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ABSTRACT 

Recently, network theory has been used to analyze the formal syntactic and semantic 

properties of written texts to explain the development of language (Solé et al., 2005; Mehler  

2002, 2007). This approach, while foundational and a highly innovative use of network science 

methodology, neglects the social and cultural pressures affecting language in interaction, a 

central focus of sociolinguistics and linguistic anthropology (Hymes, 1974; Goffman, 1981; 

Gumperz, 1982; Woolard, 1989; Lippi-Green, 1997; Goodwin, 2006; Mendoza-Denton, 2008; 

Hill, 2009). The influential work of M.M. Bakhtin (1981) frames speech as an emergent social 

process inflected by shifting patterns of negotiated meanings. As Hill (1986) observed “the 

enormous impact of Bakhtin’s work, already felt with earthquake strength in literary 

studies…[is] now beginning to appear with equal force in the anthropology of language” (1986, 

p. 89).  

      The aim of this research is to test the conjecture that by expanding the frame of language 

network analysis to include the social context of speech, the emergent properties of heteroglossia 

predicted by Bakhtin will be clarified. This analysis builds on prior research on language in 

interaction, drawing from sociolinguistic analysis (Sacks et al., 1974; Atkinson & Heritage, 

1984), word frequency (Nelson et al., 2004; Mendoza-Denton et al., 2003), and network analysis 

(Barabási & Albert 1999; Bearman & Stovel 2000; Solé et al., 2005; Mehler, 2007; Mehler et al., 

2010; Newman, 2010; Barabási, 2012).  

According to Bakhtin, heteroglossia emerges as speakers “appropriate the words of others 

and populate them with one's own intention” (1981, p. 428). This multi-sited doctoral research 

investigates the speech of butchers through participant observation, work place interactions and 
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interviews, with a focus on references to blood. Some of the meanings that become affixed to 

blood are due to historical and popular culture understandings of this signifier, while other 

salient features derive from subject positionality and community of practice (Lave & Wenger, 

1991). This work provides a snapshot of all of these processes at work in the speech of an 

occupational community of American butchers. I show that the butchers in this research 

constitute a community of practice and that they exhibit a high degree of similarity, both in 

cultural background and also in linguistic practice. I argue that in contrast to densely cultural and 

semantically loaded popular understanding of blood, the butchers in this research primarily 

exhibit little dialogicality in discourse, preferring primarily, referential usages of blood 

terminology. 

Additional results of this analysis show that including the social context has significant 

effects on the conceptualization of both semantic and social networks, in comparison with 

networks derived exclusively from written texts. By examining what constitutes a sociolinguistic 

variable (Labov, 1966, 1972b, 1994; Rickford, 1986; Eckert, 2000, 2012; Kiesling, 2004; 

Mendoza-Denton, 1996, 2008; Wolfram, 1984, 1991) as a unit of analysis, this work expands 

upon the current research to posit a methodological middle ground, between micro and macro 

linguistic features. 
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Table 0.1: Transcription Conventions 
 
Transcript Symbol Description 
(.) Pause in speech 
... Speaker trails off 
, Slightly rising pitch/intonation, slight pause 
? Rising pitch/intonation 
XXXXX Laughter pulses 
[…] Material not reproduced in example 
“ “ Reported speech or voicing another individual 
  

 

Throughout this doctoral work, pseudonyms are used for all individuals, excluding the 

occasional public figure (celebrity, political figure, etc.). All of the fieldsite locations and 

businesses also have pseudonyms. Their geographic locations have been slightly obscured to the 

general area of the Southwestern portion of the United States. I have chosen to protect all of the 

research participants’ privacy and tried to maintain confidentiality, even though all of the 

individuals in this research gave consent to use their full legal names. I have done so in light of 

the fact that the occupation of butcher is frequently the subject of intense moral scrutiny and 

public shaming, both by individuals and organizations.  
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INTRODUCTION 
 
 Recently, network theory has been used to analyze the formal syntactic and semantic 

properties of written texts to explain the development of language (Solé et al., 2005; Mehler et 

al. , 2010). This approach, while foundational and highly innovative, neglects the social and 

cultural pressures affecting language in interaction, a central focus of sociolinguistics and 

linguistic anthropology (Hymes, 1974; Sacks et al., 1974; Goffman, 1981; Gumperz, 1982, 

Atkinson & Heritage, 1984; Goodwin, 2006). The influential work of M.M. Bakhtin (1981) 

frames speech as an emergent social process inflected by shifting patterns of negotiated 

meanings. As Hill (1986) observed “the enormous impact of Bakhtin’s work, already felt with 

earthquake strength in literary studies…[is] now beginning to appear with equal force in the 

anthropology of language” (1986, p. 89).  

This multi-sited doctoral research investigates the speech of butchers through participant 

observation, audio and video recorded work place interactions and semi-structured interviews, 

with a focus on references to blood. Some of the meanings that become affixed to blood are due 

to historical and popular culture understandings of this signifier, while other salient features 

derive from subject positionality and community of practice (Lave & Wenger, 1991). This work 

provides a snapshot of all of these processes at work in the speech of an occupational community 

of American butchers. 

 According to Bakhtin, heteroglossia emerges as speakers “appropriate the words of others 

and populate them with one's own intention” (1981, p. 428). This research is an attempt to shift 

the analysis of heteroglossia away from a semiotic occurrence-based phenomena to a systematic 

investigation of the production of multivocal language in face-to-face interactions, through the 

collection of empirical data from butchers’ speech. This research draws and expands on four key 
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areas: 1) multivocality (Bakhtin, 1981; Hill, 1985, 1986, 1995, 2009; Morson & Emerson, 1990; 

Ronkin & Karn 1999; Blommaert, 2004; Chun, 2004, 2009; Schwartz, 2011), to provide the 

foundational theoretical framework for this study and to understand the potential of cross-

community intertextuality and how common linguistic reference points are mediated, 2) 

sociolinguistic notions of what constitutes a variable (Labov, 1966, 1972b, 1994; Holmquist, 

1985; Rickford, 1986; Eckert, 2000, 2012; Kiesling 2004; Mendoza-Denton 1996, 2008; 

Wolfram, 1984, 1991); 3) community of practice theory (Lave & Wenger, 1991; Eckert 2012, , 

Mendoza-Denton, 2008), to expand upon and investigate notions of communities bounded 

through language practices, and 4) network science (Travers & Milgram, 1969; Freeman, 1979; 

Padgett & Ansell, 1993; Wasserman, 1994; Watts & Strogatz, 1998; Barabási & Albert, 1999; de 

de Castro & Grossman, 1999; Bearman & Stovel, 2000; Barabási & Oltvai, 2004; Borgatti, 2005; 

de Nooy et al., 2005; Solé et al., 2005; Newman et al., 2006; Butts, 2008a,b; Borgatti et al., 

2009; Mehler et al., 2010; Newman, 2010) to explore the potential relationship between actors 

and discourse. The results of this analysis show that including social context has significant 

effects on the conceptualization of both semantic and social networks, in comparison with 

networks derived exclusively from written texts. 

 In addition this research contributes an ethnography of heritage butchering that explores 

both traditionally anthropological ethnographic research practices and exploratory visual 

anthropology to include the day-to-day interactions and semi-structured interviews from the 

research participants. And finally, this doctoral research analyzes large-scale public discourse 

that contributes to media frameworks and public understandings of the culture and occupation of 

butchering. The result of these aspects of this research include a short visual ethnography 

(Stinnett, forthcoming) that documents personal stories and captures workplace interactions in 
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order to shed light on the occupational experiences and histories of what it means to be a heritage 

butcher in the Southwestern United States, with the intention of being screened in introductory 

courses in linguistics and anthropology as well as to the public. 

Discourses of Blood 

The seed idea for this research stems from multiple sources encountered throughout my 

academic training, but initially from my reading of Mintz’s (1985) Sweetness and Power. Mintz 

invoked the concept of a singular topic of focus, instead of a particular culture or group of 

people. Mintz’s (1985) investigation of sugar and the resulting historic, economic and socio-

cultural practices that surround the production and consumption of sugar gives primacy to socio-

economics, whereas this research does not focus on the economic practices surrounding blood or 

butchering, but instead on the linguistic practices invoked by both. By focusing on a singular 

topic of inquiry, I endeavored to devise a methodology to track language phenomena as it 

circulates in communities, in order to tease apart the claims made by Bakhtin (1981) about 

multivocality and cultural context. My original aim was to compare the specific concept of blood 

across three historically and practice-oriented occupational fields: that of butchers, barbers and 

surgeons. Yet, this task was too vast to investigate within the research framework of a doctoral 

degree, and thus need be narrowed down to a reasonable and in-depth investigation. 

Butchers were chosen as the primary research population for a number of reasons, 

primarily due to their daily corporeal experience with blood throughout their workday. 

Additionally, small-scale, niche, heritage butchers are often embedded within a traditional 

craft/trade culture that frequently stems from a familial tradition and thus carries a potential 

historical language component, addressed in Bahktin’s (1981) understanding of language 
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production. The occupation of butchery also provided a specific and shared community of 

practice, which also implies shared linguistic practice in day-to-day workplace settings.   

In order to preserve the comparative aspect of the initial research question of tracking a 

specific linguistic form, I chose to investigate three separate fieldsites of small-scale heritage 

butchers in the Southwestern portion of the United States. By focusing on a single concept across 

three related and shared communities of practice, isolated language practices specific to a single 

group (or persons) could be considered and identified as such, and ideologies shared across  

these butchers could be identified. Choosing the term blood as the focal point of linguistic 

investigation instead of a more traditionally anthropological approach to research - that of a 

specific culture or group of people - combined with the benefits of network analysis provides a 

new tool for analyzing language processes in context and in relationship with each other. This 

has implications about the mechanisms of cultural and linguistic transmission and circulation of 

culture and identity (Spitulnik, 1996; Blommaert, 2004; Lee & Li Puma, 2002). Furthermore, 

using network science to examine language practices in interaction, provides a new analytic tool 

for exploring the relational and conceptual factors of language that goes beyond traditional 

transcription discourse-based analysis, primarily utilized in sociolinguistics and linguistic 

anthropology. Complexity theory and network science provide the benefit of assessing and 

optimizing ‘big data’ sets, while providing critical anthropological and cultural contextualization, 

not only applicable to fieldwork data, but also extrapolated to the arena of public discourse. 

Chapter content descriptions 

The Ethnographic Sites: Butcher culture & linguistic practices 

In chapter 1, I provide a cultural and linguistic ethnography and in-depth description of 

the three fieldsites and butchers associated with this research. I give an initial account of my 
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attempts at establishing contacts within the meat industry, followed by a macro-social 

contextualization and explanation of the meat industry at large. This description sets the stage 

and provides background structure in situating my field research. I provide a detailed account of 

each of the three fieldsites, Javelina, Buffalo, and Watusi, that includes facility size, number of 

butchers, daily practices and work experiences. These details are bolstered by explanatory 

butcher interview transcripts and ethnographer observations during my 18 months of research.  

The second portion of the chapter is dedicated to exploring and analyzing butchering as a 

cultural community. This section also draws from interviews and participant observations 

gleaned while conducting fieldwork and reflect a further situating of data in context to the 

macro-social background. The main themes explored relate to 1) heritage butchering as a shared 

familial background and history, 2) how in-group and out-group ideologies formulate 

interactional cues and behaviors, primarily linguistic practices, 3) how butchers interact with and 

perceive their positionality as practicing ‘death workers,’ and 4) how gender norms and roles 

affect the social interaction in this occupation. I connect large-scale macro cultural processes 

framed by national discourses and information about butchers and the meat industry, to the 

individual research participants daily experiences and linguistic practices. 

Butcher Discourse Data Collection & Methodology 

Chapter 2 provides a detailed account of the kinds and types of anthropological and 

linguistic methodology used in this doctoral research. The chapter is divided into two primary 

sections, with the first addressing the methodological components of fieldnotes, word association 

task data collection and its preliminary statistical outcome, the collection of occupational 

vocabulary, and network science methodology. The network science methodology section briefly 
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addresses the innovative narrative network analysis methodology utilized in this research, and is 

addressed more completely in Chapters 4 and 5.  

The second section of this chapter details the visual methodologies utilized during data 

collection, including a brief background on visual anthropology methodology and its application 

during fieldwork. Techniques include data collection methodology of photographic 

documentation, participant observation, work-place interactions, semi-structured interviews and 

b-roll footage collection. The chapter concludes with a brief description of the resulting visual 

ethnography about the culture of butchering. 

Blood, Butchering & Anthropological Theoretical Perspectives: A Literature Review 

Chapter 3 provides the background and motivation for the type of analysis presented in 

this dissertation. I ground this particular research in current and relevant literature on blood from 

various anthropological and related fields in order to formulate the distinctive position this 

doctoral research is engaging with. In similar form, I also ground relevant research about 

butchering as an occupation and culture, to provide a background of evidence that formulates the 

context for the fieldsites and persons with whom I interacted and from when I collected data.   

Furthermore, Chapter 3 outlines the most important theoretical features addressed in this 

research. I present the framework for the linguistic anthropological conception of voicing 

(Bakhtin, 1981), which provides the basis for motivation of this research. I additionally address a 

heavily debated topic in sociolinguistics of what constitutes a variable and posit an innovative 

unit of analysis. This is followed by a review and contextualization of community of practice 

(Lave & Wenger, 1991) as it pertains to defining a fieldsite or community. Community of 

practice is relevant to address within this research, as it addresses the units of analysis and scale 

from with which this research derives its data. Lastly I provide a brief explanation of network 
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science and its application to language processes to support following analysis chapters, which 

rely heavily on network science methodologies and conceptualizations.  

Language & Narrative Network Analysis of Blood Terminology In Cultural Context 

In Chapter 4, I turn to a network analysis of blood and blood-related discourses from the 

language data collected during fieldwork. I provide supporting data to provide a cultural 

background and snapshot of the language processes I encountered during data collection. These 

processes are relevant to the overall conceptualization of blood by my research participants. This 

is followed by a brief review of Solé et al.’s (2005) text-based network analysis and my similar 

speech-based network analysis via transcribed interview narratives. I argue that while there are 

similarities in structure and overall performance between the two networks, anaphoric 

substitution greatly alters meaning in context during speech-based language production. This 

discovery spurred a re-tooling of coding strategy for the totality of blood related data collected 

during fieldwork. I present mid-level linguistic features connected to social phenomena as a unit 

of analysis. This is depicted in a series of network graphs and followed by a discussion section 

that highlights key theoretical insights in utilizing this new scale of analysis. 

Public Discourse, Media & the Perceptions of Butchers  

In Chapter 5, I present evidence from a network analysis stemming from research 

participant interactions pertaining to the public’s perception of butchers and butchering as a 

profession. I explore evidence from transcribed interview narratives from butchers, in which they 

portray themselves as being represented in mass media unfairly and inaccurately. This is born 

out in their daily interactions with the public and their own experiences in the consumption of 

mass media. The second portion of the chapter presents data collected and analyzed from the 

Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA) (Davies, 2008-) database over a 20-year 
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time period, including a detailed accounting of coding factors, variables and exemplars from the 

data set. This is followed by several network graphs, that explore and present data supporting 

with the research participants’ initial claims. I conclude that the butcher narratives parallel public 

media discourses on two particular variables: butchers are directly associated with tropes about 

violence and butchers as directly associated with culinary tropes. 

Finally, in the last section, I summarize findings and assess some of the methodological 

and theoretical implications of my research and analysis. I also suggest some direction for future 

research endeavors. The appendices include a list of butcher related occupational vocabularies, 

an ethnographic film poster, as well as a number of remaining network visualizations with brief 

descriptions. 
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CHAPTER 1:  THE ETHNOGRAPHIC SITES: 
BUTCHER CULTURE & LINGUISTIC PRACTICES 

 

My First Break 

 In the process of locating a research fieldsite I began calling around and emailing any 

meat processing facility I could locate1 in Arizona, New Mexico, California, West and Southern 

Texas, Colorado, Nevada and Utah, whereby I was summarily ignored or at best told ‘we don’t 

do that.’ I went to the few grocery stores in my area that had meat cases, where I came to the 

realization that few, if any, grocery store butchers had actually worked in a harvest or processing 

facility. The next location on my list to try was the local farmer’s market. I walked around 

looking at the various stalls, locating the meat sellers, circled a few times and got up the nerve to 

talk to a tall thin man with a snap-up rancher style shirt, glasses and a cream colored straw 

cowboy hat, advertising locally processed lamb and goats.  

 I inquired if he was a butcher and where his meat was processed and briefly told him 

about my project. He was friendly, gave me his card and said that he was indeed a butcher. I 

learned his name was John and that he raised and processed his own lamb and goats as well as 

worked for the Watusi facility during the weekdays. He suggested I ring his full time boss to get 

an interview. Emboldened by this relative success, I rang the following day (a place I had 

emailed and rang before) and was able to schedule a meeting with an older barrel-chested ox of a 

man. He was suspicious when I explained my research project but said I might be able to go up 

with a few of ‘the guys’ to a large packinghouse a few hours away, the following week for ‘a 

look see’.  

                                                
1	  Most	  meat	  processing	  facilities	  do	  not	  advertise	  themselves	  as	  such	  and	  can	  be	  difficult	  to	  find.	  
2	  ‘Health food movement’ serves as a gloss for healthy, natural, organic, local, food markets in the US.	  
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 Much later I realized this ‘invitation’ was either an attempt to scare me away or test my 

mettle, as it were, depending on the point of view. I met the guys about half-way, as they ‘forgot’ 

I was joining them and rode the rest of the way in the extended cab of a pickup truck with two 

youngish men. Mark and Matthew were polite, but inquisitive as to the purpose of my project. 

They were curious about what anthropology was and why would I want to do something of this 

nature (both in subject matter and as a career path). They also wanted to know if I was a 

vegetarian (later I realized this was code for animal rights activist/liberal hippie). As an aside, 

throughout my fieldwork experience, I was asked at every fieldsite, by multiple people, multiple 

times, if I was a vegetarian; even after sharing meals together that included meat. I found this 

line of questioning to be a mechanism for determining my stance and possible alignment with or 

against many of the deeply held notions by my participants. For the record, I am not vegetarian 

and decided early on in my anthropological training that I would eat whatever food was being 

offered. To date this has included squirrel, javelina, buffalo, bear, elk, deer, beef, goat, and sheep 

among others. Throughout my fieldwork experience, I learned that I was expected to take a 

stance on certain aspects of animal processing as indicated potentially through eating 

preferences. Mark and Matthew’s questions were my first experience of this expected stance-

taking, among the many subsequent conversations I would have throughout my eighteen months 

of fieldwork. Could they trust me to be an objective researcher and ‘give them a fair shake’? 

Could they trust that I was not an undercover animal rights activist looking to ‘expose’ them as 

‘cold-blooded killers.’ 

 When we arrived at a bland-looking industrial park, I was told to leave any recording 

equipment, including my cell phone, in the truck. We were met in the lobby by a 30-something 

clean-cut white male and given tall industrial rubber boots, a white butcher’s coat, a hair net and 
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a bright yellow hard hat. Once attired, we were led through a series of open-cubicle offices, 

through an outdoor fenced-in walkway towards the processing facility. About five-feet from the 

entrance I was hit with an olfactory wall of ammonia, cow feces, blood and something that 

smelled weirdly reminiscent of boiled meat. My eyes burned momentarily and then we were 

inside the fabrication building. On the left side was the processing area, on the right side was the 

harvesting area. Employees were hosing off blood-covered boots and aprons before exiting the 

building for their break. While sensorily overwhelming, I knew in that moment, I had found the 

right people to begin my inquiry into blood-talk. 

 This was my introduction to 18 months of data collection with small-scale heritage 

butchers. I survived my initiation and had an incredible, physically demanding, inspiring and 

eye-opening experience. It took time, patience and hard work to earn the trust of these butchers 

but I wrapped up my final days of fieldwork with amicable and informative interviews even with 

the gruffest butcher who challenged me with the intense experience of a large packinghouse on 

my first day. 

The remainder of this chapter will provide the macro-social contextualization, in order to 

provide the larger meat industry framework, within and sometimes against which these butchers 

engage. I will provide a detailed description of each of my three primary fieldsites, supported 

with transcriptions of narratives collected during interviews, and ethnographic vignettes from 

day-to-day work practices and experiences. I follow this with an ethnographic research analysis 

that includes geographic origin and familial similarities among butchers; discourses about death 

as an occupation; notions of insider/outsider understandings of butchering, and lastly gender 

relations, expectations and experiences in this occupation. 
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Macro-social contextualization 

Meat consumption and production has become an area of intense cultural debate, 

reflected in widespread media coverage in the United States. World meat consumption is 

expected to double by 2050, yet a vast proportion of these consumers are highly alienated from 

food production altogether (Horowitz, 2006; Barndt, 2008; Gewertz & Errington, 2010). For 

many people, their food originates from ‘the grocery store,’ and little consideration is put into 

how it arrives there or the many hands food passes through from harvest to production to 

consumption.  

In part, this alienation is due to an effort to standardize food-handling practices and 

increase sanitation by the federal government. The transition from family and community animal 

slaughter to state and federally approved packinghouses was well underway by the 1960’s in the 

United States. These large-scale slaughterhouses rely on unskilled or semi-skilled meat cutters 

rather than traditionally trained butchers. Currently, approximately 90% of meat consumed in the 

United States is slaughtered and processed in just a few packinghouses nationwide. This has 

translated into fewer and fewer people exposed to these traditional food practices, and the results 

for the butchering trade are dramatic, reflected in a loss of traditional craftsmanship, knowledge 

and cultural understandings about food and community. 

Traditionally, a butcher was understood to be a person whose trade was to slaughter and 

sell animal flesh, but in the modern sense, in the United States, being a butcher can indicate a 

wide range of things, from anyone working behind the meat counter at a mega-grocery store, to a 

meat trader, to a family owned operator at a local farmer’s market. This research looks to 

document butchers in the traditional sense, these often referred to as heritage butchers: people 

who are intimately involved with and highly knowledgeable about animals, animal slaughter, 
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meat processing and the selling of animal flesh. Heritage butchers are familiar with many 

different animal species, frequently work in community or family-engaged settings, have 

extensive knowledge about animal anatomy and the related cuts of meat, are increasingly more 

familiar with religious-based butchering practices (Halal, Kosher and Anglo-Saxon North 

American Conventional), and importantly, know how to process animals from start to finish.  

I use the term “Anglo-Saxon North American Conventional” to encompass the broadly 

conceived amalgamation of historically derived German and British slaughtering-processing 

practices that fall along a general set of Christian practices (both Catholic and Protestant). And 

while not overtly stated as a religious precept, but understood to be a normative practice that 

dominates the United States meat industry and its practices. This norm is implicated by the need 

to linguistically differentiate the oppositional practices of Kosher and Halal slaughtering-

processing, as they are deemed outside of ‘ordinary’ industrial practices. The Anglo-Saxon North 

American Conventional term also includes state and federal guidelines for health and safety 

practices during these activities. While some of the details in slaughtering-processing are 

variable across the US, they hold enough similarities to be considered a general practice, 

encoded in various institutions (AMSI, 2011; AAMP, 2012; AMI, 2012; NAMA, 2013) and their 

publications. 

Heritage butchers are at a critical intersection between the meat processing industry and 

the consumer. In essence, traditional butchers become interpreters for all that is meat to their 

customers. They translate both linguistic and social practices that transform animals into edibles. 

The butcher also provides a site of erasure from the bloody reality of the kill floor to the 

appetizing display case, by creating palatal metaphors for their customers. 
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The recent health food movement2 has highlighted the lack of knowledge and access to 

traditionally raised animals that are processed by knowledgeable and experienced butchers 

(Brennan, 2011; Brooks, 2011; Gwin & Thiboumery, 2011). Consumer demand has increased for 

these products, but industry constraints and government regulation present difficulties for 

entering into this trade. Additionally, these constraints have created a bottleneck, due the 

growing interest in local, organic food. Recently, more individuals, families and small 

landholders have begun raising small numbers of animals (primarily specialty breeds), but when 

their well-tended flock was ready for harvesting, there were no butchers available or they were 

so back-logged with increased volume, new customers were forced to wait months for 

processing, or had to transport their animals to distant locations, sometimes hundreds of miles 

away from their place of origin (Zezima, 2010; Ferry, 2011).  

This increase in local animal husbandry as well as processing options has raised 

concerns, particularly in more densely populated urban areas (especially with chickens, hogs and 

lamb). Sometimes this concern has resulted in regulating bodies enacting new zoning laws and 

public/private nuisance acts limiting harvesting facilities, which can have negative impacts on a 

local level, one of which is unregulated and/or unsanitary animal harvesting. For these reasons, 

small-scale, regulated butchering facilities have an important role of providing a much-needed 

service, especially with the cultural trend toward eating food that is grown or raised locally. 

In excerpt (1.01) during an interview, Alan explains one reason that heritage butchers are 

still needed, especially in smaller communities.  

Interview Excerpt (1.01) Watusi fieldsite:  
 1  Alan:   It's really it's hard to compete with the large plants,  
 2    very hard, okay? (.) 
 3    but you know, in small communities, 
 4    yeah, you do need it, you know,  
 5    because uh, not everyone can take an animal for custom kill 
                                                
2	  ‘Health food movement’ serves as a gloss for healthy, natural, organic, local, food markets in the US.	  
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 6    and go to a big place to get it, 
 7    you know, butchered, 
 8    harvested and cut for them 
 9    they won't do it!, 
10     it just interferes with their, you know, process and their,  
11    so, I do think, you know, uh  
12    there's some people there that can make a benefit out of it, 
13    as a custom kill… 
 

Look to lines 1, 2, and 5 - 10 for evidence that the large facilities will not accept small 

numbers of animals for harvesting and processing. In addition, in lines 3-5, 12 and 13, Alan 

indicates that there are some individuals that can financially benefit from owning and running 

small-scale facilities and that these communities need harvesting and processing services. In 

lines 5 and 13, the reference to custom kill is butcher jargon for a confluence of factors: small 

number of animals to process, mostly for personal and/or family consumption and importantly 

not for resale. Custom kill is regulated by food and safety protocols, but does not require federal 

inspector approval nor oversight. 

The void created by the transition to large meat processing facilities in the 1960s, 

specifically in rural areas, has been partially filled by a growing number of mobile meat 

harvesters and re-vitalized small-scale slaughter facilities (O'Hagan, 2009; Zezima, 2010; Ferry, 

2011). The mobile meat harvesters typically transform Recreational Vehicles (RVs) into mini-

slaughterhouses on-wheels that visit neighboring farms and ranches to dispatch and process their 

animals. Others invest more money and convert larger semi-tractor trailers into a mobile meat-

harvesting unit. In the Southwest, small-scale facilities are typically associated with a ranch or 

community of ranches, who supplement their businesses to sell products at local farmer’s 

markets and restaurants. Yet, across the nation the number of these meat harvesters and small-

scale facilities are few and inconsistently distributed. As of the date of publication of this 

dissertation, they are still currently far behind consumer demand.   
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 Along with providing a practical service to the community, butchers participating in 

mobile and small-scale facilities are maintaining traditional food pathways through their 

practices, and are also innovating the trade and filling a growing niche in the meat market 

(Rixson, 2001; Stanford & Bunn, 2001). The occupational skill set of heritage butchers differ 

from that of grocery store or packinghouse meat cutters. The vast majority of grocery store meat 

cutters do not (and do not know how to) process an animal into cuts from start to finish. In 

butcher terminology, this process is frequently referred to as ‘breaking down a side’ or ‘breaking 

down a carcass off the rail.’ A side of beef hangs from a hook and trolley, on a railing system 

from the ceiling, which allows the butchers to transport the carcasses from the coolers into the 

cutting room.   

A few grocery store meat cutters still cut steaks or stew meat out of primals, what is 

commonly referred to in the industry as ‘boxed beef.’ Primal’s (sometimes known as wholesale 

cuts) are the mid-level portions broken down from a quarter of a carcass (for example: chuck, 

chuck roll, blade, round). Boxed beef refers to the vacuumed sealed  primal cuts that are 

delivered to grocery stores in cardboard boxes. Currently the grocery store market is bifurcated: 

establishments like Trader Joe’s have meat delivered to individual stores, pre-packaged into 

individual cuts from the packinghouse. Grocery stores like Whole Foods, receive primal cuts or 

boxed beef and cut steaks and process ground beef, in house. Safeway, Von, Kroger, Albertsons 

and other conventional national chains have a combination of both. None of these grocery stores 

in the United States, to my knowledge, breaks down beef from sides. Breaking down a carcass 

(from the rail) is only done at certain specialty shops across the country. I visited a few of these 

butcher shops, such as The Butcher & Larder in Chicago, Illinios; J. W. Treuth & Sons in 
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Baltimore, Maryland and Home Grown Meats in La Jolla, California3 among others. Their meat 

products are more expensive than the average grocery store, but the butchers know their cuts and 

the source of the animals. 

 The time, knowledge and skill that it takes to learn how to break beef off the rail is far 

greater than learning one or two or even a series of steps of meat cutting. Jordan explains in the 

following excerpt (1.02) some of the detailed differences between breaking down a carcass 

versus having the primal cuts come already labeled in a bag: 

Interview Excerpt (1.02) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Jordan:   Well, in a store, everything's broken down already, 
 2    you got your neck roll off your chuck, 
 3    you got your clod, 
 4    you your flat iron's already separated, 
 5    you know, your round is broken down  
 6    from top to bottom 
 7    and the eye 
 8    and all that different stuff versus, you know,  
 9    if they were to send you, you know, a whole chuck,  
10    would you gonna be able to break it down into those sections? 
11    you gotta, as a butcher, 
12    you you learn the muscles and everything 
13    and how to take 'em out, so, you know,  
14    versus having it come in a bag with a label already… 
 

 For clarity, Jordan is describing a cut of meat called the round, which has three primary 

sections: the top, the bottom and the eye as indicated in lines 5-7. These sub-primals get broken 

down again into individual cuts. Lines 11-14 indicate that a butcher, not a meat cutter, needs to 

know where each primal, sub-primal and cut originates on the carcass, they need to know how 

each of the components break down, and how these components get transformed into the 

butchers. They taught me how to break down a carcass efficiently and effectively into the 

different cuts of meat. This is physically and mentally challenging work, where small errors can 

                                                
3 http://thebutcherandlarder.com/ 
http://www.jwtreuth.com/retail.php 
http://www.homegrownmeats.com/ 
 



 32 

result in the loss of entire sub-primals, which in turn, can drastically reduce the amount of profit, 

where the profit margin is already quite narrow.   

Throughout my research I observed these butchers expressing a strong notion of 

occupational pride. This pride in knowledge and skill is specifically related to heritage butchery 

and knowing how to break down a carcass. In the excerpt below, John expresses some of the 

differences between a meat cutter and a butcher: 

Interview Excerpt (1.03) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  John:  they take take a little more pride, 
 2   you just have a little more knowledge about things, you know 
 3   uh, people that are that are just cutters (.) 
 4   they don't understand 
 5   and they don't,  
 6   they don't know how to break an animal down 
 7   you know, from the rail (.) 
 8   um we've had several people come here 
 9   and they just go, 
10   “what are you gonna do with that?” 
11   well that's that's the side of beef, you know 
12   “well it doesn't come that way to me,  
13   you know, it just comes in a box 
14   and I pull them pieces out 
15   and I just cut, you know roast or steaks and dadadadada 
16   I, you know, I don't even have a clue where things are”… 
 

There is a direct correlation for these heritage butchers between the knowledge about 

breaking down a carcass and having pride in your work. For clarity, as referred to in line 11, a 

side of beef is the right or left portion of an animal carcass, split down the vertebral column, that 

hangs from the rail. In lines 12-16, John indicates that meat cutters only know the final stage of 

product preparation, the cutting of steaks from the primal or sub-primal cuts they receive (aka. 

Boxed beef). Lines 10, 12-16, John voices (Bakhtin, 1981) a higher pitch in his reported speech 

perception of a composite meat cutter. In line 14 and 15, his style of speech indicates a 

condescending tone. 

The occupation of heritage butcher versus meat cutter as outlined above is facing 

enormous social pressure in the United States. In the very recent past, there has been an increase 
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in the numbers of individuals raising small numbers of animals, as discussed above, but the 

overall number of ranchers and farmers is incredibly low. Over the last few generations in the 

United States, fewer and fewer family members are choosing to follow in their mother/father’s 

footsteps as farmers or ranchers, and instead move to urban areas. The butchery of animals and 

the creation of food are cultural practices passed down from generation to generation. There are 

several cultural factors influencing the continuation of heritage butchery: 1) the continued 

conglomeration of the meat industry into large packinghouses where employees are trained in 

factory-style work, only knowing a few specific cutting practices that are highly repetitive 

(Horowitz, 1997a, b; Midkiff, 2004; Schlosser, 2008); 2) the increase in animal rights activism 

and viral internet coverage of inhumane animal treatment videos and media coverage (PETA, 

2003; Harris, 2008; McWilliams, 2011; Masterson, 2012); 3) a sector of the health food 

movement, specifically intense negative publicity from vegan and vegetarian activism (Belasco, 

2005; Richardson, 2009; Aubrey, 2012; Bittman, 2012; Ghosh, 2012; Holehouse, 2012); 4) 

fewer people being raised with animals and on farms and ranches that grow up learning how to 

process animals (Census of Agriculture, 2009; US EPA, 2013); 5) the difficulty of operating a 

successful niche meat processing facility (Gwin & Thiboumery, 2011). 

The increased dissociation from food production (Horowitz, 2006; Gewertz & Errington, 

2010) in combination with factors 2 and 3 combined have had the effect of moralizing food 

consumption and production. This moralization is a complex phenomenon not specifically 

addressed in this project, but none-the-less needs mention, since it has a direct impact on 

butchers. The moralization and increased anthropomorphization of animals (Singer, 1985; Isacat, 

2007; Minder, 2010) has led to an increase of negative moral implications for butchers, 

compounding the stigmatization of the profession. This negative perception of occupation from 
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outsiders is reflected in my interview data, although not directly part of the interview protocol 

and will be addressed briefly in the ethnographic analysis section below as well as in more detail 

in Chapter 5. 

 

Fieldsite Descriptions 

 Data for this research are derived from three fieldsites located in the desert Southwest 

region of the United States. Anthropologically, this research is framed as a multi-sited 

ethnography (Marcus, 1995), with two of the sites’ participants in common knowledge of each 

other and sometimes in direct relationship with each other. The third fieldsite is separated 

geographically as well as socially from the other sites.  

 Due to the low number of individuals trained and employed as heritage butchers in the 

United States, a multi-sited ethnographic approach was necessary to capture a sufficient quantity 

of language data for analysis. Additionally, due to the sensitive nature of the topic of animal 

slaughter, gaining access and research participant trust was a challenge that required patience, 

plenty of hard physical labor and consistency. The challenge of access directly impacted site 

selection, duration of data collection, level and type of data collected, and which ultimately 

varied at each site. Statistical power with a small research sample is always a concern as well as 

addressing the question of whether a particular occupation would constitute a ‘culture,’ therefore, 

multiple sites of varying size, number of participants, sex ratios of participants and overall 

occupational make up were sampled. 

 Much of the type of work that occurred at each of the facilities was similar, but also each 

site had important differences. Some of these differences were due to the level of mechanization, 

volume and type of animals, and number of workers. Below, I have included a description of the 
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day-to-day workflow of each site to express the practices demanded in this occupation to help 

gauge the types of discourses and communication involved as framed in daily practices.  

