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~ research on male/female speech diffeérences are that, contrary to the .

~. stereotype, men talk more ‘than women; men's conversation is = L
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. Same, though in reality - lovwer, class status, duafto a methodologlcal

hias. In addition to differences in language usage, conversations:

tween the sexes often involve interruptions of vomen's spéech, and

ck .of attention to women's conversation by men. But even if a

an exactly dup11cates men's language use, she u111 not’ be

men as speakers are based on an interactlon between a speaker's
activities and the 1anguage and sex role stereotypes known to the
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L 5_ If I tell‘you that stereotypes exist for what women vs men l1ke tb :
L JRE . ,

do wear read eat, and watch on Jv, and also/Tor how the two sexes

L {;;ﬁ: : talk cah you 1mag1ne what some of- these m1ght be? (The\truth or- Jus-{.f fv"“
) t1ce of the stereoty S 1s not my po1nt /é/mply that they ex1st L L
.Imag1ne the stereotyp1cal female speaker.- Perhaps for you, she gabs or

Vo talks on and on or talks about inan top1cs ‘Maybe she talks uncerta1nly,¥‘_
e s quest1ons w1th

' us1ng*many tag quest1ons and answ r1ng other

_r1s1ng 1ntonat1on, as though she 1sn't sure fanswer (Q lhat*s 345

your name’ A Marz’) Perhaps she utters

'es,cr1pt1v)e words makmg |

vher talk seem elaborate 9r maybe she SImp_y uses certa1n deSc: ptors

that men don t l1ke adorable or d1v1ne carr1ed along by exag

var1ed 1ntonat1on Whether you bel1eve the stereotype 1s r1gh '
gthe chances are very great that you know what 1t 1s (Edelsky,f

u~Cartoon and scr1pt wr1ters often tap 1nto your knowledge of that languagelﬁf* '

'vsex role stereotype ,depend1ng on your knowledge of it td%el1c1t pred1ct-."f

. - . R R
‘able responses to the1r character1zat1ons : "k S g

The stereotype or shared knowledge we have about the way wonen talk .J=¢~'5”
wgrows out of two. k1nds of knowledge (1) m1nute deta1ls about other

aspects of stereotyp]cally def1ned ‘sex. roles (l1ke deta1ls of personal1ty ;i

f\attributes obJect preferences etc ), and (2) lrngu1st1c ways of . ";7.1

™~
R
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= L fsigna]]ing these nonl xlc‘tra1t of uncerta1nty, pass1v1ty, Submis—‘ :
S s1veness etc. The f ich less def1ned stereotypes yf" S
A

ynngu1 t1c correlates of those tra1ts In. add1t1on Ihere were stud1es

'n S use of 1ex1ca1 doma1ns (women attend1ng to un1nterest1ng or

tr1v1a1 top1cs), sex-11nked use of qua11fiers (women S tendency toward
/

excesswe embe]lishment), degree of standardngss of. phonolog1ca1 and

’nley, 1975

}

syntact1c var1ab1es (the qurect woman) (see Thorne a_

H-for a comprehens1ve anndfated b1b11ography dn’
and sex) R :;f R ’-‘ . /
‘ o R The Sex-d1fferentiated language p1cture that emerged from th15 o
| “{ear]y work (S1m1lar stud1es along these ]ines are st111 being conducted)'
‘V,rr.”showed that when actua1 qgage was: invest1gated there were 1ndeed d1f-
ﬁ;;ferences but not ways in the expected d1rection Contrary to the
“stereotype, men were the big ta]kers Whether an e11c1ted conversat1ons

_f;(Oetzel 1966),Q3ury del1berat10ns (Strodtbeck and Mann 19563, in h1gh ﬂ




L

popu1ar with. nmles (Komarovsky;

ﬁi;_ualé\students tryi

1 ,h;; women d1d not take up as ;:ch of the talking space_as men An old

“'to people of the iame sex,e'ut in m1xed sex groups both women and men e
”nafchanged the1r top cs, _ppesunablj to accommodate to the other. what is.

J
example th1s research provides of the tru1sm that

&

research b1as d1e‘ hard Desp1te the change 1n tdp1cs when the 11steners' ,-:_ -

"

|

/,.

