bowl-makers make bowls to use. If some names we made do not do what they're supposed to do, then why are these names currency in language?


If a speech-maker makes a name carrying 'Q is also P', and maybe even, 'also R', the name transforms one into being a trust-breaker. The user breaks social and individual trust. It distracts from making evidence-based language and correct information useable to develop moral behaviour in our species.  


The value of a language is the truths it transmits. By truths here, I mean names we make that reflect reality, logic and experience, are scientific. We make language. We transmit truths in names we make about ourselves that push forward our trust in one another, or, we make names that transmit bias, break down trust, and build mistrust. 


In this article I discuss names that not only build systemic mistrust, but put our species on a destructive linear track of belief in bias. It has come to this: Belief in bias replaced the knowledge of facts about ourselves as a speech-making and speech-using species. Belief became better than knowledge. 


In my research I found that few before me had questioned what I am about to discuss here. There are few, if any, sources from which to quote and build on.  I could be accused of presenting a standalone argument. But there's nothing wrong with such an argument if it stands on an irrefutable premise, not articulated to date.  


I assume the names used globally in English today, given to us about what our species is during patriarchy's 11,000-year rule, from 9000 BCE to 2015 CE, as the names for our species, is a theory. The global usage of the names leads me to assume this.  


I learned in logic that a theory is a related set of concepts, the summary and synthesis of what is known about, in this case, our species, is based on clear well-defined premises. If it is not, then, it's up for trial. Names carrying bias can't be used in premises. Bias, in names, simply raises the value of belief in bias. They do not impart knowledge.

I assume then, that since our species is named as being human and the members in it man and woman, that being human is a theory. The reduction of the knowledge of ourselves to the basic idea that we are "human" ought to be presented in a way that shows the underlying relationships between facts that had name-makers, whoever they were, make the name human as a rightful, evidence-based with a logical-cause-and-effect relationship to be used.


The defenders of being human, however, do not provide a premise upon which they base their theory. They do not explain how the names man and woman came about. What, precisely, does "being human" mean? What does belief in "being human" do for us? Is "being human" knowledge, or belief? Do the names enhance us as minded beings?

Before going any further, let's look at the names that were in existence up the 11th Century. They were very different then. The male named himself wer, as in werewolf, and the other named herself fem. The male named his sex maal and the other named her sex feme[1] Up to the 11th Century we were sapiens. Several concepts were based on being sapiens.

In the 11th Century patriarchy renamed wer, man, and fem, wo/man. In the 13th Century a poet changed feme to fe+male to make his couplet rhyme with male.[2]  It appears patriarchy accepted this mutilation. The name is in full usage to this day.   


Also, in the 13th Century the name human was coined. Hu/man replaced the old name sapiens.[1] It is to be noted that up to the 11th Century patriarchy had already been ruling for 10,300 years, since 9000 BCE. The old names were put out of usage. The masses, mostly slaves and serfs in fiefdom, illiterate and uneducated, were made to use the new names. 

Up to the 11th Century trust in the facts that the species consisted of the feme speech-maker, fem, with the male speech-maker, wer, as sapiens, were a species that evolved with two members having the capability for making many sounds and giving them meanings. It was likely not as articulated as this because the oral tradition, even as late as the 11th Century, was still general. Literacy was not widespread. 


After the 13th Century, our species was defined as: man consists of man and woman, as human. Right away, one sees the repetitious use of man in the names for both sexes, and the general category of what the species is as a whole.  

Why man for all categories?  Few, if anyone, have asked this question.
      
The irrefutable premise upon which my whole argument stands on is: 

                        Being man in reality entails only being male. 
1, There's no such entity as a not-male man, 2, man cannot be both male and not-male, 3, named (wo) man this being is not/cannot ever be a man, and 4, popular belief in the nonsense two men of opposite sexes is universal. We can see from this that male is the measure of all, the not-male one is, well, not-male. Opposites: one, not-one, +1, -1. Herein lies patriarchy's evil intent to commit femicide by language. Since language expresses culture, it is cultural femicide. 

We can now safely say that the Lords in patriarchy, with their systems of feudalism and slavery in place, were the culprits who did the renaming. To guarantee their power, wealth and control in their Lordships, the Lords made names to serve their own self-interest. 

There are so many problems for logic in patriarchy's man that it requires many more pages than this article allows. I will describe only a few. 


1, Man is named as being two: man(kind) consists of man and woman. Man is both. But woman is not male. So what does wo added to man do? The precise definition of wo +man: a man that's not a man. She exists as a not-male man. Truth. No evidence need be presented. 


2, Man, now two, is also both male and not male. Q is both Q and not-Q, and also P, in 'wo'.  Male is both male and not male, and 'wo', in man. 1 = 2, or 3, because 2 = 1. Any old crazy math will do. 


3, When he's not-male he's (wo)+man. That is, when he's a man that's not a man, he is wo+man. Any old crazy logic will do. Q is and is not Q, and also P, in an 'is-and-is-not' law in 2 = 1, bringing a mysterious aura of superiority around the name man. The illogic keeps one swirling in nonsense. It stops us from seeing what is actually the case.  Confusion of this magnitude has likely affected much mental health.  

4, Does the theory of the species being human rest on being male? How does one define being male in view of fe+male, implying a male that's not-male, reinforcing Q is and is not Q? Circularity is OK too. Relationships from cause to effect get twisted. And how does one explain a not-male (wo) manhood causing femininity? Ouch!

How does one get from, cause, a man-that's-not-a-man, to effect, femininity? 

