vl A e O Aamt Sl Aol

1. OA UL+ OIAZL LCIACLCA Sl AOAHH D | H.O

UNIVERSITE SIDI MOHAMED BEN ABDELLAH DE FES ? %
—lo N

ould — ol GOl aglallg ¥ Al T f55¢

to¥ElUolt | tORKH: A L0012l $1EIHX 12l O350 - Ho0O
FACULTE DES LETTRES ET DES SCIENCES HUMAINES SAIS-FES

Creidl g @MY\ @‘gjﬂ\‘g IV so) giSal) bl Jd 38 e
"y Al asle

Jual i) g a9 el so) ) giSAl) oy o<S

A5l ¢ ssaa

Jual g1l g il a¥) g Aall) ¢ juida

Aildy) a gladl g QIaY) B o) ) gasal) Juil A g bl

Gender Specific Linguistic Features in the Moroccan Political
Discourse: a Content based Discourse Analysis of Unscripted
Political Interviews

48 AN ans ) de 10 pdiall MY and Gsia A Adald) Lddal) slac)

03/10/2022 :Addlial) gy s

s AdBlial) daad
duwi (UES) 10 — ALaay) aglal) g AW A0S ) add) o) s 31 dakild 5 gisal)
8 guas (hd — 1 ogeall gdd L) a glad) g cala¥) AuS) § S S B giSAl)
5 guas (O — Gl — Alady) aglall g QA A0S ) s Alan 335 5 giSal)
1ok g L dia (b — lgal) gk — Al aglellg Gl AQ0)  ABAN s ) e giSal)

2022 / 2023 ;dmalad) i)



Content

|- Introduction

[1- Definition of Research Scope and Goals
[11- Thesis Structure

V- Methods

V- Overall Results

V- References of the Research



I- Introduction

The diverse conversational styles used by men and women in their interactions appear to have
been mostly disregarded in communication study. Work by feminist scholars dealing with gender
disparities first appeared in the mid-1970s. Many studies have demonstrated that men and women
communicate in distinct ways so as to convey their messages in a certain conversational setting.
The current study intended to explore the differences/similarities in the use of linguistic elements
by male and female politicians, as well as the reasons for such utilization in gendered
communication in a formal situation such as political interviews. This study examined four
interviews with Moroccan politicians, the duration of each one was 90 minutes. The rationale for
selecting the two speakers Nabil Benabdellah and Nabila Mounib was that they were two of the
most active politicians in the Moroccan political arena on social media and in TV interviews. The
study corpus obtained from the official media outlets of the two television channels that aired the
two politicians. This study also attempted to investigate gender stereotypes that had been
highlighted in prior studies in sociolinguistics and feminist discourse analysis. A total of twelve
linguistic patterns and six gender dichotomies were analyzed within the framework of three key
models of gender communication which are the dominance, the difference and the deficit

approaches.

The three above mentioned interconnected theories of gender were used to examine the
extent to which female and male politicians used language differently.Lakoff was working on the
concept that women's speech patterns are different from men's in that they affirm women's inferior
social standing and hinder them from being considered as equals. The deficit model embraces an

androcentric worldview, viewing men's conversational style as the standard and women's deviation



from it as a deficiency. It is similar to the 'dominance' model that claims that women's speaking
style reflects their lower social rank. Similarly, the difference model or as other gender theorists
called it the “sub-cultural” model implies that women's speaking style is a product of their gendered
upbringing, that is, a function of feminities, rather than a result of unequal power relations with

men.
I- Definition of Research Scope and Goal

As more women enter the workforce, there are several proposals for women to comply to
public domain language standards. Women have been regarded to be distinct and unassertive as a
result of societal inequalities between the sexes, as represented by a variety of language factors that
describe the role of women in society. This paper examined the extent to which male and female
politicians differ on TV panels and social media platforms. Language and gender have received a
great deal of scholarly attention, thus a number of linguistic and paralinguistic aspects will be
picked with care to precisely account fo the use of language due to the amount of attention that

language and gender have gained academically.

Women became more emancipated along with numerous cultural shifts such as the
Women's Movement, engaging in the public sector to a greater degree.The primary issue was
whether the pre-defined gender traits and public speaking impact the formation of political
discussion and variations in its structure between male and female politicians, or they were
unimportant factors in political discourse. In other words, | investigated if a person's gender

influences his or her political subjectivity.

The study was driven by the fact that discrimination on the basis of gender has not yet been

eradicated, even in the 21sth century, work fields are largely taken over by men and reserved for



women. Thus, Linguistic streotypes dominated the research papers of the majority of gender
theroists and sociolinguists. They agreed upon the idea that low-rank positions typically held by
women, high rank decision-making positions are generally occupied by men. Gender related roles
are based on gender-characteristics of men and women, because job positions that require care,
nurturing, cooperation, active listening, patience...etc. are typically filled by women compared to
men’s jobs that require competitiveness. These are the concepts that were reinforced by the three
models that were adopted as a theoretical framweork for this study. Shedding light on the issue of
linguistic streotypes that women still undergo regardless their active particpation in the world of
leadership and managerial status was a must during my study. This helped me to understand the
excistence of such baised gender approaches as difference, deficit and dominance.The study
introduced common linguistic features that were specified by leaders of the three gender models
whose characteristics are associated with one gender more than the other. This paper was mainly
motivated by the fact that linguistic crossing has not been properly dealt within in the context of

Moroccan politics, specifically in the Moroccan political interviews.

My overall interest in this topic lies in taking the opportunity to explore the specific
hindrances and challenges that women in public positions face. Going through a number of
televised interviews of politicians, we can easily notice the attempt to reinforce the omnipresence
of a stereotypical “women’s” portfolios and subjects that are allocated to women in debates such
as social and health care. To investigate if this disparities might be applied in the political context,

the study set the following objectives :

1- To investigate whether the linguistic practices of men and women in political discourse

differed.



To inspect if there is a significant difference between men and women in terms of the usage
of specific linguistic features and para linguistic features.

To determine which gender use a specific linguistic feature more than the other.