 The three field-sites were similar in that they all harvested and processed live animals 

into individual cuts of meat for customers. These cuts were sold to individuals and companies in 

three primary forms: 1) for re-sale to customers, as retail cuts, 2) as wholesale or primal cuts, 

primarily for restaurants and the occasional grocer and 3) for family consumption, not for resale, 

frequently referred to as custom exempt or custom kill. Never in my 18 months of fieldwork, nor 

in casual conversation did a customer request an entire side or quarter (of beef) uncut, but 

occasional customers would order a whole or a side of pig for roasting (commonly referred to as 

a suckling pig or Hawaiian style pig or roasted pig) and occasionally a whole or side of goat or 

lamb.  

The following section details the geographic and working environments, practices and 

research participants in the three primary fieldsites for this research. As referred to above, all 

official locations, business names and research participant names have been changed and have 

been replaced with pseudonyms for the protection of the participants within. 

Javelina Fieldsite 

 The Javelina fieldsite is the smallest site in this research. The facility is located on a 

ranch in a geographic area that is considered a climatically low to mid-altitude desert, in a 

sparsely populated, rural area. At Javelina, they primarily harvest and process beef that have 

been grazed on family parcels or bought from neighbors in the immediate and surrounding area. 

When it is time to harvest, the cattle are rounded up from the surrounding range and hauled via 

trailer to the animal pens, directly outside of the harvest and processing facility. The Javelina 
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facility markets and sells organic grass-fed/range-fed4 beef directly to customers at local farmers 

markets, restaurants and grocers, within an approximate 75-mile radius. During the data 

collection period, there was one full-time female butcher employed with a variety of part time 

staff and untrained day help. Zoë, is a young 30ish female and had been a butcher for 

approximately four years. She comes from a long line of butchers, an aspect of her family 

heritage that she takes great pride in and referred to frequently throughout the months I spent 

working along side her. 

Interview Excerpt (1.04) Javelina Fieldsite 
 1  Zoë:  my grandfather owned a butcher shop, 
 2    an Italian grocery store/butcher shop in Springfield  
 3    and he was the butcher, the boss, the owner, and he ran the store (.) 
 4    he also made salamis and hams and things like that, mostly dry aged meats, 
 5    um, he worked from quarters and uh sides, 
 6    and he would either have them trucked in and put onto the rail system 
 7    um and then sometimes he would actually bring in beef that his mother, 
 8    my great grandmother had actually raised, 
 9    and he um, he was one of eight boys and all of the eight boys knew how to butcher, 
10     however, my grandfather was the only one who made a career out of it 
11    but my great grandmother, she slaughtered and butchered. 
12    she had her own slaughterhouse, 
13    and back then they didn't have like a state inspection program 
14    it was all just kind of custom exempt 
15    so, she also raised lots of pigs and she would slaughter pigs all the time 
16    all the local farmers would bring things to her to process, 
17    and she did everything by hand with axes and saws and ropes and pulleys and knives 
18    and that's it, 
19    in a barn basically with a concrete floor, 
20    is what she had (.) 
21    and she also made, she had a couple different smoke houses and dry aging rooms 
22    and she would make like prosciutto and smoked hams and lots and lots of bacon 
23    so, she would sell those on the side, 
24    but yeah she was the local slaughterer… 
 
 Zoë indicated when a family member returned to southern Italy to visit a number of years 

in the past, butchering was traced in their family heritage as far back as the 1200’s. In reference 

to feeling drawn to butchering as an occupation and especially during strenuous or difficult 

moments, Zoë related to me, 

                                                
4 Range-fed cattle is a relatively new butcher/industry term, used to describe cattle that are not exclusively fed and 
raised on grass. The range-fed cattle in this particular case forage on cactus, shrub, grass, bushes and any other 
available forage. It also implies that the cattle are not confined within a feedlot and given ‘grass’ to eat. 
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Interview Excerpt (1.05) Javelina Fieldsite 
 1  Zoë:  I feel like it's in my blood, 
 2    and when I'm struggling 
 3    or when I'm having a difficult time with something, 
 4    I kind of stop 
 5    and I'm like, "Hey Grandma, hey Nana, you gotta help me this one," 
 6    and I'll feel her strength kind of come through me 
 7    whether she's really there or not, 
 8    I’m kind of like, "Come on, let those genes come out," 
 9    and I feel her presence with me…. 
 

Zoë did not grow up on a farm or a ranch, unlike the majority of the participants in this 

research. Yet, her lengthy family history of butchery and experiences with her grandfather at his 

butcher shop, in addition to her own experiences butchering make her well suited as a participant 

in this research. During the data collection period for this research, Zoë lived on the ranch at the 

Javelina fieldsite, full time and managed some of the other nuanced aspects of ranch life, as well 

as butchered full time. 

 In addition to slaughtering and processing beef for public sale, Zoë raised pigs, which she 

slaughtered and processed for home consumption. She also occasionally processed custom kill 

(exempt) animals for her neighbors and local ranchers for home consumption, not for public sale, 

an important distinction as different food safety regulations apply. The Javelina site is a State 

regulated and inspected facility, which means they are allowed to sell meat products to 

customers, but only within the State boundaries.  

 Each day of harvesting or processing began with a quick preparatory cleaning before any 

meat or animals were touched. Knives were sharpened on stones and the daily inventory was 

completed. Due to the size and number of butchers at the Javelina site, harvesting was done 

approximately once a week, typically only a few animals were slaughtered, but occasionally 

upwards of eight or nine. The remainder of the week’s workload was determined by the number 

of animals slaughtered on kill day. Practically this meant, the more animals slaughtered, the 
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greater the amount of beef needed to be cut and packaged, the longer the workday. Weekends 

were dedicated to selling meat at farmers markets and/or delivering to restaurants. During the 

slow season, a day or two could be taken off, during the high season, upwards of 10 to 15 days of 

work without stop were typical. During the slower season, the building, coolers and tool were 

maintained, repainted or repaired. If machinery broke during high season, the length of day 

increased and deadlines were missed.  

The clothing typically worn at this fieldsite for processing included a pair of work pants 

with a white butcher’s coat or frock, over a light shirt in the summer and heavier insulted 

clothing during the winter. A cloth cut glove5 was worn on the non-dominant hand to resist cuts 

and both hands were covered with a plastic/latex gloves for food safety. The head was typically 

covered with a bandana or cap to prevent head hair contamination. Rubber safety boots were 

worn to protect the feet. The clothing typically worn for harvesting was a pair of pants and any 

type of old t-shirt, rubber safety boots and a large yellow apron that covered the butcher from the 

collarbone to the feet, with the head covered by bandanna or cap. The apron was constructed of 

material designed for frequent washing. 

 The day before harvesting, the cattle would be unloaded from the trailer into pens. The 

animals were tended and watered, in order to calm them and check for any ailments or possible 

pregnancies. On harvest day, the cattle are individually led up the shoot, and once in the 

appropriate position, they were stunned (knocked) with a cap and bolt gun, rolled out onto the 

harvest floor and then chained up by the hind legs (double shackled), winched up and then bled 

out. This initial process can be very dangerous, especially with wild cattle that are unaccustomed 

to humans. Once stunned, cattle can kick or fall from the shackling and/or railing. Precautions 

are taken at every stage, but occasionally accidents occur.  
                                                
5 A cloth cut glove does not prevent serious injury or a puncture wound, but is cut ‘resistant.’ 
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Consider the excerpt (1.06) below, where Zoë discusses one incident that resulted in 

personal injury during harvesting.  

Interview excerpt (1.06) Javelina Fieldsite  
 1  Zoë:  where I'm at, I have to double-leg shackle them,  
 2   so I'm shackling both legs at the same time, 
 3   which is a lot harder to do,  
 4   it's a lot more dangerous, 
 5   they're a lot more likely to slip out 
 6   and then also I got to hold on to that chain 
 7   to make sure they don't slip out of that double shackle by kicking 
 8   as they're being hoisted up (.) 
 9   well there was one point I had a steer, 
10   he was 1450 in weight 
11   and he was just positioned really awkwardly 
12   where it was hard for me to get into a safe position 
13   and he was huge, 
14   and he was a really mellow creature, 
15   I walked right behind him, up the shoot 
16   there was no issue with him being out of control or wild  
17   he was stunned, 
18   I chained him up 
19   and when I did that. I was holding onto the chain 
20   to hold it tight, cause he was big  
21   he kept, his legs kept bending out and kept wanting to slip out 
22   so, I'm holding it with all my might 
23   and when he, he double kicked his legs, 
24   as an involuntary reaction, 
25   and kicked me in my rib 
26   he cracked my rib 
27   although I didn't even know this at the time 
28   but he flew me about 8 feet 
29   and I actually hit the wall on our kill floor, airborne, 
30   slid down on my butt, 
31   got back up 
32   and chained him up,  
33   bled him out, 
34   and went through the whole process of slaughtering that animal 
35   which took about an hour and 15 minutes… 

 

Lines 23-30 detail the actual point at which injury occurred, with lines 1-22 describing 

the events leading up to the injury. In line 1, when Zoë says, where I’m at she is referring to the 

Javelina harvesting facility. Look to lines 1-8 for the description of why this particular style of 

shackling is more dangerous. In line 9, she begins the story with well there was one point I had a 

steer. While in the field, I witnessed many similar instances of involuntary kicking, that resulted 



 40 

in near or actual injury. All of the butchers I’ve encountered take serious the nature and danger 

of their work and enact safety precautions to ameliorate occupational hazards. 

 Once the animal is bled out, the head is removed, the hooves are taken off, then the hide 

(skin), then the animal is disemboweled, and the organ meats are removed and set aside to be 

examined by the state’s food safety inspector, including the tail and tongue. The carcass is then 

split into two sides (left and right) down the vertebral column, trimmed for any potential residue 

and then rinsed with 180 degree water and rolled into the cooler. The head, hide, blood and other 

unused parts are discarded into a composting heap or burned. The entire interior of the harvesting 

area is hosed down and prepared for the next animal. This process, depending on the size of the 

animal can take over an hour each and if there are more than five or six animals, kill days can 

last more than 12 hours. At this facility, Zoë typically worked with only one other semi-trained 

person, making the work long, grueling, and frequently hot. After all of the animals were 

harvested for the day, the shoot, harvesting floor and all equipment were cleaned and sanitized. 

Since the Javelina facility is state regulated, the inspector was present for kill days and  

occasionally visits during processing days. 

 Processing a side of beef would begin by rolling it out from the cooler into the cutting 

room and then spraying it down with a disinfecting solution, primarily made of vinegar. Next, 

any unusable portions of the carcass were removed using a knife. The forequarter would be 

removed via handsaw and knife, and then put on the bandsaw, cut into smaller pieces, then 

broken down into cuts on the cutting table. Frequently a forequarter can weigh over 200-pounds 

and must be physically lifted onto the bandsaw table. Once the forequarter was broken down, the 

hindquarter would then be removed from the hook and broken down into cuts on the table as 

well. The cuts were then wrapped in butcher paper, weighed, labeled and then carried on a rack 
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into the freezer. All meat not directly used for specific cuts were amassed and eventually 

processed into ground beef, divided up, packaged, weighed, labeled and also put into the freezer.  

Afterwards, all of the machinery was broken down and cleaned, as well as the cutting table, 

floor, walls, and all of the tools. As with harvesting, the amount of time it took to process a side 

of beef depended upon the size of carcass, but typically it took upwards of 8 to 10 hours to 

completely process four or five sides, including packaging and clean up. 

Buffalo Fieldsite 

 The Buffalo fieldsite is the second largest site in my research and is located in a 

geographic area that is considered a high elevation plateau, in a small town surrounded by many 

ranches and government subsidized rural grazing areas. The population density is higher than the 

Javelina fieldsite. The Buffalo fieldsite is composed of two interdependent components, the first 

is a mobile meat harvesting unit that travels up to a 150 mile in radius within the state and 

harvests of a wide variety of animals, including buffalo, goat, sheep, lamb, pig, cattle and yak. 

The mobile unit travels short distances to local, prearranged staging grounds that contain animal 

pens where owners deliver the animals for harvesting. Additionally, the mobile unit also travels 

to rural ranches and family-owned small parcels to harvest one or two animals, on up to twenty 

and thirty animals. The second component is the permanent processing facility (known as the cut 

n’ wrap) which cuts and packages the sides to customer specification (eg. 10 New York Strip 

steaks, one and a half inches thick, two steaks per package, butcher paper wrapped). There are 

four full time employees, with two primary butchers that process the majority of the animals (one 

harvesting the other processing) with a the remaining two employees serving as semi-trained 

harvest and processing support, cleaning, packaging, and day-to-day customer relations.  
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 Gill, the mobile harvesting unit butcher, grew up in the area and has lived there most of 

his life. He is big man in his mid-thirties. Joseph, the permanent facility butcher, is an average 

sized man in early-forties. He also grew up in the area and has lived there the majority of his life. 

Both Gill and Joseph grew up hunting and butchering wild game as well as domesticated animals 

for home and family consumption. In the excerpt (1.07) below, Joseph discusses growing up and 

participating in family-style butchering when he was in his youth: 

Interview Excerpt (1.07) Buffalo Fieldsite 
 1  Joseph:   We would get together, 
 2    and just do the, you know, 
 3    the actually slaughter on a hog, 
 4    a beef or something, 
 5    you know, lambs, 
 6    and of course, you know, everybody gets together 
 7    when somebody finds out, you know,  
 8    uh, somebody's gonna slaughter something 
 9    everybody comes around (XXXXX)…. 
 

Joseph worked as a meat cutter at a grocery store before being hired at the Buffalo site, 

where he learned to break down carcasses off the rail. Gill worked in land and grazing 

management before being hired at the Buffalo site. Both men had to learn new skills, specifically 

the federal food and safety regulations. Joseph describes his experience working as a grocery 

store butcher in the following excerpt (1.08):  

Interview Excerpt (1.08) Buffalo Fieldsite 
 1  Joseph:   everything’s already broken down, you know 
 2    you got your short loins, 
 3    your clods, 
 4    your goosenecks, 
 5    your ribs, 
 6    everything like that, 
 7    so everything's already uh broken down into, you know, called boxed beef 
 8    so then what we would do is, we'd get it, you know, like that 
 9    and we'd just start, you know, a little trim on it, you know, 
10    and like that and then you know just steak it up, 
11    what I was taught there, was, you know, good presentation 
12    that is what sells (.) 
13    so, you know, that's why, you know, like me,  
14    myself, I'm very picky now, you know, like that,  
15    through the years of experience,  
16    I have learned like that, is that uh, good presentation does sell… 
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This particular (and unique) facility is part of a larger community-development entity that 

has a commitment to food security and local community members. The Buffalo site is a federally 

regulated and inspected facility, which means they are allowed to sell meat products to 

customers both in-state and out-of-state, in addition to other regulatory inspection protocols. Gill 

describes a few details about the mobile unit’s uniqueness (lines 1-8) and people’s response to 

the mobile unit (9-15) in the following excerpt (1.09): 

Interview Excerpt (1.09) Buffalo Fieldsite 
 1  Gill:  I know, there's other forms of what they call mobile units 
 2   which are big semi trailers that, you know, 
 3   basically do the same thing as a slaughter, 
 4   a regular slaughter house, um 
 5   but with our unit we're able to travel to to other areas, 
 6   that maybe those kind of um, types of units won't be able to travel 
 7   what we do provide is a very much needed um, service to the people 
 8   that do raise animals or the people that do want to eat meat um, you know,  
 9   I, every, all the time, every week I hear somebody say 
10   you know, how great it is that we have this service for them 
11   you know, and especially a mobile unit, 
12   a lot of people like the idea of the animals 
13   not having to leave the land that they grew up on     
14   because a lot of them, 
15   they do understand about stress on the animals… 
 

 As with the Javelina fieldsite, the day for each component would begin the same, an early 

morning start with HACCP6 cleaning protocols for both the mobile and permanent facilities. All 

surfaces and tools were cleaned and prepared for the coming day of work. The clothing at this 

fieldsite is similar to Javelina. During the winter, layered insulating undergarments are also worn 

by both of the mobile and permanent facility butchers. 

 Since the Buffalo fieldsite is federally regulated, the daily inspector would initially scope 

the permanent processing facility and HACCP log, ensuring cleanliness, then travel to meet the 

mobile harvesting unit in the field to inspect for quality and safety there as well. Gill would call 
                                                
6 HACCP is the acronym used to refer to the Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Points plan for food safety 
required by the USDA/federal food safety and inspection services. A HACCP plan for meat is required and enforced 
by the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA). 
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customers, either en route or the prior day, to ensure a smooth harvesting experience and 

occasionally for more specific directions, especially if the location was new or in a remote 

unknown area. Upon arrival, the customers were greeted and the animals and their pens were 

inspected. Then a plan would be agreed upon as to the exact nature of the harvesting procedures. 

Many of the customers preferred to be present for the harvest and were frequently very interested 

in the process, since many had performed home butchering in the past. Additionally, many of the 

customers I encountered were unfamiliar with the federal inspection process, so questions were 

asked and answered to the best of the butchers’ ability to clarify any unusual or different 

processes. Before slaughter each animal would be checked by the inspector for health and overall 

well-being. Gill would assess each animal and their particular temperament and then calmly and 

professionally use a .22 rifle to stun the larger animals, and a cap and bolt gun on the smaller 

animals. One difference that stands out in the practices of butchers working in smaller facilities 

is the time and attention paid to each animal’s welfare, health and overall temperament. The 

butchers working the kill make sure their job is done efficiently, cleanly and effectively with the 

least amount of stress for the animal, throughout the process. In the excerpt (1.10) below, Gill 

briefly discusses some of his strategies for accomplishing this task: 

Interview Excerpt (1.10) Buffalo Fieldsite 
 1  Gill:  …in part have to do with the type of facilities we're working in, 
 2    it varies from place to place, 
 3    I do like to take a look at the animals when they're in the pen, 
 4    to kind of get an idea of, 
 5    um what kind of animal (.) 
 6    how it's behaving that day, you know, 
 7    uh, how am I gonna have to, 
 8    what am I gonna have to do, 
 9     it's part of a strategy 
10    am I gonna have to move quickly? 
11    what if we're, you know, we're working in the chute 
12    do I need to get, you know,  
13    just be ready right away and do it 
14    uh 'cause I don't like them being held in the squeeze shoot long 
15    just as soon as they get in there, 
16    I'll do it,  
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17    but if it's in the pen 
18    that approach to me, 
19    I look at the animal because I've been charged at, you know 
20    and so I kind of, at first, as I'm getting ready,  
21    I might walk by the pen 
22    just to see how the animal reacts  
23    and just to kind of size it up,  
24    in a way, to see if it's gonna stand still for me 
25    or I might have to do something special, 
26    throw it a little bit of food or something, you know 
27    and how not to get too near… 
 
 Once the animal was down, he would stay close by as it bled out, waiting for death. Once 

bled out, the animal would be chained (single chain) and winched into the mobile harvesting unit 

and under go the same process as described at the Javelina facility. When all of the animals were 

harvested and stowed in the cool-down section of the mobile unit, payment and paperwork 

would be processed and the mobile unit would travel back to the permanent facility, where the 

carcasses were unloaded and stored in the cooler. After delivery to the permanent unit, on a good 

day (meaning a short day) the entire interior of the mobile unit would be cleaned and sanitized 

(ceiling included) and the water tank refilled, typically taking 2 hours or more. As with the 

Javelina fieldsite, harvesting days would be long and physically demanding. Below (1.11) Gill 

explains a typical daily dilemma during the high season: whether to stay late and clean or get up 

earlier to clean: 

Interview Excerpt (1.11) Buffalo Fieldsite 
 1  Gill:  The worst part is, um, having something break down, 
 2   it seems like that happens a lot, you know 
 3   um yeah, having to repair things is almost like a second job 
 4   and I hate cleaning 
 5   I hate cleaning 'cause you're already burned out, 
 6   like right now, 
 7   I gotta go get my son 
 8   and I still gotta clean, 
 9   which, I dunno, 
10   what should I do? (.) 
11   should I rest and then get up early and then clean 
12   or clean and still get up early and be just ready? 
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 Gill typically worked with only one other semi-skilled person (on the job training) 

because more than three people7 inside the harvesting unit reduces productivity and increases the 

possibility of injury. Each person has their own skill set and as a team they figure out how to 

work together most effectively and efficiently. For example: one person would be removing the 

rear hooves and begin skinning in the back while the other person would be removing the front 

hooves and begin skinning at the front. This sort of task demarcation breaks up the limited 

interior space of the harvesting unit and increases overall production. During slow season, the 

harvesting unit might only be in the field two or three days a week, while during high season, the 

harvesting unit would be active five days a week or more. As with Javelina, during the slower 

season, the harvesting unit, cooler, water tank and tools were maintained, repainted or repaired. 

If machinery broke during high season, the length of day increased, deadlines were missed 

and/or slaughter dates would be renegotiated with customers.  

 The workday at the permanent processing facility is much the same as the Javelina 

fieldsite. Once the inspection was completed in the morning, decisions about which sides would 

be cut and packaged for the day would be determined and any customer phone calls would be 

made. Joseph worked together with a semi-trained female employee name Mary, who helped 

keep the facility clean, packaged the cuts and also ground and packaged products (primarily 

ground beef and ground pork). Below Joseph explains the process of breaking down a beef 

carcass, on the rail, and his strategy of teaching a novice butcher the various cuts and the order in 

which they come off the carcass. 

Interview Excerpt (1.12) Buffalo Fieldsite 
 1  Joseph:  you know, how you break down a carcass, 
 2     you got your chuck 
 3    you got the ribs 
 4     you got the shortloin 
                                                
7 In this case the third person would be the inspector. The inspectors do not assist in harvesting, they observe and 
inspect the procedures for food safety purposes. 
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 5    you got the sirloin 
 6    you got your rounds, 
 7     so then I'll ask him, where does the prime rib come from? 
 8    and he'll stay there thinking, like that 
 9    and go okay, well you know, what comes after the chuck 
10    and then he'll start thinking the ribs 
11    okay what what's part of the ribs and then he'll say “sirloin,” 
12    I'll tell, you know,  
13    and then, you know, just little things like that 
14    and then he'll say “the prime rib is off the rib roast” 
15    and he's like yep (clapping) he goes, you know, so, you know,  
16    it's like I don't give him the answers 
17    but, you know, I'll keep on breaking it down for them 
18    helping them until you can remember… 
 

 After all of the sides are cut and packaged, they are put into a freezer, divided on shelves 

by customer order, so they are not accidentally confused. Then the entire facility, and all of the 

machinery and tools are broken down and sanitized. Frequently, the processing facility’s 

workday would be shorter than the mobile unit. 

Watusi Fieldsite 

 The Watusi fieldsite is the largest site represented in the research data and is located in an 

urban(ish) area of low land desert surrounded by mountains. This site is located in an area that 

has slightly over twice the population density as the Buffalo fieldsite and is over fourteen times 

more dense than the Javelina fieldsite. This facility, during the data collection period, had 6-8 

full time butchers, in addition to part-time, semi-skilled helpers, wrappers, slicers and office 

staff, depending on the season. During the ‘high season’ (fall and winter) more help was 

required. This facility, like Javelina is also permanent (not mobile) where customers bring their 

animals, typically via trailer to the animal pens, directly outside of the harvest and processing 

facility. This facility harvests and processes a greater variety and higher quantity of animals than 

both of the other fieldsites. The types of animals harvested and processed primarily include 

cattle, pig, goat, lamb, but also include buffalo, sheep, yak, turkey, and occasionally emu, 

ostrich, chicken, duck, fallow deer, and rabbit. This facility harvests and processes primarily for 
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ranchers and other meat outfitters in the area, who then resell their product to the public directly 

via farmers markets or restaurants or through the internet. Additionally, this facility also harvests 

and processes animals from county fairs and individuals for home consumption (custom 

exempt). Like the Buffalo site, the Watusi fieldsite is a federally inspected facility, where a 

USDA inspector is frequently present on the processing floor as well as always present during 

harvest days. 

Interview excerpt (1.13) Watusi Fieldsite 
1  Mac:  We cater to the rancher 
2   who is raising their own animals to direct market, 
3   and also we cater to the county fairs, 
4   in fact (.) we have carcass contests for seven county fairs here 
5   which allows us,  
6  through educational things for the youngster, 
7   and of course really we stress food safety now, 
8  so that's a big benefit 
9   you don't find many places like we have here in the United States anymore 
 

 The Watusi fieldsite’s daily work schedule was slightly different than the other two 

facilities because it employs more individuals and has a greater quantity and quality of 

machinery, floor space, and cooler/freezers which results in the ability to harvest and process 

more animals. This means that the various daily occupational tasks would be divided up between 

the employees. As with other occupations that have many employees, people get hired, fired or 

acquire other places of employment, which results in diversity of expertise. The Watusi facility 

would hire part time or temporary help during the busy season, retaining the most valued and 

highly trained employees throughout the entire year. All of the individuals interviewed for this 

research participated in all of the tasks or were in the process of being trained for all of the tasks 

and were considered full time, well-trained butchers. Regardless of the comparatively larger size, 

the Watusi facility is still considered a small harvesting and processing facility on a national 

scale.   
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A vast majority of the employees at Watusi involved in this research grew up on a ranch 

or in a rural area and began processing animals in their youth, with the exception of one female 

employee, named Elizabeth. Additionally, many of the butchers are or have been involved in the 

rodeo, raised their own animals outside of work and butcher on the side, to make more money or 

help out neighbors and family members. John’s response in excerpt (1.14) below, is typical of 

the butchers at Watusi when asked about how they initially got involved in butchering. 

Interview Excerpt (1.14) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  John: well, we used to do it at my parents' house, 
 2   everything (.) 
 3   they had a place big enough where we could raise beef or pigs, 
 4   and we always had something to kill,  
 5   something to raise and something to kill 
 6   and I won't,  
 7  you know my dad,  
 8   I was one of seven kids 
 9  and my dad raised 'em and we butchered them 
 10   and he taught us how to do it, 
 11  uh, and that's how I learned to do it… 
 
 During the slow season, animals are harvested one day a week and during the height of 

the busy season animal harvesting will occur two days a week, back-to-back, typically on 

Wednesday-Thursday.  The rest of the week is dedicated to processing the sides into cuts and 

packaging per customer instructions. Animals can be dropped off to the facility throughout the 

week, where they are cataloged, physically assessed for health and then put into pens where they 

are fed and watered and cared for until kill day. Occasionally, customers will arrange for slightly 

longer care, which includes a care fee. Animals of different species are separated into different 

pens: turkeys are housed in large cages, bulls and female cattle in separate pens, and so one. 

Occasionally, very large or wild animals are kept isolated in their owner’s trailer and brought to 

the facility the morning of kill day. For example, older buffalo bulls (uncastrated) tend to be 

notoriously difficult to handle and are highly aggressive. With animals such as these, isolation 

and low human to animal contact is preferable and results in lower animal stress. 



 50 

 The clothing typically worn for harvesting is a pair of white butcher pants and a white 

short sleeve button up butchers shirt, rubber safety boots and a large yellow apron that covers 

from the collarbone to the feet. The head is frequently covered with a white safety hardhat or ball 

cap, with most preferring the hardhat, to prevent head hair contamination.  

The clothing typically worn at this fieldsite for processing includes a pair of white 

butcher pants with a white short or long sleeve button-up butchers shirt, over which a white 

butchers coat or frock, followed by a white butchers apron over the top. The overall processing 

room temperature is much colder at this fieldsite, so layers of undergarments are also worn with 

a good pair of woolen socks. A cloth cut glove is worn on the non-dominant hand to resist cuts 

and both hands are covered with a plastic/latex gloves for food safety. Many of the butchers also 

wear a white cloth glove on the non-dominant hand for warmth and an extra layer of protection. 

Cut gloves are not a general requirement but at this particular site, they were adopted as standard 

practice because a skilled butcher named Aaron accidentally injured himself on the kill floor, as 

described below. I asked Aaron (Excerpt 1.15) about what sorts of daily precautions or practices 

he performs to keep himself safe throughout the workday, and the excerpt below is a portion of 

his response: 

Interview Excerpt (1.15) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Aaron:  um, well obviously after I cut my thumb off, 
 2   I I pay a lot more attention to where my my hand is, 
 3   as opposed to where my knife is so, um, 
 4   and the fact that I I had cut my thumb off on the kill floor 
 5   now that's one of the main reasons we all wear cut gloves now 
 6   um, just uh, it it it seemed like after a serious injury or something like that, uh, 
 7   things are changed to to help that from happening again 
 8   um, so, uh, as mu, as for myself, 
 9   I I just try to pay a little bit better attention… 
 
 The work-week is five days, Monday through Friday, beginning at 7:00 AM and ending 

typically by 4:00 PM. The beginning and end of each day requires cleaning, following HACCP 

protocols. On harvesting days, upwards of twenty beef are killed and processed, with the 
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possibility of lamb and goats, swine or other species. Each person working on the kill floor has a 

specific job to accomplish, and most butchers at this site are capable of doing all of the jobs. 

Each of the butchers typically prefer a particular set of practices, but these are negotiated and 

determined by the amount and type of work required for the day. 

 In the case of beef harvesting the following describes the occupational practices 

performed: the first step is to position the animal into the squeeze shoot, they are stunned using a 

cap and bolt gun or electric charge for swine.9 The animal is shackled up (one leg) and hoisted 

up, where they are bled out. Some of participants refer to this workstation as the ‘blood pond’ or 

the ‘sticking station’ or to themselves as ‘the sticker’ or ‘kill man.’ Jordan (Excerpt 1.16) 

describes his preferred work-station when on the kill floor in the following, 

Interview Excerpt (1.16) Watusi Fieldsite 
1  Jordan:  my job is to bring the cattle in,  
2    knock 'em, 
3    hoist them up, 
4    bleed 'em, 
5    stimulate 'em. 
6    take the head off and send 'em on down… 
 

The same butcher that performs the sticking, attaches electric clips to stimulate 

(electrocute) the carcass which tenderizes the meat. This butcher is also responsible for removing 

the head, front hoofs, and separating the esophagus and digestive tract from its interior 

attachments. The term for this process is wheezed using a wheezing rod, which separates the 

connective tissue from the esophagus and trachea. The head is placed onto a rack where the head 

man skins and cleans it and then removes and cleans the tongue, at which point both are 

inspected. While the head is being prepared, the animal is hoisted up further, to allow the next 

butcher to begin skinning the entire carcass on the high platform. Once the primary skinning is 

done, the animal then moves down the rail to the next station, which is the de-hiding station. 

                                                
9 Electrocution is used to stun swine (and in some cases lamb, sheep, goats) because it is more effective at rendering 
the animal unconscious much faster, which reduces the stress for the animal. 
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There is a mechanical de-hider, which quickly strips the remaining hide off of the animal and 

allows for the preservation of the hide, which increases its sale value. Hides with punctures or 

holes are worth less. Once the hide is off, the carcass goes to the evisceration station where the 

butcher cuts clear the tail and puts it aside for inspection. After the tail is removed, the bung is 

cut out, bagged and tied off to contain any possible feces. The belly is then carefully slit open 

and the contents are removed, which includes stomach, intestines, lungs, heart, kidneys, liver, 

sweet breads, etc. The edible portions are set aside, cleaned and inspected. Then this same 

butcher cuts the carcass into two sides down the vertebral column. The sides are then sent to the 

trim station to be inspected and trimmed for extraneous unwanted material, then the side is hosed 

down and then pushed into the hot box and the paperwork for the harvesting is finalized. Below, 

in the excerpt (1.17), Aaron describes his primary station on the kill floor, which occurs at the 

end of the process. 

Interview Excerpt (1.17) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Aaron:  uh, I'm always on the trim station, 
 2    and always doing the uh, I mean that's ALL I ever do, uh anymore, 
 3    I mean I've done all the stations at one point in time, uh, 
 4    but, for the past ten years it's always been just the trimming, 
 5    and the uh, the trimming, 
 6    the uh, tagging, 
 7    uh, stamping it, 
 8    uh, putting in the cooler, 
 9    uh you know recording it when it comes in, so… 
 

Inside the processing facility, there are many different tasks to be accomplished with the 

most senior and skilled butchers taking on the primary roles and the other butchers taking on 

secondary or training roles. The sides are rolled out and are broken down, off the rail, into a 

variety of cuts per customer order. In the following excerpt (1.18) Mark discusses his favorite 

series of tasks in the cutting room: 

Interview Excerpt (1.18) Watusi FIeldsite: 

1  Mark:  My favorite is, 
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2    breaking down the carcasses into the bigger the quarters first, 
3    then from there, I like to do the loin and the sirloin, 
4    and then from there I do whatever's left, 
5    but I prefer to do the loin or the sirloin, 
6    that's my two favorite wholesale cuts to work on… 
 

At this fieldsite there are large grinding machines that make ground and sausage meats, 

vacuum packaging machines, slicers, tenderizers, meat smokers, flash freezer, and a fresh 

freezer. The scale at this facility is larger than the other two sites, but the basic process of 

breaking down the carcasses into meat cuts approximately the same. 

 Unlike the other two sites this facility has complex social negotiations around butchering 

practices due to its size. Men verbally tease each other throughout the day and frequently get into 

‘pissing wars’ with each other, in order to save face. Joking and sexual talk is abundant10 which 

provides entertainment in a sometimes monotonous and cold working environment. But more 

importantly, it also functions as a dual social mechanism for the (mostly) male butchers to 

reinforce their internal hierarchical social structure and as a way to ease social tension in a non-

face threatening way (see Limón, 1989). If the joking goes too far or if there is direct face-

threatening behavior, especially during the high season, then the tension can escalate into 

pushing and yelling. Physical teasing occurs, but very infrequently and typically by the younger, 

novice butchers. This behavior is heavily censored by the more experienced butchers and quickly 

dies out as it can escalate rapidly. Physical teasing can be dangerous to all of the butchers, not 

just the ones directly involved, especially in light of the bandsaws, knives, hooks and swinging 

carcasses.  

Butchering Culture 

 In assessing cultural experiences evidenced throughout the data, there are a few general 

trends I would like to highlight, as they are critical in understanding the overall cultural practices 
                                                
10 Read constant 
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of butchers. Discussed below are place of origin and familial similarities among butchers; 

discourses about death as an occupation; notions of insider/outsider understandings of 

butchering, and lastly gender relations, expectations and experiences in this occupation. These 

themes were found throughout each of the fieldsites in this research and were discussed openly 

by these butcher research participants. In particular discourses about death work and 

insider/outsider understandings about butchering frequently co-occurred in narratives. 

Familial Background and Butchery 

 As mentioned previously, the majority of the research participants grew up raising 

animals, and lived on farms or ranches and/or butchered as part of their upbringing, resulting in 

similar collective life experiences. In addition, growing up in a rural area suggests similar 

educational backgrounds and extracurricular cultural experiences. Furthermore, growing up 

surrounded by animals and having to care for them and eventually harvest and process them for 

food engenders a particular depth of knowledge specific to animal behavior, value and well 

being. In excerpt 1.19, Guy, the head butcher from the Watusi fieldsite, based on his lengthy 

experience, describes the type of people drawn to butchering as an occupation. Look to lines 2, 3 

and 7 for references to rural backgrounds and then again lines 4, 5 and 6 for references about 

human-animal interaction and knowledge. 

