An investigation into how gender influences the way people of different ages communicate.

Introduction and Research Focus

My investigation will centre on whether males and females talk difjei{n/tly, and if they do, what
effect a_ge’é on this. I will focus on the language of males and females, as the topic is becoming
”LL increasingly relevant in our society, and by combining it with age in my investigation, | am intrigued
to see if there is greater divergefice in the speech of boles-as their ignorance decreases and
C/Qi’“':\{j ~ they become more aware of what gender means in thg;nedﬁ”m world. | expect to find that the
Gnireeded younger children’s language differs more due to gender as 17 year olds are more aware of the

by \}U\, stereotypes and expe&;amof their gender than 8 year olds, and therefore will understand that
ﬂt"s they do not have to cogjoﬂ'ﬁo these, especially with the many carg,paigﬁﬁhat are running at the

moment that promote genmity, such as the He_fgr&lﬁfampaign launched by the UN. :
Furthermore, linking to conformity, it will be interesting to see if the older children are more aware :

of the difference between gender and sex, and whether this igiffects how they act and speak.

A0 i o Therefore, | predict that the younger girls will use more adjgetﬁ/g, descripLLuedﬁﬁuage (in
particular adverbiatphrases) and politenessfeatures than their male counterparts whereas the older
girls will use roughly the same amount as the older boys. | am interested to see if the 1975 research
of Robi off is still rele or not, and will see if my data proves or disproves it.

I also think that the older girls will speak more fregy&nﬂy/and for Ioggerp’(ﬁ)ds of time than the
older boys, whilst the younger girls will be more frequently interrwted’ﬁ?fd overlapped by the
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younger boys. This is supported by the research of Deborah Tannen’s difference theory (1990). -2 "j’”’\ “'W"?

Lastly, | predict that the younger girls will use more incIugiy,eAaﬁEuage, especially the use of inclusive

pron s such as ‘we*fo engage the other member of the conversation, which was suggested by
Hirschm:aw& whilst this may not be as obvious or necessary with the older children. | will refer
to Deborah CWecent research into whether men and women really do speak differently
(2007) NG (‘}, i“\a :2\__ J ATy Coufic ‘LL;EJ»L

Methodology

For my data, | required 4Wts which I needed to collect myself. Two needed to be of children

agtﬁ,&a’nd then the other two needed to be of children ag;d—*l”f.’l chose these ages as Deborah
Zia' - Camerf;;?t/es)hat “Women’s language and general personalities and interests change between 5%
¢ BWALL gnd et e” (the US equiva of years 6 and 7), therefore this change will have happened in

']‘C')\/ S between the ages of 8 and 17. In all transcripts, | wanted one male and-enefemale, in order to allow
VLWW«»(C&&JWne to focus on the way different sexes communicate. The transcripts of the 8 year olds were..
collected in a prima ool and the transcripts of the 17 year olds were collected at college. Both

educational institutions are located in S_Mich will keep variation due to location to a
miMovided each pair with a phg@,@%ﬁﬁgnd a set of three qgﬁ&tiﬁ/ns to act as a prompt.
This was to ensure that all pairs started off discussing the same sgg;xuird‘sfand also because | was
concerned that the younger children might be inti@jda‘téa due to my age difference and the fact
that I was an unkno igure to the children. | was erng all recordings, however | did not
. , §_p/ea—la/mi told all participants to act as though | was not there, although this may not have been
Lw’i&kﬁ’lﬁ\rj}'jvery rMay have affected my data. There was also no opportunity for the participants to
U\ﬂqt)_ﬁuk talk to each other about what the recording was about, and | checked that none of them had seen
(‘5:?[(‘,;5‘) the picture before, so | am certain that the responses | recorded were the participants’ genuine first
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reactions to the picture. The changeable variables in my data collection were the Wﬁgﬁﬂe/rof
the participants, because these factors are the focus of my investigation.

