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ABSTRACT

Parallel designs were used to test the hypotheses
+hat (1) strongly assertive forms would be attributed relatively more
often +c females, and (2) syntactic forms associated with males would
be rated more intelligent and those associated with females less so.
The results of the study were consistent with each of these
predictions, suggesting that previously reported “changes in
attitudes" toward women over the past decade Mmay have been more a
function of changes in the soclal desirability of expressing
antifeminist prejudices than of changes in the attitudes themselves.
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Stereotypes of male ahd female speech

David M. Siegler
University of Illinois
Robert 8. Siegler

Carnegie-Mellon University

Lakoff (1973) suggested that women are peifeived as expressing
themselves in more tentative, less assured ways than men. She pre-
dicted thae differences would be especially evident in beliefs about
the use of tag questions, phrases that convey no specific information
but decrease.the strength of agsertions. Where a8 man might make the
strong asserticn, "The war in Vietnam is terrible,” a like-minded
woman would be expected to say "The war iﬁ Vietnam is terrible, isn't
it?" However, Lakoff provided no empirical evidence; a major purpose
of the present investigation was 'to test her prediction that statements
in the form of tag questions would be nore often attributed to female
speakers than the identical statements [-hrased as strong assertions.

A related issue concerns whether-statements are evaluated differ-
ently aéEb;ding to the sex of the speaker. Goldberg (1268) found that
femﬁle.college étudents consistently ratad published articles c;edited
Itq;ﬁomen lower than the identical articles credited to men. More
recently, though, Baruch (1972) failed to replicate Goldberg's finding;
the scores assigned to male and female "suthors" by college women in
this sample yefe not significantly different. Baruch's explanation was

that "major changes occurred in social attitudes' during the four year

Py US. DEPARTMENTORHEALTH,
z EOQUCATON B WRLFARE
NATIONAL IMITITUTE OF
EDUCATION

DOCUMENT MaS RBEEN REFRO-
B'E':::SED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM
SHE PERSON DR ORGANIZATIDN QRIGIN-
ATING AT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STATED 00 NOT MECESSARILY REFRE.
SENT DFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY

—_— : Y - g




interval between the two studies (1972, p. 37).

Rather than reflecting true changes in attitudes, however,
Baruch’s finding may have been an artifact of changes in the social
desirability of expresging anti-feminist opinions. That is, the
negative stereotypes toward females' speech may have remained con-
stant, but the social desirability of overtly éxpressing them could
have diminished. One way to‘test this hypothesis would be to use a
between‘subjects design in which some subjects would be asked to
evaluate the quality of statements while others would be asked to
judge whether the statements had been made by men or women. If one
Qample judged particular statements as indicative of the speakers'
low intelligence, and a pérallel group indicated that the statements
were probably those of women, it could be inferred ‘that changes in
the social desirabiiity of expressing prejudices against wonmen
underlay the differences between ﬁaruch’s_and Goldberg's findings.
On the other hand, if differences in tha rated intelligence og state-
ments did not parallel differences in artributions of the statements
to men and woﬁen, then Baruch’s explanation of changeq in attitudes
would be supported.

' The above proposed strategy was followed in the present study;
one group of college students was presented a list of sentences and
asked to decide whether each statement had been made by a male or a

female, while a second group was presented the same statements and

asked to evaluate the intelligence of the speéker.' From Lak&ff's

I

analysis, it was expected that sentences- phrased as tag questions
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would be attributed to women more often than the identical sentences
phraéed as strong assertions, Additionally, it was expected that
modified assertions of the form "The war in Vietnam mugt be terrible,"
intermediate in the amount of Eonfidence impliéd, would algo be inter-
mediate in the consistency of attribution. to women. Finally, based
in part on Kramer's (1973) findings that magazine cartoons portray
women as lacking knowledge o; intellectual topics, it was predicted
that sentence types associated wi;h wvomen would be rated as less in~
telligent than tﬁose assoclated with men.

" Methed

Design and partic{pants

Sepaigggﬁﬁl(Type of sentence: strong assertioﬁ, modified héser-
tion, tag question, or control) X 2 (Sex of subject) factorial designs
vere employed. In one design, subjects were asked to judge the sex of
the speaker; in the other, they wére asked to judge the intelligence

-of the statements. Subjects from each were asked to rate how strongiy
they agréed or disagreed with each statement. Participants were 48
male and 48 female students from two introductory personality classes
at the University of Illinois. o

Task and materials

Three test forms, each presented to equal numbers of éubjects,
vere employed. The forms consisted of 16 sentences: four strong asser-
tions (e.g., Professional football is a bloodthirsty game); four modified
. £

assertions f(e.g., Professional football must be a bloodthirsty game);

four tag questions (e.g., Professional football is a bloodthirsty game,
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isn't it); and four neutral controls (e.g., We went to the zooilast
week). Where an ite; appeared on one test form as a strong as;;rtion,
it was a tag question in the same position on the second form and a
modified assertion in that position on the third. The neutral controls
were written as simple, unevaluatable statements:of fact on all three
forms. They served asla lie-truth index since subjects could not have
anlhonest opinion about their truth or falsity. In the seven cases
where sybjecta did not check the neutral blank on the agree-disagree,
scale on at least two of these four sentences, their test forms were
not inciuded in the statistical analyses (these seven subjects yere rc-
placed by others from the same classes).