Interview Excerpt (1.19) Watusi Fieldsite 
1  Guy:  you know they, they need to uh either,  
2   either they come from uh a farming background 
3   or or or they’ve lived out in the sticks 
4   or or you know they have horses 
5   they have animals already, of some sort 
6   or other they have some kind of livestock, 
7   small ranching or whatever 
8   they like that life, uh it's easy for them to 
9   it's easier for them to fall into that… 
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 Many of the other butchers expressed similar notions about who and why certain people 

become butchers, including themselves. As with other occupations, familial-based knowledge 

and educational opportunities frequently lead to occupational choices in life. These shared 

experiences and practices shape a person’s understanding of the world and is reflected in their 

discourse. Below in excerpt 1.20, Matthew (as John had indicated earlier in Excerpt 1.14) 

discusses growing up, raising and harvesting animals. Additionally, both John and Matthew 

describe that they learned how to butcher from their fathers. This pattern occurs with the 

majority of the participants, with only a few who did not learn butchery directly from a family 

member. 

Interview Excerpt (1.20) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Matt:  I grew up on on a cattle ranch, 
 2   you know, we've always had cattle 
 3   and and worked cattle 
 4  and raised pigs 
 5   and and harvested and things (.) 
 6   uh, my dad was a butcher, 
 7   so, he's got all the equipment (.) 
 8   he uh, worked at a butcher shop 
 9   and then when the butcher shop closed, 
10   he bought all the equipment… 
 
 John, Matthew and the vast majority of the other participants expressed to me during 

interviews and in casual conversation that they learned small tasks in the beginning, such as 

carrying a pan or helping to clean up. As they grew up they learned to accomplish more complex 

and physically demanding tasks, such as learning how to remove the hocks or skin a particularly 

difficult area. Additionally, as many of these butchers moved from home-slaughter to regulated 

processing facilities their knowledge about cuts and food safety practices increased into a 

particular genre of professional practices. For example, specific terminology and cutting 

techniques associated with retail cuts of meat, complex safety procedures, and working with 

federal and state inspectors are a few of the practices learned. Below, Jordan discusses his 
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transition from home processing to working in a federally regulated facility in excerpt 1.21. Look 

to lines 1-5, 14 and 15 for references to home-style or ranch-style knowledge and lines 6-13 for 

references to terminology and cuts in an inspected facility: 

Interview Excerpt (1.21) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Jordan:  I know ranch style butchering when I came here… 
 2    well, at home it's all meat no matter what cut it is (.) 
 3    it can be a rib, 
 4    a rib-eye or whatever, 
 5    it's a steak 
 6    here you have,  
 7    there's special names  
 8    as a rib-steak,  
 9    rib-eye,  
10    you know, you have your chuck-eyes 
11    you have your chuck steak 
12    you have your arm steaks, 
13    you have flat irons, 
14    versus on a ranch or at home it's all steak, 
15    either way… 
 

These narrative excerpts and others provide a framework for the background and 

experiences shared by these butchers. Many of them came from rural areas and grew up knowing 

how to raise and process animals for food. The transition into working at an inspected facility 

only increases their expertise and depth of knowledge in this occupation. It also engenders 

feelings of belonging and place, frequently expressed is shared specific linguistic practices, but 

also sporadically expressed directly in narratives about outsiders. 

In-group – Out-group 

 During my experiences at the various research sites, especially initially at the Watusi and 

the Buffalo fieldsites, indirect speech events were common, where implied meaning was 

paramount over direct speech. This indirect speech was purposeful and functioned as a stance 

taking strategy, where my interlocutor would be assessing the extent of my practical knowledge 

as well as my own personal stance regarding animal processing. Additionally, indirect speech 

allowed for the maximal avoidance of inflicting a verbal insult. As discussed earlier, direct face-
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to-face insults are avoided under most circumstances. As my own butcher related vocabulary, 

skills and cultural understanding grew, so did the frequency of ‘insider’ speech increase. In the 

section below, I will address a few of the ways that insider/outsider dichotomy is negotiated. 

 Research participants’ pragmatic and innate know-how about agriculture, ranching and 

animal processing is a distinct contrast to larger public and media understandings about animal 

slaughter and contributes to a fomentation of an insider/outsider dichotomy. I further investigate 

a specific aspect of public media perceptions of butchers in Chapter 5. This dichotomy is 

evidenced in butcher’s speech about butchering culture (internal) as well as directed towards 

outsiders. The occupationally technical speech produced by butchers goes beyond work-place 

jargon in that the butchers deploy particular word choice tropes depending upon whom they are 

talking with. One obvious example is the kill or harvest word choice difference. Kill, knock, 

slaughter are used within group and the term harvest is used when addressing outsiders.  

Interview Excerpt (1.22) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Elizabeth:  Well, if, for being politically correct um, you know, 
 2    people think it's funny when I, 
 3    when I say ‘oh you would like it harvested?’ 
 4    um, you do that more because it doesn't draw as much as attention to offend somebody 
 5    when you're talking about a slaughter 
 6    um, that's a word that can offend some people 
 7    um, we call it the kill floor, 
 8    but if other people are around 
 9    we should be using the word harvest floor 
10    um, the hot box 
11    for example 
12    where we push the animals from the kill floor into to chill down 
13    is not technically a hot box because 
14    but that's what we refer to it as 
15    because they go in hot 
16    um, but that's the chill down cooler 
17    um, so yeah there's a lot of terms, slangs that 
18    um, pizzle, instead of penis, 
19    um, nobody is gonna by a penis stick for their dog 
20    but they will buy a pizzle  
21   'cause they don't know what it is (XXXXXXX) 
22   so it's more for, I suppose that, you know… 
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Elizabeth, in Excerpt 1.22, discusses deliberate word choice in lines 1-9 when addressing 

butchers or ‘other people,’ meaning non-butchers. Other terminological examples are found in 

lines 10-16 where she discusses the ‘hot box’ and again in lines 18-21 with the term pizzle.  

 Elizabeth and others at these fieldsites use the term politically correct (found in line 1), to 

signal outsiders. She also indicates that the term slaughter might offend outsiders. The 

exchangeable terms harvest and slaughter are a source of particular heated debate among the 

majority of participants in this research with some finding the term more ‘respectful’ and other 

feeling that the type of work they perform should not be mediated with politically correct 

terminology. 

Early in my field research, I ‘fell’ for the pizzle trap. Fridays at the Watusi fieldsite are 

frequently dedicated to processing the offal (heart, liver, ox tail, etc.) on the cutting floor. Pizzle 

is occasionally processed as well, but infrequently, so I had not encountered the term nor the cut 

in the previous months of work. I dutifully got out my fieldwork notebook and inquired ‘what 

was a pizzle and what is it used for?’ My question was met with many linguistic jabs, jokes, 

sexual remarks and resounding laughter from the men working on the floor, whereby, eventually 

I was informed that it was a penis. My retort was to ask how it was spelled and what was it sold 

for, since certainly it was not something I thought humans would put in their mouths. Which 

resulted in more laughter, a few good-natured back pats and a sound explanation that it was dried 

and sold as a pet treat.  

The term pizzle has been traced in written accounts since the 15th century. Dried bull’s 

pizzle was formed and dried as a flagellation implement for self and corporal punishment 

(‘pizzle,’ OED, 2013). As indicated in the excerpt in lines 17 and 18, Elizabeth considers the 

term pizzle to be butcher’s slang, but if we examine the etymology, pizzle most likely was a 
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more common or frequently used term (given historical texts references) and was historically 

rooted in culture and practice. In the past, others might be more familiar with the term, but in 

Western (and L1 English speakers) culture, flogging oneself or others has seen a sharp decline in 

practice. Additionally, there has been a decline in the general population’s knowledge about 

animal anatomy. Therefore the use of pizzle becomes a practice-specific term, whereby butchers 

retain the associated cultural and linguistic heritage. Also, it would be considered a current 

cultural taboo to put ‘penis stick’ for sale on the exterior of pet treat packaging. 

 When asked why different terms are used for the same butchering practice or the same 

cut of meat, Matthew indicates his viewpoint about word choice in excerpt (1.23): 

Interview Excerpt (1.23) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Matthew:  I think that that's just uh a product 
 2    of of different people are more comfy with different terminology, 
 3    um, so more traditionally it would be slaughtering or killing (.) 
 4    um, if you were to think more modern, 
 5    a little more politically correct, it would be harvesting 
 6    um and so some people wanna have that real harsh connotation of you know, "I kill beef" 
 7    and they want that associated with their name, 
 8    and I think, it just, 
 9    it stems to some some recognition that they want to have 
10    or or they want to be associated with some group 
11    or have some image of themselves, 
12    um whereas, you know, harvesting, 
13    to me, is much more respectful 
14    both to the profession 
15    as well as to to even the animals (.) 
16    I mean, I don't mean to get like a hippie or something 
17    but I, you know there should be respect in what you're doing so… 
 

Here Matthew indicates a cultural difference about the type of respect that should be 

taken in terms of the profession and towards animals. Look to line 5 for the reference to the 

phrase politically correct. In line 16, he makes clear that he does not want to be considered a 

hippie but instead frames his perception in terms of respect. In the course of my research, 

regardless of facility, cultural labels such as hippie, environmentalist, liberal, feminist and the 
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like have negative connotations regardless of potentially parallel ideologies.11 A butcher might 

be considered a hippie or liberal, etc. if they were to outright state that an animal should be 

respected. This ‘respectful’ opinion is mediated through daily practice in the workplace, but also 

through a specific linguistic practice, one that must be clarified and negotiated through a stance-

taking act. In line 6, a real harsh connotation combined with the cultural implications of the term 

kill, could be considered to produce a highly masculinized, tough, threatening identity of a 

butcher. The term harvest is associated with modern, sanitary, respectful and politically correct 

discourse and practices. In opposition, to kill or slaughter is antiquated, harsh, and disrespectful 

to the profession. This sort of systematic word choice and meta-pragmatic discourse is found 

throughout the research data, indicating a creation of different stances and concurrent butcher 

identities. 

 The butchers from each fieldsite indicated that many people find their line of work 

unclean, barbaric, cruel, unsavory or downright immoral (among other descriptions). This type of 

public perception is frequently depicted in mass media, which will be addressed in greater detail 

in Chapter 5, and affects their day-to-day interactions with people not familiar with this line of 

work. In the following descriptions, verbal interactions with other people who openly and 

directly express their opinions about animal slaughter help drive the insider/outsider dichotomy.  

During an interview, Aaron discusses his opinion on the matter of animal slaughter and what 

others think of butchering: 

Interview Excerpt (1.24) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Aaron:  I don't think that what I do, 
 2    um should be given a bad name uh, 
 3    I mean, I mean, I know there's a lot of 
 4    uh animal rights people 
 5    uh, you know, that would love to see just the whole meat process just go away,  
 6    I I I don't think that, you know, 
 7    that that's the right for them to say that you know, like, I'm a killer 

                                                
11 of which, in my opinion, are considerable. 
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 8    or you know, I'm a cold blooded uh person 
 9    'cause I I take a life of an animal 
10    um, again, I'm taking life uh to sustain it 
11    or to help you know, I mean, you know, maintain it… 
 

In lines 1, 2, and 6-9 Aaron indicates that people are tarnishing his good name and that of 

his occupation, based on his professional practices. In lines 7 and 8, he indicates that people 

think he is a killer and cold-blooded, with which he disagrees. He explains, that instead he is 

providing a much-needed service by providing sustenance for human consumption. This type of 

cultural trope is seen across the majority of my fieldsites: butchers are seen as morally corrupt 

persons from a public perspective, but that butchers see their work as a necessary component of 

the human process.  

Below, in Excerpt 1.25, Matthew echo’s Aaron’s assertation that people outside of the 

industry have a tendency to think that butchers are cold-blooded or bloodthirsty (line 1), and 

after giving an example of what could possibly be seen as morally corrupt, from his perspective 

it is not the case at all. 

Interview Excerpt (1.25) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Matthew:  you know everybody thinks you're just some bloodthirsty, 
 2    uh, you know, borderline criminal, 
 3    who's killing beef 
 4    and that's just not the case (.) 
 5    I mean, there's not any of us in here, 
 6    that if we saw a beef kicking on the ground 
 7    would just ignore it, 
 8    you know what I mean? (.) 
 9    if we knock a beef, 
10    and it's not knocked, 
11    all of us, 
12     regardless of whether there was an inspector there 
13    we'd want to do something to stop it… 
 

These two examples and a others will be re-visited and expanded upon in Chapter 5, when 

discussing public media discourses and perceptions of butchers. 

 Every butcher in this research at some point during data collection has indicated that the 

majority of people are uneducated/ignorant of the practical aspects of animal raising, animal 
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processing and meat products generally. This collective opinion was present in my interactions in 

the workplace, both in the kill and cutting rooms and present in the interview narratives. 

Sometimes, as indicated in the two excerpts below, butchers will try and explain their work to 

people to dispel these negative stereotypes. When asked to describe how people react when he 

discusses his occupation, Mark indicates the following: 

 
Interview Excerpt (1.26) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Mark:  it depends on what the person's um uh reaction is, 
 2   when I first tell 'em what I do 
 3   if it's a bad, you know, 
 4   if if they're kinda disgusted 
 5   I want a I try to explain what we're doing, 
 6   and how we're doing it 
 7   and telling them that it's a humane way to harvest animals 
 8   and and that the benefits of eating animal protein versus other protein 
 9   so, I try to make my point 
10   since I've, I am in production agriculture 
11   so we need to educate people and on that stuff… 
 

Here, Mark indicates that he tries to talk with people who are willing to listen to him 

describe his job. He includes the idea that they harvest animals in a humane way, unlike much of 

people’s stereotypes of the occupation indicate. When I asked Gill, at the Buffalo fieldsite, the 

same question about people’s reaction to his occupation, his answer included an educational 

aspect that went beyond Marks answer: 

Interview Excerpt (1.27) Buffalo Fieldsite 
 1  Gill:  some people are interested, 
 2    and they think it's a great thing 
 3    and they're, 
 4    you're able to talk with them about it (.) 
 5    some people come and might look at you sideways, 
 6    and you know “how can you do that kind of job?”  
 7    'cause people aren't used to blood, 
 8    and seeing that kind of thing (.) 
 9    they're used to seeing the food on the table 
10    and you know I have friends that say “I should go to slaughter with you” 
11    and I'm like, “yeah, you should kinda go”  
12    “oh, I'd probably lose my taste for meat” (XXXXXXX) 
13     you know, and I say, “yeah”  
14    you know, I mean it's different, 
15    it's not for everybody… 
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In line 5 and 6, Gill indicates that people would look at him sideways, indicating 

disapproval of him as a person or his occupation, which he explains in lines 7-9 by saying that 

people hold misconceptions about food production, being more familiar with the end result: food 

on the table. Based on the type of slaughtering facility, he is able to ask people if they would like 

to see how the process works, by inviting them to come along in the mobile meat harvesting unit. 

Unsurprisingly, most people turn down his offer as indicated in lines 12 and 13. While working 

with Gill in the mobile unit, occasionally animal owners would stay and watch and ask questions 

throughout the harvesting process. One time a grandfather brought his young grandson to watch 

and gave him an explanation about the process, indicating to us that he (the grandfather) grew up 

harvesting and processing animals as a young man, but his grandson lived in town and did not 

have access to this sort of education. Other times people would follow the mobile meat 

harvesting unit on the highway and make a point of yelling at or rudely gesturing at the driver. 

Overall, the dichotomy between butchers and outsiders is apparent and enacted in a few 

linguistic ways: 1) Through specific word choice. For example, the choice and subsequent 

cultural connotation when using the term harvest or slaughter. 2) It is also enacted through more 

covert, non-direct oriented speech. As discussed in the introduction of the chapter vegetarian 

was considered to be a ‘code’ word for liberal, anti-meat, anti-butcher. To be a vegetarian or 

vegan meant to be in direct opposition to butchering. Similarly, Mathew’s explanation of his use 

of the term harvest as a corollary to hippie in excerpt 1.23 (lines 12-17) provides another in-

direct discursive form of difference.  

Death Work 

 Butchers work with and bring about death to the animals they harvest and process. 

Individual butchers mediate this experience in a few different ways, but primarily: 1) as a 
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‘natural fact of life’ reflecting a practical stance or 2) as an occupational calling (oppositional to 

an occupational trajectory in the continuation of familial heritage). In this section I will address 

the butchers experiences of death and provide transcribed excerpts from butchers narratives 

during interviews.  

 Both John and Mark’s narratives (excerpts 1.29 and 1.30) reflect death as a practical 

necessity of life and that many people ‘outside’ of the meat/butchering industry do not 

understand or are unaccepting. These reflections, as well as others from this research, point to a 

disconnection and ignorance of food production. It also points to other cultural taboos and 

unsightly aspects of Western modernity, including the human death industry: from being 

encapsulated in a hospital, to being cared for and ‘processed’ in a funeral home after death. 

Interview Excerpt (1.28), Watusi Fieldsite 
1  John: yeah, people think it's, it's a very cruel uh, process 
2   they don't understand that uh, 
3  again they just they don't understand, 
4   they think it's you just go in there whacking 
5   and you know, they don't understand, they, 
6   death is really fast for an animal 
7   uh, if you had to, if you had to die like an animal 
8  I think a lot of people would appreciate it, 
9  other than dying from some kind of disease 
10   I, I've seen my parents 
11  uh, father-in-law die from cancer (.) 
12  and it's not it's not it's not quick, you know (.) 
13   and when you slaughter an animal,  
14   it's quick, you know, 
15   it can be real quick… 
 

Look to lines 10 and 11 in John’s interview excerpt (1.28) for a direct analogy between 

animals and humans and his emphasis on the preferred outcome of a quick death. In subsequent 

conversations, John related to me that watching his father-in-law die slowly, caused him great 

emotional pain and reflects a fate he would deeply like to avoid.  

John’s repeated assertion that people (meaning outsiders, non-butchers) in line 1 do not 

understand (lines 2, 3, 5) the process of death for animals, is an opinion that many of the 
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butchers expressed. Mark’s perspective also reflects that ‘outsiders’ do not want to know or do 

not understand life’s necessities. In previous interactions, Mark thinks that some of this is due to 

the fact that we (as Americans) have such great abundance and wealth, that we do not have to 

utilize every last bit and piece as a consumable, thereby rendering some products more or less 

desirable as food. Look to line 3 of Mark’s excerpt (1.28) for a direct pragmatic statement about 

death, blood and guts ideology. 

 
Interview Excerpt (1.29) Watusi Fieldsite 
1  Mark:  people are grossed out by blood, 
2   they're grossed out by guts, 
3   but it's just part of our world 
4   and people are becoming very sensitive to these things  
5  that are needing to be done, 
6   and very insensitive to things that are not really, 
7  you know, important, I think…. 
 

 Others in this research feel that they were ‘called’ to this sort of work or that they had the 

desire to do this sort of work throughout their lives, regardless of their family background. Both 

Zoë and Joseph have backgrounds in butchering and animal processing but felt particularly 

drawn to this occupation outside of this fact. For Joseph, becoming a professional butcher was a 

life long dream, an occupation to take pride in and excel at; butchering provided an occupation 

that was ‘solid’ and practical. Zoë, felt compelled by a certain sense of practical spirituality and a 

deep sense of purpose in life: as someone that works in the field of death. In her view, not all 

people are comfortable, nor naturally inclined to work with death and she feels that if called to 

this sort of work, then they must do it. Both Zoë and Joseph (among many of the other butchers) 

stated that this would most likely sound ‘weird’ or like they were some sort of ‘cold-blooded 

murderer,’ but to them, this occupational path made sense and their perspective was justified 

through their practice and experiences with death. The two narrative excerpts (1.30 and 1.31) 
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below exemplify these opinions.  Look to line 1 in Joseph’s interview narrative and lines 5, 9 and 

10 in Zoë narrative for particular evidence of a personal calling. 

Interview Excerpt (1.30) Buffalo Fieldsite 
1  Joseph:  I've always, you know, dreamed of being a meat cutter,  
2   like that, a butcher, and then uh,  
3   so finally you know, uh one day, you know, I was like, 
4   I want to do that and got into it, you know, 
5   and I was given the opportunity because, you know, I had a way in… 
 
Interview Excerpt (1.31) Javelina Fieldsite 
1  Zoë: I like the connection with the live animal, 
2   that's one of my favorite parts, 
3   is looking in their eyes 
4   and then also being at peace with bringing them to death, 
5   sometimes I feel like it's my duty to bring something to death (.) 
6   and I like the, actually killing part 
7   and it's kind of a hard thing to fathom 
8   or to explain the level of deepness that I have in connection to killing 
9   but I love doing it and I feel like I'm meant to do it 
10   I feel that I am meant to bring things to death… 
 

 These butcher narratives reflect, regardless of a pragmatic stance or occupational 

’calling,’ a parallel theme of being someone who works with or brings about death and being a 

social outsider. Being a death worker means being careful about who and how you interact in 

public. It means potentially mediating your verbal reflection about your day at work with 

someone. It means having to wash well before you leave your work, making sure you do not 

have blood on your face, or hands or arms. It also means sometimes having people be afraid of 

you or repulsed by you. It can also mean a deeper understanding of life and death. 

Gendering butchers 

 One general and widespread cultural trope of butchering is that being a butcher is 

synonymous with being male. This section addresses how gender is socially constructed, 

experienced and understood within the butchering culture. The following excerpts highlight a 

few consistent aspects about gender that I experienced during fieldwork and are also reflected in 

the data: 1) Butchering as a manly occupation; 2) the physicality of the occupation; 3) and 
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cultural constraints verbally enacted by other females. The first two aspects are overlapping 

categories whereby manliness and physicality are correlated with toughness in body and in 

mentality. When discussing barriers to entry into this occupation and why he thinks there are few 

women butchers Guy responded with the following: 

Interview Excerpt (1.32) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Guy:  it's so physical, 
 2    uh your average girl is not going to be able to handle this, you know 
 3    and uh 
 4    and even even uh even some guys 
 5    are just not going to be able to handle this kind of work (.) 
 6    it's not only a male oriented 
 7    but it's manly oriented,  
 8    you know what I mean? 
 9    the difference it is (XXXXX) 
10    you gotta, 
11    you know, it's a tough, you know,  
12    you have to have that mentality to do this uh 
13    because it is uh very physical… 
 

In lines 1, 2, 5 and 13 Guy references the physical strenuousness of the job and that even 

many men might not be capable physically (line 4). In lines 11 and 12, Guy references the 

mental aspects of the job, indicating that there is a particular mentality that goes along with being 

a butcher. Most importantly, in lines 6 and 7 he indicates the type of gendered maleness that is 

required for the job. It is not enough to just be of the male sex, but one must also enact a 

gendered manliness, which in this case means being mentally and physically tough. 

 When I inquired with Zoë if there were any particular challenges in her occupation, she 

immediately responded with the following, 

Interview Excerpt (1.33) Javelina Fieldsite 
 1  Zoë:  being a woman is a big one, 
 2    a lot of people, who I first meet 
 3    they don't take me seriously, 
 4    or they don't think that I have the capability to do it (.) 
 5    it's more the capability to do it 
 6    like they'll, a lot,  
 7    my big response is, "oh but you're..." 
 8    especially from men,  
 9    “you're such a small framed woman,  
10    you don't look like you could handle that kind of thing" 
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11    and or " you're such a pretty girl,"  
12    I get that all the time,  
13    "why would a pretty girl wanna do that kind of job"…  

 

Lines 4, 5, 9 and 10 indicate the perception that she would not physically be able to 

handle the work. Lines 11-13 imply that a woman with a particular physical attractiveness should 

not be performing this sort of work. Maybe if she was more manly looking and physically larger, 

people’s response might be different. In line 13 that kind of job culturally translates into 

masculine or dirty, undesirable, gross, unfeminine, low-class. Additionally, in lines 9, 10, 11 and 

13 Zoë voices a falsetto-esque re-enactment of what these men typically say to her. Zoë has also 

indicated throughout my data collection that people (women and particularly men) did not take 

her occupation as a butcher with respect or seriously. She related to me that men frequently 

would come to the ranch looking for ‘the butcher’ and always addressed any male in the area, but 

not her, even after informing them that she was the butcher. In one incident, after telling a man 

that she was, in fact, the butcher, he got back in his truck and drove off. These types of 

interactions are not uncommon to hear about in the work place. 

 In the last two decades, there has been a transition in demographic in the meat industry, 

where more and more women work in large packinghouses. The data suggests that in these 

packinghouses, women by-and-large perform tasks further down the line, where the size of the 

carcass is decreased, meaning women do less heavily lifting. This is sometimes referred to as 

‘hand work’ (Horowitz, 1997a). In my research, participants discussed an increase of women 

working as traditional butchers as well, and also indicated there seemed to be a consistent pattern 

in both large and small processing facilities that women should not or do not actually kill/stick 

the animals. In this research only one of the female butchers actually performed the knocking 

and bleeding out of animals, but all of the females were cross-trained and able to perform the 
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required activity of stunning and bleeding out, yet did not do so on a consistent basis. In excerpt 

1.35, Elizabeth talks about her experience working at Watusi: 

Interview Excerpt (1.34) Watusi Fieldsite 
1  Elizabeth:  when I started here,  
 2    the women mostly did women work 
 3    um, they were younger girls,  
 4    they didn't have to lift a box 
 5    um, the guys were told to lift them for them, 
 6    uh, I I just did it, 
 7    so I I was able to earn respect of the guys 
 8    because I did my job 
 9    um, I didn't ask them to do it for me, 
10    um, I learned my cuts, 
11    I took the time to learn them 
12    I studied them at home, 
13    I took paperwork you know, home 
14    and then and tried to learn them… 
 

Elizabeth worked in both the cutting room and on the kill floor, but never performed any 

of the knocking or killing. During my fieldwork, she worked in the front office and only 

occasionally worked on the floor, specifically if they were understaffed. The other butchers 

working the floor, in my opinion, respected Elizabeth’s skill and frequently preferred to work 

with her due to her efficiency, professionalism and butchering skill. The senior men, managing 

the establishment, were clearly uncomfortable with her working on the floor and eventually 

devised a stable office position for her as an alternative.  

My own experiences of working at this facility paralleled Elizabeth’s. I earned the respect 

of the men on the floor by working hard. In the beginning, I could not ascertain whether I was 

unwelcome on the kill floor because I was a researcher or because I am a woman. I was actually 

‘shooed’ off the kill floor a few times by one of the senior managers, while simultaneously being 

greeted and welcomed by the butchers working the floor. I persisted and in the end, I worked the 

kill floor mainly because the butchers wanted me there, regardless of the manager’s opinions. I 

inquired around with a few of the seasoned butchers and the general opinion was that the older 
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male managers felt protective of their female employees and that it was inappropriate for women 

to have to deal with blood and guts, as that was considered traditionally a man’s job. Guy sums 

up this opinion in the following excerpt (1.35). Look to lines 1, 7 for ideologies of tradition; lines 

8-12 for notions of physicality:  

Interview Excerpt (1.35) Watusi Fieldsite 
 1  Guy:   traditionally or historically you know, the males the one that's been out,  
 2    you know, as far as man and monkey are concerned 
 3    the male's the one that's,  
 4    the one that goes and gets messy 
 5    and brings back the dead thing you know, 
 6    goes and kills the dead, 
 7    and then women have not traditionally done that 
 8    and I don't know if it has anything to do with the fact that they’re just not physically strong 
 9    uh I know, I know they’re a lot physically stronger these days 
10    then they've ever been 
11    that can hang with men 
12    um and there are more female cutters out there… 
 

I have addressed male oriented gender perceptions and opinions in regards to butchering; 

the last aspect of gender I will attend to is female gendered perceptions of female butchers. It 

came to my attention in the field that other women find the occupation of butchering to be less 

than desirable and certainly not feminine. One of the research participants related the reaction of 

other women to her experiences as a butcher were less than supportive. She related the following 

to me during an interview: 

Interview Excerpt (1.36) Buffalo Fieldsite 
1  Cara:  so ,what I think I'm trying to tell you, 
2   is that women are still kind of chauvinist, 
3    women should not be doing that kind of work, 
4   “you should not be out there getting bloody and using a knife, killing an animal" 
5   and I see these girls here, even  
6   that's more of a 
7    that's not a feminine job 
8   that's not, you know,  
9  “oh god, how can she stand that” 
10   or “how can you stand to handle that blood and stuff?”  
10   some big deal is it…. 
 

Cara relates in lines 5-10 her experiences of other women’s perceptions, at her place of 

work. These remarks and other clearly indicate that women co-construct and enculturate other 
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women as to appropriate gendered behavior, that do not include working with blood and killing 

animals. This excerpt and other subsequent conversations, indicates that women who perform 

these sorts of jobs are in a different ‘category or class’ of women, where their heteronormativity 

and morality is questioned. 

Concluding Remarks 

In conclusion, in this chapter I hoped to have portrayed a general background to my 

research experiences, the fieldsites I worked and collected data in as well as connect some of 

these experiences within a larger framework of the meat processing industry. By providing 

interview excerpts I aspired to give voice to the butchers in this research, and portray as 

accurately as possible their interest and beliefs. To this end, I posit that given their shared 

background and cultural experiences, butchers constitute a specific community of practice. It is 

different from that of large-scale packinghouse workers and grocery store meat cutters. Their 

work with death, blood, guts, and animals puts them in a socially and culturally stigmatized 

category. Due to this and other factors, heritage, small-scale butchers tend to gang together in 

terms of opinions of outsiders, drawn directly from their experiences with the media and the 

public at large. They work in a very physically and mentally demanding occupation that has 

many hazards, yet they take a great deal of pride in their work. As a whole, they hold to 

traditional values including gender norms. This is born out in their daily practices and also in 

their linguistic practices, and is evidenced in meta-pragmatic speech, occupational narratives, 

and word choice. Given the nature of this work and the close association with blood, in further 

chapters I move away from an ethnographic focus and into a language focused network analysis. 

In the following chapter, I outline the methodology and data collection I utilize in this research. 
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CHAPTER 2:  BUTCHER DISCOURSE DATA COLLECTION & METHODOLOGY 

 

 As methodological approaches vary widely in anthropology, a detailed accounting and 

justification for the types of methods used will be provided here. These comprised fieldnotes, 

word association task (WAT), occupational vocabularies, network analysis methodology, 

participant observations, photographic documentation, and semi-structured interviews. This 

chapter will address the fieldnotes, WAT, occupational vocabularies and network methods first 

and then discuss the visual methodology. A visual ethnographic approach informs the 

photographic documentation, participant observations and the semi-structured interviews 

conducted for this dissertation. 

Fieldnotes 

 I recorded regular and consistent field notes when in the field or during any interaction 

with my research participants (ex: phone conversations), with the purpose of recording general 

observations, personal thoughts and reflections, the overall progress of the research project 

throughout the duration of my fieldwork and communications with participants that were not 

recorded. Recording consistent field notes throughout the collection period was a critical 

resource in collecting and framing occupational histories and ethnographic information, as audio 

and video recordings alone cannot adequately relate context, setting, and the overall experience 

of the researcher and the participants. Methodologically, I followed a general guideline laid out 

by Bernard (2006): a) Scratch notes, jotted down throughout the day to inform the following 

processes; b) a Log that included meetings and audio/video naming conventions; c) Descriptive 

fieldnotes describing the interviews and documentation process (p. 387-398). These processes 
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ensured a thick description (Geertz, 1988) of the events that unfolded as well as serve as an 

organizational framework during and after the projects completion. 

Word Association Task (WAT) 

 I collected Word Association Task (WAT) data from a variety of research participants, In 

this section I will briefly detail the methodology I employed and the some confounding factors I 

experienced in collecting this type of data. Word associations play a role in Bakhtinian (1981) 

language theory because metaphoric associations among words are hysteresis effects. 

Semantically related words are a field of inquiry (Rugg, 1985; Lin et al., 1991; Richardson et al., 

1994; Jiang & Conrath, 1997; Finkelstein-Landau & Morin, 1999; Bollegala et al., 2007, 

Princeton University ‘About WordNet,’ 2010) and there is the possibility for particularly situated 

or related terminology to be variable, based on community of practice or culture. I hypothesized 

that based on the high volume of blood encountered by my research participants and their daily 

occupational experiences would result in differences in semantic relationships, particularly to 

blood and related terminology. In a recent study, Nelson et al. (2004) found that the statistically 

most significant response to the prompt blood is red. The data from the Nelson et al. (2004) 

corpus is a collection of over 6000 participant responses to over 5000 words. I have duplicated a 

much smaller version of this Word Association Task using blood related cues and target words 

as prompts, mixed with a set of randomized control words. Specifically, the WAT was divided 

into three categories of terminology: blood related terms, butcher related terms and a set of 

control words, all of which were randomized. In this doctoral research, participants were asked 

to write the first word that came to mind that was meaningfully related to a series of randomized 

target and control words on the blank next to each word cue. For example, if given the prompt 

word was Plasma: _________, they might write Blood or Red or Hospital on the blank next to it.  
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 Fifteen butchers and other meat related workers provided non-identifying information 

such as age, sex, job duration, and respond to approximately 200 cue words. My pilot analysis 

results reflected a significant difference between the control, butcher and blood related 

responses. This indicates that occupation and community of practice has an effect on word 

associations, yet the low number of subjects greatly reduced the power associated with the initial 

analysis.  

I identified during fieldwork and data collection that low literacy levels of many of the 

butcher research participants was a possible deterrent to participation, therefore verbal elicitation 

is a possible way to increase responses, with the additional factor of response type of verbal and 

written. This could reduce potential confounding factors and increase the power and possibly 

allow for an increase in the overall reliability and representation of this methodology. 

Furthermore, additional research participants would allow for additional factors to be included, 

such as duration of occupation, sex and overall representation of the field. Unfortunately, persons 

with this type of training are few in number across the United States, and difficult to locate and 

recruit. While this methodology’s initial analysis is promising and directly related to the overall 

research question, given the timeframe of the data collection period and the low number of 

possible of research participants, I was unable to recruit enough qualified participants to present 

the results conclusively. 

Occupational vocabulary 

 Another linguistic methodology I employed, was to compile a list of butcher and blood 

related words gathered from my daily interactions, participant observations, interviews and 

fieldnotes. This list was then circulated among my research participants and expanded upon at 

various points throughout my fieldwork (Preston, 1973). Collecting this type of data informed 
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and increased my own butcher vocabulary, and also provided a format to track and identify 

potential word choice differences in narratives and interaction. This list also contributed to words 

associated with or in replacement of the term blood. One example, discussed earlier, is the term 

purge. Please see Appendix D for vocabulary specific to butchers. 

Narrative Network Methodology 

Network science can also be used as a methodological tool. This section describes the 

methodological process by which the research results were analyzed. The interview data was 

transcribed word-for-word and then screened for discourses of blood or related to blood. These 

blood-narrative sections were then coded and categorized via the factors presented in Chapter 4. 

Futhermore, these blood-coded narrative sections were then sorted and double-checked for 

reliability to ensure consistency of coded primary and secondary attributes (Santa Ana, 2002). 

R: the statistical analysis tool (R Core Team, 2013), with the statnet package (Handcock 

et al., 2003) was utilized to formulate and analyze the coded data and to create the network 

visualizations. In Chapter 4, the initial Speech-based Network analysis (Figure 3.02 and 3.04) 

were coded by precedence (which word comes first in the narrative) and word frequency. The 

second section of analysis in the same chapter, subtitled as Blood-talk Narrative Networks, were 

coded for narrative analysis via primary categories and secondary occupational ideology 

categories. 

Directed and undirected edges have different network structure and dynamics, which 

have analytic importance. One such difference is the network density. Network density reflects 

the ratio of the number of edges in the network over the total number of possible edges between 

all pairs of nodes (Newman, 2010). If the network is directed, then only half of those edges are 

realized, resulting in lower network density. Based on this principle, the majority of the networks 
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are directed edges moving from a primary source, originating and associated with an individual 

or fieldsite. The final two narrative network visualizations (Figures 3.11 and 3.12) are undirected 

as they are co-occurring factors that are not directly associated with an individual or fieldsite. 