Section 1-Analysis- Semantics and Lexis

Interestingly, in all 4 transcripts, adje,cjwe’ére used mainly for a deswmurpose, such as

»n o

“noisy”, awesoW’different” in transcript 1, and “unrealistic”, “ lg&a{d “expensive” in
transcript 4, rather than for a phMpose, for example the use of empty a,djeftﬁsto provide
feedba d encouggen-reﬁto other speakers, which was what | had predicted in my first
hypothesis, as LWsed that female speakers use more empty adjectives in their speech
(1975). This could be because of the niche Mf my transcripts; all speakers had to discuss the
same p_l;oto,/which naturally meant that adjectives would be used with frqg,uenﬁ) describe what
they could see, and overall meant that if adjective use was affected by gender, the effects are not
evident here. In fact, the 8 year old boys actually use mg;,adje/ctives than the girls. This disproves
Lakoff's 1%}@;& and possibly shows that it is outdated, although more data would be n

in order show whether this outcome is correct for the majority of 8 year olds or just the ones
involved in my investigation. Nevertheless, the 17 year old girls do use more descriptive-adjectives
than the boys, which possibly suggests that there is divergernce between the ways the two genders
speak as they get older. Interestingly, the younger children don’t use any phatic or‘e/m.ptﬁdjectives,
but the 17 year old boys use 2 more than the girls, which is the opposite of what | had predicted. The
context of the recording may have influenced this as their speech largely had a recheﬂtﬁrp’)urpose
rather than phatic;which is an area where it would be expected to find empty adjectives. This shows
that the out-dated theories made by linguists such as Robin Lakoff are not always relevant to today’s
society, and developments in gender equality have meant men and women feel less pressure to
speak in a certain way.

Age Gender Descriptive adjectives | Phatic/empty
‘ adjectives

8 year olds

17 year olds
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Lakoff also stated that women use weaker Ws than men, which is demonstrated in my data.
In transcript 4, the 17 year old boy uses the expletive “fuck me*wWhen unsureof what to say. Even
though language such as this is deemed inapwi‘é’tﬁn many contexts of society, the speaker has
clearly deemed it appropriate for this context, possibly due to the fact that the only audience was
me and another 17 year old girl, so there wasn’t a risk of him offe_ndi'rg(either of us by using this
language. Therefore, this language isn’t taboe’m context, however is still considered an
expletive. The female speaker in the same transcript doesn’t use anyms, even if she had an
opportunity to. For example, in response to a question, she repliés “no don’t be silly”. This
statement would have been equally if not more effective in achieving its desired purpose if the




speaker had used an expletive of even a low degree of severity, however, she chose not to. This
complies with ng;off(sTlWS) research and suggests that maybe some areas of it are still relevant
and reflective of today’s society, for example that women will avqi/d,edarse language of expletives.

Section 2-Analysis-Topic Control and Non-fluency

Boy interrupts Girl Girl interrupts Boy Average
Transcript 1 8 4 i 6
Transcript 2 2 5 3.5
Transcript 3 8 3 5.5
Transcript 4 5 2 . 3.5
Average 11.5 7
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After completing my statistical analysis, | have found that in 3 out of the 4 transcripts, the boys
interr, ore often than the girls. Furthermore, in the one transcript where the girls interrupt
more, most of the interruptions were there the female uses positive\;ainfo/fgement, asa
form of baEk/chming, such as ”Wco the male speaker and to indicate that they
are paying a on. Whist the act of interrupting speech in considered traditionally mascutine
(Zimmermann ang)Nest)/1975), the pq_;peénd int the interruptions is something that
complies with Deborah Tannen%’ﬂ‘ffference theory (1990), as by overlapping the male’s speech with
positive words like “yeah”, it is showing that the purpose of their speech is to build relationships,
which is what these overlaps do. This supports the theory that women overlap as an enthusiasn D.ﬁ'u'ib‘fid\
strategy (Coates;2011). Interestingly, in transcript 3, where the male interrupts more, the majority f«:j "’7““24@/
of his interruptions are for the purpose of positively g_g;etrfé’éing the female speaker, and on one
occasion, he overlaps her speech but saying “l don’t know”, which whilst at first may appear as
though it doesn’t have a clear purpose in the conversation (as it is in response to what could have
been a rhetorical question) but it could also be useful in the fact that it lets the speaker know the
listener is payin ntion and is engaged in what they’re saying. However, if Laboy%_/}.heﬁ that

men use more covert ige than women is correct (1966), then this could just be an example of a
male speaker using covert prestige, as the speaker may be trying to act as though they are not
engaged by the task, when in reality they do know the answer. > /{2 ~aedk) 0 /L{;t;_' 2

ering Adi s f}
In terms of how age affects interruptions, both age groups seem to interrupt or overlap speech on .

average the same-amount of times, and the interruptions seem to be of equal purpGse and nature,
which leads me to believe that frequency of interruption has more to do with the sex of the speaker,
or the context, than thﬁpag{

<

Focussing on other non-fluency features, such as pausing, the male speakers in my data pause for a
total longer pgrjadﬁ time than the female speakers, despite their age. At first, this appears to
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contradiotfﬁy/hypothesis that the younger girls would-speak less than the younger boys, which is
supported by a study conducted by Barbara Wﬁé:’;akins, which found thatever 7 faculty
meetings at 7 different universities, men spoke, on average, for about Z}G@gflonger than their
female counterparts in each individual turn. However, whilst my data disagrees with the commo
myth that women are more talkativé than men, it shows that women appear to be more flue{ly
when talking than men are. Overall, the younger children pause more often that the older children,
showing that with age, children become more co. ent speakers, and tend to use non-fluency
features that aren’t intentional less often.