To interpret the results by providing underlying reasons of either different or similar usage
of specifc linguistic practices.

Investigating the gender linguistic-features crossing between males and female.

Finding out the causes of gender linguistic differences/ similarities between males and

females.

So as to meet those objectives, number of questions were suggested:

Are these linguistic practices differing from one gendered context to the other?

As a consequence of male and female politicians expected gender identification or aims in
the political context, are there any unfitting linguistic traits used by men and women?
What are the possible causes of the intersection of language with gender?

Do female candidates in the political context adapt their speech to fit within the norms of
the political sphere?

Do women speak differently even in the highly normative and masculinised field as the

case in politics??

To answer the above questions | hypothesized that :

- Given that women are taking a more assertive position in society than they traditionally used to

take, it is expected to find more assertive uses of language in the way they position themselves and

interact with their male counterparts.

- Females’ language is getting closer to the predefined- male language and vice versa.



- The integration of women in the political field has led to changes in linguistic features with regard
to traditional patterns and political interview on different visual and online platforms are thought

to reflect such changes across genders.

- The female politicians’ linguistic choices are assimilated to behaviors acceptable to the political

climate monopolized by the styles of male politicians.

The significance of the study lies in its attempt to enrich the growing body of research into the
language used by both male and female speakers in the political sphere. Taking into consideration
that one of the most significant public speaking tasks was to talk to the public, communicate with,
control and convince individuals to accept the way of thinking of the speaker. Public speaking is
also one of the most powerful ways to demonstrate one’s character, charm and experience with
wisdom. It can rebuild, describe and alter the world. For these reasons examining the only mean

that public speakers use to transmit this wisdom; that is language; is highly important.

I11. Thesis structure

The introductory Chapter introduced the subject of the study: variations in language
between genders. This paved the way to a brief overview of the fields that are interconnected with
the thesis field of interest as well as previous studies that have examined language and gender in
various fields. The direction of study was shown by listing the basic objectives, main questions and

the research hypothesis, finishing with the scope, limitations and delimitations of the study.

The Second Chapter offered a theoretical summary. This section started with the meanings
and contrasts of the terms, culminating in an informed decision on the potential usage of

terminology, as the concepts of sex and gender are often used interchangeably. The section also



offered a historical overview of the most important linguistic theories of gender; lists and presents

the key ideas and critiques of their members.

The Third Chapter shed lights on the methodology that was adopted in this research. A
comprehensive step-by-step overview of the research design was given and the characteristics of
the selected politicians were discussed. Additionally, the procedures and reasons are expanded on
for the nature of the corpus. The chapter also presented and exemplified the working principles of
the research instruments for the text analysis used in research. Finally, the procedures that were

taken to be used for the study of statistical data were demonstrated.

The Fourth Chapter contained the interpretation of the research results. Both quantitative
and qualitative research was part of the review. Next, a manual analysis was done to check the
frequency of each of the linguistic variables that examined throughout the selected interviews, the

results were presented in their respective subsections.

The Fifth Chapter Concludes the study by presenting the underlying explanations for the
linguistic choices and gender linguistic practices. Reflecting upon the differences as well as
similarities is the leading line that controls the concluding section. The findings were used to assess
the implications and the recommendation. They also offered an outline of the priorities and research
questions; points to the research’s strengths and shortcomings and provided some guidelines for

potential research.

I11-Method

This research used both qualitative and quantitative methods to compare and analyze the
above mentioned linguistic features introduced in the three gender communication models ; the

difference, the deficit and the dominance models. Both content analysis (CA) and Discourse



analysis (DA) were used to account for the differences in the use in gendered political
communication aspects. First, descriptive content analysis method were used to account for the
frequency of linguistic features in each gender’s interaction, second a discourse analysis approach
was conducted to analyze and provide reasons for discursive and communicative similarities as
well as differences. A quantitative analysis also knows as content analysis allowed the detection of
precise words, subjects, or concepts in qualitative data. In brief, | adopted this two methods of
research as they are seen as flexible research method that employed a wide range of analytical

techniques to generate findings and put them into context.

In order to conduct the study, the selected interviews of the politicians were searched and
downloaded from the official online platforms on which they are originally broadcasted. Since
there was no search engine that did allow searching by word count, counting the frequency of both
Lakoff’s and Tannen linguistic aspects were done manually. The research applied quantitative
research and qualitative research together to gain a more complete understating of the research

questions and meets up the leading objectives.

VI1I- Overall results

The study has shown that :

- There were no significant differences between women and men regarding the use of both
linguistic features and conversational behaviors in the selected political interviews. This
conclusion was not predicted by the majority of the previous studies on gender and women

discourse in politics.



There was a strong linguistic correlation between the two speakers. The two politicians
performed their role as leaders of their political parties, regadless their cultural female or
male biological sex or even their gender identity.

In the selected samples, the use of the pre-defined women’s linguistic features by the two
speakers did not imply any kind of hesistance or uncertainty as Lakoff claimed ; rather they
were used to sound more dimplomatic, to protect one’s polite face from the reactions of
others, to show politeness and support speakers with the same view as a diplomatic way to
keep dominating the panel. Thus, the pre-defined linguistic features that were assigned to
women are used also by men to fullfil certain conversational objectives.

Having such a highly political status as the head of two important political parties made the
two speakers, specifically Nabila Mounib, adopted the linguistic features that are
stereotypically assosciated with men’s language because being in a male-dominated field,
urge women to linguistically “act” like one in order to be heard and taken seriously by their
male counterparts.

Using certain linguistic features or avoiding using them is a matter of a personal choice for

the sake of fulfilling one’s discursive goals.

The expectations | set as the basis of the analysis were confirmed. Nabila Mounib

tended to use a language that is described as being powerful to make her political profile more

convincing. Through the examined intreviews I can say that, Females’ language is getting

closer to the streotypical male language. The results of my study proved that the integration of

women in the political field has led to changes in linguistic features with regard to traditional

patterns and political interviews on different visual and online platforms are thought to reflect

such changes across genders. To put it differently, women can also be described as powerful if



they were examined in an authoritative setting as politics. When female candidates were given
the floor to take part in governmental affairs, their political discursive choices are assimilated

to behaviors acceptable to the political climate monopolized by the styles of male politicians.