Does a not-male man exist in reality? If so, then seeking facts about our species is in both being men. The Truth in two men of opposite sexes keeps putting us back to the starting point. Being man is the focus, with sex heavily prescribing the male difference between the man that is a man, and the man that's not a man. How is this working for us?   


In being sapiens, the focus is on mind because both sexes are defined, and seen, as being both speech-makers. Speech-making for speech-using implies activity of mind. Sex is the complement of mind in the organ that is the body. When we make names to use the talents in  mind and sex are mobilized through intellectual and physical energy. 

So this raises a disturbing question: did patriarchy wish fem would evolve with little or no mind? It would seem so. In their store of male-embedded bias they categorized her as an object. She had to be a not-male-man-as-object in man-who-was-the-mind. It's just that in renaming fem (wo)man mind got short shrift in both genders.  

What is the basic premise in mankind as theory that rests on the principles of evidence as seen in reality? When being man is being only male, it tells us, that as part of the species he is the whole species, being both as the only being that is male. This is hidden in the trick of embedding man in the names for all three categories. 

5, Part = whole in 2(or 3) = 1 because Q is and is not Q, and also P. A string of illogic fitting into a seeming whole makes us believe in nonsense. Truth, for thousands of years. 


Wo, fe and hu do not change man, male, into man, not-male. Sounds don't change physicality. An apple called apfig, by 2 billion people, for 8,000 years, does not make the apple an apfig. So, what are wo/man, fe/male and hu/man all about? Adding 'hu' to man pretends to include two men of opposite sexes, it justifies the bias. Arrogant superiority in value in being male is assumed and imposed in blatant, confident, unabashed male-bias in names.  


The bias is writ big in almost all disciplines concerning our species and our cosmos. It had destructive effects on our species. 

1, Bias became better than evidence. Just believe. 


2, Belief became more important than seeking facts to acquire knowledge about ourselves. 


3, The most destructive is that we all suffer widespread mistrust of one another due to the million golden-lordly cuts in logic aimed at the mind. Hatreds are in its anti-social power-bloated-ego's in men with power-over-others, no longer called Lords. Misogyny, racism, homophobia, imperialism, wealth, conflict, class, nationalism, militarism ... control at any cost. 


4, Language is easily manipulated to fit self-interest. Any old bias fits. 


5, Language communicating bias, believed, blocks knowledge. Belief becomes knowledge, fused into one like man and woman are fused into man. This is the trap patriarchy became very good at, and Lords used it to the hilt. 

What patriarchy did not bother to see is that their language would harm both genders and the whole species. 


We never, ever, were two men of opposite sexes. Fem can't be men anymore than giraffes can be elephants. Besides, there are 6 to 8 sexes in our species, not just 2. 

We never, ever, stopped being sapiens, two speech-making animals who evolved with the capability to make and use sounds to name reality, experience, and what we see in our living space. The irrefutable fact here, is: Fem, as fem, can make and use sounds as names to the same extent as men. 


The day we were taken off the track of both being our own name-makers, to be instead both men made by Lords for Lords, the disease of mistrust started to ravage our species. Mistrust plagued us with hatreds, violence, prostitution, wars, pornography, obscene wealth, power-grabbing, belief, extremism, rationalism, greed, objectivism, more greed and abject poverty ... all the way to being a dysfunctional species on the false track of being human.    


Mistrust, bred in the religion of man, a.k.a., patriarchy, is the core of the organized religions set up in patriarchy for patriarchy by patriarchy. The most powerful Lord Father called sin that which goes against the god man. The circular inbreeding of illogic in man-as-two-opposite-sexed-men churns out its repetitious messages in books, songs, logos, sociology, politics, philosophy, law, history, institutions and society until it is veneered to a blinding shine by a hard golden lacquer of goodness, to wit, virtue, 'vir' L. man, and mansuetude, gentleness, in the world and universe, wor and ver, L. man, male, whole species. Anthropology, the study of man, anthro, from Gr. andro, man, is telling. 

The reason why Lords could not admit that being human was a theory is because it had no premises upon which to test its principles. It was the unabashed bold-faced confident mysterious assumption of the superiority of Lords. Confidently repeated. Generation after generation. For generations. 11,000 years. With a cast of 10,000 names embedding male-bias imposing it as Truth. 

There is so much that is false in the theory-of-man-that's-not-a-theory that it boggles the mind why it was not questioned and analyzed before now.  It may be that patriarchy so poisoned  name-making that we became immune to its debilitating effect, the virile sex calling the shots, down-playing mind as having less value, with its destructive confusions, in Q is and is not Q, 2 = 1, etc. 

Sapiens, on the other hand, names the wisdom in the talent for making names, the wisdom that sees fem and men as partners in the development of language, knowledge and moral society. It's no wonder the first thing written off under the flag humanity was the sapient right to factual and correct information. Educating people with facts cannot and could not be, and never was, a human right. The very name human carries the nonsense of two-opposite-sexed-men in man, 2 = 1. 


Yet today we believe implicitly in man as man and woman. Truth. We comply.  Big Daddy says it's not OK to be rational and moral individuals ...  If we don't comply, he'll just raise an army, pound the hell out of us and rape our little girls ...and (wo) men. My Daddy, he the One-and-Only True Daddy. 


In the language we use to this day, 10,000 names embed male-bias carrying the assumed theory of man on a golden lacquer called Truth. Listed in Breaking the Patriarchal Code3 it made man unassailable. Belief  without question. The command: Don't learn facts. Don't analyze. Just believe. He'll take care of you from womb to tomb. Yes, I'm angry about the bias patriarchy made us believe in. 
I'm a fem. I'm a sapien. I'm a minded being to the same extent as man. ©2016
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