Pauses (seconds)

17,5

26
Girls 142
Boys 1+2
Girls 3+4
Boys 3+4

36.5
2535
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The conversation went offjg,pk:ﬁboth transcripts 3 and 4 (17 year olds), but ngLatﬁirwith the 8
year olds, and while the younger children did not deviate from the prompts | provided, the older
children didn’t acknowledge themmall. This shows a greater indeprhile

communicating at an older age, which would have been gained through age and experierce, as older

children are obviously expected to have more conversations at a fluent level without adult
assista.oee‘,w/vhere-as the younger children may still depend on adults for help artigy,la’dﬁﬁ\eir ideas.

Coa]:esﬁed then men tend to topicMre than women (1986) howe:;%,sn’t supported
by my data as in all accounts of shifting to a topic unrelated to the task, halfwere initiated by the

male speaker and half e female. Fyrthermore, in the 8 year olds transcripts, the femal
speakers are consistently the ones’)fﬁs shift the topic, usually using polite interroga&guticﬁ'ances
such as “and then (.) what do you think (...)", in transcript 1 which gives the impljcationthat the new
topic is linked to the old one some way, through the use of the coordinating-eemjunction ’:igcth
transcript 2, there is the use of the mo erb ”§h}l|”/,\ﬁhich not only initiates a topic shift, but also

explicitly signposts it to the listener, showing women'’s coopMde towards speech (Maltz
and Borkt?93.£!*2‘)./u

Section 3-Analysis- Grammar
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Pronoun Use in the 8 Year Olds Transcript
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Pronoun Use in the 17 Year Olds Transcript
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In my hypothesis, | stated that | thought females would use more incIusL\Le/prmo’ﬁns , and at first, it
appears that the younger males and females use the same amount of the inclusive pronoun ‘we’;
both genders use it 5 times each. However, the Wthis use is important. On both occasions A ©l \
that the boys use ‘we’, it is repeated as part of a redunda@m’;ﬁﬁion or a self-correction, for U ‘k%\e‘fk
example, “we just (L)/we'jﬁ answered that” and “we we didn Wn’t have planes like that”. W“i’ '\@J“j
Therefore in reality, the 8 year old males only actually use the pronoun ‘we’ once each, and twice wALA
overall. In contrast, the female speaker uses the first person plural pronoun for the same purpose l’\}'(!‘.f,}

three out of the five times she uses it. Twice, ‘we’ is used as part of an interrogatigytaté’ment,

“shall we go on to (...)” in reference to the prompts | had provided. Not only does this move the

conversation forwards, and clearly makes sure that bWem have finished speaking about that




particular prompt, it also shows an awareness and engagement with the subjech@er, and
content of the conversation.

Whist in the 8 year olds transcript, use of the 1* person prerioun (singular and plural) is by far the

most frequd, in the 17 year olds transcript, the use of the 3 pwnoun (singular and

plural) is the most used pronoun. Similarly to the 8 year olds, the 17 year olds use the pronoun ‘it’

frequently throughout the transcript, therefore, | would suggest that this is due to the context of the

recordings and the task they were set. In order to describe a picture, which is partly what they were

asked to do, participants would need to use the 3" person objecW to point out elements of »

the picture and describe what they can see. Because of this, | don’t think age or gender had much Fre LA,
effect on the use of the pronoun. Although, the 3™ person plural pronoun ‘they’ is used a total of 6 ' AV u‘.y'(:‘t'
times in transcript 4, and only once in the transcripts of the younger children. Even though thisisan b La,ru;dt
interesting contrast, ‘they’ isn’t used at all in the transcript of the other 17 year olds talking, which 0‘”_\"““73;{]
suggests to me that thiii;nypart of the idiMe two speakers in transcript 4, rather than (y m)

a factor relating to age der, as it doesn’t appear at all in transcript 4 (the other 17 year old '
transcript).