 Vertices (sometimes referred to as nodes) are the mathematical points within a network 

and in this case are specifically related to actors and/or speech events coded within the data 

presented. Vertices help formulate the relationships between components and stipulate the edge 

connections. Edges are the lines that connect vertices to each other. As described above, network 

density is the ratio of realized edges over the total possible number of edges within a given 

network. Maximum degree distribution refers to the highest number of edges related to a given 

node, marking frequency of occurrence, in the case of this research. Centralization indicates the 

level of network flow. In this case, network centralization identifies the central and/or most 

important node within a network compared to the centralization score of all other vertices in the 

network.12 Network centrality related to betweenness, closeness and degree are examined in the 

last two undirected networks (Figures 3.11 and 3.12) which affects network flow and their 

structural properties. (Freeman, 1979; Borgatti et al., 2009). 

Similar coding and network methodological strategies were utilized to analyze the public 

discourse corpus data in Chapter 5. Similar to the identification of the term blood identified in 

transcribed interview narratives, the term butcher/s/ing/y was identified and searched for in the 

Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA). This term and its surrounding text were 

extracted and coded for primary and secondary coding categories. As in the previous chapter, R: 

the statistical analysis tool (R Core Team, 2013), with the statnet package (Handcock et al., 

                                                
12	  (C^*(G) = sum( |max(C(v))-C(i)|, i in V(G) ) (Freeman 1979).	  
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2003) was also utilized to formulate and analyze the coded data and to create the network 

visualizations. 

As network science can be utilized as a methodology and as a theoretical positionality, 

further methodological details arise throughout Chapters 4 and 5. In the following sections I 

transition into the visual methodological strategies I engaged in during fieldwork.  

Visuality & Methodology 

 I have made an academic and scholarly commitment to engage the public through applied 

visual ethnography (Stinnett & Haas, 2009; Stinnett & Austin, 2009, 2011, 2012, 2013). Specific 

to the dissertation data collection, I have made my best effort to comfortably and appropriately 

position myself, as researcher anthropologist, and my subsequent visual work with my research 

participants to reflect a respectful, reflexive and engaged research project. In the following 

section I will address visual anthropology from a theoretical and methodological standpoint and 

discuss my position as a visual researcher in the field, the process I underwent and the 

production of my final and companion dissertation film product.  

While the two network analysis chapters (4 & 5) in this doctoral work, do not directly 

reflect the importance of the visual methodology covered in the remainder of this chapter, two 

things would not be possible: 1) the final film product would not be possible to produce, without 

my commitment to detail, my previous filming experiences and my engagement and training in 

visual anthropology, and 2) the quality and amount of data would not be as vast and ‘thick’ 

(Geertz, 1988) without the use of audio and visual recording. And finally, audio and video 

recordings of my experiences in the field allow for the potential blending of network science 

analysis and video visualizations, utilizing time as an analysis variable for future endeavors 
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(Balkundi & Kilduff, 2005; Lobel et al., 2005; Bender-deMoll & McFarland, 2006; SoNIA, 

2012). 

Visual work, whether it be photography or videography, can be fraught with suspicion 

and uncomfortableness on the part of the informants (and sometimes the researcher). The ‘gaze’ 

of the lens, the body of the camera and the tripod becomes another (semi-animated) research 

participant, linked to the anthropologist in ways that must be addressed — with research 

participants, in writing and in the final filmic product/s. 

 Specific to my fieldsite and research participants, media and video was already fraught 

with suspicion. The numerous hidden camera exposés and outright pillory of the meat industry 

and specifically animal slaughter and animal abuses in the public media has left even the most 

humane, regulated and cleanly meat production facilities and their workers on edge. 

 At one point about six months into my participatory research, while at Watusi, the most 

stringent and suspicious fieldsites, the Oprah Winfrey show toured a Cargill slaughter facility 

with reporter Lisa Ling (Oprah.com, 2011). I asked my participants during their lunch break to 

watch the clips available via internet and comment about the depiction and positioning of the 

facility on the show. The majority of them watching could not fathom two things: 1) the Oprah 

Winfrey Show television program chose to do a segment about a large-scale meat processing 

facility. Many of the informants denied that this was even a possible reality. And more 

importantly, 2) that any meat processing facility would actually ALLOW the Oprah Winfrey 

Show to film inside of their facility.   

 After watching the clips and (most likely) after working side by side for well over nine 

months, they began letting me audio record on the processing floor. It wasn’t until the final 
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months of fieldwork that was I able to audio record on the kill floor, conduct video taped 

interview with the butchers and take photographs. 

Visual Anthropology Background 

 The role ethnographic film plays in anthropology is complex with a multiplicity of 

viewpoints and opinion. Anthropologists most frequently write about their research findings 

based on specific data collection and individual theoretical positionings. Similar to written 

ethnographies, the medium of film is positioned within a particular format, with its own 

theoretical and production expectations. The inclusion of visual ethnography as an 

anthropological persuit has a relatively small membership, with a larger number of scholars 

utilizing visual materials as a path to teach in classrooms, present data at conferences or produce 

specific community driven projects. 

Visual anthropology can trace its beginnings to the first scientific photography 

(chronophotography) and film of humans. Much of this type of documentation and research grew 

out of the expositions and World’s Fairs held across the world in the late eighteen and nineteen 

hundreds (Rony, 1996; Heider, 2006). The display of people for research, curiosity or 

entertainment has a long and frequently overlapping history. The line between exploitation and 

research is a fine one, and a majority of current anthropological researchers invested in visuality 

have since deemed this type of work exploitative and racist. More appropriate and culturally 

sensitive techniques of filmmaking, research, collaboration and reflexivity take a prominent role 

in guiding visual anthropology today (Tomaselli, 1989; Loizos, 1993; Ginsberg, 1995; Rony, 

1996; MacDougall, 1997, 2006; Ruby, 2000; Heider, 2006). These techniques inform our 

perceptions of the role of ethnographer, researcher, subject and audience (Ruby, 1980; Martinez, 



 80 

1993). And more importantly, these methodologies guide the anthropologist to be a better 

researcher and filmmaker. 

Ethnographic film differs from documentary film and this transition of difference has 

taken place over the last 80 or so years. “From early in film’s history there has been continuing 

debate about distinctions between documentary films and films which were obviously fictional” 

(Loizos, 1993, p. 5). Initially, documentary films were thought to be ‘more’ real or authentic than 

fiction film, but this notion has shifted with time and has also been applied to ethnographic films.  

“Both films and ethnography are increasingly understood to be provisional texts suggesting 

plural and contested realties…” (Loizos, 1993, p. 6). One of the differences between 

documentary and ethnographic film is the level of scientific rigor. More specifically, 

ethnographic film tends to investigate a hypothesis or series of hypotheses. Appropriate 

methodologies about how and what ethnographic film should consist of, have been outlined by 

Tomaselli (1989), Loizos (1993), Heider (2006), MacDougall (2006) and others. Below, I outline 

some of the methodologies that take premise in my own fieldwork. 

There is a generally agreed upon criteria that separates ethnographic film from 

documentary film. In my opinion, the singularly most important difference is that an 

ethnographic film begins with a research question, where the subsequent visual representation 

comes from the data. Futhermore, ethnographic film does not begin with a script or a narratvie, 

prior to shooting; it is built on the interactions of the ethnographer, the research hypothesis and 

the raw footage collected during fieldwork. Most scholars agree that ethnographic film should be 

about “whole cultures” or “whole bodies, and whole people, in whole acts” (Heider, 2006; 

MacDougall, 2006) meaning that the film should reflect people in context. This concept applies 

not only to the overall diegesis of the film, but also the editing and technical aspects of the 
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camera angle, focus, etc. Ethnographic films should strive towards truth, they should involve in-

depth participant observation and finally, distortions of any type should be kept to a minimum 

(time, space, language translation, etc.) (Heider, 2006). This is not to say that ethnographic film 

is not constructed and put through social and cultural filters during the editing process, but that 

the pre-supposition of intentionality is seriously dampened.  

In developing ethnographic ideas of representation, Mahon argues the visual 

anthropologist should “view representation as a historically situated process of construction that 

occurs within institutional and sociological parameters that can both limit and create 

possibilities” (Mahon, 2000, p. 470). This being said, the anthropologist should take into 

consideration the audience as well as how popular media depicts and co-constructs the ideas of 

culture. This doctoral research takes into consideration and enacted these primary principals with 

regards to visual and audio data collection during fieldwork.  

Cinéma vérité, observational cinema & anthropological research 

Jean Rouch introduced the concept of cinéma vérité (the cinema of truth) in the 1960’s 

with Chronicle of a Summer (Rouch & Morin, 1961) and with it, a different type of filmmaking. 

Rouch is considered the father of cinéma vérité in French new wave film, and his approach has 

had a lasting effect on visual anthropology. Heider states, “It is not just a matter of showing the 

anthropologist in a scene or two, but of building the films around the inescapable fact that an 

anthropologist and a filmmaker are on the spot and are interacting with the people and thus 

influencing behavior” (Heider, 2006, p. 32). The presence of the anthropologist/researcher as an 

integral part of the film narrative along with the implied reflexivity pushed practitioners of visual 

anthropology to consider the ways in which research participants and data collection was being 

viewed by audiences. This theoretical and methodological conceptualization parallels the 



 82 

postmodern theoretical trend just beginning in cultural anthropology and literary circles 

(Foucault, 1970, 1977; Crapanzano, 1977; Lyotard, 1984; Marcus & Fischer, 1986; Rabinow, 

1986). In the audio and video data collected during fieldwork, I am a constant presence, working 

alongside the butchers in day-to-day practices.  

 Observational cinema utilizes the concepts from early research style anthropological 

films (see above) and cinéma vérité, but in many cases addresses classroom and research 

audiences. A principal concept in observational cinema stems from the theoretical contention 

around ‘truth’ and representation in film. Films can easily manipulate participant representation 

through editing and composition of shot. Colin Young (2003) points out that observational 

cinema “is an attempt to develop a practical approach to these problems which has many things 

in common with the traditional role of the note-taking field researcher, but also has much that 

distinguishes it from former methodologies” (Young, 2003, p. 100). One key feature of 

observational cinema style films is long, unedited takes, and wide-angle shots, designed to 

capture entire events and the people participating in them. 

Timothy and Patsy Asch (2003) outline a criterion for the creation of observational style 

films: preservation, creation and research. They discuss the possibility of creating filmic texts, 

annotating and transcribing the events and preserving them for future generations of researchers 

Most of Asch’s filmic work would be considered observational cinema. The best example of this 

is The Axe Fight (Asch & Chagnon, 1975), a short film about a series of events, that eventually 

galvanizing the majority of a Yanomamo community. Utilizing their devised film criterion, the 

film is broken down into four parts 1) composed of unedited raw footage, 2) the same footage, 

slightly edited with explanatory animation and narration describing the events, 3) kinship chart 
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and explanation, 4) edited version with subtitles. The film is accompanied by a companion text 

and transcription of the event (Asch & Chagnon, 1975).   

 Similar to a written ethnography, an ethnographic film, at its best, can only be a 

representation of what has been observed by an anthropologist in the field. All of the styles of 

film discussed above work towards minimizing this representation through reduced editing and 

long uninterrupted takes, inclusion of the anthropologist/researcher and focus on whole events 

and peoples. In light of these methodological and practical developments, this doctoral research 

employed these strategies, in addition to linguistic anthropological research conventions. The 

following section discusses the remaining visual methodologies utilized in this research. 

Visual Data Collection Methodology 

 Largely, I have used a combination of research and observational cinema (Asch et al., 

1973; Asch, 1992; Asch & Asch, 2003; Young, 2003; Goodwin, 2006) and traditional visual 

ethnography (Mead & Bateson, 1951; Bateson & Mead, 1954; Marshall & Gardner, 1957; 

Gardner, 1973; MacDougall & MacDougall, 1980; Loizos, 1993; MacDougall, 2006; Rony, 

1996; Ruby, 2000) to formulate my data collection strategy and as a guide for positioning myself 

as a visual ethnographer in the field. In this section I will describe the different and varying 

negotiations I experienced with my research participants around collecting visual data and detail 

the remaining visual data collection methodologies. All participants were approved through 

IRB/Human Subjects Consenting protocol and signed consent forms agreeing to various levels of 

identifiability.   

Javelina facility 

The Javelina fieldsite data collection protocols were easily negotiated and began within 

the first month of working at the facility. I collected audio, video and photographic data from this 



 84 

site a few days a month over the course of 12 months. I shot long takes from wide angles, many 

times utilizing two cameras and a wireless microphone, observing and participating in interaction 

on the processing floor. Additionally, a lengthy semi-structured audio and visually recorded 

interview was conducted towards the end of the 12 month data collection period.. 

Buffalo facility:  

My early and initial negotiations and interactions with Buffalo facility included a direct 

request to collect film and audio data. In the reverse situation to Watusi, the facility managers 

agreed to the video, whereas the individual butchers were less ‘excited’ and more personally 

anxious about the interaction. After working for a few weeks with the butchers, I began by 

collect audio data with a wireless microphone and video-taped semi-structured interviews. Due 

to Buffalo’s distance from other facilities in this research, I collected data in two separate 

sessions totaling two months, and remained in contact with the facility and its butchers with 

subsequent visits (non-data collection), phone calls and email. After the butchers became more 

comfortable with the data collection, I began filming interactional audio and video footage in 

both the mobile meat-harvesting unit and in the permanent processing facility. 

Watusi facility: 

As described at the beginning of this chapter this facility proved to be the most suspicious 

and least amiable about video. After approximately 9 months of working on the processing floor 

I was allowed to begin audio recording only on the processing floor. The butchers were all 

accepting of being recorded, with the moratorium on visual data collection coming from the 

managerial staff. .Once approved to collect audio data, I collected on a weekly basis from 

primarily 3 expert butchers. They were asked to wear a wireless microphone with an omni-

directional lavileer, which also recorded their closest interlocutors.   
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The last months of fieldwork at this site, I recorded a few workdays on the harvesting 

floor for multi-fieldsite data equitability, but the data proved to be relatively sparse, as all the 

butchers wore ear protection and by and large did not communicate often. Beginning in month 

15 and again in month 18 at this fieldsite, I conducted semi-structured, audio and video recorded 

interviews with all the butchers  

 For the overall visual data collection, I collected photographs and filmed in three types of 

situations: 1) work place interactions, 2) semi-structured interviews, 3) b-roll footage.  

Photographic documentation 

 Photographs were captured at all of the fieldsites for the purpose of collecting visual 

information on types of slaughtering and processing facilities, specific tools, meat cuts, store 

fronts, etc. in addition to the audio and video documentation. These photographs are to be used 

in a photography review article as well as add to the overall visual data for the ethnographic film. 

In line with anthropological reciprocity, all digital images were given to the participant to use for 

their own purposes. Each of the fieldsites had different levels of expectations and desires for 

photography. For example, the majority of images I took at the Javelina site were of more 

personal use and value by Zoë. Some of the photographs I recorded were for personal use only 

and not for research purposes, which were negotiated ad hoc, at the time of the event with the 

open option of removing others at a later date. One day, instead of processing beef, Zoë took me 

on a tour of the surrounding area and almost abandoned town closest to the ranch she lived on 

(See images 5-8). The Buffalo fieldsite had a practical use for the photographs I took: they 

expressed a desire to use the images for advertisements, website and presentations for their 

mobile meat harvesting unit. Photography at the Watusi fieldsite was highly controlled (as were 

all of my audio and video recordings) and negotiated based on agreements about specific usage. I 
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was able to photograph the processing room, during working hours with the agreement that the 

images would be used for the dissertation, conference presentations and a photographic essay for 

a peer reviewed journal, with the intention of focusing on the individual butchers, tools and 

machinery.  As with the other sites, all 1000 plus images I took that day were returned to the 

fieldsite participants, for them to review and use according to their own wishes. Below are a few 

images captured from each field site as exemplars.   

 
Javelina Fieldsite Exemplar Images 
 

        
Figure 2.01: Surrounding landscape, Javelina fieldsite.               Figure 2.02: Beef waiting for harvest, Javelina fieldsite. 
 

        
Figure 2.03: Beef eating feed, Javelina fieldsite.             Figure 2.04: Water tank & ranch horses, Javelina fieldsite. 
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Figure 2.05: Surrounding landscape & copper mine,   Figure 2.06: Abandoned building in neighboring town, 
Javelina fieldsite.      Javelina fieldsite.	  
 
Buffalo Fieldsite Exemplar Images 
 

          
Figure 2.07: Surrounding landscape, Buffalo fieldsite.  Figure 2.08: Surrounding landscape, Buffalo fieldsite. 
 

          
Figure 2.09: Mobile meat harvesting unit, Buffalo fieldsite. Figure 2.10: Removing carcass from cooler inside the  
       mobile meat harvesting unit, Buffalo fieldsite. 
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Figure 2.11: Inside the permanent processing facility,   Figure 2.12: Processing pork into cuts, Buffalo fieldsite. 
Buffalo fieldsite.   
 
Watusi Fieldsite Exemplar Images 

The images photographed at the Watusi site are purposefully rendered in black and white, 

in the attempt to focus the audience specifically on the interactions, butchers and tools, and not 

the distracting color of the blood and meat that always accompanies these practices. 

         
Figure 2.13: Knives, steel & scabbards,     Figure 2.14: Hooks & trolleys, Watusi       Figure 2.15: Cryo-vac-ing cuts, 
Watusi Fieldsite.           fieldsite.    Watusi fieldsite.  
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Figure 2.16: Inspecting cuts on the processing floor, Watusi Figure 2.17: Master butcher demonstrating appropriate 
fieldsite.       cut size, Watusi fieldsite. 
 

          
Figure 2.18: Master butcher indicating a muscle feature,     Figure 2.19: Master butcher indicating the ‘jump 
Watusi fieldsite.      muscle,’ Watusi fieldsite. 
 

Participant Observations 

 I collected fieldnotes, audio and video recorded participant observations and work-place 

interactions to understand how individuals experience butchering as an occupation and as a 

cultural community. To direct my overall video/audio data collection, I built on a combination of 

Asch’s (1992) work on observational cinema focusing on continious, unedited interactions, 

Bailey’s (2009) techniques for video recording inter-ethnic store encounters, and Goodwin’s 

(2006) collaborative work with school girls and interactional research oriented recording. A 

small video camera and audio recording device was set up in plain view, utilizing these 

anthropological research filmmaking conventions (ibid.) in order to reduce the level of intrusion 

and to collect narratives that most closely reflects ‘naturally’ occurring interactions.  
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 I participated in work at each fieldsite regularly. Each day I was present at each fieldsite, 

I contributed to a full day of work alongside the butchers. I recorded audio or video data some of 

these days, but the majoirty of my fieldwork time, I spent working and getting to know the 

butchers and their practices. I worked learning occupational and safety protocols, how to harvest 

and process animals, package retail cuts of meat, read cut instructions, sharpen knives, and clean 

and then clean more. I also learned more nuianced aspects of meat production: meat cut 

aesthetics, what a good side looks like, what a healthy good producing animal looks like, how to 

finesse the tip of the knife to pop loose a tendon to remove the hind leg from a quarter of beef 

and that I do not particularly care for the kill floor, but worked there none-the-less and learned 

about respectful and fast animal harvesting. All of these interactions were captured via audio and 

sometimes video and reflected in fieldnotes. 

         
Figure 2.20: My hard hat with joke,             Figure 2.21: Moving a side of beef,       Figure 2.22: Knife sharpening lessons, 
Watusi fieldsite.             Watusi fieldsite.               Watusi fieldsite. 
 
Work-place interactions 

 The equipment used to film varied by fieldsite, based on the available space, number of 

butchers and permissions. At the Javelina fieldsite, I was able to use a two-camera set up on 

many occasions, using a wireless microphone with an omni-directional microphone on the 

primary butcher. At the Watusi site, I was able to audio record primarily and used a wireless 

microphone with an omni-directional microphone on the primary butcher occasionally using two 

wireless microphones on 2 different butchers, located at opposite areas of the processing floor. 

Late in fieldwork I was able to photography a day at work on the processing floor. For this I used 
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a digital DSLR camera (set for 3 shot sequences) using a 50 mm lens and a 200 mm lens. At the 

Buffalo fieldsite, in the mobile meat harvester, I utilized a DSLR camera, mounted on a suction 

cup tripod, attached to a high point13 inside the mobile unit. The mobile harvesting unit is small 

with no room for a three-legged tripod. I utilized a remote control to activate and deactivate the 

camera. From this high vantage point, I was able to collect a majority of the activities taking 

place in the harvester, moving the camera mount to different locations to enable various points of 

view. I also used a three-legged tripod outside of the harvesting unit occasionally, to capture 

footage the exterior. I also used a wireless microphone system with an omni-directional 

microphone on the primary butcher. At the Cut n’ Wrap Buffalo facility fieldsite, I also used the 

suction cup camera mount with a DSLR camera, attached to a window as the processing area 

was also small. For all fieldsite locations camera positionality was dictated by space availability, 

comfort level of my research participants and also to maximize the dimensionality of video 

capture.14  

Javelina Facility sample camera positions 
 

                    
Figure 2.23: Medium Shot, Floor, Javelina fieldsite.  Figure 2.24: Medium Shot, Above, Javelina fieldsite. 

 

                                                
13 Another reason for the height of the camera was to maintain its’ cleanliness and reduce the likelihood of exposure 
to fluids, primarily water and blood. 
14 After every shoot, all equipment had to be broken down and extensively sanitized, similar to the equipment used 
for harvesting and processing. This reduced the possibility of cross-contamination within and between fieldsites, a 
fact that was readily welcomed by the Inspectors. 
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Figure 2.25: Medium Shot, Floor    Figure 2.26: Author in Medium Shot, Above 

 
Buffalo Facility Mobile Meat Harvester sample camera positions 
 

                    
Figure 2.27: Author Inside Harvest Unit Side Wall                  Figure 2.28: Author Inside Harvest Unit Front Wall 
 

                    
Figure 2.29: Outside Harvest Unit Back                    Figure 2.30: Inside Harvest Unit Back Wall                      
 

Semi-Structured Interviews 

 I conducted video and audio recorded semi-structured ethnographic interviews (Terkel, 1974; 

Briggs, 1986; Tomaselli, 1989; Hammersley & Atkinson, 1995; Schensul et al., 1999; Rabinger, 

2004; Bernard, 2006) with traditional and heritage butchers from my three primary fieldsites. 

These open-ended semi-structured interviews explored the professional trajectories and personal 

experiences of being a butcher in the Southwest; including aspects of family background, work 

place training, patterns of work, community experiences, oral histories, butchering knowledge 
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and work place experiences and activities directly related to blood. Additional information not 

gathered during participant observation were addressed, including specific tool use, techniques 

and aspects of various animals (handling, breeds, temperments). For example: What sorts of 

traditions both oral and material are passed down in families and/or from butcher to apprentice? 

What sorts of specific occupational vocabularies are being used? And are these vocabularies 

consistent across the region or do they differ? What sorts of social messages do butchers receive 

from the general public? Who are the sorts of people working in related fields that butchers 

engage with (ranchers, cattle haulers, health inspectors) and what do these interactions consist 

of? What is the difference between a butcher and a meat cutter? What are the physical challenges 

and dangers of being a butcher? 

 For the semi-structured interviews, when possible, a two-camera set up was used with a 

black backdrop. Camera One was positioned over the right shoulder of the interviewer for a 

Medium head shot (Figure 2.31). Camera Two was positioned to the left of the interviewer for a 

portrait angle for a medium upper body shot (Figure 2.32). 

          
 Figure 2.31: Interview Camera One Angle  Figure 2.32: Interview Camera Two Angle	  

B-Roll footage 

 The B-Roll footage was collected using a digital single-lens reflex (DSLR) camera with 

the intention of gathering supplemental images and video of the landscape and scenic 

surroundings in my research participants daily experiences. These include images of animals, 
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ranches, tools, machinery, and daily interactions with specific regard to animal husbandry, ranch 

living and butchery. Many hours of footage (over 100 hours) was collected specifically during 

participant observations of work place interactions. 

 

       
Figure 2.33-2.36: Sample B-Roll footage including tools, machinery, meat cuts, butcher. 

 

Final Products 

 All of the unedited interview footage was copied and made into DVD’s and given back to 

the research participants, with the opportunity for them to watch their interviews, at their own 

convenience, with the option of providing feedback about the content. Additionally, any other 

footage taken, and most specifically the photographs and b-roll footage from my three fieldsites 

were given back to the participants to use at their own discretion. 

The final outcome of all of the audio, video and photographic data will culminate in an 

edited visual ethnography, approximately 45 minutes in length, positioned to be viewed in 

undergraduate classrooms and ethnographic film festivals and conferences. The film is entitled: 

The (almost) lost art of heritage butchery. The storyline can be described as a focus on personal 

stories and workplace interactions, in order to shed light on the occupational experiences and 

histories of what it means to be a heritage butcher in the Southwest United States (please see 

Appendix A for image of movie poster). Additionally, before the finalized version is produced, 
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the film will be screened by multiple butchers from this research, in order to insure a balance 

between accuracy, collaboration and expression through the visual medium.  
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CHAPTER 3:  BLOOD, BUTCHERING & ANTHROPOLOGICAL THEORETICAL 

PERSPECTIVES: A LITERATURE REVIEW 

 

Introduction 

Discourses of blood appear throughout traditionally anthropological research topics that 

address concepts such as kinship and marriage practices (Evans-Pritchard, 1933, 1935, 1951; 

Mintz & Wolf, 1950; Chagnon, 1988; Sturm, 2002; Robertson, 2005), race (Stocking, 1968; 

Linke, 1999), and ritual (Turner, 1967, Turner & Institute, 1968; Metcalf & Huntington, 1991). 

‘Blood-talk’ cuts across and through these themes acting in concert with overarching cultural 

discourses. Framing blood as the methodological focal point allows for multiple narratives to 

arise across varying racial, religious, and gendered positionalities within the professions of 

butchering.  

The idea for this research inquiry stems from multiple sources, yet my initially reading of 

Sidney Mintz’s “Sweetness and Power” (1985) invoked the concept of a singular topic of focus. 

Mintz’s (1985) investigation of sugar and the resulting historic, economic and socio-cultural 

practices that surround the production and consumption of sugar gives primacy to socio-

economics, whereas this research does not focus particularly on the economic practices 

surrounding blood or butchering, but instead on the linguistic practices invoked by both. Other 

anthropological works on singular topics also informing this study are Limbert’s (2008) work on 

the symbology and cultural meaning of dates, Dipesh’s (2006) visual work on slate production 

and those who mine it, Manning and Uplisashvili’s (2008) research on beer, and Silverstein’s 

(2003) concentration on the indexicality of oinoglossia (wine-talk). 
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In contrast, linguistic anthropologists frequently look at a language practice within a 

specific and well-defined community utilizing ethnographic and linguistic methodology (Briggs, 

1986; Woolard, 1989; Agar, 1996; Stasch, 2002, 2007; Mendoza-Denton, 2008; Strand, 2012), 

whereas sociolinguists more frequently look across community boundaries at specific linguistic 

features (Labov, 1994; Trudgill, 1995; Feagin, 2002; Wolfram, 1984; Wolfram & Schilling-

Estes, 1998; Adger et al., 2007; Zhang, 2008). This dissertation research draws from these two 

fields, utilizing sociolinguistics’ cross-community data collection and linguistic anthropological 

ethnography. The data collection methodology was discussed in the previous chapter, whereas 

the theoretical application of these fields will be discussed in this chapter to be combined with an 

innovative analysis strategy. 

More recently, complexity theorists and network scientists have focused on complex 

systems analysis exploring the relationships of multiple factors influencing the behavior of 

various systems, such as power grids (Albert et al., 2004; Crucitti & Marchiori, 2004), social 

networks (Scott, 1988; Wasserman, 1994; Freeman, 2004; Marcus, Moy & Coffman, 2007; 

Knoke & Yang, 2008; Scott & Carrington, 2011) and biological networks (Jeong et al., 2000; 

Girvan & Newman, 2002; Zhang & Horvath, 2005; Brohée et al., 2008; Barabási & Oltvai, 

2004). The focus on language as a complex system, until recently has been specifically focused 

on semantic webs (WordNet) and/or textual data (Bearman & Stovel, 2000; Cancho & Solé, 

2003; Ravasz & Barabási, 2003; Solé et al., 2005). Yet, as a whole complexity theories and 

particularly network science has not addressed language in interaction. And linguistic 

anthropology has yet to embrace complexity theories in analysis. Given this gap in knowledge, 

this dissertation utilizes concepts from network science to explore the facets of relationships 

present in narrative networks focused on discourses of blood within a community of practice. 
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The following chapter addresses pertinent literature on language and network science 

theoretical contributions specifically targeted to framing the background and motivation for this 

research as well as provide a framework for which this research contributes. Discussed below are 

1) the relevant literature discussing discourses of blood and the occupation of butchering 

(including meat production and conceptualizations of food); 2) the theoretical concept of voicing 

(Bakhtin, 1981) as the primary research question and to provide the foundational theoretical 

framework for this study and to understand the potential of cross-community intertextuality and 

how common linguistic reference points are mediated; 3) communities of practice theory; to 

expand upon and investigate notions of bounded communities through language practices; 4) 

what constitutes a sociolinguistic variable in order to frame the unit of analysis under 

investigation, and 5) general concepts regarding network theory and its application to language 

analysis, particularly relevant to the arguments put forth in Chapters 4 and 5. 

Relevant Literature on Blood 

Anthropologists have been drawn to blood-related topics for decades, particularly with 

regard to kinship or ritual practices (Malinowski, 1922; Tegnaeus, 1952; Marshall & Gardner, 

1957; Douglas, 1966; Scheper-Hughes & Lock, 1987; Laqueur, 1999; 2011, 2013). This short 

section details a variety of scholarly work that address blood within a few overarching contexts, 

most of which have overlapping categories of analysis: symbolism, purity and pollution.  

The literal definition from the Oxford English Dictionary of blood is “The red liquid 

circulating in the arteries and veins of man and the higher animals, by which the tissues are 

constantly nourished and renewed…” (‘blood’ OED, 2009). Yet, the meanings and uses of blood 

are far more complex and numerous to be contained in its literal use. The many varied voices of 

blood, and by this I mean the indexical and heteroglottic meanings attributed to blood, are far 
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ranging and multivaried. For example, phrases such as “they’ve got my blood” (Tierney, 2009), 

“pure-blooded” (Worth, 2009) and “blood-brothers” might be considered colloquial, but are 

indexically laminated with the historicity of racial purity, ancestry and ritual. Blood’s cultural 

meanings circulate in and around notions of the human body, kinship, ritual, power, procreation, 

death and history. Much of these larger ideological perspectives persist as core understandings of 

what it means to be human and continue to be key inquiries of pursuit in the field of 

anthropology. 

Buckley & Gottlieb’s (1988) edited volume on menstruation pays particular attention to 

the symbolism attached to menstruation throughout a variety of cultures in the Ivory Coast 

(Buckley & Gottlieb, 1988), Australia (Knight, 1988), Turkey (Delaney, 1988), Borneo (Appell, 

1988), Portugal (Lawrence, 1988), Southern Wales (Skultans, 1988), and Sierre Leone (Lamp, 

1988). Knight’s (1995) analysis of female menstruation as directly tied to the origins of sexual 

division of labor and its resultant pressure on human evolution and symbolic meaning (as related 

to ritual, cosmology and mythology) within a Marxist framework. A large body of literature has 

been produced examining blood donation in a number of cultures (Oakley & Ashton, 1997 

[1970]; Weston, 2001; Anagnost, 2006; Busby, 2006; Lederer, 2008; Erwin et al., 2009; 

Sanabria, 2009; Simpson, 2009; Street, 2009; Copeman, 2004, 2005, 2008, 2009a,b,c) and 

drawing from a Purity-Pollution (Douglas 1966) standpoint a variety of works have addressed 

HIV/AIDS and contamination, (Fraser & Valentine, 2006; Shao, 2006; Reddy, 2007; Shao & 

Scoggin, 2009; Strong, 2009). Marcelin’s (2012) framing of blood as a critical aspect of 

symbolism and politics in Haiti and Carsten’s (2011) work on the symbology of blood and 

kinship as interpreted in anthropology, including insightful aspects of notions of cultural 

circulation (Lee & Li Puma, 2002). Overarchingly, many of these texts argue for or presuppose 
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some level of symbolic categorization of blood expressed by their research subjects. And while I 

am not arguing that blood symbolism does not exist, I do posit that there could be varying levels 

of adherence to these symbolic conceptualizations that do not co-exist equally or seamlessly 

across all participants. 

Some historically related texts proved to be very useful in tracing word choice origins 

and the initial framing of the research question. Cultural and deeply historical concepts like 

vitalism continue to circulate through many cultures today, but due to the location of my 

fieldsites, I focused primarily on Western/European conceptualization. Starr’s (1988) Blood: An 

Epic History of Medicine and Commerce, details the initial medical practice of blood transfusion 

and the development of worldwide blood donation policies and procedures. Linke’s (1999) 

historical linguistic study that connects modern European conceptualizations of nationhood with 

cultural and linguistic practices directly tied to the various meanings blood has held throughout 

the few millenia. Linke (1999) examines prehistoric and pre-modern images of blood and 

connects this to early concepts of gender and race respectively. She ties these early concepts to 

Medieval developments around ‘the body’ and spirituality and then transitions into the modern 

era, addressing concepts of modern medicine, the rise of Nazi Germany, and nationhood. 

Being familiar with a wide variety of literature pertaining to blood, I was able to identify 

and dig deeper into potential sources of indexical and re-voiced discourse, particularly during 

data collection. It allowed me to ask pertinent follow-up questions during interviews, and helped 

me to avoid asking culturally offensive questions, particularly with regards to religious tenets. 

Additionally missing from the literature are accounts and ethnographies of persons who 

occupationally experience blood on a consistent basis, and how this shapes their perception of 

life and death. This research helps to fill that gap in knowledge and literature. 
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Relevant Literature on Butchers 

A majority of the literature and documentation of the meat industry has focused on large 

packinghouses (Sinclair, 1906; Hill, 1923; Skaggs, 1986; Halpern, 1992; Geib, 1994; Bunte & 

Vavra, 2006; Douglas, 2008; Schlosser, 2008) and/or union organization and labor rights in the 

meat packing industry (Orea & Diamond, 1968; Fink, 1997; Gray, 1997; Horowitz, 1997b). 

While this research does not focus on large-scale packinghouses, the research is relevant, as it 

provides context and sometimes counter point to the experiences of the small-scale heritage 

butchers in this research.  

Sinclair’s (1906), famous book The Jungle, and Schlosser’s (2008) article addressing the 

meat packing industry and its employees was insightful as to the production side of animal 

processing and helped to prepared me for the fieldwork experience of researching the harvesting 

and processing facilities in the Southwestern United State. Additionally consulted was Gewertz 

and Errington’s (2010) book on the sheep meat-flap trade and consumption in the Pacific Islands. 

This book points to global cultural understandings of meat identities and modernization. Further 

literary canvasing included a few books on the history of meat production: Rixson’s (2001) 

account of meat trading, including cuts from ‘ancient origins’ to present-day meat safety and 

inspection protocols; an account of Halal food production (Riaz & Chaundry, 2004) and an 

account of Kosher food production (Blech, 2008) with all three texts accounting for differing 

traditions of food processing, reasoning and histories and most importantly to this research, 

butchering and meat vocabularies. 

