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Questions:

1. (pairing 2) Do you think of a specific gender when viewing these images? 

2. (pairing 1) Which of these signs are you more likely to see at a construction zone?

3. (indiv. 3) Does this sign imply bodies are present? 

4. (pairing 4) Which of these signs are you more likely to respond to?
5. (pairing 5) Do you think of a specific type of work when viewing these images?

6. (pairing 6) Which of these signs is more often used? 

7. (indiv 7) Is this sign gender neutral? 

8. (pairing 8) Which of these signs demonstrates workers? 

9. (figure 1) Does this sign present an ethical description of its subject?

10. (figure 2) Does this sign present an ethical description of its subject?

Survey Responses: 

Survey 2 Part 2
24


Survey 2 Part 1
22


Survey 1 Part 2
33


Survey 1 Part 1
38


In structuring this project I decided that I would be interested in seeing if I could measure the readability and receptivity of the signs I made and paired together with two groups of students. I was interested in seeing if gender was variably influencing on certain survey takers in how they responded to my questions. In trying to measure this I constructed two groups of people to send the survey to. The first group was to my gen-sex core course classmates who had been steeped in gender and sexuality studies and awareness all semester. The second group would be comprised of my friends and peers whose courses lay beyond the gen/sex realm with a focus on individuals who were not involved primarily in social science courses. My method is to run the survey one time through. At the completion of survey one I will present the survey takers of each group with a list of recent data points relating to gendered pay inequality in the United States. I will then re-run the survey 1 as survey 2 and see if there is any change in the responses I get from both of my constituent groups. 


I chose my questions very carefully and tried to construct them so that they were entirely un-leading, innocuous and apolitical. Since my goal is to assess how my constructed images, and the two images I originally used to foreground my third web-event, were read naively by both cohorts my questions had to be strong and unbiased so as not to provoke or illicit unnatural responses. I also wanted this project to allow me to interpret how two groups, one with in-depth exposure to gender and sexuality studies material and one without, bred a consciousness for/against gender-coded imagery. I will be interested to see how the two groups differences in gen/sex studies exposure may or may not make reading the gendered images with and without data different. 


I realized when I began to close the surveys and collect data that there was no way to separate the incoming survey responses between the gen/sex students who took it and the pool of other peers I sent the survey too. Perhaps I could have made an entirely duplicated set of the four surveys and sent those to one of the separate groups. This way I could have kept the four surveys (or hypothetical eight in total) pure and strictly define. Unfortunately this greatly affects the work my intention with the readings I was aiming to do.  However, in analyze the data (see attached word documents with clips of bar graphs from survey monkey depicted statistical choice results) I found that I was still able to generate some interesting responses from people. 


In Survey 1 Part 1 on question 2 I asked, “Which of these signs are you more likely to see at a construction zone?” This survey was run before participants looked at the pay in-equality data and provided participants with two sign options, a men working sign or a women working sign. The unanimous response to the question was 100% more likely to see the men working sign for all 38 of the Survey 1 Part 1 participants. This data also remained the same in the second survey after participants read the data detailing pay inequities in heavy labor fields of work for women. In Survey 1 Part 2 on question I asked participants, “3. Which of these signs demonstrates workers?” The sign options were either two male figures with the text work zone or two female figures with the text work zone. Of the 33 participants in this survey 4 people skipped this question. This interested me quite a lot. In Survey 2 part 1 and part 2 participants at max of 2 skipped questions. However that particular question, posing the doubly gendered binaries figured against one another seems to have trouble people. In Survey 1 Part 1 and Survey 2 Part 1 I asked if the images of men and women symbols with the word “working” below if made the participant, “Do you think of a specific type of work when viewing these images?” Responses for Survey 1 Part 1 to this question indicate that out of 38 participations 55.3% (21 individuals) replied yes. In Survey 2 Part 1 responses to this questions indicate a major shift after the data was given to readers with an affirmative 85% yes response from 22 participants total, 3 of which answered no and two of which skipped the questions. 


Overall I feel fairly confident making the statement that from Survey 1 parts 1 and 2 to Survey 2 parts 1 and 2 there was a shift in attitude based off of the data provided between the surveys for readers to review. 