The 2™ persqg,p(noun ’ym the least of all the pronouns. However when it is, the majority
of its uses are when the younger children are reading out the prompts, meaning that it isn’t a part of

the participants natural speech, and therefore isn’t an honest reflection of their language use, Boy 4 e el \
. . M/\/A_—\’F\—rﬂ/w p C\,{\J ~gnAL "
uses this pronoun with more freque an the other speakers, with the purpose of prom and
p queney th p purp prompting iy

' questioMother speaker, showing that men do speak cooperatively, and chaI[gggLng%‘annen’s At
difference theory (1990). C/\Q,L\L;gm L{/ AZ ‘ (rHU) _
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The uses of adve;bia‘tﬁm?ases in the recordings do vary however, with the female speakers using

vastly more adwpbﬁls/of place and time than the males. This is more evident in the 8-year-old’s e
transcript; the females frequently describing parts of the image using adverbials like “planesgoing f‘]@l{ fTW
over”, which add extra detait for the purpose of clayifyingt6 the male listener exactly what they’re ?77"01.'..}}:;‘1(
referencing to, even though paralinguistie-features and gWe used to assist anyway. This  ~7\ L“yf'l’(’
cIarMEeech links to Tannen’s 1929Dmnce theory, that states women use ragp,orf’fglk to (// 4av))
build and fosterWhips, and in the case of the 8 year old girls, by ensuring that what they’re

saying is clear € listener and that both members of the conversation have the%‘{yt

understanding at that moment, they do not threaWositive fa&e/aH'he/Syear old boysiB}wn f“‘/}ls Aed,

and Levinson, 1987), which is expected of female speech (JaWs, 1995) app h (d»\«;;a"\,
Conclusion & HQ"{ _

In conclusion, | don’t think age has a very large impact on the way genders communicate, therefore
disagreeing with my investigation title. Whilst boys and girls do communicate differently at different
agesEdon't think this is because of a greater awareness of gender or the way gender is viewed in
. ~ society, but mainly down to the fact that their vocabulary hg}gmﬁ and they have had more
V.3 }"t experience at conamumﬁtinEJDespite this, | have still discovered some interesting variations in the
b Sv;)r/\n/l, way the genders speak at 8 and at 17. Overall my data and analysis has provided me with contrasting
Jr€ Uyel,., resultsin relation to my original hypotheses. My first hypothesis that younger girls would use more R .
u.;\;lj)\) J adjectives than the males was diserny data; however,the older boys and girls used roughly ‘;"'f\j()_‘ é\z»
O the samWof adjectives, which does correlatewith my hypothesis. My second hypothesis was )/j;-mm()f/
also proved Wsthe boys interrupted more in all cases, regardless-of-age. My final hypothesis df“}[}bMW}
was proved with respect to the younger girls overall using more inclusive-taniguage than any other f\jf/vf)ﬁm)
participants;"howevegit was cheﬁpgeﬂ'ﬂy the fact that in Transcript 2, girl 2 uses the 1* person ‘
pronoun most often, and in transcript 4, boy 4 uses the third person pronoun-themost.

€la,
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-Evaluation

z ~
I thought’had a good quan.tity’ﬁf data, which provided me with enough data to prove or disprove my

hypothesis. If | were to collect my data again, | wouldn’t have narrowed down the subject of
conversation as much as | ended up doing, as | think this may have had a greater effect in some
cases on the language used than gender or age did. | also think if | had used a larger grg’J,up/of

i de, d,x,,;\participants (2 males and 2 females), | would have been able to see more clearly the V\?ay that the

o Fog

genders in with each other. However one of the benefits of having the participants discuss in
groups of two was that each speaker had more opportunity to speak; there was less chance of any of
the speakers being inter ed, and therefore | think utterances tended to be longef than if there |
were more participants speaking at one time. ’ '
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Appendix
Transcript 1

Girl 1: what can you see in this photo (.) well | can see=
Boy 1: = I can see a (.) some spaceships errr around that (.) sort of (.) thing and then //uh
Girl 1: //city//

Boy 1: //like (.) a
road (.) and (.) and then (1.) uh (.) I can see tower bridge whatever it’s called

Girl 1: (laughs) tower bridge (laughs) um (laughs)

Boy 1: and it's going across a (.) a (.) wide river (.) and there’s (.) some (.) uh (.) future like (.) sort of
like future // planes

Girl 1:  // planes yeah