1nterest.

tons stemm1ng

WOmen and men do know d1fferent 1ex1

- .

t eif/knowledgL of and exper1ence W1th d1fferent doma1ns wh'ch 1n

tf';f‘{LFJ“; women used ‘more mmhmm S 1n conversat1on an utterance that was 'f‘} N
v f:ﬂi;strateg1cally placed to funct1on not as a theft of the turn for the .‘

Qﬁmmhmm»er, but as an encouragement for the current speaker gﬂgrschmannu n.i”
.d1973) Nomen and mgL of equal rank at psychiatr1c staff meetlngs used | |
'T”::humor d1fferent1y, Men told the Jokes women 1aughed (Coser, 1960) in" L

o m1xed-sex dyads hav1ng d1scussxons on exper1menter-ass1gned top1cs _women -

'fnnre often couched their op1n1ons 1n personal statements (I think that

v_people hfve trouble with « ei ), wh11e men made more general statements

[N

fas though their op1nions were fadt (Most people: have trouble w1th RN .) ‘

L
¢ A L U
. Lo

(Hirschmann 1973) "-"




o (Swacker 1973) o o z'f'l" uj R

Ny o

} Men and women had d1fferent styles*of descr1bing p1cture§ Men' '

"tended to descr1be observable features CWood 1966) and make def1n1t1ve;

/ {

.statements about features l1ke the numberlof ObJects 6resént (Swacker, &

'1973), wh1le women described connotat1vely or 1nterpret1vely (WOod "1966)

"l\
and were more approx1mate in relat1on to the number of 1tems 1n a p1cture

1- A predom1nant conversat1onal role taken by- men has been shown to be

" a task or1ented one, 1nclud1ng the 1nﬁt1at1on of solut1ons and act1v1t1es

!’

4-Women have demonstrated the tak1ng dn of an ego-enhanc1ng, soczo-emot1onal

'VfSosk1n and John, -1963) .

udlsplayed d1fferent ‘speaking roles also., when women ques

24 /H.7
vrole reacting to the contr1but1ons of others (Strodtbeck and Mann, 1956"ﬂ#

.l\ L /
. c o .

.! . o . .

Male and female members of the audiehces at academ1c comferences S

:§d>the "

-speaker, they asked quest1ons of clar1ficat1on When males quest1oned

(at a rate far exceed1ng the1r propor on of the aud1ence) they held theb'm

'floor for a longer t1me, uttered len thy prefaces to their quest1ons and

» the"preface 1tself funct1oned to de lect the focus of the toplc to tan-,xf<r

_-gential 1ssues (Swacker, 1976)- / /'f

- j;abil1ty to»reCOgnge most femal

';”quencIes (resu1t1ng?1n.p1tch nd resonance), more than can be accounted

.

_ women do use more var1ed 1ntdnat1on«and part1cular comsours more
frequently than men (McConnell-anet 1978) and as we all know»by our
J

VS, male vo1ces on the phone, the two o

sexes ute d1fferent average p1t h and resonance. An 1nterest1ng f1nd1ng,

-however, 1s that when anatom1c l features are controlled (vocal tract

size, he1ght we1ght etc ),,' ere is still great var1at1on in sound fre:/;




."syntax

f'(Trudg1ll 1972 N1chols, 1976) In Norw1ch England

: :perspectives‘ to use. more. standard language and 1n another the reverse is.

i
i

. true.

an men (Kramer, et al., 1978) However, othens show that in

l

'} certaih Amer1can and Br1t1sh speech commun1t1es ‘the ofpos1te is the case’

age 1nteracted w1th

tisex to pred1ct standardness, j e., women under 30 seemed to be adopt1ng

}‘st1gmatized forms wh11e women over 30 avo1ded them. Accord1ng to Nichols
1(1976), the contradlctory f1nd1ngs are not contrad1ctory. What seems to
'be happen1ng 1s that the c1rcumstances of women S 11ves the relation-
_sh1pS’they have-and want- prov1de them w1th both soc1al and'11ngu1st1c

» opt1ons SO that in: one commun1ty 1t is nnre advantageous from women 'S

1

,~In-informaT‘contexts wherelsexatyped'activity~1s taking place,

’ women did.produce 1tems that we be11eve tHEy~do, items in the language N

sex stereotype (darl:ng, adorab]e so etc. ) (Menzel and Tyler, 1977)