In conclusion, the results of this study didn’t support any of the three theories (dominance,
deficit and difference) on women’s language that characterize women’s language as powerless and
men’s language as powerful. The findings proved that the speaker choses a language that suits the
social or political context witin which they are interacting. My findings proved that the gendered
discursive identity of each politician is not something a person “has” or “is” , but something a
person “does” or “perform”. In other words , gender was flexible. Both Nabila Mounib and Nabil
Benabdellah were flexible enough to perform continuous contsructions and reconstrucions of
identity; other factors interfere while interacting with the journalist namely; political performances

, actions , feelings and individual vision to a specific issue.
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to examine gender differences in language use in a setting of political
interviews. Four interviews with two Moroccan politicians were selected namely Nabila Mounib and
Nabil BenAbdellah. Being two of the most activepoliticians on social platforms and TV interviews
in the Moroccan political arena was the reason behind choosing them. The interviews were
downloaded from the official media platforms of the two TV Channels that hosted the two
politicians. The corpus was composed of four interviews whose duration was 90 min each. This
study also aimed at exploring the gender linguistic stereotypes illustrated in previous studies in
sociolinguistics. A total of twelve linguistic patternswere analyzed under the three fundamental
models of gender communication: the dominance, the difference, and the deficit approach. This
research used quantitative content analysis and discourse analysis to analyze the data. The researcher
used videos and transcripts of the four interviews to answer the research leading question whether
or not gender affects the linguistic practices of politicians. This study tends to fill an existing
research gap by conducting a comparative analysis of two Moroccan politicians' linguistic practices.
The results reported that those linguistic features, namely: hedges, intensifiers, tag questions, precise
colorterms, empty adjectives, minimal responses, interruptions, overlaps, emphatic stress, rising
intonation,super polite forms and use of strong words, were used with the same frequency by the
two politicians. The results of this study do not seem to support any of the three mentioned above
gender t@is whose common point revolves around the same idea: that women’s language is
powerless, whereas men’s language is seen as powerful. This dichotomy was not valid in the
political context within which this study was conducted.

Keywords: content analysis, gender, language, political discourse, the deficit model, the

dominance model, the difference model.



Résumé
L'objectif de cette étude est d'examiner la diversité entre genre et langage dans le contexte politique
; spécifiquement dans les interviews politiques. Quatre interviews de deux politiciens Marocains
ont eté sélectionnées. Le choix s'est porté sur deux des politiciens les plus actifs sur les plateformes
sociales et lors des interviews télévisées dans l'aréne politique Marocaine. Les interviews ont été
téléchargées a partir des plateformes de médias officielles des deux chaines de télévision qui les ont
accueillis. Le corpus est composé de quatre interviews dont la durée est d’environ 90 min. Cette
étude visait également a explorer les stéréotypes de genre qui ont été illustrés dans des études
précédentes dans le domaine de la sociolinguistique et de l'analyse du discours féministe. Un total
de douze modeles linguistiques a été analysés selon les trois paradigmes utiliser dans les recherches
linguistiques sur le genre :la domination, la différence et ledéficit. Cette recherche a utilise l'analyse
de contenu quantitatif et I'analyse du discours pour I’analyse des données. Le chercheur a fait appel
aux vidéos et a la transcription des quatre interviews comme moyen de répondre a la question
principale de la recherche qui est : Le genre influence-t-il les choix linguistiques des personnalités
politiques ? Les résultats ont montré que lesdeux politiciens ont utilisé avec la méme fréquence les
caractéristiques linguistiques suivantes : lesremplisseurs, les intensifieurs, les termes de couleur
précis, les adjectifs vides, les réponses minimales, les interruptions, 1’hésitation, 1’incertitude,
I'intonation montante, les formes super polies et l'utilisation de mots forts. En bref, les résultats de
cette étude ne correspondent pas avec les paradigmes du genre mentionnés ci-dessus, dont le point
commun s‘articule autour la méme idée quelles femmes n’incarnent pas le pouvoir des styles
linguistiques détenues par les hommes. Cette dichotomie n'était pas valable dans le contexte

politique dans lequel cette étude a été menée.

Mots clés : analyse de contenu, analyse de discours, discours politique, genre, langage, paradigme

dedomination, paradigme de différence, paradigme de déficit.
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Operational definitions of key terms and concepts

Language: Language is a speech sound produced by human beings to express their ideas, emotions,

thoughts, desires, and feelings (Larkin, M. T, 2013).

Gender: Gender is a term, borrowed from grammar, to describe individuals' social identity
(woman/girl, man/boy) and personality or behavioral tendencies (e.g., masculine, feminine,
androgynous, transgender). Gender as a social identity is usually (but not necessarily) related to an
individual's biological sex. Feminists and most behavioral science researchers prefer to use gender,
rather than sex (male, female), to describe humans in order not to imply that any differencesbetween
the groups are directly, essentially, or solely related to biological influences. (Joan C. Chrisler,

2016)

Sex: Refers to a set of biological attributes in humans and animals. It is primarily associated with
physical and physiological features including chromosomes, gene expression, hormone levels and
function, and reproductive/sexual anatomy. Sex is usually categorized as female or male but there
is variation in the biological attributes that comprise sex and how those attributes are expressed.

(Pryzgoda and Chrisler, 2000).

Political communication: Political communication is the role of communication in the political
process. It can take place in a variety of forms (formal or informal), in a variety of venues (public
and private) and through a variety of medium (mediated or unmediated content). It includes the
production and generation of messages by political actors, the transmission of political messages

through direct and indirect channels, and the reception of political messages. (Blumler, J. G, 2016).



XV

Political interviews: It is an interview in which the people interviewed are political decision-
makers who hold, or actively seek to hold widely publicized public offices. They aim to test public
officials and subject-matter experts on policy affairs and questions of concern to the general public.