Other research addressed religious food production and consumption and was a valuable 

reflection of the butchers themselves (Bonne & Verbeke, 2004, 2006; Fischer, 2005; Judd, 2008; 

Lewis, 2010). Douglas’s (2008) work on Hebrew dietary laws about Kosher food handling 
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practices are intimately connected to religious concepts of purity and defilement and attend to 

how cultural understandings about food shapes racial stereotypes. Harris’s (2008) work on the 

economics of religious food prohibition, specifically that of pig, but taking a cost/benefit analysis 

of ancient environments (where the texts and prohibitions evolved) and the likelihood of 

successful pig rearing. This evidence was critical in formulating questions about religious meat 

production, although few of the participants in this research had any formal experience with 

these practices, almost all had participated in less than formal religious circumstances. This line 

of literature provided insights to concepts that surround blood in both Halal and Kosher 

butchering practices that were primarily absent in this research data. 

A few existenting well-documented projects focusing on small-scale butchering provided 

an interesting counterpoint to the research on large-scale packinghouses, and provided a 

foundation for more contemporary work. Marshall’s (1979) review of meat preservation in 

Missouri’s “Little Dixie” details food-ways and practices around meat slaughter and processing 

in this community, as a portion of his dissertation. Additionally, the American Folklife Center’s 

(AFC) Working in Paterson: Occupational Heritage in an Urban Setting has a series of 

photographs and interview excerpts from John and Joe’s Meat butchering shop (Taylor, 1994). 

This archive details the many various occupations in the town of Paterson, New Jersey. While 

these documentation projects attend to the particular aspects of community and meat practices, 

the focus on butchering as an occupation, including the concomitant traditions, belief systems, 

work structures, heritage, role in the community and the confluence of modern/traditional 

notions of food production are not addressed. 

Ritvo et al.’s (2005) assessment of Mad Cow disease (Bovine Spongiform 

Encephalopathy) and the public’s reaction led to some informative discussions with my research 
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participants on sanitation and the potential health risks associated with working as a 

butcher/meat cutter at my fieldsites. And lastly, I canvased popular meat and cooking magazines 

(Meat Paper, Manhattan Edible, Bon Appetite, etc.) and other similar works on meat and 

butchery culture (Buford, 2006; Fearnley-Whittingstall, 2007; Fussell, 2008; Severson, 2009) 

including the beautifully photographed large format text titled Primal Cuts (Guggiana, 2010) and 

newspaper articles (O'Hagan, 2009, Schwaner-Albright, 2009; Brooks, 2011; Corum, 2011; 

Ferry, 2011; Greenberg, 2011; Zavatto, 2011) and the Kansas City Star’s Special Projects 

website “Beef’s Raw Edges” (Myer, 2012).  

I also consulted a variety of butchering related websites, primarily the Butcher’s Guild 

(2011) which is a virtual meeting place for members and informational home for butcher videos, 

butchering competitions, annual conference, and forum. Due to my internet canvasing, one of the 

butchers in my research became a member of the Butcher’s Guild and attended one of their meat 

competitions. The Niche Meat Processor Assistance Network (2012), whose state aims are 

“Helping expand small-scale meat processing” and is a national network of people and 

organizations geared toward supporting small and medium sized meat processing facilities. The 

American Meat Science Association (2011) “fosters community and professional development 

among individuals who create and apply science to efficiently provide safe and high quality 

meat” whose website offers publications, a meat judging contest and a bevy of related weblink 

resources. Additionally, I consulted companies that sell meat processing equipment as well as 

purchased some of my own equipment (Koch-Bunzl supplies, 2012), including skinning knives, 

aprons, butchers coat, steel-toed rubber boots and cut gloves. 

 I watched television programing and documentary films about the meat industry 

including Fredrick Wiseman’s (1976) film titled Meat which “traces the process through which 
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cattle and sheep become consumer goods. It depicts the processing and transportation of meat 

products by a highly automated packing plant, illustrating important points and problems in the 

area of production, transportation, logistics, equipment design, time-motion study, and labor 

management” (2012). Additionally utilized was the American Meat Institute’s (AMI) webpages 

and YouTube.com channel, which reflects various public education content, primarily about food 

safety and meat handling and cooking, along with interviews with meat processor, animal and 

meat scientists. The History Channel’s episode about the history of butchering titled Meat 

America (History Specials, 2011) and the Discovery Channel’s program Dirty Jobs featuring an 

episode with a mobile meat harvesting unit, which they referred to as a “custom meat processor” 

(2010). These television programs and documentaries led to the framing of the focus in Chapter 

5 about public media and butcher perceptions. 

 To aid in learning meat cuts and terminology prior to and during fieldwork, I frequently 

consulted the North American Meat Processors (NAMP) (2010) food service and meat 

processing manual with full color photographs demonstrating beef, veal, pork, lamb meat cuts, 

weights, various cut terminology and information. I eventually gave this book and Wiseman’s 

film to the Buffalo fieldsite for their own use. I also consulted Mettler’s (1986) processing guide 

with images and techniques for butchering and processing livestock and game. These references 

list only a few of the many popular accounts about the meat industry and butchering, all of which 

point to a burgeoning meat culture and a ‘return to the butcher.’ 

Being familiar with a wide variety of public media, internet, literature and informational 

resources pertaining to butchering and the meat industry heightened by fieldwork experience and 

data collection abilities. It also allowed me to be able to give back, in some small ways, to the 

research participants. 
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Voicing, Heteroglossia & Circulation 

According to Bakhtin (1981), discourse exists predominately in two basic conceptual 

ways: monologic and dialogic utterances. For example, a speaker using monologic discourse can 

directly refer to an object, give a command or talk about accomplishing a purpose. Dialogic 

discourse encompasses stylization, and parody; whereby a speaker utilizes someone else’s words 

and permeates it with their own intentions. Blood references in face-to-face interaction can go 

beyond professional speech genres and monologic discourse, to enact the dialogic through 

stylization, intonation and re-voicing of cultural understandings of blood. Thus, the word blood 

can occupy far more than a neutral, monologic direct or object oriented discourse. The struggle 

for a unifying positionality in language research interacts with what Bakhtin considers 

“centripetal” cultural forces that create polemic understandings of language. These forces deny 

peripheral connotation in language in day-to-day interaction. Bakhtin’s conception of the process 

of human communication and understanding through language “is born between people 

collectively searching for truth in the process of their dialogic interaction” not through 

monologism with its “ready-made truth” (1997, p. 110). Dialogicality exists through spoken 

interaction, not through the ‘codes’ of monologic language rules.  

Bakhtin proposes that the form and content of language functions as a single element 

within the social context. In the most general terms, the key concept that language is constantly 

being forged and re-forged through the processes of centripetal and centrifugal forces embedded 

within the heteroglottic realm, whereby each utterance carries the load of both factors. It carries 

the heteroglottic history, the current and past social forces, the content, the context, the 

centralized and decentralized aspects of language, thereby becoming dialogized heteroglossia. 

Within this realm of utterances, Bakhtin purports that no one’s words are completely their own, 
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they are “half someone else’s” (Bakhtin, 1981, p. 293). Furthermore, these words only become 

the speakers’ when the “…speaker populates it with his own intention, his own accent, when he 

appropriates the word, adapting it to his own semantic and expressive intention” (Bakhtin, 1981, 

p. 293).  Before the utterance, the word doesn’t exist in an unbounded abstract state, it exists in 

the context of other speakers, in a different utterance whereby all of the dialogized heteroglossia 

is in play. An utterance can be repeated, but never mean the same thing, as context is continually 

shifting. The unspoken word is “pure potential…but only when that potential is exploited for a 

particular purpose on a particular occasion is there real meaning” (Morison & Emerson, 1990). 

Additionally, a speaker doesn’t just pluck a word out of thin air, the word is embedded within 

another frame, whereby the current speaker reshapes the word into their own, putting it into play 

once again to be re-used, re-shaped, re-adapted, re-centralized, re-dialogized. These opposing 

centrifugal and centripetal forces shape the constant struggle and shifting change that is language  

(Bakhtin, 1981; Hill, 1986; Morison & Emerson, 1990). 

Accordingly, these larger centripetal and centrifugal forces become realized at the point 

of the word or utterance. These utterances are actualized by the voice, “…the voice is a point of 

view on the world, and its words are its tools of dialogic engagement with other voices” (Hill, 

1986, p. 96). Bakhtin (1981) exemplifies voice through his focus and analysis of Dostoevsky, 

where the character “…thought not in thoughts but in points of view, consciousness, voices…” 

(Hill, 1986, p. 94). As illustrated earlier, the concept of voice is grouped into two primary 

categories: Single-voiced discourse (also referred to as monologic discourse) and double-voiced 

discourse (also referred to as dialogic discourse).  

Bakhtin goes further to claim that different professions each have their own way of 

speaking and that these ‘languages’ are not just specialized jargon, “but what constitutes these 
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different ‘languages’ is extralinguistic: a specific way of conceptualizing, understanding and 

evaluating the world (Morison & Emerson, 1990, p. 140-141). This ideological claim suggests 

that exploring the extralinguistic is difficult at best; “that a common linguistic methodology, a 

search for a particular kind of linguistic sign, would be inadequate for discovering even the 

‘traces’ of heteroglossia” (1981, p. 291) because each utterance expresses a specific view of the 

world in a particular context. By focusing this investigation on blood, a specific linguistic sign, 

this research adds depth to the literature on heteroglossia by connecting utterances in context, to 

larger cultural conceptualizations.  

In this research I shift the analysis of heteroglossia away from a semiotic occurrence-

based phenomena to a systematic investigation of the production of multivocal language in face-

to-face interactions, through the collection of empirical data from of butchers speech. By 

focusing on discourses of butchers, I examine the processes by which individual utterances 

reflect past concepts and how new understandings are created or past concepts are maintained. 

Bahktin’s theory of heteroglossia has been an influential concept in linguistic 

anthropology and has spawned a great deal of literature and research (Ronkin & Karn, 1999; 

Hill, 2001; Zentella, 2003; Blommaert, 2004; Chun, 2004, 2009; Woolard, 2004; Agha, 2005; 

Roth Gordon & Mendoza-Denton, 2011; Schwartz, 2011). Yet, this research focus mainly on 

double-voiced discourse pertaining to stylization and parody. In addition, all of these works 

assume that discourse is heteroglossic, but do not attempt to systematically analyze the processes 

that jointly produce a heteroglossic discourse. The question is, how can these processes be 

evaluated? Hysteresis (dependence on past states) is fundamental to the concept of heteroglossia; 

it must be captured “on the wing” as a product of ongoing social interactions. Network analysis 

provides a way to frame this problem, but so far this method has primarily focused on the 
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analysis of textual data, and so has failed to recognize the significance of ongoing social 

interaction in language production. 

In order to be able to ‘trace’ past states of blood’s cultural understandings, the concept of 

language circulation plays an important role. The question of exactly how cultural knowledge or 

ideas transfer from one person or group of people to another is something that anthropologists 

have traditionally researched. Archaeologists look at the distribution of ideas/knowledge through 

material goods (Binford, 1962). Some historical linguists look for innovations in language to 

determine possible contact areas or spread of new ideas (Crowley, 1992, Lehman, 1992). Some 

linguistic anthropologists look for traces of centripetal and centrifugal forces at work in 

language. For example, Spitulnik (1996) researched popular Zambian radio programing and 

everyday discourse in face-to-face interactions. What she found reflects “the social circulation of 

media discourse in Zambian popular culture…in which phrases and discourse styles are extracted 

from radio broadcasting and then recycled and reanimated in everyday usage, outside of the 

contexts of radio listening” (Spitulnik 1996: 162). Additionally, she challenges the notion of 

bounded research populations, suggesting that mass media should be considered as a valuable 

asset to language processes. She states, 

While linguistic anthropology has tended to focus on…very well bounded and easily identifiable 

speech genres, little has been said about the smaller, scattered pieces of formulaic language… 

popular extracts from radio, film, and the world of advertising… I suggest that for larger-scale 

societies from the city to the nation and even the global village, the pervasive connections among 

these smaller genres…is actually a key constitutive and integrating feature of what can be called 

community (Spitulnik 1996: 166). 

 

Spitulnik’s (1996) research is significant because it identifies a mechanism of linguistic 

circulation vis-à-vis re-voicing of public media discourse, connecting macro and micro language 

processes ‘on the wing.’ 
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Sociolinguistic Variable  

 A linguistic variable constitutes “a construct that unities a class of fluctuating variants 

within some specified language set” (Wolfram, 1991, p. 23). For the purposes of this research, 

the variable in question is focused on blood-related discourse. The following few paragraphs 

outline the emergence of what constitutes a sociolinguistic variable and what this research 

contributes to this ongoing debate in sociolinguistics, specifically this research posits a mid-level 

linguistic feature that includes social phenomena as a variable, 

 A sociolinguistic variable (what types of quantitative data are relevant to collect and 

compare across speakers in a social world) has its foundations in Labovian studies of language in 

the 1960’s (Labov, 1966). According to Eckert (2012) this 1st Wave in variation studies began 

with Labov’s (1966) study and resulting publication of The Social Stratification of English in 

New York City, whereby Labov utilized demographic data (class, age, sex class, ethnicity) 

combined with micro-language variability, in the form of dialect difference, to examine language 

change across large geographic areas. An important component of variation studies are the 

parameters around what defines a community (of speakers). “Labov defines the speech 

community as a group of speakers who participate in a shared set of norms, where “these norms 

are observed in overt evaluative behavior, and by the uniformity of abstract patterns of variation” 

(Holmes & Meyerhoff, 1999, p. 178).  

Expanding from this core principal, 2nd Wave variationists looked to speech communities 

combined with 1st Wave demographic data to determine local/regional features important in the 

role of identity construction and maintenance (Gal, 1979; Rickford, 1986; Eckert, 1989).  

3rd Wave variation studies extrapolate evidence from ethnography to focus on style 

(Mendoza-Denton, 1996, 2008; Hay et al., 1999; Eckert & Rickford, 2001; Podesva, 2007; Alim, 
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2009; Moore & Podesva, 2009). Eckert states, “[t]he principal move in the third wave then was 

from a view of variation as a reflection of social identities and categories to the linguistic 

practice in which speakers place themselves in the social landscape through stylistic practice” 

(2012, p. 93). Some of this work has focused on gender and narrative (Sawin, 1999; Ochs & 

Taylor, 1992) or on discourse practices (Meân, 2001; Kiesling, 2004; Antaki & Widdicombe, 

1998; Tannen, 1994a, b).  

Looking at how variation in language is an indicator of how identity is constructed 

Mendoza-Denton suggests that in focusing on “…variationist study at the level of the 

construction of social relationships, practice-based studies often display a dramatically different 

orientation and an implicit challenge to sociodemographic definitions of identity” (Mendoza-

Denton, 2002, p. 286). Micro-variables then do not always coincide with macro- stereotyped 

practices. Furthermore, “[r]ather than aggregating behavior and comparing variation across either 

sociological categories or practice groups…[Practice-based Variation] studies seek to focus on 

variation as practices unfold, identifying the use of symbolic variants in the moment-to-moment 

dynamics of interaction…In these studies speakers’ identities are not a determinate given, but 

open to transformation, contextually derived, and emergent in interaction” (Mendoza-Denton 

2002, p. 490). 

 By analyzing the micro-variability within language, patterns begin to emerge. When 

these tendencies or statistical variables align or group in particular ways, the question of the 

potential larger social meaning arises. Eckert and McConnell-Ginet (1995) also propose “…the 

low-level details of pronunciation can give a great deal of information about how people are 

actively constituting their own social identities and relations” (Eckert & McConnell-Ginet, p. 

505). Analyzing an individual’s speech act/s helps to uncover questions about individual identity 
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construction, but also points to larger social forces, such as membership/affiliation within the 

context of larger groups of individuals and community of practice (neighborhood, school, state, 

nation, etc.). In essence, taking the micro- units of language (phonemes, word choice) and 

extrapolating these to the larger societal construct (macro- level) aids in the investigation of 

individual agency as well as cultural structures.  

Wolfram posits, “An overview of actual variation studies reveals that there is 

considerable structural latitude in the operational definition of the variable and of the relationship 

of the variants to each other” (Wolfram, 1991, p. 23) most of which are defined by micro-

features such as phonetic variation, lexical choice, item permutation, etc. but none of which 

connect lexical choice with co-occurring socio-cultural features. The field is extrapolating micro-

linguistic features with macro-social phenomena without attention to the middle scale processes. 

 Mendoza-Denton (2008) argues that finding the middle ground from the micro- to macro- 

linguistic and social structures is critical to understanding the process of this seemingly 

disassociated phenomena. By analyzing the relationships of frequencies of cultural concepts and 

comparing them across a community of practice provides this middle ground.  

 

Community of Practice 

“Participation is always based on situated negotiation and renegotiation 

of meaning in the world” (Lave & Wenger 1991: 51). 

 

 Before addressing Community of Practice (CofP) specific to this research, a brief 

contextualization of Practice Theory is necessary, as it is the antecedent for CofP and is the 

principal foundation behind the nexus of research utilizing CofP. Drawing from Bourdieu’s 

(1977) concept of habitus and hexis (Mauss, 1934), Bucholtz (1999) summarizes that an 



 112 

“individual’s habitual and socially meaningful embodied stances and gestures, and through other 

aspects of physical self-presentation” (Bucholtz, 1999, p. 205) lay the foundation for the field of 

practice theory, which includes language practices. Moreover, this makes clear that an 

individuals agency is directly imbedded and in response to an overarching social framework.  

Bourdieu’s (1977) critique of structural and phenomenological theory, in Outline of a 

Theory of Practice, with its vision of conductorless orchestras, and regulation without rules, 

embodied practices and cultural dispositions concerted in class habitus, suggest the possibility of 

a (crucially important) “break with the dualisms that have kept persons reduced to their minds, 

mental processes to instrumental rationalism, and learning to the acquisition of knowledge” 

(Lave & Wenger, 1991, p. 50). Yet, this break from a previous dualistic ideology led to another 

critique. In contrast, de Certeau (1984) argues that the agency of individuals includes an aspect 

of subversion as well as reproduction of societal norms. In looking to overcome this binary 

model and addressing the issues of agency and social structure anthropologist Sherry B. Ortner 

“constructs a framework that has room for both structure and agency” when looking specifically 

at gendered issues in language and culture (Bucholtz, 1999, p. 206). Ortner adopts a community 

of practice approach, whereby examining the “actions of the individuals and the structures that 

are thereby produced and reproduced, resisted and subverted” (Bucholtz, 1999, p. 207). 

 Wenger’s definition of community of practice is such that it is “requiring [of] mutual 

engagement, a joint negotiated enterprise, and a shared repertoire of negotiable resources 

accumulated over time (1998, p. 76)” (Mendoza-Denton, 2002, p. 488). (CofP) was developed 

out of a need to discuss education and learning interactions more fully; it represents “one 

component of a social theory of learning” (Holmes & Meyerhoff, 1999, p. 174). 
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 One of the key concepts in CofP is the notion of peripheral participation. In discussing 

this, Lave and Wenger (1991) suggest that there is no one individual involved in complete and 

total participation but that the individuals involved in the community/interaction/learning 

situation all have changing roles and perspectives. These perspectives are the “learning 

trajectories, developing identities, and forms of membership” (Lave & Wenger, 1991, p. 36). 

These perspectives have innate power differentials associated and imbedded within the social 

structure. Furthermore, a member can move from a peripheral position, determined by the level 

of involvement (sometimes colloquially referred to as novice) into full participation, and 

consequently the socio-cultural power associated with such participation follows.  

“Legitimate peripheral participation” provides a culturally acceptably avenue for discourse about 

community activities, knowledge and practices, functioning as an in-road for a particular CofP 

(Lave & Wenger 1991, 29).  

In moving toward identity construction Lave and Wenger (1991) posit that “…legitimate 

peripheral participation means that learning is not merely a condition for membership, but is 

itself an evolving form of membership. We conceive of identities as long-term, living relations 

between persons and their place and participation in communities of practice,” meaning that the 

process of learning itself constructs identity (p. 53). 

 Particularly relevant to this analysis due to the occupational practices and experiences 

shared by the butchers in this research, Eckert & McConnell-Ginet (1995) consider CofP 

membership defined as “a joint participation in some endeavor, and in a set of social practices 

that grow around that endeavor” (Eckert & McConnell-Ginet, 1995, p. 472). In the case of this 

research, the joint endeavor is the interaction by which live animals are processed into sellable 

meat products for consumption. If we consider how individual butchers are actively involved in 
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this social process, Mendoza-Denton argues that “…centrally concerned with the identities that 

speakers accrue not because they claim or are assigned category membership, but rather because 

identities are accomplished in the joint practice of particular activities” (Mendoza-Denton, 2002, 

p. 486). Clearly exemplified during research participant interviews and during work-place 

interactions, an individual butchers’ membership is consistently defined and redefined based on 

knowledge, skill level and the ability to accomplish particular activities. Their expertise or lack 

thereof defines their central or peripheral position within the community itself. 

 CofP offers a theoretical tool to explore group membership with room for individuals to 

be members of different communities. The question is what features mediate workplace CofP, 

whereby individual members may not occupy the same social class, family background, 

education, but share the same work and discursive space towards a common endeavor. Long-

standing members of an occupation community exhibit levels of knowledge and expertise, 

different than that of younger or less senior members, all of which contributes to a varied level of 

participant and relevant understanding about what it means to be a member of a particular 

community. In the case of this research, the majority of the participants share the same 

upbringing, social class and family background, but as evidenced by the analysis in the following 

chapter, different members of this group take up more and less discursive space, but all claim 

membership to and identify as a small-scale traditional butcher.  

Network Science & Narrative Networks 

To explore the relationship between individual’s level of membership in a community of 

practice as well as investigate and track the usage of blood among and across these members, in 

addition to attending to social and verbal context in which the term blood is being utilized, and in 

order to attend to the question of scale of variable analysis, I have developed a mid-scale analysis 
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strategy utilizing network science that allows for a systematic analysis of all of these features. 

The use of network analysis is new to linguistic anthropology, and in the following short section 

I will address the nature and potential benefits of this approach. 

In addition to Swadesh’s (1955) universal word list, Zipf’s law (1949) indicates that word 

frequency distributions in written text is a universal trend in human languages. Solé et al. (2005) 

propose that apart from cognitive possibilities, “complex dynamical systems exhibit a number of 

universal patterns both in structure and evolution” (2005, p. 7). The co-occurrence, syntactic and 

semantic networks produced by Solé et al. (2005) show a high level of clustering and scaling that 

are comparable to universal features found in other complex phenomena (Montoya & Solé, 2002; 

Dorogovtsev & Mendez, 2003). Their study suggests that key features are shared across complex 

networks. Blood is considered a universal lexical concept, with word equivalents in every 

language (Swadesh, 1955). Yet this only accounts for the monologic referential terms. In the 

creation of novel meanings of words, context is everything, making the denotatively impossible 

utterance possible (Zelinsky-Wibbelt, 2000). By creating narrative networks embedded within 

the context of the sentence, structural variation within and between groups can be accessible.  

Cancho et al. (2004) suggest, based on syntactic network analysis, that languages share 

specific universals. Further, Dorogovtsev & Mendes (2003) suggest that language is enacted 

according to a self-organizing network of interacting words. Therefore, the purpose is to 

ascertain the evidence in the potential for meaning-making in face-to-face language creation, 

utilizing language networks, whether they be global language universals or the outcome of self-

organizing semantic processes that vary in different contexts. 

Briefly, network science is based on mathematical graph principles, particularly focused 

on the pattern of connectivity and relationships between particular informational points 
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(Newman et al., 2006; Newman, 2010). Network science is seated in the field of complexity, 

mathematically as well as conceptually. Network science utilizes complexity theory, but adds a 

methodological toolkit, designed to analyze real world data of complex systems (Barabási, 

2012). A network is a collection of points (vertices or nodes) connected via lines (edges or arcs) 

and can be utilized to analyze relationships between many different complex systems. For 

example, network science has been used to investigate power grids (Albert et al., 2004; Crucitti 

& Marchiori, 2004) and biological networks (Jeong et al., 2000, Girvan & Newman, 2002; 

Zhang & Horvath, 2005; Brohée et al., 2008; Barabási & Oltvai, 2004). 

Anthropologically, the majority of network analysis has been dominated by social 

network analysis (Scott, 1988; Wasserman, 1994; Freeman, 2004; Marcus, Moy & Coffman 

2007; Knoke & Yang, 2008; Scott & Carrington, 2011), with a few recent inquiries in 

archaeology (Peeples & Haas, 2013; Roberts et al., 2012). So far linguistic anthropologist have 

not utilized this form of analysis as of the publication of this doctoral research.   

Concluding Remarks 

In conclusion, this chapter has outlined the various anthropological and other available 

literatures, scholarly and publically I have utilized in preparation for, during and after fieldwork, 

including the final analysis. By conceptualizing blood as a topic of focus within a multi-sited 

community of practice of small-scale heritage butchers, I frame the research argument about re-

conceptualizing the possibility of what defines a linguistic variable as a unit of analysis 

embedded within social context. I posit that a network science analysis can achieve these 

multilayered goals and I address the results in the following chapter. Laminated within the 

linguistic variable and social context analysis remains Bakhtin’s (1981) contention of the 

circulation of multiple voices within the butcher narratives. Drawing from historical and current 
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depictions and documentation of butchering, including notions of occupational vocabulary 

differences combined with multiple social constructs about the meaning of blood, the hysteresis 

effects embedded within heteroglossia are privileged within the analysis. 
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CHAPTER 4: LANGUAGE & NARRATIVE NETWORK ANALYSIS  
OF BLOOD TERMINOLOGY IN CULTURAL CONTEXT 

 

Introduction 

 The initial hypothesis under investigation for this dissertation was derived from the fact 

that many of the meanings that become affixed to the term blood are due to historical and 

popular culture understandings of this signifier, while other salient features are derived from 

subject positionality and community of practice (Lave & Wenger, 1991). For the purposes of this 

research, the focal community of practice is heritage butchers. A community that corporeally, 

socially and linguistically experience blood on a daily basis in their workplace (and also in other 

non-work settings, on par with other individuals). 

All of the participants in this research have worked performing slaughter and processing 

of multiple species, including but not limited to cattle, buffalo, yak, pig, sheep, lamb, goat, 

turkey, duck, chicken. All participants work primarily in small animal processing facilities, with 

a few participants additionally having worked in large-scale packinghouse size facilities. Both 

slaughtering and processing practices include various levels of physical interaction with blood, 

ranging from copious amounts (barrels) typically in the slaughter room, to lesser amounts 

(gallons) in the cutting room. Blood is also encountered in the freezers, coolers, on clothing, 

tools, machinery and on the body. Based on this daily experience with and exposure to blood, I 

hypothesized that butchers would have a unique and particular understanding of blood and that 

this perspective would be reflected in speech directly about blood or speech that would be 

socially, semantically, or indexically related to blood. Upon analysis, the data suggests 

something more complicated than originally considered. During fieldwork, I anticipated greater 

quantity of highly symbolic speech about blood, yet I was faced with little to no indexical or 
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symbolic speech related to blood in day-to-day discourse or in interview narratives, which in 

itself is a significant finding. 

 The narratives I found reflected a deep acceptance and understanding of life and death as 

part of the human experience, and conveyed that to ignore death, as an integral experience of the 

living, was puerile. Generally, the role of blood in this experience (both as essential to life and a 

part of death) is accepted and understood as a practical reality, with little need to expand or 

explain symbolically or linguistically. The majority of my research participants found my 

questions regarding blood confusing or difficult to answer, with the exception of those 

participants who already held a deeply embodied cultural narrative about blood, outside of the 

experience of animal processing, meaning that these narratives were not derived directly from 

the experiences of being a butcher. 

  This chapter initially presents ancillary evidence of discourses of blood among the 

research participants as a way to frame the related language production captured during 

fieldwork, then will transition into a network analysis of blood-talk in two forms. The initial 

analysis explores word-based relationships in the form of two scale-free networks referred to as 

language networks, the second analysis section presents data utilizing a innovative form of 

network analysis called narrative networks. Transcript examples and coding protocols are 

presented as well as a discussion addressing both the data results and methodology. 

Ancillary evidence of discourses of blood 

 In this section, I briefly explore a few of the ancillary references to blood found in 

everyday speech among this community of practice, and then transition into a formal analysis of 

blood narratives. While ancillary evidence is naturally limited by a small sample size and is less 

than fully representative, over the course of data collection, particular types of interaction took 
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precedent in fieldnotes and transcripts, within the scope of the research objectives. Small extracts 

of data can and often do, point to larger cultural understandings (Goffman, 1974, 1981, 2005; 

Sacks et al., 1974; Atkinson & Heritage, 1984; Pomerantz & Fehr, 1997; Schegloff 2000). As 

found in many cultural processes, linguistic concepts and terminologies associated with 

butchering are interwoven, linked understandings and practices. These connections are not 

always evidenced as metapragmatic speech events in formalized interview data, but are 

frequently situationally invoked as an interlinking aspect of practice. Many times throughout my 

fieldwork experience, I would ask the research participants to list various terminologies 

(example: can you tell me all the different names you know for this cut of meat?), explain 

practices and processes (example: can you tell me all the steps in the process of boning-out a 

hind quarter?) and participate in these practices (example: being shown/trained by a master 

butcher how to bone-out a hind quarter, while doing it myself). These various data gathering 

techniques yielded greater results and greater variability in the types of results. Small pieces of 

interconnected evidence helped to coalesce a broader and more complex picture of this particular 

culture and its members. Additionally, these ancillary data provide the foundation for the coding 

methodology and narrative networks, discussed later in the chapter. 

Blood versus Purge 

 One blood specific ancillary language example specifies the blood found in the 

processing room, in the coolers, and inside of packaging as purge. Purge is the slow seepage of 

remaining water and blood contained in the muscle, bone and tissue after slaughter, when the 

carcass has been moved into the ‘hot-box.’15 Purge and blood, upon exsanguination, is calculated 

                                                
15 The hotbox is typically a large chilling cooler where the just slaughtered and cleaned carcass sides are hung, to 
cool down to arrest the development of harmful bacteria. The term seems counterintuitive, but refers to the fact that 
the carcasses are ‘hot’ when they enter the cooler and to differentiate the various coolers that facilities might have, 
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as a component of the drop. The drop16 is the unusable portions of the animal carcass and is 

tracked as a factor of the carcass weight, calculated into the overall cost of fabrication. For 

example, the longer in duration a side of beef hangs in a cooler and ages, the drier it gets due to 

evaporation and the purging of fluid, and thus the carcass weighs less. This is one of the many 

reasons that ‘dried aged’ beef sells at a higher price per pound.  

One point of significance is the transformation of the term blood into purge. The term 

blood is predominately used when the animal is alive and during exsanguination (during the 

liminal state bringing death and upon death). The term purge is used once the animal is dead and 

has completed exsanguination. Once the carcass has been harvested and is hanging in the ‘hot 

box’ the term blood is rarely used, replaced by purge or drop. This level of specific word choice 

indexes state of being: life or death. Blood equates life; purge equates death. The carcass and the 

side becomes a product for sale and consumption. 

 A secondary ancillary and related reference pertains to packaged meat. When customers 

purchase meat products packaged in plastic or Styrofoam containers from the grocery store, the 

meat is placed on top of an absorbent material, which a few of my participants referred to, 

jokingly, as a maxi-pad.17 This ‘maxi-pad’ absorbs the purge from the meat product, rendering it 

invisible to the customer. This is an obvious reference to female menstruation and feminine 

hygiene products. According to my participants (and a widely held belief by the meat industry), 

customers ‘buy with their eyes’ and less purge inside the package appeals to the average 

customer for a few reasons. Firstly because grocery store customers might correlate excess purge 

with less value and secondly, blood and purge is seen as less desirable, gross or polluting. 

                                                                                                                                                       
as it is colder than the carcass storage cooler. One might also note the possibility of sexualized linguistic 
opportunities that might arise from the term ‘hot-box’ whereby someone might ‘push something’ into it. 
16 The drop refers to the unusable (non-money making), waste portions of the animal: blood (in smaller facilities), 
brains, horns, unusable entrails, hooves, etc. 
17 Also known hegemonically as a sanitary napkin or a type of feminine hygiene product. 
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Interestingly, hiding female menstruation blood and hiding purge are inexorably linked with an 

overarching cultural ideology of symbolism with regard to purity and pollution (Douglas, 1966; 

Buckley & Gottlieb, 1988; Britton, 1996). 

Bleed, Stick or Kill 

 Investigating the exsanguination practices used by the majority of my research 

participants provided a window to analyze particular associated linguistic practices. Among my 

participants, the act of exsanguination of an animal during the slaughtering process is referred to 

as bleed or bled with the possible modifier of out (example: the beef bled out). Other terms used 

include stick/ing/stuck or kill, harvest, slaughter and occasionally an animal will get its throat slit 

(particularly relevant in the case of Kosher practices as the knife moves from one side of the 

throat to the other). Harvest and slaughter generally encompasses the entire process, but can refer 

to the specific procedure of exsanguination. All of these terms were used variably and were 

dependent on the context of the speech event and with whom the butcher was interlocutting. The 

most frequent term when referring to exsanguination was to stick or bleed out as it directly 

relates to the physical practice performed. 

At my research fieldsites, the knife used in exsanguination was commonly referred to as 

the sticking knife or the sticker. In order to exsanguinate an animal, the Anglo-Saxon US-

conventional method is to pierce the carotid artery in the neck, close to the heart after the animal 

is rendered unconscious (knocked, stunned), resulting in the butcher being bloodied past the 

elbow and frequently from the neck down from the fount of blood emanating from the neck. In 

order to exsanguinate an animal, the Kosher method requires the animal to be conscious with the 

ritual butcher (shochet) using a knife (chalef) which is used to quickly cut through the carotid 

artery, trachea, esophagus, jugular veins and the vagus nerve (essentially slitting the animals 
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throat to the bone). In order to exsanguinate an animal, the Halal method requires the animal to 

be conscious with the carotid artery and the jugular veins quickly cut. In both Halal and Kosher 

slaughtering practices religious language and ritual are enacted. In my 18 month in fieldwork, I 

did not experience a Kosher or Halal slaughter, but about half of the research participants 

experienced either Halal or Kosher slaughters, but primarily worked in a Anglo-Saxon US-

conventional slaughter occupational setting. I point these differences out, since I argue that 

practice and language preferences are intertwined.  

All of the harvesting methods described above involve the attempt at removing as much 

blood from the animal as possible. There are various cultural and religious reasons why blood is 

not considered acceptable to remain in the animal upon death, but from the Anglo-Saxon US-

conventional slaughtering standpoint, it was explained to me that the meat deteriorates faster and 

it is less palatable to the consumer. From an Islamic standpoint the Quran18 forbids the 

consumption of blood as a food product, and thus it must be drained from the animal upon death. 

Jewish dietary laws and religious texts19 also forbid the consumption of blood, in addition to 

similar exsanguination practices. The reading of the Old Testament clearly forbids the 

consumption of blood for Christians and recommends parallel slaughtering practices, yet due to 

the consumption of Jesus Christ’s blood metaphorically (Protestant) or literally (Catholic) in the 

New Testament, makes blood sausages, blood pudding and other blood products an optional food 

source, typically dependent upon local and cultural tradition. 