One-half of-the subjects given each of the thr;e forms rated the
sentences on a seven point scale ranging froﬁ 1 (male speaker) to 7
(female speaker). The other subjects rated the quality of the identicél
sentences on a seven point scale from.l (bright) to 7 (dumb).

Pfocedure

Subjecgs in the first design ﬁere told that they were partici--
pating in auﬁtudy,aimgd.at discovering how accurately people can deter-
mine the sex of a speaker from specific statements. They were then
instructed: .

The following 1list of sentences was selected from
a recent series of taped conversations between college
students. Your job is to indicate how strongly you agree !

or disagree with each statement. The more strongly that you

agree with a statement, the nearer your check should be to

65!

-
l T




the words "strongly agree." Likewise, the more strongly

that you disagree ﬁith a stageﬁent, the nearer yo&r check
should be to the words "strongly disagree.'" If you have

no opinion, check the middle blank. -

In addition your job is to guess whether a man or 5
voman made each statement regardless of whether you agree
or disagree with it. Tﬂe more certain you are that a man ) }
salid a sentence, the nearer your check should be to the
word "man." The more certain you are that a woman said a
sentence, the nearer your check should be to the word
"woman.” On some of these statements you may not have an
opinioa. If so, please check the middle blank.

Subjects in the second design were told that the goal of the ex-
periment was to find which kinds of utterances are associated with

bright people and which kinds are associated with dumb ones. They

were provided tﬁe same instructions concerning the agreeﬁent—disagree-
ment ratings task and then were told:

Wfln addition, regardless of whether you agree or
disagree with the opinién expressed, your job is to ‘ 1
guess the intelligence of the speaker of each state- .
rment. The more intélligent you believe the person was
who made a particular statement, the closer your check
should gé to the word "bright." Likewise, the less

intelligent you believe the pefson was who made a

particular statement, the closer your check should be
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to the word "dumb." On some of these statements you

may-not have an opinion. If so, please check the

middle blank. '

- -Resuité

'Seﬁprate 4 (Type of sentence: strong assertion, modified asser-
tion, ;ag question, or controlj X 2 (Sex of subject) amalyses of
variance were used to determ;ne whether subjects attributed different‘
sentencg types to men and women and whether they attributed different

sentencawtypes to intelligent and unintelligent people.

Attridbution of sentence types to males and females. - Analyses of

responses on the male-female scale revealed a significant main effect

'forltype of sentence (F ='3.44, df = 3,138, p<.05), but not for sex of

subject (F = 2.46, §£_=_1,66, p>».10) or for the interaction of ‘the two
variables (F< 1). As shown in Table la, the direction of findings was
in complete accord wigh Eakoff's Eheor}, with tag questions most often
attributed to women, modified assertions occupying an intermediate

position, aqd strong assertions most often attributed to men; a Newman-—
Keuls test iﬁdicated that thé difference between attributions of streng

assertions and tag questions was significant (p< .05).

~Insert Table 1 about here

Ratings of intellipence of statements. Analyses of responses on

the intelligence'scale revealed a tendency toward differences among

(l

Fau




sentence types (F = 2.32, gi.= 3,138, p< .10); no significant effect

for sex of respondent or for the interaction of the two variables was
apparent (F< 1). The direction of findings was Eomparable-to that ob~

" tained with the mzle-female scéle, if "bright" is substituted for "male"
and "dumb” for "female". Strong assertions, associated with males, were .
rated as indicating the highest intelligence; tag phrases, assoclated
with females, were thought to indicate the least iritelligence; modified
assertions occupied an intermediate position on both scales (Table 1b).
These r;sults suggested that changes in éhe social desirability of ex-
pressing anti-female prejudices, rather than substantive attitudinal
shifts, accounted for the discrepancy between Goldberg's (1968) and
Baruch's (1972) findings. ‘

The strategy employed in this experiment suggests several appli-
cations for future research. For example, similar tests could be
constructed‘to compare attitudes toward the speech of Blacks aniMWhites
or Christians and Jews. By asking one group of subjects to evaluate
the quality of a statement and z second, parallel group to judge who
was likely to have said it, social pressure is reduced and the data may

more validly reflect attitudes.




Table 1

Means ©of responses on Male-Female and Bright-Dumb scales.

bl

Sentence type Males Females Males and Females
A. Male-Female scale, 1 = male 7 = female
Tag question §.41 4,81 .61
Modified assertion 4.22 4,18 4,20
Strong assertion 4.07 - 4,23 o 4,15
B. Intelligence scale, 1 = bright 7 = dumb
Tag question 4.15 4,26 4,21
Modified assertion 4,01 4,02 4.02
Strong assertion 3.76 3.88 3.82
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