Men also 1ist more'd1rty words(/n demand (Tyler, 1977)

It 1s 1mportant to remember'that the d1fferences that are’ found are

:}*ne1ther genet1c nor un1versal Rather they are 1earned as 11ngu1st1c 3

- —_

“7f“aspects of 2 sex-role.. In fact, e]sewhere in’ the world ' the same 114\\
"Qj'gu1st1c feature becomes part.of the baggage of the role behav1or of the
opposite sex. For example, in certa1h Afr1can tr1bes, it 15 the men who

use the more acceptable 1anguage fEatures (Se1te1 1969), and 1n Banaras, _'” .

°

Ind1a 1t 1s “the’ menfwho use the more exaggquted yptonat1on contours

(Chr1st1an ms, )

o’ :



~ Not a11 stud1es have found sex 11nked language d1fferences though
‘t"

'Us1ng the steréotyp1c roles that have men as. "do ers“ and women- as “be-_‘

ers," Barron (1971) tr1ed'toLf1nd out 1f men used more agent1ve (d8-er)

' .cases than women Her subJects did not differ on th1§ measure. Both

-f* sexes used qual1f1ers equally both\ora<]y (H1rschmann 1974) and in wr1t-

f1ng (Kramer, 1974a) ‘No sex 11nked d1fference was found in the use of

;.tag questlons (DuBo1s and Crouch 1975) or 1n the use of quest1on 1nto-.'

- make a very careful effort to categor1ze people accord1ng to soc1o-eco- ,);{3m

notat1on when answer1ng a quest1on (Edelsky, in press)
Most stud1es which have found sex/language d1fferences mgke some i 0
effort to compare men and women from the same soc1a1 class. 'Some, 11ke,

the studies that 1nvest1gate d1fferent1a1 use of phono1og1ca1 var1ants,

nomic -status and then mpare subJects who are- a11ke on that d1mens1on.:'

L )

V'When sex/language d1ff' ences appear, 1t then looks 11ke sex rather than

, .}.soc1o-economf”'status is the 1mportant var1ab1e. Unfortunately, common f,

methods of categor1z1ng ‘people accord1ng to socio econom1c status use e -

husband's or father S status as the determ1nant of the woman s status, L

—

even though ‘the woman nmy have more ed'fat1on than the man-in quest1on

u(educat1on s one of. the factors 1nVO1ved 1n comput1ng soc1o-econom1c

9

status) ~In. add1t1on, "stenographer" and "meqhan1c" may be classi-fieg

| o as ‘Same- status occupat1oﬁ%a§ﬂThe result 1s that women are often m1sc1as,

&

N

- S1f1ed because of a b1as in the methodology and are then found to use

?men whose JObS are 11ke1y to be lgss language or1ented (N1cho1§ 1078) 1

A ]

.....

‘.'d1fferent language from ‘men., what those language d1fferences nmy actually

'ref1ect 1n some cases 1s the fact that women are’ be1ng compared to men

X L 5.
of presumably the same though fh rea11ty lower, class status and also to

A

=¥
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o IR

Lo R .r-‘ A B / Genderlects A Brijef Review L ;o

So “the picture this far JS of a wouan whowtalks leSs with a _igher 1?;-;”

o . voice, generally uses more standarg language and particular in onatiom
_ ST .

contours acts more as an egoLenhanEEr with talk describes with less .o

‘}15 IR > female-typed words under some Circumstances etc If then, women S| arted

7,to say damned right and stopped saying goodness graCious, would that ShOWl

_Nthat they were equal in power to men i e., is the research that looks ﬁbr

g:gdifferential use of particular predeSignated lingUistic variables the most

(- /,/

B 'f, actions among intimates and lesser knowns HHE not in obVious way ;y%; |
Men usurp women 's turns by interruptlng them (Zinnerman.and west

\\\\1975) ayst as. adults usurp children s, i e., the less powerful have

_;.'i - (eitricted rights to: talk Ginet s (1978) explanation of intonation

_variability reveals how vocal dynamism can. be used if one is more igno

able and needs to work harder to hold the attention of others.' Homen dis-~j"ﬂf
,fv’- L llclose more about themselves (Henley, 1977), Just as low status males 'self- fg IJ
| | disclose nnre to high-status mal,s The resulting imbalance in’ informa-"igf;ﬁh
tion makes the known one vulnerable to the knower s use of theiknowledge i’iiﬁp;

given over by the former.' when men s talk is neutr'f or ego-deflating to{’