                                                
18 “He has only forbidden to you dead animals, blood, the flesh of swine, and that which has been dedicated to other 
than Allah. But whoever is forced [by necessity], neither desiring [it] nor transgressing [its limit], there is no sin 
upon him. Indeed, Allah is Forgiving and Merciful” Surat Al-Baqarah (2:173). 
19 “And you shall not eat any blood in any of your dwelling places, whether from birds or from animals. Any person 
who eats any blood, that soul shall be cut off from its people” (Leviticus 7: 26-27).  “For [regarding] the soul of all 
flesh its blood is in its soul, and I said to the children of Israel: You shall not eat the blood of any flesh, for the soul 
of any flesh is its blood all who eat it shall be cut off” (Leviticus 17: 14). 
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Understanding the various perspectives and experiences of these small-scale butchers 

allowed for a more nuanced analysis, one that is different than and contributes to the literature on 

large-scale packinghouse and the meat industry (Hall, 1995; Stull & Broadway, 1995; Midkiff, 

2004; Horowitz, 2006; Fussell, 2008; Pachirat, 2011). These contextualizations and 

terminologies provide evidence about discourses of blood among these research participants. 

Ancillary data provide an initial framework utilized in the following network analysis, and were 

particularly useful when determining the unit of analysis and coding methdologies. If the primary 

objective of this chapter is to investigate blood narratives within a network setting to assess the 

potential presence of multivocality, then focusing on terminology and frequency of usage would 

be a reasonable starting place. The next section examines text-based analysis within a network 

setting to provide a methodological framework.   

Text-based network analysis 

 The few analyses of network science focused on language fall into two primary 

categories: 1) investigating lexical and semantic relationships of individual words and their 

related meanings (Princeton University ‘About WordNet,’ 2010; Navigli et al., 2013; Gittens, 

2005); 2) textual analysis with a focus on network structure (Mehler, 2002; Solé et al., 2005; 

Mehler, 2007). While these initial investigations of network application to language are 

foundational, particularly for structural assessments and functionality of a network, it provides an 

opportunity and framework to investigate speech in interaction.  

For example, Solé and his co-authors (2005, p. 2) analyze a text passage from Virginia 

Woolf’s (1929) “A Room of One’s Own” (see 3.01).  Their study suggests that key features are 

shared across complex networks, 1) regardless of the small number of links per unit these webs 

are highly connected and 2) that the networks are heterogeneous, indicating that only a few 
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elements (in this case a word) have a large number of links (also known as hubs). These well-

connected hubs are a critical element in the performance (success or failure) of the network. Solé 

et al. (2005) also suggest that apart from cognitive or genetic possibilities for other universal 

principals of language, “complex dynamical systems exhibit a number of universal patterns both 

in structure and evolution” (p. 7). The co-occurrence, syntactic and semantic networks produced 

by Solé et al. (2005) show a high level of clustering and scaling that are comparable to universal 

features found in other complex phenomena. 

One critical aspect of this research focuses on word frequency and its functional role 

within a network structure. They suggest that function words (a, the, of, and) are well connected 

hubs and therefore critical to the network’s overall success or failure. Yet, the high frequency of 

function words is well established (Zipf, 1949; Dell, 1990; Griffin & Bock, 1998; Segalowitz & 

Lane, 2000; Bybee & Hopper, 2001; Stubbs, 2001; Newman, 2005) and directly correlate with 

Zipf’s law (1949). In addition to Morris Swedish’s universal word list, Zipf’s law (1949) 

indicates that word frequency in written texts is a universal trend in human languages. While 

important that network mathematical principals are at play when analyzing this textual language 

data, it fails to utilize a key principals of network science: that of exploring relationships 

between variables in complex systems, specifically ones that are directly related to speech 

production in cultural context that share meaning.  

My next step in analyzing the data collected from my research was to try and replicate 

Solé et al.’s (2005) network visualizations in order to determine whether spoke versus written 

language exhibit different network properties, such as structure, flow, clustering, hubs, etc. 
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Figure 4.01: Language network constructed on word precedence and frequency utilizing a 

passage from Virginia Woolf’s “A Room of Ones Own” (Solé et al., 2005). 
 
Speech-based Network Analysis 

 For the networks shown in this analysis the x,y coordinates are not particularly 

meaningful, as they can be in some network representations. I utilized the Fruchterman-Reingold 

layout algorithm, which ‘intuitively’ places nodes with higher similarities closer together. This 

type of algorithm is sometimes referred to as a forced directed algorithm, whereby the node 

placement is not random. Fruchterman and Reingold (1991) had two goals for their graphing 

methodology: 1) vertices (nodes) connected by an edge should be drawn near each other and 2) 

vertices (nodes) should not be drawn too close to each other (p. 1131). This graphing algorithm 
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is frequently used as a default setting on network graphing software due to the above stated 

goals, as the layouts are visually appealing and informative. 

The following network visualizations are representative of data collected during my 

fieldwork that work towards conceptualizing the relationship between community of practice and 

what constitutes a linguistic variable when analyzed through network science. Some of the 

(iconic/key informant) butchers in this study have a high degree distribution of blood-related 

words. This suggests that: 1) frequency may not be a simple function of grammar; 2) frequency 

is affected by social context in face-to-face interactions. These results are not surprising in light 

of some prior research, which shows that frequency of utterance plays a role in the functional 

and semantic characteristics of words: words can change meaning or grammatical category based 

on usage. Bybee (1985), Bybee & Hopper (2001) and Phillips (2001) work on language points to 

a connection between frequency, meaning and flexibility. Bybee (1985) states, “High-frequency 

words form more distant lexical connections than low-frequency words…and are less dependent 

on their related base words than low-frequency words’’(p. 118). Further, Phillips (2001) posits 

that high frequency and low frequency words have different variability in the potential for sound 

shift. Sound shift that occurs over the course of time, has been shown to affect the referential 

meaning of a word. This malleability over time infers a social principle that affects the 

relationship between sound and meaning in communication. In addition, sociolinguistic data that 

focuses on phonetics (Labov, 1966; Purnell et al., 1999; Lippi-Green, 1997; Eckert, 2000; 

Zhang, 2008) indicates that variation in sounds (dialects) has a direct impact on the social 

perception of and attitudes towards the speaker. This implies that relationships between words, 

sounds and frequency are malleable; subject not only to the functional requirements of syntax 

and meaning, but to the effects of social interactions and subject positionality. 
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It is not necessarily surprising that blood occurs frequently in this interview, based on the 

participants’ positionality as a heritage butcher. Instead, two new questions emerge: do extra-

linguistic social practices affect frequency (ex: gesture or work practices), and are word choices 

affected by cultural and/or historical associations? From a modernist Bakhtinian perspective, 

three processes are relevant: context (as in narratives or events that drive the frequencies of 

associated words); personal word choice, idioms or discourse markers; and hysteresis effects 

within communities of practice. Importantly, these socio-historical processes can be effectively 

independent of grammar over short time periods.  

Figure 3.02 (below) is a network representation of narrative speech data collected from 

the Watusi fieldsite in Arizona. It reflects a transcribed and word-by-word coded interview with 

a highly skilled master butcher. In this network visualization the degree distribution depends on 

the frequency of word usage. The function words the, it, to and is are high frequency nodes in 

this network as indicated by the number of edges as well as the size of the nodes. Visually each 

word’s frequency is correlated with vector size, with the larger the size of the vector the greater 

number of times the word was uttered and the smaller the size of the vector the fewer the number 

of times the word was uttered. This network contains 57 total nodes with 107 connected edges, 

with the highest frequency word it, being uttered 22 times. As one can see in the network and 

associated attributes, the word it becomes the centralized hub, affecting the structure and flow of 

the network. 

Zipf’s law (sometimes known as Pareto’s law, or as a power-law)20 states that there is a 

mathematical relationship between occurrence and rank. Zipf's law states the size of the r'th 

largest occurrence of the event is inversely proportional to its rank: y ~ r-b, with b close to unity 

                                                
20 See Lada A. Adamic’s short and useful description of the three ‘law’s’ via the Information Dynamics Lab.  
http://www.hpl.hp.com/research/idl/papers/ranking/ranking.html 
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(Zipf, 1949). For example, there is a relationship between word frequency and word ranking, 

where a few utterances occur very frequently (ex: the, and) but the vast majority of words occur 

infrequently (ex: aardvark, cephalopod). The rank size log plot (Figure 3.03) representing the 

word-by-word transcription correlates with Zipf’s law indicated by a falling curve of data points 

representing frequency of individual word utterances, with a few words with high frequency and 

the majority with a low number of utterances. 

 
Figure 4.02: Directed network visualization constructed on word precedence and frequency utilizing the word-by-
word transcribed speech of a master butcher during an interview in 2011. Node size reflects word frequency. 

 
 



 
Figure 4.03: Rank sized plot of degree distribution with log 
plot representing the word-by-word transcribed speech 
of a master butcher during an interview in 2011.

This data mimics Solé and his co-authors (2005) contentions, predicting well-connected 

hubs and word frequency correlates and overall network structure and flow, but how are we to 

account for language production in terms of meaning and verbal relatability? The next section 

presents the same data set, slightly altered, to account for anaphoric meaning in face-to-face 

interaction. 

 
Scale-free networks  

Evidence of the consistency of power-law exists is wide spread, including the 

relationship of city sizes (Gabaix & Ioannides, 2004), webpage connection (Albert et al., 1999, 

Adamic & Huberman, 2000), financial markets (Gabaix et al., 2003) and biological systems 

(Barabási & Oltvai, 2004; Freed & Burgmann, 2004). Barabási (2003) discusses the observable 

flow of the naturally occurring transition between disorder and ordered states, such as fluid 

transforming into a solid. He asks how does order emerge from disorder? Language is a complex 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 57 
Total Edges = 107 
Density = 0.03293321 
Maximum degree distribution = 22 
Maximum closeness = 0.3146067 
 
Minimum token production = 1.00 
Maximum token production = 22.00 
Mean token production = 3.719298 
Median token production = 2.00 
Standard deviation = 3.668176 
 

Centrality Measures 
Vertex Label: it 
Betweenness: 979.887096 
Closeness: 0.4552846 
Degree: 11.00 
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system, constantly in flux with the overarching intention of communication (with self or others). 

Even language produced as lexically and/or grammatically unstructured (ex: Dada word salad 

poetry) can communicate a semiotically readable cultural message.  

The critical point or phase transition from individual components (disorder) into clusters 

(order) Barabási (2003) suggests, “…the road from disorder to order is maintained by the 

powerful forces of self-organization and is paved by power laws” (77). A power law distribution 

reveals there is no intrinsic scale in these networks, where no one node is characteristic of all of 

the other nodes, resulting in the description that these word-for-word language networks are 

scale-free.21 These scale-free networks have a few well-connected hubs that help define the 

network’s topology, with what Barabási (2003) terms as structural stability of the network and 

are important to the “organizing principal that govern network evolution” (p. 72). If we consider 

the case of language, we can conceive of individual utterances combined together to form 

clusters of meaning, such as a clause. In the example below (Figure 3.04), even on a small scale 

(few tokens), the power-law dynamic is demonstrated.  

If we take into consideration the context of the speech event (such as an interview 

question or recent event), high ranked words are not necessarily the most frequent. Linguistic 

priming (Kempley & Morton, 1982; Rugg, 1985; Ostergaard, 1998; Barry et al., 2001; Hay et al., 

2006; Labov, 2006) can account for a portion of usage, but not necessarily all of the usage. Here, 

I contend that social and linguistic context and daily-lived experiences account for frequency, 

usage and related indexical concepts. More to the point, if we take into consideration the 

anaphoric meaning of the words themselves, the highest frequency utterances are contextually 

driven (Figure 3.04). If we assume that one of the primary goals of verbal utterances in the 

context of conversation is that of communication of an idea or set of related concepts, the notion 
                                                
21	  As	  opposed	  to	  a	  ‘bell-‐curve’	  
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that high frequency function words are the framework with which constitutes language 

functionality is inaccurate, which is demonstrated in the figures below (3.04, 3.05). 

The network visualization (Figure 3.04) below represents the same word-by-word speech 

data collected from the Watusi fieldsite in Arizona. It reflects a transcribed and word-by-word 

coded interview with a highly skilled master butcher, the only difference between this network 

analysis and the previous network (Figure 3.02) is the word it has been replaced with its anaphor 

- blood. In this network visualization the degree distribution depends on the frequency of word 

usage. The words blood, is, the, and to are high frequency nodes in this network as indicated by 

the number of edges as well as the size of the nodes. Visually each word’s frequency is 

correlated with vector size, with the larger the size of the vector the greater number of times the 

word was uttered and the smaller the size of the vector the fewer the number of times the word 

was uttered. This network contains 57 total nodes with 107 connected edges, with the highest 

frequency word blood, being uttered 25 times. As you can see by the network and associated 

attributes, the word blood now becomes the centralized hub, affecting the structure and flow of 

the network, meaning context as replaced by its anaphor has an impact. While the structure of the 

network remains similar, the contextual information changes the meaning of the interaction as 

well as suggests that language evolution might not be strictly depended upon the function word – 

hub network structure as indicated by Solé et al. (2005). 
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Figure 4.04: Directed network visualization constructed on word precedence and frequency  
utilizing the word-by-word transcribed speech of a master butcher during an interview in 2011,  

with it being replaced by its anaphor - blood. Node size reflects word frequency. 
 



   
Figure 4.05: Rank sized plot of degree distribution with log 
plot representing the word-by-word transcribed speech 
of a master butcher during an interview in 2011, 
with it being replaced by its anaphor - blood. 

The comparison of the two network visualizations above (Figure 3.02 and 3.04) point to 

the malleability of meaning and context. In the anaphoric network (Figure 3.04), the concept of 

blood becomes the central feature (node) in the network, and shows that in the short term, 

context and content affect network flow and structure. Importantly, this analysis shows that 

interaction has an effect on network conceptualizations. And yet, this is just one small example 

in a sea of hundreds of hours and millions of individual words of interview and interactional 

speech data. In an effort to analyze blood related utterances and try to account for mutlivocality, 

context, content, and hysteresis effects within communities of practice I developed an new 

analysis strategy to encompass these goals, including a re-conceptualization of what constitutes a 

linguistic variable. The following section details the narrative network methodology and analysis 

that I developed to address the above concerns. 

 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 57 
Total Edges = 107 
Density = 0.03293321 
Maximum degree distribution = 25 
Maximum closeness = 25 
 
Minimum token production = 1.00 
Maximum token production = 24.00 
Mean token production = 3.719298 
Median token production = 2.00 
Standard deviation = 3.820781 
 

Centrality Measures 
Vertex Label: blood 
Betweenness: 971.347697 
Closeness: 0.4242424 
Degree: 12.00 
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Blood-talk Narrative Networks 

Following Labov’s (1972a) contention that “the social situation is the most powerful 

determinant of verbal behavior" (Labov, 1972a, 212), I propose a reconsideration of what a 

variable can encompass and that does not rely on logistic regression (like Varbrul, RBrul). One 

that begins with word choice, yet goes further to encompass social categorical components. As 

discussed in the previous chapter, there is latitude in the operational definition of a variable and 

its relationship to other variables within a given language (Wolfram, 1991). In the following 

networks, the lexical-variable in this data is blood and blood related terms, the factors of analsysi 

are the conceptual ideologies tied to these word choices. The following section is separated into 

portions addressing the coding strategy with transcribed speech exemplar data of each category, 

followed by network visualizations of these coded categories and an analysis of the most 

pertinent data results.  

 The following excerpts are butcher research participant discourses from transcribed 

interviews, which have been coded, analyzed and represented in several network analysis (see 

figures 3.06-3.13). The preliminary category of coding focus was narratives pertaining to that of 

blood and related discourse embedded in speech narratives from interview data from the butcher 

research participants in this study. The specific word choice dependent variable are terms such as 

blood, bled, bleed, bleed out, purge, and related content were located within the transcribed 

interviews and coded as tokens, including their surrounding contextual speech properties 

(Wortham, 2001) also known as dependent variables. This contextual data was determined on a 

token-by-token basis, but typically resulted in a minimum of a five-word context to either side of 

the token. 
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The next step in the coding process included correlation of these blood-related tokens 

with independent variables: 

  
1) Participant (N=14); 2) Fieldsite location (Buffalo, Javelina, and Watusi), 3) Sex of the interviewee 

(male or female)22, 4) Occupational skill level (low, medium, high), 5) Voicing (monologic, dialogic) 

(Bakhtin 1981), and 6) Occupational Ideologies (description below). 

 
Socio-economic status and age were considered as factors of analysis. Surprisingly, when 

analyzed, only two references to socio-economic status were discussed and these instances were 

only addressed by a single individual. Therefore, socio-economic status was not considered a 

primary category for analysis. Age was also not found to be a meaningful factor for analysis, but 

replaced by level of skill as a relevant category.   

According to Bakhtin (1981), discourse exists predominately in two basic conceptual 

ways: monologic and dialogic utterances. For example, a speaker using monologic discourse can 

directly refer to an object, give a command, or talk about accomplishing a purpose. Dialogic 

discourse encompasses stylization, and parody; whereby a speaker utilizes someone else’s words 

and permeates it with their own intentions. I utilized a ‘blunt-edge’ when applying this coding 

strategy, giving primacy to the possibility of dialogicality over monologicality. 

Dividing the corpus according to specific topics 

I have divided the corpus into ‘occupation ideologies’ and described below. These 

occupational ideologies were derived from narrative analysis, participant observation, fieldnotes, 

follow-up discussions key informants and the ancillary data discussed in the beginning of the 

chapter. I utilized what Santa Ana (2002) describes as a Free-Judgment Classification (Santa 

Ana, 2002): 

                                                
22 There were no self-identified transgendered persons present in this study. 
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1) Assessment (including opinions, judgments, preferences, etc.); 2) Expertise (novice, expert and 

training); 3) Gender; 4) Race; 5) Religion (Halal, Kosher, ritual, other); 6) Practice (daily activities, 

behavior); 7) Socioeconomic Status (class, income, level of education); 8) Tradition (family traditions, 

long standing industry practices); 9) Values (pride, moral, respect).  

 
Below the occupational topics will be discussed at length, with examples from the transcribed 

narrative data. 

Table 4.01: Total Tokens for All Categories 
Participant Fieldsite Sex Skill Voicing 

(N=14) Buffalo = 53 F = 60 Low = 2 Dialogic = 76 
  Javelina = 37 M = 107 Medium = 77 Monologic = 91 
  Watusi = 77   High = 88   
TOTAL TOKENS = 167 
 
Assessment Topics 

The category of Assessment includes participant opinion, judgments, and general 

thoughts about a range of occupationally related topics.  

  
Table 4.02: Assessment Occupational Ideology Tokens 

Participant Fieldsite Sex Skill Voicing 
(N=12) Buffalo F = 21 Low = 2 Dialogic = 28 
  Javelina M = 35 Medium = 29 Monologic = 28 
  Watusi   High = 25   
TOTAL TOKENS = 56 
 
Assessment Excerpts 
 Zoë:  I like drinking blood (.) 
 
 Matthew: …everybody thinks you're just some bloodthirsty, 
   uh, you know, 
   borderline criminal 
   who's killing beef  

and that's just not the case… 
Expertise Topics 

The category of expertise includes participant narratives about occupational training, and 

topics about novice and/or expert knowledge, skill or experiences in the occupation of butchering 
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and/or meat cutting and occupationally related topics. All data analyzed for the category of 

expertise was considered a co-occurring category of analysis, please see the network analysis 

below (Figure 3.13) that analyzes the co-occurrence of occupational ideologies for all 

participants. 

Gender Topics  

The topic category of gender includes participant narratives about occupational 

experiences with regard to gender (social) and sex (physical) related topics of personal 

experience as well as understood and/or culturally normative expectations in the work place.   

Table 4.03: Gender Occupational Ideology Tokens 
Participant Fieldsite Sex Skill Voicing 

(N=2) Buffalo F = 7  Low = 0 Dialogic = 6 
  Javelina M = 0 Medium = 5 Monologic = 1 
  Watusi   High = 2   
TOTAL TOKENS = 7  
 
Gender Excerpts 
 Cara:   …women are still kind of chauvinist, 
   women should not be doing that kind of work 
   you should not be out there getting bloody 
   and using a knife… 
 
 Cara:   I see these girls here, even, 
   that's more of a, 
   that's not a feminine job, 
   that's not,  
   you know, 
   oh god, how can she stand that 
   or how can you stand to handle that blood and stuff… 
 
Practice Topics 

The category of practice includes participant narratives about occupational experiences, 

past events, behaviors, work routines and procedures, conduct, and ways of acting in the work 

place. 
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Table 4.04: Practice Occupational Ideology Tokens 
Participant Fieldsite Sex Skill Voicing 

(N=12) Buffalo F = 25 Low = 0 Dialogic = 9 
  Javelina M = 42 Medium = 31 Monologic = 49 
  Watusi   High = 36   
TOTAL TOKENS = 58  
 
Practice Excerpts  
 Guy:  I saw this big ol' cut man  

I'm bleeding like a stuck pig, man… 
 
 Zoë:  …blood, um can be used for fertilizers, 
   a lot of times it's actually put back into animal feeds.. 
 
 Jordan:  My job is to bring the cattle in,  
   knock 'em, 
   hoist ‘em up,  
   bleed 'em, 
   stimulate 'em, 
   take the head off and send 'em on down… 
  
 Matthew:  so, with that heart's rhythmicity 
   they bleed out so fast… 
 
Race/Ethnicity Topics 

The category of race includes participant narratives about occupational experiences with 

regard to ethnicity and/or race, (self-inscribed, self-identified or socio-culturally inscribed) 

including related topics of personal or culturally normative work related experiences as 

understood in the work place. 

Table 4.05: Race Occupational Ideology Tokens 
Participant Fieldsite Sex Skill Voicing 

(N= 3) Buffalo F = 1 Low = 0 Dialogic = 5 
  Javelina M = 5 Medium = 0 Monologic = 1 
  Watusi   High = 6   
TOTAL TOKENS = 6  
 
Race Excerpts 
 Elio: there was this little African American guy 

that I loved to talk to, 
  that was the sticker, 
  and he'd, 

the first beef that'd come out, 
  he'd fill up his little paper cup with blood 
  and he said that was the best energy boost there was in the world… 
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 Guy:  The Asians, uh are more readily, 
  Uh, able to to buy products with blood or blood-made… 
 
 Zoë: I think there's a couple things 
  um, it was a very European thing to do, 
  we don't have a lot of fresh European immigrants coming to America 
  I'm sure, blood sausages are still really popular in Europe, 
  blood products, 
  I don't know if as much as before, 
  but they still are readily consumed in Europe, 
  but we don't have as much of as a fresh influx of European immigrants 
  coming to America, 
  especially people who know how to slaughter or butcher 
  or are involved in meat… 
 
Religion Topics 

The category of religion includes participant narratives about occupational experiences 

with regard to religious, ritual or spiritual practices and beliefs, experienced, known about or 

accepted as culturally normative, in the work place. 

Table 4.06: Religion Occupational Ideology Tokens 
Participant Fieldsite Sex Skill Voicing 

(N= 8) Buffalo F = 6 Low = 0 Dialogic = 8 
  Javelina M = 6 Medium = 2 Monologic = 4 
  Watusi   High = 10   
TOTAL TOKENS = 12  
 
Religion Excerpts 
 John: this rabbi came 
  and my understanding of it was (.) 

he was just gonna cut the animal's throat 
  and and say a prayer 
  and and the animal would bleed out, 
  but that wasn't the that wasn't the case… 
 
 Zoë: there is more blood left in the meat after a kosher kill 
  that's why they pack it on salts 
  and um I'm thinking that's because the animal is stressed 
  also if you ever notice in kosher steaks, 
  if you've ever seen them, 
  the meat's real pink, 
  and the fats really pink… 
 
 Zoë: then with kosher, 
  they do not stun the animal, 
  it dies directly through bleeding… 
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Socioeconomic Status Topics  

The topic of socioeconomic status includes participant narratives about occupational 

experiences with regard to income, class, wages, life-style, and education level. All data 

analyzed for the category of socioeconomic status was considered a co-occurring category of 

analysis, please see the network analysis below (Figure 3.13) that analyzes the co-occurrence of 

occupational ideologies for all participants. 

Tradition Topics 

The category of tradition includes participant narratives about occupational experiences 

with regard to upbringing, personal history, occupational history, customs, experiences, 

established practices and knowledge about or accepted as culturally normative, in the work 

place. 

Table 4.07: Tradition Occupational Ideology Tokens 
Participant Fieldsite Sex Skill Voicing 

(N=) Buffalo F = 0 Low = 0 Dialogic = 8 
  Javelina M = 19 Medium = 9 Monologic = 11 
  Watusi   High = 10   
TOTAL TOKENS = 19  
 
Tradition Excerpts 
 Mark:  well, you don't have the right equipment 
   and then you had old people that think they bleed out better 
   if you do that that way… 
 
 Guy:   …and traditionally we've always used the term purge… 
 
 Joseph:  I know when we were younger we used to fry the blood (XXXXX) 
 

Value Topics  

The ideology category of value includes participant narratives about occupational 

experiences with regard to values, pride, respect and morality in practice and belief, experienced, 

known about or accepted as culturally normative, in the work place. All data analyzed for the 
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category of value was considered a co-occurring category of analysis, please see the network 

analysis below (Figure 3.13) that analyzes the co-occurrence of occupational ideologies for all 

participants. 

Network Images & Results for Blood Narratives 

 The following section provides the narrative network analysis derived from blood-related 

word choices identified in butcher interview narratives, including the independent variables of 

tradition sociolinguistic variable and occupational ideologies. As a point of significance with 

regard to the network conceptualization and creation, please note that the graphs containing 

‘actors’ with related factors of analysis are visualized as directed networks; graphs containing 

conceptual category factors are represented in the form of undirected networks. This important to 

consider because directed edges indicate association or a relationship that exists only in one 

direction. Two examples: 1) Research participants who actively engage in monologic or dialogic 

speech events are represented with a directed edge; 2) Co-occurring ideologies are constructed 

simultaneously and therefore the relationship is represented with undirected edges. This is an 

important feature to note, as the network attributes are affected by this difference, such as path 

length, network diameter and degree distribution. 

 The following network attribute results will be addressed for each of the following 

network visualizations: number of vertices, total edges, network density, maximum degree 

distribution. These attributes and others will be analyzed as to how they contribute to the 

understanding of blood discourses among the research participants. The network variables 

compared in order of appearance are: Fieldsite by Voicing, Fieldsite by Occupational Ideology, 

Research Participant by Voicing, Research Participant by Occupational Ideology, Research 
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Participant Sex by Ideology, Voicing by Occupational Ideology, Co-occurrence of Blood 

Occupational Ideologies 

 

Fieldsite by Voicing 

As depicted in the Fieldsite by Voicing directed network (Figure 3.06) the size of the 

nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The red nodes indicate the fieldsite (Watusi, 

Buffalo and Javelina); the blue nodes indicate the type of Voicing (Monologic or Dialogic). The 

graph depicts all three fieldsites engaging in both monologic and dialogic speech in reference to 

blood discourses, with monologic speech being the predominant form of discourse with 103 

edges (maximum degree distribution). Additionally, the Watusi fieldsite produced the most 

number of tokens, which was expected as it is the largest fieldsite in the research. There are a 

total of 167 edges referencing both monologic and dialogic speech, resulting in a network 

density of 6.68. This graph contains no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an 

edge, indicating co-occurrence in the discourse. The Javelina fieldsite has the fewest tokens, 

which is unsurprising given the distribution of butchers per fieldsite. 
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Figure 4.06: Directed network visualization based on total number of  
Voiced tokens for the co-occurrence of blood related narrative speech as  
produced per Fieldsite.

 
Fieldsite by Occupational Ideology 
 

In the Fieldsite by Occupational Ideology directed network (Figure 3.07), the size of the 

nodes indicates the frequency of tokens coded. For example the Watusi fieldsite produced more 

tokens than the Javelina or the Buffalo fieldsites when referring to blood related ideologies, 

which is to be expected as Watusi is the largest fieldsite in the research project. There are a total 

of 9 vertices, with blue nodes indicating the fieldsites (3 vertices: Watusi, Buffalo and Javelina); 

the red nodes indicating the ideologies (6 vertices: Assessment, Expertise, Gender, Race, 

Religion, Practice, Values). This graph contains no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is 

connected by an edge, indicating co-occurrence in the discourse. The Practice (67 edges) and 

Assessment (56 edges) vertices were the most frequent tokens coded and both ideologies were 

addressed by all three fieldsites. Religion (12 edges) and Race (6 edges) ideologies were also 
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addressed by all three fieldsites, but in far fewer references. Concepts not shared by all three sites 

were the blood relationship with Gender (7 edges) and Tradition (19 edges). Overall, Race (6 

edges) and Gender (7 edges) were the least frequent tokens with Religion (12 edges) and 

Tradition (19 edges) present in greatest number.   

  
Figure 4.07: Directed network visualization based on total number of tokens  
for the co-occurrence of blood related narrative speech as produced by  
Fieldsite and Occupational Ideology.
 
Research Participant by Voicing 

As depicted in the Research Participant by Voicing directed network (Figure 3.08) the 

size of the nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The blue nodes indicate the type of 

Voicing (Monologic or Dialogic); the red nodes indicate the research participants identified as 

the male sex and the green nodes indicate the research participants identified as the female sex. 

This graph contains no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating 
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co-occurrence in the discourse. There are 16 nodes with 167 total edges referencing to both 

Monologic and Dialogic speech, resulting in a network density of 0.6523438. Monologic speech  

is the predominant form of discourse with 103 edges (maximum degree distribution), whereby all 

research participants produced Monologic tokens. Importantly, 3 of the 14 participants engaged 

only in Monologic speech, in low frequencies (Elizabeth: 4 tokens; Mac: 3 tokens; Jamie: 2 

tokens). Each of these Monologic-only speakers are members of the Watusi fieldsite. The highest 

frequency of blood related token are from Zoë (37 tokens) and Guy (31 tokens), respectively 

from the Javelina and Watusi fieldsites. 

Figure 4.08: Directed network visualization based on total number of  
Voiced tokens for the co-occurrence of blood related narrative speech as  
produced by Individual Research Participants. 
 
Research Participant by Occupational Ideology 

As depicted in the Research Participant by Occupational Ideology directed network 

(Figure 3.09) the size of the nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The blue nodes 
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indicate the occupational ideology (Assessment, Gender, Practice, Race, Religion, Tradition); the 

red nodes indicate the research participants identified as the male sex and the green nodes 

indicate the research participants identified as the female sex. There are a total of 20 nodes with 

167 total edges with the greatest number of tokens produced with regard to the ideology of 

Practice. As also indicated in the Fieldsite by Ideology network (Figure 3.07), the ideologies of 

Race, Religion and Gender are infrequently referenced in blood discourse, while Practice and 

Assessment are produced in high frequency. The majority of the research participants have few 

edges (1-3), meaning they did not produce a lot of tokens related to discourses of blood. Four  

participants produced more tokens, with Zoë and Guy have the highest edge frequency (5 of 7 

possible edges) and Elio and Cara with the second highest edge count (4 of 7 possible edges). 

Twelve of the fourteen participants produced Practice and Assessment blood related ideologies. 

  

Figure 4.09: Directed network visualization based on total number of tokens 
for the co-occurrence of blood related narrative speech by Individual 
Research Participant and Occupational Ideology. 
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Research Participant Sex by Occupational Ideology 

As depicted in the Sex by Ideology directed network (Figure 3.10) the node size indicates 

the frequency of tokens coded. The blue nodes indicate the ideology (Assessment, Gender, 

Practice, Race, Religion, Tradition); the red node indicates the research participants identified as 

the male sex and the green node indicates the research participants identified as the female sex. 

This graph contains no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating 

co-occurrence in the discourse. There are a total of 8 nodes with 167 total edges with the greatest 

number of tokens produced by males, which is to be expected, as there are more male than 

female participants in the research. The network density is 2.609375. Both sexes produced 

speech related to Practice (67 edges), Assessment (56 edges), Religion (12 edges) and Race (6 

edges), indicating a shared ideology along these factors.  

 
Figure 4.10: Directed network visualization based on total number of tokens 
for the co-occurrence of blood related narrative speech by Research  
Participant Sex and Occupational Ideology. 
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Voicing by Occupational Ideology 

As depicted in the Voicing by Occupational Ideology undirected network (Figure 3.11) 

the size of the nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The blue nodes indicate the type of 

Voicing (Monologic or Dialogic); the red nodes indicate the occupational ideology (Assessment, 

Expertise, Gender, Race, Religion, Practice, Values). This graph contains no isolate vertices, 

each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating co-occurrence in the discourse. This 

network contains a total of 9 nodes with 167 total edges, with a low network density of 

2.609375. As indicated in the previous networks, both Practice (67 edges) and Assessment (56 

edges) were the most frequently produced ideology tokens in regards to blood discourses, with 

Tradition (19 edges), Religion (12 edges), Gender (7 edges) and Race (6 edges) with far fewer 

instances. Monologic discourse had higher frequency than Dialogic discourse, as also visualized 

in the previous networks.  

 For centrality measures, Assessment (0.54558) and Dialogic (9.16018) had the highest 

betweenness scores, this indicates that Assessment and Dialogic factors have many network 

paths and are close (in terms of edge paths) to the majority of other factors. All factors were 

equitable in closeness, this indicates that the network vertices are connected through a similar 

number of paths (and is inherent to the structure of analysis). Practice (67.00) and Monologic 

(103.00) discourse had the highest degree centrality, indicating that these two factors have the 

highest frequency among all other vertices. 
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Figure 4.11: Undirected network visualization based on total number of Voiced tokens for the 

co-occurrence of blood related narrative speech by Occupational Ideology. 
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Assessment 0.545581072 0.5833333 56.00 
Gender 0.004175365 0.5833333 7.00 
Practice 0.363256785 0.5833333 67.00 
Race 0.003479471 0.5833333 6.00 
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Dialogic 9.160185872 0.875 64.00 
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Co-occurrence of Blood Occupational Ideologies  

As depicted in the Co-occurrence of Blood Occupational Ideologies undirected network 

(Figure 3.12) the size of the nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The red nodes indicate 

the ideology (Assessment, Expertise, Gender, Race, Religion, Practice, Values). This graph 

contains no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating co-

occurrence in the discourse. This network contains a total of 9 nodes with 167 total edges, with a 

slightly higher network density of 3.711111. This network also contains looping edges, to 

indicate the occurrence of only one ideology. During coding, the narrative was assessed to only 

refer to a single occupational ideology, and did not co-occur with an additional ideology. 

 In terms of network structure, and pertaining to centrality measures, the occupational 

ideology of Assessment (10.55669) has the highest betweenness centrality score, this indicates 

that the Assessment factor has many network paths and is close (in terms of edge paths) to the 

majority of all other factors. The Assessment category also has the highest closeness centrality 

score as well, indicating it is the least isolated of all vertices. The Practice category has the 

highest degree centrality, indicating it has the highest frequency of tokens and edges, indicating 

it has the highest number of relationships with all other nodes. 
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Figure 4.12: Undirected network visualization based on total number of blood related narrative speech 

tokens and the co-occurrence of Occupational Ideology. 

 
 

 
  

 

 

 

 

Centrality Measures 
Vertex 
Label Betweenness Closeness Degree 

Assessment 10.5565899 1.00 58.00 
Class 0.00 0.5714286 4.00 
Expertise 0.00 0.5714286 4.00 
Gender 0.00 0.5714286 9.00 
Practice 8.1136108 0.8888889 72.00 
Race 0.00 0.6153846 9.00 
Religion 0.00 0.5714286 14.00 
Tradition 0.3297993 0.7272727 22.00 
Value 0.00 0.6153846 12.00 
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Discussion 

In this discussion section, I will detail the most salient and significant finds from the 

network analysis of blood related narratives. In the Fieldsite by Voicing network (Figure 3.06) 

and the Research Participant by Voicing network (Figure 3.08) all three fieldsites, regardless of 

number of participants, produced both monologic and dialogic speech events; yet upon closer 

investigation, not every participant produced dialogic discourse. In Figure 3.08, three members 

from the Watusi fieldsite only produced monologic discourse when referring to blood, and in 

general monologic discourse was the most frequent type of voicing across all participants. 