(Ball, S. J, 2013)

Gendered language: Refers to the discursive differences of men and women in a specific context

(Thomson, R., Murachver, T., & Green, J, 2001)

Linguistic features: Grammatical or phonological characteristics of a language including tag
questions, hedges, apologies, statements that disclaim responsibility, exclamations, forms of

politeness, fragmented sentences, and illogical sequences. (Hosseini, M., & Tammimy, Z, 2016).

Linguistic behaviour: Linguistic behavior as a cultural potential consists of a multitude of
congenital and acquired individual features such as actual human qualities realized through
communicative abilities and unique psychophysiological qualities of a person, expressed in the
attitude to the language and linguistic activity. Interruptions, overlaps, rising intonation are

considered linguistic behavior. (Bennett, J, 1990)

Hedges: Take the shape of vocalized pauses such as "ah,” "yeah,” "er,” "uh,” in addition to useless

words or phrases that can fill the void during an interaction. (Lakoff, 1975).

Intensifiers: Intensifiers are words like very, rather, totally, that alter adjectives, adverbs, and verbs

by increasing or decreasing their intensity (Lakoff, 1975).

Tag questions: Are often used for checking information that we think we know is true. (Lakoff,

1975).
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Empty adjectives: Express the speaker’s approval or admiration of something; charming, cute,

and divine are some of the mostly used by women. (Lakoff,1975).

Rising intonation: Is considered a sign of uncertainty, it portrays discourse as powerless or

weak. (Lakoff,1975).

Avoidance of strong words: A statement of intense emotion particularly, anger or dissatisfaction

addressed to a specific person. (Lakoff,1975).

Color terms: Gender related differences researches in color vocabulary indicate that womenhave

more extensive color vocabularies than men. (Lakoff, 1975).

Overlaps: Simultaneous discussion by two or more conversational participants. (Lakoff, 1975).

Identity: Identity is used in this book to describe the way individuals and groups define them-

selves and are defined by others on the basis of race, ethnicity, religion, language, and culture”

(Deng ,1995).

Gender stereotype: A gender stereotype is a generalized view or preconception about attributes or
characteristics, or the roles that are or ought to be possessed by, or performed by, women and men.
A gender stereotype is harmful when it limits women’s and men’s capacity to develop their personal

abilities, pursue their professional careers and/or make choices about their lives. (Ellemers, 2018)

Masculine style: All aspects or stereotypes attributed to men’s way of talking (Jones, 2016).

Feminine style: Allaspects or stereotypes attributed women’s way of talking. (Jones,2016).
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Deficit theory: Deficit" is an approach attributed to Jespersen that defines adult male language as
the standard, and women's language as deficient. This approach created a dichotomy between
women's language and men's language. This triggered criticism to the approach in that highlighting
issues in women's language by using men's as a benchmark. As such, women's language was
considered to have something wrong inherently with it. The ‘Deficit Model’ refers to how this

language use contributes to women’s lower status and weaker position in society. (Coates,2015)

Dominance theory: Its origins in linguistic research began in the early 20th century with Otto
Jesperson, followed by other linguists like Robin Lakoff and Dale Spender, who contributed new
research on the way men and women use language in the 1970s and 80s. Lakoff developed a theory

called the Dominance Approach (on women's language). (Uchida,1992)

Difference theory: The difference theory is the idea that males and females really do converse

differently. (Tannen ,1990)

Discursive theory: It suggests that gender is constructed in and through discourse and that it is
fluid and discursively constructed through interaction within the structures of a culture. (Morison,

T., & Macleod, C. 2013).

Performativity: To say that gender is performative is simply to say that how we understand gender,
and how we position ourselves as gendered or sexual beings in relation to others is achievedthrough

the repetition and enactment of these activities. (Butler,2004).

Gender Doing: Is to advance a new understanding of gender as a routine accomplishment

embedded in every day interaction. (West, C., & Zimmerman, D. H. 1987)
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General Introduction

I- The Background of the Study

Several sociolinguistic studies (JS Damico, N Simmons-Mackie, H Hawley (2005), Labov
@007), O'Barr (1978) have proved that language has been and will continue to be a source of power
and control from the era of ancient civilizations to the present day. Language theorists Coates J
(1986), Fishman (1983), Tannen D (1983) have emphasized language's cultural and social
significance in communication and revealed specific features of gendered linguistic and

paralinguistic characteristics.

Austin (1998), Coates (2015), Fishman (2019), Lakoff (1973), Tannen (1993) have shown
that men and women communicate differently. In other words, women and men adopt different
linguistic behaviors to transmit messages in a specific conversational context. For instance, the use
of specific linguistic features by women (like hedges,tag questions, intensifiers, color terms, super
polite forms etc). Those linguistic features were claimed to make her language sound “like a
woman” because and according to West (1987) a woman is assigned the gender she has to display;

she has to “do it”. West and Zimmeramn argued that:

“Gender is something that humans created. As humans, we have categorized and defined many
aspects of life. If someone was not in favor of their gender role or did something that was not
deemed "correct™ for that gender this person would be committing an act of social deviance.”

(West ,1987, p.127)



This is to say those women were assigned codes and constructions during childhood that are
considered the foundation of everyday activities regardless of the context (intimate, professional). |
argue that West and Zimmerman’s notion of “gender doing” could find its validity just to a certain
very young age. In other words, when we start growing, we tend to go against rules and guidelines
given to us by “indicators,” as West and Zimmerman called them. We tend to find our appropriate
comforting box, adopt the social identity (e.g. sexual orientation) we feel we are, and communicate
this identity via a dynamic discourse without feeling imprisoned by “biased approaches” such as
femininity or masculinity. Same argue goes for the use of language, West and Zimmerman argued
that the child is assigned even the type of language, and if men didn’t respect the “norms”, they are
accused of being “effeminate”, i.e that person is seen as a female and vice versa for girls. They
simply see it as “irrespective of genital markers”. Thus, Men and women communicate differently
regarding style, issue, content, and use (Kendall, 2001). What if we take a professional setting as

politics? Will women speak “like a woman,” or her gender will be as fluid as the setting requires?