- buttressed (1) absolutely, by their enhanced feeling g
Cand (2) - relatively, by women's deflated feelings i ‘:' ip1ish |
least in part by the ﬁrnctions of the oppoSiteﬂsex s talk "ﬂ“ P oo

A

Pt




C“Fishman s (1978) work Def1n1ngquwer'

/‘/

:assymetry is perpetuated through Tangua‘ ct ty. The women s top1cs
‘;fwere m1n1na11y responded to, e]1c1tedino‘quest1ons their statements were

\ftheft unattended regardTess of the actua] t0p1c (whether it was runn1ng

(;ﬁ’;out of. catsup or 1nterpret1ng a new mathemat1cal theory) The women even :

' /’:promoted the1r offer "g ;refac1ng top1cs w1th “th1s is’ 1nterest1ng,“ -

L

/'a;,try1ng to e]1c1t a cohversat1on. The1r‘ma1e partners s1mp1y d1d not do

;,the1r part of the conversat1ona1 work However kwhen the men brought up

'T’top1cs (once aga1n mundane househo]d top1cs or 1nte11ectua1 ones) the

\

':}women encouraged more talk by ask1ng questlons and comment1ng on the1r

) ”comnents, i e., by d01ng the 1nteract1on'1 wOrk The results are that

His- top1cs seem to be more 1nterestino’“

: .to His def1n1t1on of the s1tuat1oh (wha S worth taTk1ng about) is

5ma1nta1ned wh1]e Hers is not H1s pow_e,.s both’ refle;ted and. constructed

-Our: knowTedge of how conversat1on works a d what women' ‘do and have ;,.Lof

";;done to them that funct1ons to perpetuate the1 Tesser power 1s scant

"TlfTak1ng the great Teap then between a few f1nd1ngs and a pract1cal appl1-5f

TMbcat1on question, 1s it 1n women s best 1nterest§«to start 1nterrupt1ng,
2

J stop respond1"9 so enthus1ast1ca1]y to men s utterances start say1ng

S
(R
R SN

cause they have been reSponded 4

———



»?If start1ng to say damned n1ce and stopp1ng the utterance of adorable

kS

i <. smig, : _' ':15

my

""" ?‘) : ‘.,
any effect’ Language is- not on]y a carr1er of con_ent and a%goader to *p %._

.nl:

”f' act1on-'1t is. act1on 1tself When a woman fnrst'yhanges her 1nteract1ona1.~-

- StﬂE, She engages 1n a po11t1ca1 a'c't1on (1 e., she‘* upsets. "ing expec-...,.-';.'.l;'-}u

i tat1ons based on power arrangements) 1f that sy sheﬁ@pes not surrdund ' ‘4

§

for resu/}sl'

sorthat;for 1nstance when a man talks a”ﬁ

Our subject1ve SN

worthy, but when a woman does that, she 1s gabby.f

r
O, 7». ——

K

appraisals gf and reSponses to women and men as Speakers are not then,

based ent1re1y on the speaker S act1v1t1es but rather on a”
[

betwan the 1anguage and sex-role\stereotype we all know (evén if we do ',«'”
S

not agree w1th 1t) and the speaker s~act1v1t1es Th1s br1n§s us’ full

lJrcle to the issue presented at the beg1nningh-seX-r01é gtereotypes

N ®

carr1ed over lnto 1anguage ' Is the c1rcu13rity a compos1t1ona1 dev19e~/~“‘*ff '

an utral metaphor or a fenale symbo]7 L {;z~ﬁ§~%; Ly ﬁi,-
' e | S o
p e osE Ty
.' ;.. A ‘ .. .. I ‘ .‘ 3 .-. ~ l:.'-_.." ) ! v/“; !’.v
s v:"-v _-. ; 1 lij" , ' I ; :
d o o - 5 :
. s 1



'-'_:'C'lUS'lonS and me do]ogy of pre\\ous research

¥

v151on women 's ud1es research often moves 2

unfortunate]y, ‘without the screannng and fla
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