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Coding Scheme Based on Blaubergs (1980) and Parks and Roberton (1998) 

	Categories
	Definitions

	Cross-cultural
	The link between gender-fair language and an egalitarian society is doubtful. Countries with more sexist language do not have more sex discrimination, and countries with more gender-fair language do not have less sex discrimination.

	Sexist language is a trivial concern
	People should focus on more important forms of societal injustice than language, for example, on the “real” physical and economic oppression of women.

	Freedom of speech/ Unjustified coercion
	The proponents of linguistic change attempt to control or censure freedom of speech through, for example, publication guidelines.

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Sexist language is not sexist
	Sexist language is not sexist when there is no intention to be sexist. When words are perceived as sexist, the bias is not in the language used by the speaker, but in the person listening.

	Word etymology
	The original meaning of the word is the real meaning of the word, regardless of modern interpretations.

	Appeal to authority
	Authorities in the field of language, such as linguists or dictionaries but also teachers and family members, have a final say in what is the correct way to use language.

	Change is too difficult and unnecessary
	The current linguistic term is too deeply rooted in the language, the suggested change is too devious, or breaking a language habit is too difficult to justify implementing the change.

	Historical authenticity
	Rewriting literary works, historical documents, and idiom would damage them in terms of accuracy and truthfulness.

	Sexism is acceptable
	Men are superior to women, so it is acceptable if language reflects this. There are differences between women and men, and language should reflect this.

	Hostility and ridicule
	The topic of sexist language is ridiculous and potentially harmful. Proponents of gender-fair language are malicious.

	Tradition
	Language is the way it is and has been this way a long time, and it should remain unaltered.
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