Previous research on language and gender Austin (1998), Bamberg (2011), Brown (2003),
Jang (2007), Yu, (2013) has widely found that the general public has some presumptions on how
men and women usually speak or should commonly speak in politics. This potentially implicit
stereotypical distinction is most profoundly embedded in the social spheres in which one gender
has historically dominated or may still dominate over the other. For instance, it is possible to name
politics, legal practice, science, and academia as traditional male domains. At the same time,
household work, women empowerment, and youth issues are known as women's domain or field of

interest. As Linsay R. Larner states:



“The films emphasized masculine themes, such as sports and the military, to tie the Presidency
with men-dominated institutions. Forming the connections first made thesemessages more
credible, persuasive, and uncontestable” (p, 22)

Thus, Laner argues that leadership has been presented as a “male” prior field based on the masculine
traits that a leader should have and display to take over the leading role assigned to him.Conversely,
women are seen as too weak and “feminine” to take control of a party and manage oroutline a
political agenda; | argue that women in politics are torn between who they are and how they are
expected to act and speak. They end up falling into a “double binding” effect in gender. Irecall here

a very concise explanation:

“A double-binding relationship is one in which a more powerful person tyrannizes and victimizesa
less powerful person, communicating in a mystifying way that binds the victim and leaves him or
her no room for safety. The mystification operates through subtle, covert messages that contradict
the overt messages, but the victim can neither comment on the discrepancy nor leave the
relationship” (Jenkins, 2014)

Jenkins accounts for double—binding in all types of human relationships. | want to narrow
his definition to women in politics. Taking into account the above discussion about women vs. men
themes of interest and the “double —binding effect. | hypothesize that when women in political
institutions demonstrate behavior that is described as “masculine,” meaning more representative of
the “typical male,” they can meet with negative perceptions, judgments, and backlash. If they
choose a more feminine behavior, they might be seen as weak or submissive; if they are too caring
and collaborative, they might not be heard or dismissed. They may be viewed as bossy and
unlikable, if they are too dominant or direct. Women face expectations of a choice between being
one way or another; either way is a lose-lose situation. This is the essence of double binding in
gender. The latter could be the source of the countless stereotypical gender binaries that were

presented in the majority, if not all, studies regarding gender linguistics.
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One of those studies that | see as an extreme offense to women's natural discursive abilities
was introduced by Robin Lakoff's 1975 in her book "Language and women's place.”" She tackled
gender and language under her widely discussed deficit theory. The latter focuses on men's language
as the standard and women's language as insufficient as it differs from the norm. Lakoff and other
supporters of her approach, Otto Jespersen and Deborah Tannen, claim that language is influenced
by sex, not considering any other external factor that may affect the discourse of men and women.
Thus, criticizing Lakoff's claims can lead us to question whether social context can interfere with
the use of language, taking into account that language is channelized by a series of thoughts,
alternatives, and reflections people make that go hand in hand with the specific social context in

which they display their conversational tools.

Language reveals, as well, the identity of each of its users in various situations. Diana
Binnenpoorte (2005), Swann (2003), Vignozzi (2017), Vignozzi (2017) conducted interesting
research through which they answered many important questions about the use of language by men
and women. They dealt with issues linked to gender and language in a social context, professional
setting, or workplaces, such as in everyday interaction, an educational environment, films, social
media, and newspapers. Their claims reinforced the traditional stereotypical biased "masculine
language "vs. "feminine language™ dichotomies. Butler (2014), in her book "Gender Trouble"which
is widely considered the most influential text in gender studies and a major founding text ofqueer
theory. It became a key text in the history of feminism and lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender
rights as by forcing readers to think again about the fundamental identity categories ofthe modern
world. Butler's "Gender Trouble™ sparkled a series of debates that continued to the present day,

which made her the leader of queer linguistics and a scholar in gender studies and identity.



5

Her approach was based on her critical question; why do we have to label ourselves as straight, gay,
leshbian, male, or female? How do those categories contribute to prejudice in society, and how can
questioning these labels help change society? At this stage, she developed her widely discussed the
approach of "performativity." She argued that assumptions about what should be normal result in
creating abnormalities that strengthen conflicts and discomfort for people who are labeled as
differentor abnormal in one way or another. Butler's argument through her theory that we perform
gender, weare not born with it; we become "it." She gave a clear example during her lectures at

Yale university in 2016, in which she stated exactly what she meant by performativity in gender:

“A bunch of guys decides that beating the shit out of each other is amusing. Only guys are seenin
this fight club. "Oh, that is such a manly thing to do."Girls see the bloodied guys and wonderwhy
anyone would find a fight club fun and stay away. One girl lacks common sense and joins the
fight club, beating up many of the members but is eventually overpowered them. She goes down

fighting. The reaction was: "Damn, that was manly as hell.” . (Butler, 2016)

According to Butler, gender is not always tied to our sex. We are not born with it but labeled by it.
Thus, I argue that even the language that a woman/ man chose to communicate with is performative

since, language is tied to the identity of the speaker and mirror the setting within which they interact.

We face two diverged claims | will be testing through this paper. The first one is led by the
three interrelated approaches,” the difference,” "the deficit,” and "the dominance," whose common
belief is that women and men speak differently due to their sex/ gender (Jespersen, 1922), (Lakoff,
1973), (Tannen, 1997), (Zimmerman, 1998). The second is the performativity and diversity
approaches whose claim is that gender doesn't affect language; the latteris context-dependent and
influenced by social context and other external factors (Butler, 2014), (Baxter, 2010),(Cameron,

2010), (Baum, 2004), (Howe, 1997).

| hypothesize that gender is "fluid" and "diverse," i.e., the sex assigned at birth does not
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necessarily make a differencein our language. | also argue that sex and gender are different concepts.

The two terms cannot be used interchangeably. | will test my hypothesis by studying the language
used by two Moroccan Politicians in four televised interviews. The study will weigh up first the
gender linguistic featuresand practices Lakoff and Tannen introduced by adopting a quantitative
content analysis. Second, | will use the discourse analysis method to account for the reasons behind

the differences/similarities inlanguage used by the two politicians.