Overall, this indicates a broadly shared language practice when addressing topics of blood, with 

a strong preference for “direct, unmediated and referentially oriented” (Bakhtin, 1984, p. 186-

187) monologic speech.  

In terms of how participants related to the Occupational Ideology variables, the results 

are a little more complicated. In general, as shown by the Fieldsite by Occupational Ideology 

network (Figure 3.07) blood discourses among all fieldsites predominately co-occur with notions 

of Practice and Assessment. A point of significance is the Watusi fieldsite, which has the highest 

number of tokens and research participants, did not produce any discourse about Gender and the 

Javelina fieldsite did not produce any discourse about Tradition. Overall, the concepts of 

Practice, Assessment and Tradition are centralized in the majority of Occupational Ideology 

networks. The concepts of blood and Race/Ethnicity are only invoked by three participants 

(Figure 3.09). One might hypothesize that there would be many instances where race and blood 

ideologies overlap (Buckley & Gottlieb, 1988; Spickard, 1989; Linke, 1999; Biale, 2007; 

Carsten, 2011, 2013), but are almost nonexistent in this community. 
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The participants John, Elio, Guy, Cara, Zoë and Elizabeth are the most geodesically 

associated, based on the Fructerman-Reingold (1991) layout algorithm, which indicates these 

participants have more in common in their production of blood related ideologies. The remaining 

research participants, have more in common with each other and importantly do not fall along 

fieldsite demarcations. And lastly, there are two participants with only a single edge, Mac and 

Jamie. Mac is one of the oldest and most experienced participants in this research project and has 

only produced blood discourse related to the Practice occupational ideology. Jamie on the other 

hand, is the least experienced and youngest participant in this research project and has only 

produced blood discourse related to the Assessment occupational ideology. If we refer to the 

previous network (Figure 3.08), they only produce monologic blood related speech as well. 

 One of the most compelling results of this network analysis is the discourse about gender. 

In Figure 3.09 and 3.10, the occupational ideology of gender is connected only to female 

participants and is reinforced in Figure 3.10, where only females are co-narrating gender and 

blood discourses, and only males are co-narrating blood and tradition discourses. This is a strong 

difference in language production and ideology along these two blood related categories.  

 The last network, the Co-occurrence of Blood Occupational Ideologies (Figure 3.12) has 

several important aspects to consider. In terms of the language analysis of the network, the 

occupational ideologies of Expertise, Gender, Religion only co-occur with Assessment & 

Practice, as depicted by their edge connections as well as their geodesic placement on the right 

portion of the network. The ideology of Race/Ethnicity was only slightly more well connected, 

represented in three edges, connected to Practice, Assessment and Tradition. Furthermore, the 

ideologies of Class, Tradition and Value are form a cluster with Practice and Assessment 

categories. 
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  I would like to point out an unusual aspect of this research project. The concept of class, 

during interaction and interviews, both directly and indirectly was avoided as a topic of 

conversation. I found this aspect of my research fieldsites to be unexpected and thoroughly re-

evaluated the data set and found only a few instances of reference to class. Lastly, only the 

ideologies of assessment and practice were ‘stand alone’ ideologies, represented with the looping 

edges, whereas all other categories of co-occurred with a variety of other ideologies. This is an 

important implication as it formulates the majority and backbone of the type of discourse 

produced about blood by all of the participants in this research. 

With regard to the participants Zoë, Guy and Cara, they have the highest frequency of 

blood related discourse (as indicated in Figures 3.08 and Figure 3.09), indicating that they are 

iconic speakers. According to Mendoza-Denton (2008), “Within communities of practice, iconic 

speakers are not necessarily the sources of innovation, but they are the ones who put together a 

style that is salient, identifiable, and indeed recognizable and prone to imitation by others” (p.  

212). It holds that there is one iconic speaker from each of the fieldsites, and none of the other 

speakers exhibit the high frequency of speech, regardless of the length of interview narrative. 

From a network perspective, an aspect worth addressing is network density. The density 

for each separate analysis is dependent upon the number of total variables/categories under 

comparison. My understanding is that density is malleable based on the level of structural 

complexity within a given set of categories. This suggests that the higher number of nodes, 

equates a lower density. This could be meaningful when considering the number of variables 

within a given analysis, and is dependent upon the researcher or team of researchers developing 

the categories. Lumping together or splitting categories affects the network density and the 

structural complexity of the networks when taking into consideration independent variables. 
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And lastly, the results of this experimental analysis, both in focus and in methodology, 

have yielded compelling aspects regarding flexibility in determining what constitutes a variable, 

particularly for language studies that are interested in including social features as they impact 

language in production. 

Concluding remarks 

In this chapter, I have investigated text-based network analysis, utilizing speech in 

interviews in order to assess the potential benefits of this methodology for analyzing language 

data. I was specifically interested in this methodology, investigating whether it would be a good 

analysis fit for including social and other contextual factors influencing language production. 

And while this word-for-word network analysis was influential, a different approach was 

developed, in the form of narrative network analysis that utilized independent variables as a 

factor of analysis. 

In this chapter I have also shown that fieldwork contributes to in-depth analysis of micro 

and to macro-level variable determination in the relationship between linguistic features and 

social phenomena, by developing a sociolinguistic variable in the mid-level scale. In comparing 

three communities of related practice, and focusing on a micro-variable of word choice of blood 

and blood-related terminology, I’ve taken ancillary data points, from interactions identified 

during fieldwork data collection and extrapolated all the up to larger-scale community 

ideologies, specifically with regard to the topic of blood. 
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CHAPTER 5: PUBLIC DISCOURSE, MEDIA & THE PERCEPTION OF BUTCHERS 
 

Introduction 

In my interactions with heritage butchers, they often expressed that the media portrayed 

butchers (and meat cutters) in a negative light and in a way that is inaccurate and unfair. 

Throughout my data collection, many of these butchers also said that they experienced many 

negative face-to-face interactions with individuals in their communities. Entman (1989) posits 

that media not only affects what people think about, but how they think about it. Thus the 

question I will address in this chapter explores the potential relationship between how butchers 

are portrayed in the media and the narratives they have shared with me about their life 

experiences, particularly about being a butcher. 

 This chapter is divided into two main sections. The first presents excerpts from 

interviews with the butchers about their experiences, opinions and perceptions of the media and 

their interactions with non-butchers/lay public. Two main tropes emerge from these discourses, 

1) negative and often violent stereotypes of butchers and 2) associated discourses about food and 

culinary pursuits. The second section of the chapter presents data gathered and analyzed from the 

Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA) database specifically pertaining to butchers. 

I detail the coding methodology and analyze the mass media data utilizing network analysis, 

much like the analysis found in Chapter 4.  

Given the interplay and frequency of these two tropes I turn to Hebdige’s (1979) 

assertion about how social groups are formed and reformed, through the lens of dominant and 

sub-ordinate groups (Hebdige, 84). He states, 

“…forms cannot be permanently normalized. They can always be deconstructed, 

demystified…Moreover commodities can be symbolically ‘repossessed’ in everyday life, and 
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endowed with implicitly oppositional meanings, by the very groups who originally produce them. 

The symbiosis in which ideology and social order, production and reproduction, are linked is 

neither fixed nor guaranteed.  It can be prised open. The consensus can be fractured, challenged, 

overruled, and resistance to the groups in dominance cannot always be lightly dismissed or 

automatically incorporated” (Hebdige 1979, 16-17). 

This sort of simultaneity (Holquist, 1990; Duranti & Goodwin, 1996; Woolard, 1998) of 

discourse (both in mass media and in face-to-face interactions) of dominant representations of 

butchers points to a shifting consensus about what it means to be in this occupation in Western 

culture. 

Motivating evidence from fieldwork data 

Trope 1: Background 

 Pringle and Colling’s (1993) article on female butchers in Australia paralleled much of 

my research experience and data, though they focused on gender perceptions of butchers. They 

found that words for butchers often depict them as bloodthirsty or cruel tyrants. They report that 

these negative sobriquets dismayed the male butchers in their research, commenting “ ‘The 

Butcher of Baghdad' headlines did little for the public image or morale of male butchers, who 

claimed women would not go out with them” (Pringle & Collings, 1993, p. 30). While these 

specific types of terms were not mentioned by the butchers I studied, similar violent images of 

butcher-as-manslayer or immoral killer were in use. Both fieldwork data and corpus analysis 

show that discourse about butchers is negative and particularly violent. This sentiment was 

discussed in detail by my research participants. Below I present a few illustrative and 

representative excerpts from my interviews with butchers that indicate this stereotype. 

Trope 1: Negative & Violent Media Representations of Butchers 

The following four excerpts are a representative sample of the sentiments expressed by 
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the butchers. Butchers from all three fieldsites expressed similar experiences, both in semi-

structured interviews and in daily talk. They said that the general public lacked basic knowledge 

about meat, meat processing and animal husbandry, and that the media unfairly and inaccurately 

portrayed their occupation, causing negative interactions with the public.  

In the following excerpt (5.01), Guy related to me during an interview his perception of 

the media industry, by suggesting the reason butchers and slaughterhouses receive bad publicity 

was due to the negative and shocking content consistently portrayed in the media. Additionally, 

Guy infers that negative publicity is the specific sort of information that is suitable for the news 

and it is what the media industry is willing to program. A clean, efficient packinghouse is not 

exciting nor newsworthy. The they Guy refers to in lines 1-3 are persons responsible for explicit 

undercover animal rights activism or exposé programming shown. Look to lines 3 and 10-12 for 

negative content and then lines 13 and 18 for the media industry’s relationship with content. 

Interview Excerpt (5.01): Media Representation 
 1  Guy:  they've done things out there 
 2   to turn people's heads about this kind of stuff, 
 3   because all they do is show them the worst of the worst 
 4   and any time you see programs like that about slaughterhouses 
 5   you never see a clean slaughterhouse, 
 6   you never see things being done right, 
 7   they all, they wanna do whether 
 8   they edit it that way 
 9   or this is what they caught 
10   all they want to do is show the bad stuff 
11   the stuff that can go wrong 
12   the stuff that's being done wrong 
13   and that's all they want to show, 
14   they don't want to go into a place 
15   and and see how efficient 
16   and and you know and clean and sanitized 
17   or proficient everything can run  
18  because that's not news 

Other heritage butchers related similar instances and commented on the fact that the 

public only views negative and often violent images of animal processing: Mercy for Animals 



 

	  

160 

(2013); PETA Graphic Videos (2013);23 Horse Slaughter (Humane Society of the United States 

of America, 2013; Americans Against Horse Slaughter, 2013; Int'l Fund for Horses, 2013); Pink 

Slime (Moss, 2009; Barclay, 2012; Flock, 2012; Philpott, 2012). They expressed that these 

public discourses do not portray an accurate nor fair reflection of butchers and the meat industry 

in the United States, particularly small-scale butchers that are intimately engaged with and part 

of a community. See Elizabeth’s explanation below (5.02), particularly lines 14 and 17. 

Interview Excerpt (5.02): Media Representation 

 1  Elizabeth: you don't want to (.) 
 2    in no way shape or form, 
 3    do you want to hurt these animals. 
 4    um, do you want to stress these animals? 
 5    do you want to whip them? 
 6    or have a good ol' time out there? 
 7    because they're just gonna die anyway? 
 8    that I, that I, don't think is ever a thought (.) 
 9    you want that animal calm 
10    you want them to be stress free 
11    you want them to be relaxed, 
12    one because well, just morally, eh I, 
13    everybody here would agree that that that is what you want 
14    but two um, for people that disagree  
15   and think that that's wrong 
16    'cause they've seen certain things on TV, 
17   it hurts the meat if they're not… 
 

 In this excerpt, Elizabeth indicates in lines 14-16 that the lay public has a poor 

understanding of animal processing based on negative and inaccurate television coverage, that 

focuses on animal abuse (lines 4-7). She relates two primary reasons for not abusing animals, 1) 

morality (line 12) and 2) that animal abuse results in poor quality meat products (line 17). 

Animals that are stressed or ill-treated tend to produce hormones that result in changes to the 

quality of the meat. These animals are called ‘dark-cutters’ in reference to the dark maroon color 

of the meat. This dark cutting meat is not appropriate for sale as cuts, depending on the level of 

                                                
23	  Eight	  of	  the	  top	  10	  graphic	  videos	  involve	  animal	  slaughter	  and	  butchers,	  primarily	  at	  large-‐scale	  
packinghouses	  October	  2013.	  
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hormones (as indicated by color), but can be transformed into ground product. Dark cutting meat 

can result from animal abuse, stress from travel, high-density of animals to pen ratio, or a 

naturally high-stressed animal.  

Other times throughout my research experience, butchers indicated that the public 

considered them to be bloodthirsty or cold-blooded killers. While this research is specifically 

about small-scale niche meat processors, and the majority of the animal abuse exposé 

programming occurs in large-scale packinghouses, these small-scale butchers are still affected by 

the negative stereotypes reflected in the media. Below in Excerpts 5.03 and 5.04, both Matthew 

and Aaron describe public perceptions of butchers. See Matthew lines 4-7, and Aaron lines 8-11. 

Interview Excerpt (5.03): Public Perceptions 
 1 Matthew: I think that that's important (.) 
 2   'cause I'm sure there's some people 
 3   who have a perspective of butchers is uh, 
 4   being a bloodthirsty 
 5   or a cold-hearted or some... 
 6   you know, everybody thinks you're just some bloodthirsty uh, 
 7   you know, borderline criminal 
 8   who's killing beef, 
 9   and that's just not the case… 
 

Prior to line 1, Matthew was discussing the importance of educating the public about 

what butchers do at their jobs, in order to combat the wide spread stereotype of butchers as being 

cold-hearted (Line 5) or bloodthirsty (Line 4 & 6) killers (Line 8). Also imputed is the moral 

characterization of butchers as being amoral (cold-hearted) or engaged in near criminal activity. 

Interview Excerpt (5.04): Public Perceptions 
 1 Aaron: I mean I get that question a lot, 
 2   I mean a lot of people ask me that 
 3   They're like, “how can you possibly kill an animal?”  
 4   It is not that difficult 
 5   and I don't, I mean, if,  
 6   I guess, if I really sat down and tried to to to to to let it bother me 
 7   I I guess I could let it bother me, 
 8   but uh, it's not like I'm cold-blooded 
 9   or inhumane 
10   or have no feelings 
11   or I'm a robot,  
12  you know?  
13   you know, we're we're killing animals that are being used for for food 
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14   uh, now if we're going out there just shooting cats 
15   or something else you know uh just to kill, 
16   no, then then then then I would have a big problem with that, 
17   I can't take a life without a reason, you know… 
 

In line 3, the high pitch of Aaron’s voice indicates a level of moral judgment from his 

interlocutor. As with Matthew, Aaron also refers to the specific term cold-blooded (Line 8). He 

links this with inhumane (Line 9), no feelings (Line 10) and robot (Line 11). In these interlinked 

statements, his stance indicates a willingness to invoke his humanness through opposition. To 

further this, he provides a moral stance for his profession insomuch as butchers do not kill 

randomly, but provide food for others to eat and that there is a purpose for his occupation. He 

indicates that killing for sport is unacceptable. Overarchingly, he connects killing without 

purpose as being inhuman and cold-blooded with public perceptions of being a butcher, and then 

juxtaposes this with the role of being a butcher as a purposeful occupation of food provider. 

Throughout my fieldwork experiences, particularly when working on the cutting room 

floor, the butchers would regale me with various stories of interactions with the public at farmers 

markets, at their second jobs at grocery store meat counters, or random interactions, typically 

through friendly introductions. I was surprised at the variety and creativity of the negative 

comments made to these butchers by the public. Calling them baby killers and murderers, etc. 

This public shaming and moral condemnation made it particularly difficult for me to gain entre 

and conduct research with these butchers based on their consistent negative experiences with the 

media and with people outside their cultural group.  

Subcultures (Hebdige, 1979) are not just the handmaidens of rebellious youth culture, but 

can extend towards the long-standing profession of butchering, in that they share the same 

qualities of hegemonic stigmatization. To consider butchering as a subculture could be seen as a 

theoretical stretch, given its cultural centrality in the development of the human species and its 
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relationship with the development of culture (Hill, 1982; Milton, 1999, 2003; Stanford, 1999; 

Mann, 2000; Stiner et al., 2009). Yet, in modern Western culture, animal slaughter, butchering 

and meat eating have come under intense moral scrutiny (see Chapter 1), where it is possible to 

consider the occupation of butchering as a subculture. 

Trope 2: Background 

 Over the last decade, there has been an increase in the number and types of food related 

media (Top Chef television program, The Food Network Channel, Anthony Bourdain: No 

Reservations television program, Forks Over Knives Documentary, Fat, Sick and Nearly Dead 

Documentary, Hungry for Change Documentary, The Greenhorns Documentary, Fresh 

Documentary, Food Inc. Documentary, Freaky Eaters on Discovery Channel, Best Food Ever on 

TLC, Bon Appetit, Edible Magazine, Food Network Magazine, Eating Well Magazine, The 

Vegan Kitchen Magazine, The Vegetarian Times Magazine, The Omnivore's Dilemma (2006) by 

Michael Pollan, etc…). The Food Network Television program (http://www.foodnetwork.com/) 

has over 200 food related shows available to watch and advertises a Facebook page, blog, recipe 

portal, chef and restaurant referrals. Additionally, chef celebrities and food festivals/contests are 

popular: The Butcher’s Guild Annual Conference and “Eat Real Festival: Flying Knives 

Butchery Competition,” held in the Bay Area California; Brooklyn’s Great Hooga Mooga: an 

amusement park of food, drink and music in Prospect Park that features the ‘Hamageddon,’ 

where all things porcine can be found; a long held family tradition in New Mexico and recently a 

public event (founded in 2000), the Belen Annual Matanza, which features twenty teams 

competing in a traditional style matanza (harvest and processing), a red chili cook-off and tortilla 

tasting contest. 

 In contrast to the negative and violent public discourse addressed earlier, the butchers 
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themselves discussed how the public purchases and understands cuts of meat, and what role the 

occupation of butcher occupies within this culinary scope. Below, the butchers discuss the 

advent and rise of the affects of cooking shows and related media on their occupation and in their 

daily interactions with the public. 

Trope 2: Butchers & Culinary Tropes 

 In the following excerpt (5.05) Elizabeth relates how particular varieties of meat cuts 

circulate and become popular with customers. Look to lines 1, 10, and 11 for references to 

cooking shows. Elizabeth takes a positive stance on the rise in popularity of cooking programing. 

She refers, indirectly, to the financial gain butchers can reap from fetching a higher price per 

pound for specialty cuts featured in popular media (Lines 15-20). 

 
Interview Excerpt (5.05): Cooking Shows 
 1 Elizabeth:  there's a lot of cooking shows on now 
 2   and whenever, 
 3   you can tell, 
 4   whenever they're highlighting a cut of meat 
 5   right now, flat iron steak is becoming really popular 
 6   before people had never even heard of it 
 7   um, and then tri-tip was a big thing for a long time 
 8   which wasn't popular before thing 
 9   um, and you know, so I think uh, 
10   to me I think it has to do with cooking shows 
11   because I watch cooking shows 
12   so I know, I'll see that cut of meat being used 
13   and then we'll start getting a lot of orders (XXXXXX) for it so, 
14   I think people like to try out new recipes 
15   which is a good thing, 
16  it makes them more popular (.) 
17   I mean, those are cuts that usually end up going to ground 
18   and now they can be utilized 
19   as as a different way 
20   which, I think is good 
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As indicated by Elizabeth, trending meat cuts on cooking programs and magazines are in 

high demand. If a portion of meat cannot be sold as a specific cut, it becomes ground beef, where 

it sells at a lower price per pound. For example: a cut called hanger steak (sometimes seen as 

Bistro steak) was popularized in the media and began trending on cooking shows and in 

magazines (Hamlin, 1996; Morales, 2005; Goon, 2011; OnSugarBlog, 2011). For butchers, this 

particular aspect of the beef carcass is called the hanging tender or the butcher’s cut. It is called 

this second term because in the past, it was the left over portion of the carcass that could not be 

sold to a customer, therefore the butcher would take it home to eat. Nowadays, hanger steak is 

very popular and frequently is a top seller. Unfortunately for the butcher, there is only one per 

carcass, typically split into two pieces by removing the dense connective tissue. 

Both Mark and Matthew consider cooking shows to be ‘silly,’ but both butchers discuss 

the direct effect on their occupation. The chef shows and cooking programs position the chef as 

the expert, whereas these butchers consider themselves the expert in all things meat related, 

which might explain the discomfort about cooking shows. 

Interview Excerpt (5.06): Cooking Shows 
 1 Matthew:  What becomes popular could be something as silly as one of those cooking shows 
 2   you know, you you watch a cooking show 
 3   and they talk about the petite tender 
 4   and then all of sudden we have people here 
 5   at the meat sale wanting a petite tender 
 6   so, I I think that that media can 
 7   or or you know, whatever the media may be 
 8   whether it's TV 
 9   or magazine 
10   or a new cookbook that got published 
11   that can drive it 
12  especially on a local level… 
 

Some of the attribution of ‘silliness’ might come from the fact that cooking and by 

extension, cooking shows and food magazines are predominately viewed as a gendered cultural 

task. In fact, cooking shows and food magazines are primarily consumed by women (Neuhaus, 

2003; Schafer & Schafer, 1989; Inness, 2001; Collins, 2009; Marketing Charts, 2010; Carter, 
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2013). In line 12, Matthew is indicating a unique aspect of small-scale heritage butchers. Many 

of the trending or popular cuts of meat are not available at a typical grocery store because they 

receive boxed beef or prepackaged cuts from the packinghouse. Whereas, the local butcher’s 

shop or heritage butcher has access to specialty cuts, but frequently cannot keep up with the 

demand from consumers, particularly if there is only one or two cuts available per animal. 

Interview Excerpt (5.07): Cooking Shows 
 1 Mark:   I've seen where people look at this stuff on T.V. 
 2   chef shows 
 3   and they say “this cut's the best” 
 4   and you, actually, 
 5   people who have experience with cuts, 
 6   will try to sell them the best cut 
 7   and they don't want it 
 8   they want the one the chef talked about 
 9   not the actually the good one, so… 
 

Mark’s main complaint about cooking shows is that the chef’s opinion about what 

constitutes a good cut might not align with a butcher’s perspective on the best cut of meat. Many 

butchers are trained to assess their customers cooking needs and goals and also to be aware of 

their financial constraints. A local small-scale butcher depends on keeping their customers 

satisfied, so they come back to purchase meat over and over. If the customer orders a cut, 

recommended by a television show celebrity and the recipe fails, the butcher is sometimes held 

responsible, even if by negative association.  

 In contrast to the violent portrayal of butchers, the cooking-culinary trope positions 

butchers (and meat) in a less stigmatized cultural role, one that is more mainstream, legitimate 

and normalized. Hebdige posits that, “The complex interplay between the different levels of the 

social formation is reproduced in the experience of both dominant and subordinate groups, and 

this experience, in turn, becomes the ‘raw material’ which finds expressive form in culture and 

subculture” (Hebdige 1979, 84). To discover whether these violent - culinary perceptions are 
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consistent with media portrayals of butchery, I analyzed a data set from a large corpus; the 

details of which are below. 

Media Analysis Methodology 

To assess the accuracy of the butcher’s view of their portrayal in the American media, 

data was collected and analyzed from the Corpus of Contemporary America English (COCA) 

(Davies, 2008-). COCA represents over 450 million words, compiled from popular magazines, 

newspapers, works of fiction, academic journals and transcripts of spoken language drawn from 

television and radio programming. Instead of choosing a single newspaper or television program 

to analyze, the purpose was to gauge large-scale public discursive production as applied to 

butchers. One benefit of COCA is that the corpus is both broad and deep (Biber, 1990). The 

breadth of the corpus allows for higher accuracy in the case of word frequencies (Stubbs, 2001, 

p. 184-188), whereas a more specific corpus would potentially skew the data, based upon the 

genre of the publication. Secondly, the corpus is deep, meaning that there are over 450 million 

words in the database specific to American English, equitably split across the type of 

publications. These aspects of the corpus were in part the justification for choosing it as the 

database to explore for this analysis. As a result, this particular corpus provides a far more 

accurate depiction of the frequency and types of usage of the term ‘butcher’ in mass media, and 

therefore a higher likelihood that both my research participants and their interlocutors are 

reflected within it.  

Stubbs (2001) addresses the question of “how do the meanings of words depend on 

their different uses?” (p. 22) specifically within context of other words and phrases. Gries 

(2003), although assessing particle usage in corpus data, also addresses the contextually 

driven aspects of meaning making within the analysis of a corpus, and not relying upon pure 
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text extraction. He argues for a multifactorial and probabilistic methodological approach 

within corpus analysis, which in some aspects has influenced the methodology 

conceptualization utilized in this study. For the analysis methodology, I combine ‘machine’ 

extraction from the corpus with the benefit of free judgment categorization and assessments 

of a specific word embedded within phrases on a case by case basis, to provide a more 

realistic analysis of the types and quantities of public discourses. 

The data collected was compiled in the corpus over the course of a twenty-three year 

period, from 1990-2012. Initially, the COCA search results for ‘butcher’ terms yielded 3030 

tokens. The data was then narrowed down to exclude tokens from 2010-2012 (360 tokens), 

providing an equitable 20-year time frame, from 1990-2009. Tokens were also excluded if they 

reflected surnames (last names) to be Butcher. For example, sportswoman Susan Butcher won 

multiple iditarod races over the course of her career and produced a high frequency of tokens as 

she was covered in the media in multiple genres over many years. Additionally, movie scripts are 

a portion of the retrievable data from COCA. Characters whose names in the scripts were 

referred to as Butcher (as a gloss) were also removed, as these tokens do not represent public 

discourse in so much as they are not spoken or accessible to the public for consumption. For 

example: in the Martin Scorsese film Gangs of New York (Grimaldi et al., 2002) the character 

played by Daniel Day-Lewis was referred to in the script as “Butcher” but was called ‘Bill the 

Butcher’ in the film. The Butcher scripted text tokens referring to blocking and storyboard 

scenery were not considered, whereas spoken references to ‘Bill the Butcher’ were considered to 

be public discourse and therefore a portion of the analysis. These tokens and others like it were 

eliminated from the analysis, resulting in 1917 total tokens.  
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To begin the analysis, a search was performed in the COCA database, under the general 

search term “butcher” (including butcher/s/ing/y), with the text results extracted from COCA 

into a spreadsheet. Along with the butcher term, the associated contextual information was also 

extracted, including the publication type (predetermined by COCA) and the year of publication. 

The term “butcher” was embedded within sections of related text of up to 15 words preceding 

and following the search term. The publication types are as follows: 

1) Academic (ACAD): corpus of 91 million words of peer reviewed academic journals; 

2) Fiction (FIC): corpus of 90 million words from short stories, plays, movie scripts and books; 

3) Popular Magazine (MAG): corpus of 95 million words including publications sorted among topics 

addressing news, health, home and gardening, women, financial, religion, sports; 

4) Newspaper (NEWS): corpus of 92 million words from 10 US newspaper across the US, including the 

New York Times, San Francisco Chronicle, USA Today; 

5) Spoken (SPOK): corpus of 95 million words taken from transcriptions from 150 different television and 

radio programs. 

The primary coding categories were derived from free judgment classifications based on 

narrative analysis, participant observation, fieldwork fieldnotes, the surrounding text in which 

the token was present, the literature review discussed above (Pringle & Collings, 1993) and the 

dictionary definition of ‘butcher’ via the Oxford English Dictionary (‘butcher’ OED, 2013). The 

primary categories are as follows:  

a) Accoutrement (equipment and material objects), b) Incompetence (blundering, inadequacy) c) 

Location (shops, stores, markets), d) Manslayer (a person who kills or murders humans); Meatman 

(occupational reference), f) Relationship (persons defined by their relationship to a butcher), g) Slaughter 

(verb for killing), and h), and Title (of books, musicals, movies).  

 
A secondary coding category was developed as contextual relations were assessed 

utilizing free judgment classifications based on narrative analysis, participant observation, and 
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fieldnotes from fieldwork and the embedded text within the token was present, the literature 

review discussed above (Pringle & Collings, 1993). Secondary categories can be mutually 

exclusive and are directly dependent upon primary categories. These categories will be discussed 

at length below, with examples provided. 

 Table 5.01 details the number of butcher tokens from each year for the entire data set 

under analysis. The highest number of tokens present in one year was 129 and the lowest was 71 

tokens. Table 5.02 details the number of tokens from each type of publication for the entire data 

set. The publication type with the most references to butcher is the Fiction category, with the 

Academic type of publication at the lowest frequency, with only a total of 111 tokens. 

 
Table 5.01: Total COCA Butcher Related Tokens 1990-2009 by Year 
1990 
(N = 96) 

1991 
(N = 94) 

1992 
(N = 80) 

1993 
(N = 97) 

1994 
(N = 80) 

1995 
(N = 78) 

1996 
(N = 76) 

1997 
(N = 81) 

1998 
(N= 120) 

1999 
(N= 100) 

2000 
(N = 88) 

2001 
(N = 71) 

2002 
(N= 125) 

2003 
(N= 105) 

2004 
(N = 95) 

2005 
(N = 94) 

2006 
(N = 95) 

2007 
(N= 129) 

2008 
(N= 123) 

2009 
(N = 90) 

Lowest Frequency Token Production = 71.00 
Median Frequency Token Production = 94.50  
Mean Frequency Token Production = 95.85  
Highest Frequency Token Production = 129.00  
Total N = 1917 
 
 
Table 5.02: Total COCA Butcher Related Tokens by Type of Publication 
Academic (ACAD) 
(N = 111) 

Fiction (FIC) 
(N = 837) 

Popular Magazine 
(MAG) 
(N = 374) 

Newspaper 
(NEWS) 
(N = 373) 

Spoken (SPOK) 
(N = 222) 

Lowest Frequency Token Production = 111.0 
Median Frequency Token Production = 222.0 
Mean Frequency Token Production = 373.0 
Highest Frequency Token Production = 837 
Total N = 1917 
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Figure 5.01: Line Graph Depicting Number of Butcher   Figure 5.02: Bar Graph Depicting Number of Butcher 
Tokens in Public Discourse Per Year from 1990-2009.  Tokens by Publication Type. 
 

The pie chart represented in Figure 5.03 depicts the secondary free judgment coding 

categories for the years 1990-2009. References to the category of Meatman were the most 

frequent, followed by references to Accouterment and then Location, with Incompetence and 

Relationship representing the fewest tokens. 
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Figure 5.03: Pie chart representing Primary Categories of Analysis from 1990-2009. 

 

Table 5.03 (below) represents the total number of butcher related tokens divided into 

Primary and Secondary Categories columns with their associated tokens per category. The far 

right column represents example excerpts from each Primary category, subdivided further into 

Secondary categories. The bolded, underlined text represents the “butcher” tokens extracted from 

the corpus, with the surrounding contextual text or phrase to either side of the primary token. 

Table 5.03: Total COCA Butcher Related Tokens by Coding Category 
Primary Category Secondary Category Example Text from COCA 
Accoutrement  
(N = 454) 

Accoutrement (N = 122) 
Art (N = 40) 
Culinary (N = 75) 
Gender (N = 3) 
Metaphor (N = 25) 
Violence (N = 189) 

Accouterment: Violence 
• After the show, my mother chased me through the 

corridors with a butcher knife, and she was screaming,' I 
should've killed you before! 

• accommodate his six foot four, 270-pound frame. The 
murder weapon, a butcher knife that could have passed 
for a sword if it had been any longer 

Accoutrement: Metaphor 
• up with her?), six feet tall. Owned a tongue like a 

butcher's cleaver. She jogged Quentin, who rode in her 
arms, a large  

Accoutrement: Culinary 
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• dry. Keep the legs tied together with the metal clip, or tie 
with butcher's twine. 3. Place half of the rosemary sprigs 
and all the onion 

Incompetence 
(N = 41) 

Art (N = 3) 
Business (N = 3) 
Incompetence (N = 3) 
Language (N = 10) 
Medicine (N = 14) 
Politics (N = 4) 
Sport (N = 3) 

Incompetence: Language 
• remaining natives residing in our fair state, I have spent 

my life hearing transplants butcher the pronunciation of 
places like Westminster (pronounced as it is read, not 
West-MINI-ster 

Incompetence: Medicine 
• plastisteel joints give our MUs. Who would you rather 

have doing the operation some ham-handed butcher, 
drowsy and hungover after partying at a country club last 
night?  

Incompetence: Politic 
• Finally, fed up with a president who was seen as both a 

butcher and a buffoon, rebels toppled Amin in 1979 and 
he was forced to leave 

Location  
(N = 325) 

Art (N = 5) 
Culinary (N = 21) 
Gender (N = 5) 
Location (N = 165) 
Metaphor (N = 19) 
Niche (N = 51) 
Race/Ethnicity (N = 20) 
Religion (N = 16) 
Violence (N = 23) 

Location: Culinary 
• lard for 2 tbsp. of the shortening. Try to get good-quality 

lard from a butcher shop if you can; it's generally much 
better than ordinary grocery-store lard. 

Location: Location 
• Everyone knew about Paulsen's older brother, Terry, who 

worked in a butcher shop over on Gallivan Boulevard. I 
used to stand at the window when I 

Location: Niche 
• since 1854 and is owned by the fourth and fifth 

generations of Thomases. Wholesale butcher shop F. Uri 
and Co. is another family business more than 100 years 
old. 

Location: Religion 
• on Brighton Beach Avenue. Ms. SINGER: A gentleman 

tried to open a Kosher butcher store,' cause he was 
Jewish, but he had hanging sausages in the 

Manslayer  
(N = 123) 

Violence (N = 119) 
Metaphor (N = 4) 
 

Manslayer: Violence 
• a guy by the name of Semir Schekley, who was notorious 

for being a butcher, very cruel, responsible of doing the 
1991 uprising for a lot of the 

• a matter of life or death for millions in the Middle East 
and beyond. Butcher of Baghdad, or Arab de Gaulle? So 
far, Saddam Hussein has shown 

• “Desert Slaughter" Angry Arab crowds in Jordan scrawl " 
Bush the Butcher " outside the US Embassy. # Near the 
White House, antiwar activists beat 

Meatman  
(N = 793) 

Culinary (N = 147) 
Gender (N = 6) 
Literature (N = 16) 
Meatman (N = 473) 
Metaphor (N = 54) 
Race/Ethnicity (N = 10) 
Religion (N = 25) 
Violence (N = 28) 

Meatman: Culinary 
• thyme) # 2 crushed bay leaves # Bone out the lamb or 

have the butcher bone out the lamb according to these 
specifications: Remove the hip and leg bone 

Meatman: Race/Ethnicity 
• and their large numbers in the stockyards, their presence 

in semiskilled and skilled butcher positions meant that 
black packinghouse workers in the 1920s " feel more 
nearly on competitive 

• Italians and Albanians live very well together here. Mario 
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Roberto is an Italian butcher who's been at the market 
for 40 years, and he sympathizes with his 

Meatman: Metaphor 
• God's gracious gift of America with its bartering of 

human flesh like so much butcher's meat. " With malice 
toward none, with charity for all; with  

Meatman: Violence 
• up. Huro Eldon held up his knife, inspecting the blade. 

