On the closing of Language International 

( Anthony Pym, November 2002

Just when I was starting to have fun! The closing of Language International leaves me, as more a reader than a contributor, disappointed. I rather liked the thing, as one rather likes a potential but distant lover. For an academic like me, Language International and its brethren have been fresh contacts with the world of techniques and money. It has taught me the manifold virtues of localization, far superior to the muddy models of translation I come from. This was also a world I might have been able to upset just a little, in the name of something like academic humanism. So let me leave with just a small parting shot. 


I like this place because its relations tend to be masculine. Bert Esselink and Bob Clark are men, as are their editorial predecessors. This has several advantages. For instance, when I get cigarettes from them at conferences, I don’t feel obliged to pay them back (as I do with women). The masculinity is certainly a camaraderie of boys-with-toys, playing with technology as well as gossiping about each other. It also has something to do with envisaging a future, one we will reach if we all look ahead and play in teams. Indeed, many of these pages have reminded me of the pep talks given by football coaches, as opposed to the genealogical critique in fashion in universities (you are what you have come from, not where you are going). This is a masculine world where training is not just the attainment of learning objectives; it is also motivation. I see all that as remarkably masculine, a healthy counterweight to a feminized academy. 


Agreed, there have been many women in these pages, notably Rose Lockwood and Sue Ellen Wright, who have been among the most lucid and forceful. Agreed, too, that the technological gender divide is another lieu commun that feminism is progressively helping to overcome. Yet my characterization concerns gender and values, not sex. When I move from academic translation studies to the world of localization, I do move between two quite different ways of interrelating, and those ways do have something to do with masculinity and femininity. 

Of course, if the labels offend, feel free to insert others in their place. I will be happy enough if consideration is given to how we relate to others in the presence of technology. I would like to have used these pages to talk more about those relations, about people, particularly you, technicians who like to be close to power. To balance the toys. Is it perhaps the masculinity of this place that has mostly excluded such considerations? No matter. That is where I would like to have tickled, given issues enough and time.  