Based on what | have stated, gender and language are crucial issues to study. Since men and
women have been claimed to vary in many aspects of brain function, language usage is not an
exception. The upcoming sections of this chapter will introduce an academic background to this
study. It contextualizes the study by illustrating the role of language at the level of the relationship
between gender and power. Secondly, the chapter provides brief historical perspectives on global
gender equality policies, efforts, commitments, and attempts to achieve fair representation in the
Moroccan political context. This part was included to prove the strong presence of women in
political institutions; hence their political speech is worth examining. The chapter introduces the
subject matter, the research objectives, questions, and assumptions. Finally, the chapter explains

the significance and justification of the study and defines the scope and limitations of the study.



1.1 Statement of the problem

There is a vast amount of research considering gender differences in language use which has
concluded that differences between genders exist in speech (Lackof ,1975); (Thelander ,1986);
(Lunsford ,1995); (Mral ,1999); (Stephens, 2003; et al.).They have found differential patterns in
men's and women's talk in different contexts and societies (e.g., Lackoff, 1975; Herring, 1992;
Holmes, 1993; Tannen, 1999; Koppel et al., 2003, Hamdan et al., 2013). Most have shown that
males and females speak differently in casual interactions and professional and male-dominated
settings. In other words, these studies examined the different forms of linguistic variables used by
each gender. They conclude that men and women speak differently in any given social context (e,

g naturally occurring conversations or professional context (e, g parliament).

The studies mentioned above stated that men use powerful discursive behaviors to impose
authority and control over the audience. This area of politics was male-dominated for a long time,
and women didn't have equal access to its institutions. However, women became more emancipated
along with numerous cultural shifts such as the Women's Movement, engaging in the public sector
to a greater degree, thereby affecting the field of political debate. The fundamental problem is
whether the pre-defined gender characteristics introduced by Lakoff (1975) along with her student
Tannen (1993) exist in the public speaking context as in political interviews. Thus speakers are said
to use discourse that abides by the linguistic disparities introduced by Lakoff and Tannen (men's

powerful language vs. women's powerless language).
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Sociolinguists, such as Lakoff (1973), Coates (2015), Tannen (1990), have claimed that the

linguistic features used by both sexes vary. For example, Lakoff (1973) argues that femalelanguage
holds more respectfulness, which makes it less persuasive or powerless in simple terms. The male
language, on the other hand, is aggressive and decisive. Tannen (1990) agrees with Lakoff and adds
that different subcultures of women and men can lead to the use of various linguistic features, a
condition that can lead to varying subcultures of men and women.

Baker (2008) claims that biological sex influences the primary method of determining one's
gender and psychological factors, and various socialization patterns often crystallize it. He explains
that when speakers start going into the process of constructing their gender bonding, theirlanguage
starts laying on multiple degrees of femininity and masculinity. | argue here that most linguistic
features are common to all speakers, regardless of gender and sex; it is what | name a context-

dependent language. That is to say; the speaker adopts the language that fits within the context.

To reflect on the inequality between sexes, Sher idan (2007) conducted countless linguistic
and para-linguistic studies about the speech habits of young boys and girls to be able to reflect upon
the source of inequality. The overall analysis showed that even kindergarten studentsuse different
linguistic phrases related to gender. When attempting to not abide by the pre- attributed social roles
or use the verbal language of other genders, children are encouraged and taught to use the correct
means of gender. In particular, directions are given to girls to unquestionably recognize them as
part of society (Tannen, 1997). When children reach adulthood, the instructions are construed on

all levels of language and those concerning nonverbal actions.
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| argue that various social roles result in multiple forms of linguistic communication used by

men and women. Among other factors, maturity and a higher level of academic training can
stimulate one's independence and thus cause interesting changes and instability to the pre- arranged
social and linguistic hierarchy. Female Speakers start using gender-free linguistic expressions
regardless of the high possibility of facing certain harsh disapproval. In both the private and public
domain, the executive order was violated by men and women taking the positions freely; they were
eventually abused. By obtaining an aspirated level of education, women are no longer limited to
fulfilling the role of homemakers and mothers alone. Although the number of males conducting
powerful jobs continues to increase moderately, women may do the same jobs as men by being
trained, thus reducing the above disparities. That being said, the process of being gender-free

through a social hierarchy comes very naturally.

Switching the pre-defined gender roles is a concept that is omnipresent in different daily
contexts. Whatever one does, there will be judged. On the one hand, one would be professionally
effective but blamed for gender rebellion by exhibiting job-preferred personality traits. On the other
hand, if personality attributes for particular genders are retained, one can disqualify themselves
from professional progress. The same outlook applies to the gendered differences in the use of
words. If a man uses the "language of women," he is considered effeminate or womanly.Using
female linguistic characteristics makes men sound like an outcast and linguistic freaks (Taylor,
1982). In Regina Flannery's article Men's and women's Speech in Gros Ventre, Masculinity is also
expressed where she argues that the expressions used by women are more modest and that women
used man's words that would be considered mannish. A man who used women's words would also
be inconvenient. Based on these claims, | can argue that when womenintegrate this political sphere
with all the widely discussed male-dominated propaganda, they willbe expected to use the "language
of politics,” which is introduced as a powerful language associatedwith men, and categorized as

mannish. In other words, does gender affect the discursive context orvice versa?
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Lakoff (1975) confirmed that standard linguistic features are more socially related to one

gender than the other. However, a person of one gender adopts linguistic features more frequently
used by the other gender in some contexts because of biological (girl or boy), physical (strong or
weak), and social aspects (occupation, academic level). This linguistic crossing has not been
adequately dealt with within Moroccan politics. Thus, this research is mainly done to examine
whether the chosen female politician is projecting the stereotypical image that is transmitted by the
three widely discussed theories of gender (deficit, dominance, and the difference) or is she going to
perform the role assigned to her regardless the sexist label that society has constructed.