Then with a butcher's casual expertise, he slit the girl's 
pale body from throat to pelvis 

Relationship  
(N = 34) 

Daughter (N = 6) 
Grandson (N = 2) 
Mother (N = 1) 
Son (N = 15) 
Wife (N = 10) 

Relationship: Son 
• From some wretched little village somewhere. Ran off to 

Paris, leaving Albert the butcher's son heartbroken. He 
could see why. She was one of those lethal 

Relationship: Wife 
• the bench in front of the inn, arguing about something, 

and Greta the butcher's wife was hanging out laundry, 
but no one else was in sight. 

Slaughter (v) 
(N = 98) 

Occupation (N = 56) 
Violence (N = 39) 
Metaphor (N = 2) 
Religion (N = 1) 

Slaughter: Occupation 
• big eyes reflecting the moon. # " What are we going to 

use to butcher the cow? " I asked him. # " Hell, I don't 
Slaughter: Violence 
• where murderous ethnic and religious violence continues 

nonstop; and Colombia, where narcoterrorists butcher 
judges and parliamentarians in broad daylight. 

Title  
(N = 49) 

Art (N = 1) 
Book (N = 15) 
City (N = 7) 
Film (N = 19) 
Music (N= 4) 
Organization (N = 3) 

Title: Book 
• this definition. By contrast, say, with Francie in Patrick 

McCabe's The Butcher Boy, n7 or with Spider in 
McGrath's novel, n8 he does not 

Title: Movie 
• month with the release of Vivendi Universal's the 

Chronicles of Riddick: Escape From Butcher Bay, a 
prequel to the Riddick movie that premiered on Friday. 
At various 

  

I used these 1917 tokens and their associated Primary and Secondary free judgment 

classification categories to perform the following network analysis, the results of which are 

discussed below. 

Media Network Analysis 

The following section provides the network visualizations derived from the COCA 

corpus coded tokens pertaining and related to public discourses about butchers. Graphs 

containing vertices with related factors of analysis (Year, Publication Type, Coded Category) are 

visualized as directed networks. For the networks shown in this analysis the x,y coordinates are 
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not particularly meaningful, as they can be in some network representations. I utilized the 

Fruchterman-Reingold (1991) layout algorithm, which ‘intuitively’ places nodes with higher 

similarities closer together. This type of algorithm is sometimes referred to as a forced directed 

algorithm, whereby the node placement is not random. This graphing algorithm is frequently 

used as a default setting on network graphing software as the layouts are visually appealing and 

informative. 

Year by Publication Type 

As depicted in the 1990-2009 by Publication Type directed network (Figure 5.04) the size 

of the nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The red nodes indicate the publication type 

(Academic N = 111, Fiction N = 837, Popular Magazine N = 374, Newspaper N = 373, Spoken 

N = 222); the blue node indicates the number of tokens from the combined years 1990-2009. 

There are a total of 1917 tokens represented and a high network density of 53.25. This graph 

contains no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating co-

occurrence. The most prevalent references to butcher are found in works of Fiction, followed by 

Popular Magazines and then Newspapers. Figure 5.02 depicts this in a visually different format 

in a bar graph, but does not present the combined number of tokens, which is represented in the 

blue node labeled 1990-2009. This network graph represents the totality of the data and is 

intended as an overview and baseline for the analysis.
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Figure 5.04: Directed network representing the combined years of 
1990-2009 and Publication Type (Academic, Fiction, Popular  
Magazine, Newspaper and Spoken). 
.
 
Year by Primary Category 

In the 1990-2009 by Publication type directed network (Figure 5.05) the size of the nodes 

indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The green nodes indicate the primary category 

(Accoutrement N = 454, Incompetence N = 41, Location N = 325, Manslayer N = 123, Meatman 

N = 793, Relationship N = 34, Slaughter N = 98, Title N = 49 ); the blue node indicates the 

number of tokens from the combined years 1990-2009. There are a total of 1917 tokens 

represented and a network density of 23.66667. This graph contains no isolate vertices, each 

factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating co-occurrence. The most prevalent references 

to butcher are coded for Meatman, followed by Accoutrement and then Location. Figure 5.03 

depicts this in a visually different format in a bar graph, but does not present the combined 

number of tokens, which is represented in the blue node labeled 1990-2009. This network graph 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 6 
Total Edges = 1917 
Density = 53.25 
Maximum degree distribution = 1917 
Maximum closeness = 1 
Degree centralization = 191.7 
Closeness centralization = 1.2 
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represents the totality of the data and is intended as an overview and baseline for the analysis 

This graph represents the totality of the data and is intended as a network overview.

 

Figure 5.05: Directed network representing the combined years of  
1990-2009 and Primary Category (Accoutrement, Incompetence,  
Location, Manslayer, Meatman, Relationship, Slaughter and Title).
 
 
5-Year Interval by Publication Type 

 Depicted in the 5-Year Interval by Publication Type directed network (Figure 5.06) the size 

of the nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The red nodes indicate the publication type 

(Academic N = 111, Fiction N = 837, Popular Magazine N = 374, Newspaper N = 373, Spoken 

N = 222); the blue nodes indicate the number of tokens divided into 5-year intervals, from 1990-

2009. There are a total of 1917 tokens represented and a network density of 23.8642. This graph 

contains no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating co-

occurrence. The most prevalent references to butcher are found in works of Fiction, followed by 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 9 
Total Edges = 1917 
Density = 23.66667 
Maximum degree distribution = 1917 
Maximum closeness = 1 
Degree centralization = 119.8125 
Closeness centralization = 1.125 
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Popular Magazines and then Newspapers. There was a general trend of increased number of 

butcher references in public discourse over the total number of years: 1990-1994: N = 447, 1995-

1999: N = 455, 2000-2004: N = 484, 2005-2009: N = 531. Additionally important is to note that 

all Primary categories are represented in each of the 5-year increments, even the least productive 

category of Academic (N=111) publication type is represented.

 
Figure 5.06: Directed network representing 5-year intervals (1990- 
1994, 1995-1999, 2000-2004, 2005-2009) by Publication type (Academic, 
Fiction, Popular Magazine, Newspaper and Spoken).
 

5-Year Interval by Primary Category 

 Depicted below, in the 5-Year Interval by Primary Category directed network (Figure 

5.07) the size of the nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The green nodes indicate the 

Primary category (Accoutrement N = 454, Incompetence N = 41, Location N = 325, Manslayer 

N = 123, Meatman N = 793, Relationship N = 34, Slaughter N = 98, Title N = 49); the blue 

nodes indicate the number of tokens divided into 5-year intervals, from 1990-2009. There are a 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 9 
Total Edges = 1933 
Density = 23.8642 
Maximum degree distribution = 838 
Maximum closeness = 0 
Degree centralization = 32.82143 
Closeness centralization = 0 
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total of 1917 tokens represented and a network density of 13.3125. This graph contains no isolate 

vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating co-occurrence. The most 

prevalent secondary category references to butcher are coded for Meatman, followed by 

Accoutrement and then Location. As indicated in the previous graphic there is a general trend in 

the increase of butcher public discourse throughout dates coded, with all 5-year intervals also 

represented in each secondary category.  

 
Figure 5.07:  Directed network representing 5-year intervals (1990- 
1994, 1995-1999, 2000-2004, 2005-2009) by Primary Category 
(Accoutrement, Incompetence, Location, Manslayer, Meatman,  
Relationship, Slaughter and Title).
 

Publication type by Primary Category 

 The following network (Figure 5.08) compares the categories of Publication type by 

Primary Category in a directed network. The size of the node indicates the frequency of tokens 

coded. The red nodes indicate the Publication type (Academic N = 111, Fiction N = 837, Popular 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 12 
Total Edges = 1917 
Density = 13.3125 
Maximum degree distribution = 801 
Maximum closeness = 0 
Degree centralization = 26.26364 
Closeness centralization = 0 
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Magazine N = 374, Newspaper N = 373, Spoken N = 222). The green nodes indicate the Primary 

categories (Accoutrement N = 454, Incompetence N = 41, Location N = 325, Manslayer N = 

123, Meatman N = 793, Relationship N = 34, Slaughter N = 98, Title N = 49). There are a total 

of 1917 tokens represented and a network density of 11.3432. This graph contains no isolate 

vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating co-occurrence. The most 

prevalent references to butcher are coded for Meatman, followed by Accoutrement and then 

location, with the principal tokens emanating from Fiction publications, followed equitably by 

Popular Magazine and Newspaper sources. An important aspect of this network is that all 

Primary categories are represented in each of the Publication types.

 
Figure 5.08: Directed network representing Publication type  
(Academic, Fiction, Popular Magazine, Newspaper, Spoken) and  
Primary Category (Accoutrement, Incompetence, Location, Manslayer,  
Meatman, Relationship, Slaughter and Title). 
 
 

 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 13 
Total Edges = 1917 
Density = 11.3432 
Maximum degree distribution = 837 
Maximum closeness = 0 
Degree centralization = 26.69318 
Closeness centralization = 0 
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Primary Category by Secondary Category  

As depicted in the Primary Category by Secondary Category directed network (Figure 

5.09) the size of the nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The green nodes indicate the 

Primary Categories (Accoutrement, Incompetence, Location, Manslayer, Meatman, Relationship,  

Slaughter, Title). The orange nodes indicate the Secondary Categories (art, book, 

business, city, culinary, daughter, film, gender, grandson, language, literature, medicine, 

metaphor, mother, music, niche, occupation, organization, politic, race/ethnicity, religion, son, 

sport, violence, wife). There are a total of 1917 tokens coded with a low network density of 

1.760331. This network is far more structurally complex that the previous networks, which 

affects the flow of information or in this case affects the relationships between the cultural 

categories described above.  

In this network, the Relationship Primary Category and its edge linked Secondary 

Categories are an isolated cluster (positioned on the left, towards the bottom of the network). 

This cluster does not share any edges with the other Primary or Secondary Categories, existing as 

a ‘stand-alone’ category. The lack of connectivity to the rest of the nodes in the network 

indicates that this particular cluster is not semantically related nor culturally shared with the 

other concepts of butchering.  

The Secondary Category of Art (centrally located in the network) is connected to the 

Incompetence and Title category clusters (Title: film, book, city, organization, music; 

Incompetence: politic, medicine, business, sport, language) as well as the Accoutrement and 

Location Primary Categories. Although small in node size and number of connections, the Art 

node becomes a bridge between the other primary clusters in this network (excluding the 
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relationship cluster) connecting them to the flow of the remaining network vertices. Therefore, 

the Secondary Category of Art becomes an important aspect of this network, whereby art 

becomes a common connection between butcher -> Accoutrement (ex: Lady Gaga’s meat dress 

or utilizing butcher paper as a piece of art), Incompetence (ex: butchering an art piece, or 

commentary on an artists newest painting being a hack job), Location (ex: a piece of art 

depicting a butcher’s shop), Title (ex: the title of a piece of butcher art). 

The Secondary Category of race/ethnicity is only connected to the Location and 

Meatman categories. One could hypothesize that race/ethnicity could play a role in public 

discourse about slaughtering (verb) or being a manslayer. This aspect highlights the potential of 

‘hidden’ cultural meanings, not found in the text available, or as unreadable in its current form. 

 Finally, the most significant aspect of this network is the Secondary Categories of 

Violence and Culinary represent the highest degree distribution. Meaning these two categories 

are the most frequent in production. The Culinary category is connected to the Accoutrement, 

Location and Meatman Primary categories, whereas the category of Violence shares edges with 

Accoutrement, Location, Manslayer, Meatman, and Slaughter (v).
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Figure 5.09: Directed network representing Primary 
Category (Accoutrement, Incompetence, Location, 
Manslayer, Meatman, Relationship, Slaughter, Title) and 
Secondary Category (animal, art, book, business, city, 
culinary, daughter, extraterrestrial, film, gender, general, 
grandson, human, language, literature, medicine, 
metaphor, mother, music, niche, organization, politic, 
race/ethnicity, religion, sobriquet, son, sport, violence, 
wife). 
 
Conclusion 

 As evidenced from interview narratives and subsequent conversations, butchers’ primary 

experiences with media are two-fold, often resulting in negative interactions in the public or 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 34 
Total Edges = 1917 
Density = 1.658304 
Maximum degree distribution = 434 
Maximum closeness = 0 
Degree centralization = 5.894886 
Closeness centralization = 0 
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specifically related to a culinary framework. This is borne out in the media analysis, where the 

COCA network analysis relates a similar pattern. Specifically, as shown in the initial networks, 

displaying the totality of data collected on public discourse about butchers, the vast majority of 

media is being produced in the Fiction publication type and references related to Meatman (the 

occupation of butcher) are the most frequent, with Accoutrement (aprons, knives, cleavers, 

twine, cutting blocks) being the second most frequent, with the majority of the years relatively 

equitable in terms of production, with a spike in butcher related tokens in the years 2002 and 

2003 and then again in 2007 and 2008.  The secondary and highly contextual category reveals 

that the most frequent meta-discourse is that of Violence. The primary categories of Manslayer 

and Slaughter have direct violent implications, but also contributing are the categories of 

Accoutrement, Location, and Meatman. Additionally, the next most frequent occurrence of 

secondary categorization was of culinary tokens with the primary categories of Accoutrement, 

Location, and Meatman contributing.  

 Given the results of the COCA data, I posit that frequent and repeated negative portrayal 

of butchers in the media, in a variety of layered contexts and publication types, butchers 

themselves become iconized as a cultural trope as either the violent heartless killer (of animal or 

human) and/or as culinary hero’s to the ordinary housewife. Hebdige’s (1979) notion of 

subculture and style seem apropos in addressing the narrative – counter-narrative public 

discourses about butchering. The ‘moral panic’ that ensues around killing animals and humans 

through violent means is a directly correlated outcome of butcher stereotypes, that is balanced 

(somewhat) by the ‘ideological’ form of re-definition of behaviors through the guise of culinary 

expertise. Butchers, as argued in previous chapters, form a community of practice that is 



 

	  

185 

transformed in public discourse into a stereotype of violent malevolence in some cases, and yet 

in other contexts is the professional expert that fulfills many cultural culinary necessities. 
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CONCLUSION 
 

“Language is realized in the form of individual concrete utterances (oral 
and written) by participants in the various areas of human activity. These 
utterances reflect the specific conditions and goals of each such area not 
only through their content (thematic) and linguistic style…the selection 
of the lexical, phraseological, and grammatical resources of the language, 
but above all through their compositional structure. All three of these 
aspects – thematic content, style, and compositional structure – are 
inseparably linked to the whole of the utterance and are equally 
determined by the specific nature of the particular sphere of 
communication.” – M. M. Bakhtin (1986:60). 
 

 
Summary of findings 

In this dissertation I have focused on discourses of blood particular to three communities of 

butchers in the Southwestern United States, to examine the processes by which individual utterances 

reflect past concepts and how new understandings are created, a main concept proposed by Bakhtin 

(1981, 1986). The predominant findings in this research are three-fold: 1) the cultural assessment of 

the occupation of butchers in the Southwestern United States as a community of practice, 2) the 

results of the blood-focused analysis, 3) the methodological and practical results related to utilizing 

network analysis in the exploration in language production. 

Throughout this doctoral work and in particular in Chapter 1, I have worked towards 

characterizing and describing small-scale heritage butchers in the Southwestern United States. I 

have done so, in part by contrast to meat cutters in large-scale packinghouse, focusing in 

particular on the concept of occupational butcher. I posit that these research participants have a 

common background, similar cultural experiences, geographic relatability, and shared language 

practices and as such constitute a specific community of practice, one that is different from large-

scale packinghouse workers and grocery store meat cutters. Their work with death, blood, guts 

and animals puts them in a socially and culturally unique and sometimes stigmatized position. 

Due to this and other factors, heritage, small-scale butchers tend to gang together in terms of 



 

	  

187 

opinions of outsiders, drawn directly from their experiences with the media and the public at 

large. They are at a critical intersection between the meat industry and the meat customer, 

particularly situated in a time of drastic transition in the production of food, one where the 

general populace is quite removed from the everyday practice of food production, experiencing 

food only at the end-consumption point. Butchers work in a very physically and mentally 

demanding occupation that has many hazards, yet they take a great deal of pride in their work. 

As a whole, they hold to traditional values including gender norms. This is borne out in their 

daily practices and also in their linguistic practices, and is evidenced in meta-pragmatic speech, 

occupational narratives, and word choice. 

I show that the butchers who participated in this research constitute a community of 

practice that exhibit a high degree of similarity, both in cultural background and also in linguistic 

practice. I argue that in contrast to densely cultural and semantically loaded popular 

understanding of blood, the butchers in this research primarily exhibit monologicality in 

discourse, preferring object oriented, referential usages of blood terminology. This means that 

they show a preference for using discourse that directly refers to the object of blood, or in giving 

commands about bleeding out an animal, and/or talking about accomplishing a purpose through 

the slaughter and killing of animals that results in the presence of blood in the work place. The 

majority of the participants did enact some level of dialogicality, but the predominate form of 

discourse in the interview narratives were monologic. Regardless of sex, fieldsite or skill level, 

all participant discourses coalesced in the co-occurrence of practice and assessment occupational 

ideologies and blood. The preference for monologicality aligns with these occupational 

ideologies in such a way that suggests that these butchers do not align with larger semantically 

loaded popular cultural understandings of blood. My assertion is that this result directly 
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correlates with traditional work practices and historic understandings of animal human 

interaction in the meat industry.  

Additionally, I posit that the research participants that exhibited a higher level of 

dialogicality, have an already internalized understanding of blood that went beyond daily 

butchering practices. These participants had indicated during fieldwork and in interview 

narratives a ‘spiritual – religious’ understanding of blood. These understandings do not compete 

with monologic discourses, but exists alongside and in concert with work-place blood discourses. 

A second result of the blood-focused analysis is the difference between male and female 

co-occurring conceptualization involving gender and tradition. The male butcher participants did 

not produce any tokens related to blood and gender, only female participants discussed the 

relationship between blood and gender. The mid-level variable of occupational ideology of 

gender includes participant narratives about occupational experiences with regard to gender 

(social) and sex (physical) related topics of personal experience as well as understood and/or 

culturally normative expectations in the work place. For example, discourses like Cara’s were 

typical in the social construction of women and blood in the work place: 

Cara:    I see these girls here, even, 
   that's more of a, 
   that's not a feminine job, 
   that's not,  
   you know, 
   oh god, how can she stand that 
   or how can you stand to handle that blood and stuff… 
 

The female butcher participants did not produce any tokens related to blood and tradition, 

only male participants discussed the relationship between these two co-occurring social and 

linguistic practices. The mid-level variable of occupational ideology of tradition includes 

participant narratives about occupational experiences with regard to upbringing, personal history, 

occupational history, customs, experience, established practices and knowledge about or 
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accepted as culturally normative, in the work place. For example, discourses like Mark and 

Guy’s were typical in the social construction of males and blood in the work place: 

Mark:   well, you don't have the right equipment 
   and then you had old people that think they bleed out better 
   if you do that that way… 
 
Guy:    …and traditionally we've always used the term purge… 

The results of the narrative network analysis as a methodology to examine language in 

production led to the development of a new conceptualization of a sociolinguistic variable. In 

doing so, this mid-level unit of analysis allowed the linguistic feature of word choice to be 

laminated with social phenomena, derived directly from fieldwork experiences and work-place 

interactions. Additionally, the results of this analysis showed that including the social context 

had significant effects on the conceptualization of both semantic and social networks, 

particularly in comparison with networks derived exclusively from written texts. 

The second set of results utilizing network analysis in Chapter 5 investigated butchers’ 

day-to-day experiences with the public that resulted in their perception of either of a violent 

stereotype of butcher or that of culinary professional/cook. In the last chapter, these perceptions 

were confirmed in a large public media corpus analysis. The network analysis of public 

discourse when addressing butchers is that of either violent butcher trope or in reference to meat 

purchasing and cooking as a food item. This gives credence to individual personal experiences 

and narratives of daily life and advocates for the importance of in-depth fieldwork and language 

analysis — this research shows that large-scale media effects can be traced in the interactional 

space. 
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Directions for future research  

From this dissertation data and fieldwork experiences, I have completed an initial 

narrative network analysis on butcher - industry word choice among the butchers’ interactional 

and interview narratives. This analysis was presented at the 2013 American Anthropological 

Association annual conference with an overarching theoretical framework of heteroglossic 

temporalities. This data will be drafted into an academic journal publication utilizing similar 

narrative network and mid-scale variable methodological strategies. 

Additionally, this research was designed with the intention of replicability, in its ability to 

examine other related communities of practice with a focus on blood discourses (for example: 

barbers, surgeons, priests, etc.). A comparison of both network methodology and focus on blood 

related discourse would positively contribute to the discussion of tracing Bakhtin’s (1981, 1986) 

understanding of language in production. 

As of the publication of this dissertation, approximately ninety percent of the 

interactional data, audio and video recorded during fieldwork, has been transcribed. From the 

data I anticipate analyzing face-to-face interactions with the purpose of examining the network 

structures around turn-taking and alignment through time. As indicated in Chapter 2, by audio 

and video recording these interactions I will be able to utilize the network analysis software 

SoNIA to assess time as a variable in interaction and relationships between individual actors, 

their speech and interaction (Balkundi & Kilduff, 2005; Lobel et al., 2005; Bender-deMoll & 

McFarland, 2006; SoNIA, 2012). 

And lastly, I look forward to the completion and distribution of the visual ethnography: 

The (almost) lost art of heritage butchery (Stinnett, forthcoming). 
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APPENDIX A  
Movie Poster 
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APPENDIX B: 
Additional Narrative Network Analysis & Related Data 

 
Sex by Voicing 

As depicted in the Sex by Voicing directed network (Figure X) the size of the nodes 

indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The blue nodes indicate the type of Voicing (Monologic 

or Dialogic); the red node indicates the research participants identified as the male sex and the 

green node indicates the research participants identified as the female sex. This graph contains 

no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating co-occurrence in the 

discourse. There are a total of 4 nodes with 167 total edges, resulting in a network density of 

10.4375. The greatest number of tokens were produced by males, as expected due to the fact that 

there are more males participants than female participants in the research. Regardless, both sexes 

produced more Monologic discourse than Dialogic when referencing blood. Overall, regardless 

of sex or number of participants, both males and females participated in both monologic and 

dialogic speech events; thus indicating a broadly shared language practice when addressing 

topics of blood. Greater Monologic discourse indicates a shared practice regarding blood as 

‘direct, unmediated and referentially oriented” (Bakhtin 1984: 186-187).  Dialogic discourse is 

also present, but less frequent among the fieldsites, also indicating a shared practice regarding 

blood, but not as the dominant form. 
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Directed Graph Sex by Voicing 
 
Skill by Voicing 

As depicted in the Skill by Voicing directed network (Figure X) the size of the nodes 

indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The blue nodes indicate the type of Voicing (Monologic 

or Dialogic); the red nodes indicate the level of butchering skill (High, Medium, Low). This 

graph contains no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is connected by an edge, indicating co-

occurrence in the discourse. There are a total of 5 nodes with 167 total edges, with a network 

density of 6.68. Similar to the other networks, Monologic discourse had the highest frequency, 

with High and Medium Skilled butchers producing approximately equitable number of tokens. 

There is only one research participant categorized with low skill level that produced very little 

Monologic discourse related to blood. This specific research participant produced very few blood 

related tokens overall and it should be noted that the possibility exists that blood discourses 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 4 
Total Edges = 167 
Density = 10.4375 
Maximum degree distribution = 107 
 
Sex Attributes 
Minimum token production = 60.00 
Maximum token production = 107.00 
Mean token production = 83.5 
Standard deviation = 33.23402 
 
Voicing Attributes 
Minimum token production = 64  
Maximum token production = 103 
Mean token production = 83.5 
Standard deviation = 27.57716 
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require a certain level of expertise (both linguistically and occupationally), yet my data does not 

comprise enough low skilled participants to indicate a trend.  Overall, greater Monologic 

discourse indicates a shared practice regarding blood as ‘direct, unmediated and referentially 

oriented” (Bakhtin 1984: 186-187).  Dialogic discourse is also present, but less frequent among 

the varying skill levels, also indicating a shared practice regarding blood, but not as the dominant 

form. 

 
 
Directed Graph Skill by Voicing 
 
Skill by Ideology 

 As depicted in the Skill by Ideology directed network (Figure 3.11) the size of the nodes 

indicate the frequency of tokens coded. In this graph the blue nodes indicate the level of skill 

(High, Medium, Low); the red nodes indicate the ideology (Assessment, Expertise, Gender, 

Race, Religion, Practice, Values). There are a total of 9 nodes with 167 total edges, with a 

network density of 2.061728. This graph contains no isolate vertices, each factor analyzed is 

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 5 
Total Edges = 167 
Density = 6.68 
Maximum degree distribution = 103 
 
Skill Attributes 
Minimum token production = 2.00 
Maximum token production = 88.00 
Mean token production = 55.66667 
Standard deviation = 46.801 
 
Voicing Attributes 
Minimum token production = 64  
Maximum token production = 103 
Mean token production = 83.5 
Standard deviation = 27.57716 
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connected by an edge, indicating co-occurrence in the discourse. As indicated in the previous 

networks, both Practice (67 edges) and Assessment (56 edges) were the most frequently 

produced tokens in regards to blood discourses, with Tradition (19 edges), Religion (12 edges), 

and Gender (7 edges) with far fewer tokens. There is only one research participant categorized 

with low skill, who produced very few Assessment tokens only. The co-occurring discourse of 

Race and blood were solely produced by individuals categorized with high skill. This indicates a 

shared language practice about Race ideology. Overall the majority of participants exhibit a 

shared language practice when addressing topics of blood. 

         
 
Directed graph Skill by Occupational Ideology

Network Attributes 
Vertices = 9 
Total Edges = 167 
Density = 2.061728 
Maximum degree distribution = 88 
 
Skill Attributes 
Minimum token production = 2.00 
Maximum token production = 88.00 
Mean token production = 55.66667 
Standard deviation = 46.801 
 
Ideology Attributes 
Minimum token production = 6.00 
Maximum token production = 67.00 
Mean token production = 27.83333 
Standard deviation = 26.70892 



“Blood is Life” Network Centrality Measures

Centrality Measures: Blood is Life Anaphor 
Vertex Name Betweenness Closeness Degree 
and 39.666667 0.3373494 3 
another 244.285714 0.2488889 1 
any 105 0.2511211 1 
anything 179 0.2522523 1 
as 141 0.3255814 3 
be 116.333333 0.3566879 2 
beings 43.25 0.2745098 1 
blood 971.347697 0.4242424 12 
both 123.071429 0.2978723 1 
carries 154.214286 0.3414634 2 
comes 74.928571 0.281407 1 
critter 105.5 0.2511211 1 
death 9.833333 0.2522523 1 
does 27 0.3010753 1 
everything 27.5 0.3010753 1 
far 0 0.246696 1 
from 181 0.1723077 1 
I 372.5 0.3010753 3 
in 179.5 0.2097378 1 
is 268.547619 0.3255814 9 
it 218.261905 0.3218391 3 
kills 18.25 0.2522523 1 
life 95.5 0.3373494 4 
me 0 0.2285714 1 
mean 241.956522 0.3218391 2 
means 122.571429 0.3393939 1 
moves 178.5 0.3163842 1 
need 41.285714 0.2629108 1 
no 0 0.2641509 1 
nutritional 27 0.25 1 
on 248.5 0.281407 3 
one 181.5 0.2 1 
ourselves 74.5 0.224 1 
oxygen 143.571429 0.3236994 1 
planet 177.97619 0.3218391 3 
point 182 0.2382979 1 
so 244.785714 0.2629108 1 
species 43.25 0.2745098 1 
sustain 74 0.2323651 1 
sustains 18.25 0.2522523 1 
system 180.5 0.1733746 1 
that 62.5 0.3294118 2 
the 384.961905 0.3163842 5 
there 8.557065 0.2616822 1 
things 27.5 0.2445415 1 
think 103.543478 0.3181818 1 
this 17.585714 0.2666667 1 
to 505.785714 0.2947368 4 
vitamins 0 0.2413793 1 
we 40.785714 0.2828283 1 
what 97.214286 0.278607 3 
whatever 124.928571 0.3589744 2 
when 12 0.2931937 1 
whether 75 0.2488889 1 
without 27.5 0.3076923 2 
you 65 0.3128492 2 
your 180 0.1866667 1 

Centrality Measures: Blood is Life Original 

Vertex Label Betweenness Closeness Degree 
and 71.926154 0.3708609 3.00 
another 90.285714 0.2679426 1.00 
any 100.67412 0.2692308 1.00 
anything 179 0.2604651 1.00 
as 144.107742 0.2994652 3.00 
be 82.42159 0.3566879 2.00 
beings 44.803871 0.2592593 1.00 
blood 147.732359 0.3236994 4.00 
both 27.5 0.2901554 1.00 
carries 84.97409 0.3544304 2.00 
comes 174.465787 0.3612903 1.00 
critter 101.17412 0.2511211 1.00 
death 13.333333 0.2718447 1.00 
does 27 0.3163842 1.00 
everything 27.5 0.3163842 1.00 
far 0 0.231405 1.00 
from 181 0.1806452 1.00 
I 218.5 0.3093923 3.00 
in 179.5 0.2145594 1.00 
is 338.593251 0.3589744 9.00 
it 979.887096 0.4552846 11.00 
kills 19.5 0.2654028 1.00 
life 152.657623 0.3589744 4.00 
me 0 0.246696 1.00 
mean 129.833333 0.3414634 2.00 
means 27 0.3373494 1.00 
moves 178.5 0.3313609 1.00 
need 36.785714 0.2580645 1.00 
no 0 0.28 1.00 
nutritional 27 0.25 1.00 
on 247.281863 0.281407 3.00 
one 181.5 0.2121212 1.00 
ourselves 232.291667 0.2718447 1.00 
oxygen 176.538462 0.3435583 1.00 
planet 148.002619 0.3218391 3.00 
point 182 0.2568807 1.00 
so 90.785714 0.2666667 1.00 
species 44.803871 0.2592593 1.00 
sustain 231.791667 0.2511211 1.00 
sustains 19.5 0.2654028 1.00 
system 180.5 0.1707317 1.00 
that 58 0.3353293 2.00 
the 392.334708 0.3163842 5.00 
there 6.593801 0.281407 1.00 
things 27.5 0.25 1.00 
think 61.666667 0.2705314 1.00 
this 13.206373 0.2666667 1.00 
to 505.251501 0.3255814 4.00 
vitamins 0 0.2413793 1.00 
we 36.285714 0.281407 1.00 
what 106.602295 0.2947368 3.00 
whatever 55.240513 0.3435583 2.00 
when 0 0.3255814 1.00 
whether 232.791667 0.3218391 1.00 
without 27.875 0.3393939 2.00 
you 67.5 0.3333333 2.00 
your 180 0.1860465 1.00 
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Interview excerpt: Watusi Fieldsite – “Blood is Life” Original Transcript 
 
 1  blood is life 

 2  when it comes to any critter on the planet, 

 3  whatever it be, 

 4  blood is life and blood is death, 

 5  without blood 

 6  as beings on this planet 

 7  I mean, there is no life, 

 8  it's what carries whatever 

 9  it’s what we need to sustain ourselves, 

10  whether it be the vitamins,  

11  the nutritional things,  

12  I mean, it carries the oxygen,  

13  it does everything,  

14  it moves anything in your system from one point to another  

15  so, I think, blood is life 

16  as far as species on the on the planet 

17  and it's what sustains you 

18  and without it, 

19  that's what kills 

20  blood means both to me… 
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APPENDIX C: 
Additional Media Analysis Networks and Related Data 

 

Time Series in Five-Year Increments (1990-1994, 1995-1999, 2000-2004, 2005-2009) 

         

Image 1: Directed network representing Time Series 

Increment 1990-1994 of Publication type (Academic, 

Fiction, Popular Magazine, Newspaper, and Spoken) 

by Primary Category (Accoutrement, Incompetence, 

Location, Manslayer, Meatman, Relationship, 

Slaughter, and Title) 

Image 2: Directed network representing Time Series 

Increment 1995-1999 of Publication type (Academic, 

Fiction, Popular Magazine, Newspaper, Spoken) by 

Primary Category (Accoutrement, Incompetence, 

Location, Manslayer, Meatman, Relationship, 

Slaughter, and Title)

 

 

 

 

Network Attributes 1990-1994 
Vertices = 13 
Total Edges = 447  
Density = 2.64497 
Maximum degree distribution = 201 
Maximum closeness = 0 
Degree centralization = 6.511364 
Closeness centralization = 0 

Network Attributes 1995-1999 
Vertices = 13 
Total Edges = 455 
Density = 2.692308 
Maximum degree distribution = 199 
Maximum closeness = 0 
Degree centralization = 6.352273 
Closeness centralization = 0 
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Image 3: Directed network representing Time Series 

Increment 2000-2004 of Publication type (Academic, 

Fiction, Popular Magazine, Newspaper, Spoken) by 

Primary Category (Accoutrement, Incompetence, 

Location, Manslayer, Meatman, Relationship, 

Slaughter, Title). 

Image 4: Directed network representing Time Series 

Increment 2005-2009 of Publication type (Academic, 

Fiction, Popular Magazine, Newspaper, Spoken) by 

Primary Category (Accoutrement, Incompetence, 

Location, Manslayer, Meatman, Relationship, 

Slaughter, Title)

 

Network Attributes 2000-2004 
Vertices = 13 
Total Edges = 484 
Density = 2.863905 
Maximum degree distribution = 228 
Maximum closeness = 0 
Degree centralization = 7.560606 
Closeness centralization = 0 
 

As depicted in the series of Publication type by Primary Category directed networks (Figure X-

X) the size of the nodes indicate the frequency of tokens coded. The green nodes indicate the 

primary category (Accoutrement, Incompetence, Location, Manslayer, Meatman, Relationship, 

Slaughter, Title). The red nodes indicate the publication type (Academic, Fiction, Popular 

Network Attributes 2005-2009 
Vertices = 13 
Total Edges = 531 
Density = 3.142012 
Maximum degree distribution = 230 
Maximum closeness = 0 
Degree centralization = 7.30303 
Closeness centralization = 0 
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Magazine, Newspaper, Spoken). There are a total of 1917 tokens represented in all 4 networks. 

Overall, references to buchters occupational title are the predominant public discourse. The years 

1990-1994 to 1995-1999 see a sharp increase in the type of primary category, transitioning from 

publications primarily referencing Meatman into a far greater number of references to butchering 

accoutrements. In the subsequent years 5-year span, there is a drop in references to 

accountrements moving back towards Meatman references. In the last 5-year time series (2004-

2009) you see an increase in both categories of accouterment and Location. All years see a 

general increase of number of total references. 
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APPENDIX D: 
Occupational Vocabulary 

 

• the drop 

• kill floor 

• cut floor 

• (the) pluck 

• suspect pens 

• weezing rod 

• render 

• organ meat 

• offal 

• green tripe 

• steel 

• bone out 

• primals 

• side 

• quarter 

• trim 

• hides 

• cross cut shanks 

• cryo-vac 

• pizzle 

• repo parts 

• carcass 

• knock 

• tip 

• gurney 

• harvest 

• slaughter 

• leaf fat 

• web fat 

• stick 

• bleed out 

• blood pond 

• fabricate 

• jump muscle 

• boxed beef 

• meat cutter 
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