A simple look at the studies mentioned above on gender and language showed their focus
on differences and similarities among males and females. This focus in itself is not an issue. On the
contrary, these studies tended to clear many misunderstandings and misconceptions and pavedthe
way to examine language use in various contexts ranging from the least formal type of discourse,
such as naturally occurring conversations, to the most formal ones like court or diplomatic
discourse. However, | argue that focusing these studies on men in contrast to women and
considering each group as a homogeneous entity without considering other dimensions (academic
level, cultural background, religious orientation, sexual orientation, and political orientation) may
affect the discursive choice of the speaker; is the problem. To this end, the currentproject aims to
examine the theoretical notion of gendered language through politics critically andto explore gender
representation in all its intricacies within political interviews. Also, the primary focus of the
research, as highlighted earlier) is to analyze whether the selected two politicians reproduce or
challenge traditional and stereotypical notions of language and gender. It also aims toconfirm that
gender, culture, occupation, ethnicity, and social educational background significantly impact

language use.
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Thus, this research is mainly done to examine whether the chosen female politician is
projecting the stereotypical image that is transmitted by the three widely discussed theories of
gender (deficit, dominance, and the difference) or is she going to perform the role assigned to her
regardless the sexist label that society has constructed. Ethnicity and social and educational
background significantly impact language use.

| am motivated by the urge to raise one question through this gender linguistic analysis I am
conducting, why do we find the need to label people and categorize them based on physical traits
they didn’t choose? Society attempts to ignore their role and how they play it; instead, it focuses on
genitals. Aren’t we going to start focusing with a label-free eye on the social identity that a specific
person wants to project without feeling imprisoned in a double-biding situation?

1.2 Objectives of the Study

Through interviews, TV panels, and face-to-face dialogue, | hope to study politicians'

linguistic practices and their link to gender in the Moroccan setting. My overarching interest in

this topic is in investigating the stereotypes linked with women in public roles. Women are
repressed in numerous socio-political organizations, especially the media, prioritizing their
attractiveness and other sexual features over their intellectual abilities. The omnipresence of
stereotypical "women's" portfolios and themes assigned to women in social and health care debates
is noticeable. This dissertation's main objective is to study the linguistic practices of Moroccan
politicians and their relationship to gender in TV /social media panels. The study aims at achieving

the following purposes:
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1. To investigate whether the linguistic practices of men and women in political discoursediffer.

2. To determine which gender uses a specific linguistic feature more than the other.

3. To interpret the results by providing underlying reasons for either different or similar usageof

specific linguistic practices.

4.  To investigate the gender linguistic features crossing between males and females.

5. To Find the causes of gender linguistic differences/ similarities between males and females.

6. To examine whether gender influence our use of language, or is it fluid.
The objectives outlined above are related to the two significant linguistics and gender studies.

These two fields will be the basis of this dissertation's linguistic analysis.

1.3 Research questions

The focus of this study is to examine and address the following questions:

1- Do men and women speak differently even in the compelling fields as the case in politics?

2- Do female politicians resist the pre-defined dominant constructions of “femininity” in
communication? In other words, do they reproduce or challenge traditional and stereotypical

female notions of femininity related to language?

3- Does gender affect our choice of the language we use? Or are there other variables or aspects that

do so?

4- Do women speak submissively even in the highly normative and masculinized field, as the case in

politics??
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1.4 Research assumptions and Hypotheses

Given these research questions, the following hypotheses have been proposed:

Hypothesis 1: Given that women are taking a more assertive position in society than they
traditionally used to take, it is expected to find more assertive uses of language in how they position
themselves and interact with their male counterparts.

Hypothesis 2: Females politicians use predefined “feminine” and ‘“masculine” linguistic
characteristics interchangeably in their political discourse.

Hypothesis 3: Female politicians resist dominant constructions of “femininity” depending on their
Academic level, social and cultural background, religious orientation, etc.

Hypothesis 4: Language has a context-dependence nature; in other words, speakers tend to adopt
discursive behavior that fits their social context.

Hypothesis 5: Gender is Fluid and not static.
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1.5 Significance of the study

While previous studies have looked at the differences between males' and females' use of

language, no comparative research has engaged with the question of the differences in the language
used in Moroccan political interviews of male and female speakers. This study is relevant since
researchers in the previous ones have found contrasting results, which makes me raise the same
question: Does gender affect our language use and linguistic choices?
The significance of this study lies in its attempt to determine the extent to which gender interfere
with language use in the political sphere, specifically in a setting of a “professional” naturally
occurring interactions between two politicians and journalists. There is no broad, adequate
foundation of empirical studies for linguistic crossing, and this study can help to broaden it.

As we all agree, one of the most significant public speaking tasks is to talk to the public,
communicate with, control, and convince individuals to accept the speaker's way of thinking. Public
speaking is also one of the most powerful ways to demonstrate one's character, charm, and
experience with wisdom. It can rebuild, describe and alter the world. For these reasons examining
the mean that public speakers use to transmit this wisdom; that is, language is critical.

The questions of this paper drove towards three significant research angles. To begin with,
Coates (1986) and Holmes (1995) have concluded that women are more likely to use a collaborative
style of speech, whereas men are more likely to use a competitive type of speech. Men show less
politeness-related techniques than their female counterparts, especially in informal contexts
(Holmes, 1995). I argue that these arguments can be fully or partially criticized for over-generalizing
linguistic variations between men and women. It is a common folk linguistic assumption and a
perception among some politicians that women adopt a more cooperative style and men in the

political and debating context adopt a more competitive, more or
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less offensive communicative style. Second, this study is related to a growing body of research into
the language used by both males and females in the political sphere. The ever-increasing literature
includes works in all domains; employment, academia, media, movies, and the music industry
(Mavisakalyan, 2011). Studies have been conducted more precisely on women as active political
candidates; they were analyzed linguistically in public contexts. Baxter (2010) discussed girls’
issues when asked to talk in formal, public, and unfamiliar contexts (pre-defined as male-dominated
fields). Baxter and other scholars in gender and language suggest that a powerful public voice does
not have to 'connote the public authority's normative, male vocalist, trust and performance. Thirdly,
this study will add value to the ongoing debate about factors affecting language use; here, | recall
education, religion, social background, etc. | hypothesized that when it comes to discursive
positions of either women or men, the reflection should be on the capacity to choose a
powerful/powerless discourse depending on the social context within which the two genders are
interacting, regardless of being culturally coded.

Much research has been conducted based on how male and female politicians are portrayed
in media or how they are talked about, which was a central idea for most linguists and language
experts. There is, however, a lack of research on the possible gender-based use of language by
politicians, not to mention the comparative construction of linguistic or discursive identity. This
research also contributes to the linguistic methodology by shedding light on the literary techniques
and methods used for data collection and examination procedures.

This work aims to contribute to gender and language field of research, as no current
sociolinguistic study, as highlighted earlier, has investigated the gendered linguistic practices in the

Moroccan political discourse, specifically in Moroccan political interviews.
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1.6 Overview of the Study Contents

The introductory chapter introduces the overall interest of the study that is examining
whether gender influences the choice of language in the given context. It paves the way for a brief
overview of the fields interconnected with the thesis field of interest and previous studies examining
language and gender in various areas. The direction of the study was shown by listing the primary
objectives, leading questions, and the research hypothesis, finishing with the study's scope,
limitations, and delimitations.

The Second Chapter offers a theoretical summary. This section starts with the meanings
and contrasts of the terms, culminating in an informed decision on the potential usage of
terminology, as the concepts of sex and gender are often used interchangeably. The section also
offers a historical overview of the essential linguistic theories of gender; lists and presents their
members' key ideas and critiques.

The third chapter sheds light on the methodology adopted in this research. A comprehensive
step-by-step overview of the research design is given, and the characteristics of the selected
politicians are discussed. Additionally, the procedures and reasons are expanded on for thenature of
the corpus. The chapter also presents and exemplifies the working principles of the research
instruments for the text analysis. Finally, the procedures that are taken to be used for the study of
statistical data are demonstrated.

The Fourth Chapter contains the interpretation of the research results. Both quantitative
and qualitative research was part of the review. Next, manual analysis was done to check the
frequency of each linguistic variable examined throughout the selected interviews; the outcomes
are presented in their respective subsections.

The Fifth chapter concludes the study by presenting the underlying explanations for the

linguistic choices and gender linguistic practices and reflecting upon the differences and
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similarities in the top line that controls the concluding section. The findings were used to assess the
implications and the recommendation. They also outline the priorities and research questions, point

to the research's strengths and shortcomings, and provide some guidelines for potential research.

Summary

This introductory chapter set the background of the study. It mirrored first the problem that
this paper is willing to discuss. It examines whether, indeed, women's language is different and
inferior to men's language. This is based on three approaches (dominance, deficit, and difference)
whose common aim is to prove that there are differences in the way men and women use language.
They argue that men's language is the standard and, therefore, superior.
On the other hand, the language women use considered insufficient as it differs from the norm and
is therefore inferior. | introduced two approaches that stand as "liberal” as opposed to the previous
ones: the diversity and the performativity approaches. They suggest that we perform the gender we
want to present to others through repeated behaviors representing specific gender roles or norms.
They both agree that gender is achieved through language, not the way around. | introduced the
dissertation's essential questions that revolve around one key question: Does gender influence
language?
To account for the research main questions, several assumptions set the study forward by
highlighting the concept of gender fluidity, i.e., the shift that a person may undergo by adopting
another identity, choosing different expressions/tones to communicate, etc. Thus, | hypothesized
that there is nothing as 'static gender"” or "static labeled language,” but there is gender and identity

fluidity.
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Chapter One: Literature Review and

Theoretical Framework

Introduction

This chapter is primarily concerned with investigating the main research areas underpinning
the purposes of the present study, i.e. language and gender studies. Thus, it comprises overarching
sections, each corresponding to one of the above mentioned study areas. Within the former field,
that is, gendered communication and its aspects in the context of political interviews, this study is
limited within the boundaries of gendered discourse. General types of communicative styles of male
and female politicians, trends in examining the fine lines between sex and gender are also discussed,
and their intersectionality within official discursive platforms. Since the present study is rooted in
language and gender, the development and approaches concerning language and genderstudies are
explored in the second section, where the focus is on how gender is examined within discourse
analysis. The last section is devoted to elucidating the various linguistic features and practices that

will be discussed in the analysis section of this paper.
I1.1 Women’s political participation

As mentioned earlier, people use language to convey their ideas and distinguish opinions of
others, categorize them, connect or separate them, and mark their similar and different
characteristics. As a result, language plays a critical role in the development of the majority, if not

all, daily human interaction in general and in the political sphere in specific terms.

Gender differences in how politicians communicate usually attract attention. Both linguists

and sociolinguists studies Jang (2007), Cameron (2010), Newman (2008) explain stereotypedfemale
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and male behaviors and national and cultural differences in verbal and nonverbal communication

among representatives of ethnic groups. | consider those studies mentioned above problematic
sources that trigger examining gender communicative behavior—to this matter, questioning
whether both male and female politicians tend to use similar or different linguistic features to
convey their political message. Language, power, and gender are three fields of research that were
combined to account for this paper’s leading questions. Both male and femalepoliticians use
language to transmit their powerful political messages and to prove that their version of the story is
politically powerful. The latter can't and will never be achieved without using or adopting a specific

linguistic behavior that meets the nature of the field they belong to.

As Ennaji (2016) discussed in his article "Women and political participation in Moroccoand
the North African States,” the democratic engagement of Moroccan women is significant to the
nation's democratic and modernization processes. Their meeting in politics has benefited from
fundamental shifts in the global economy, national and international support for social and political
reforms in the nation, adjustments in political priorities, the increasing significance of
democracy globally, and the expanded role of women's movements globally. The women's
movement was identified as new women's plan for political engagement, and its ultimategoal called
for the elimination of all barriers toward the active involvement of women in all aspects of public
and private life. A 30 percent target for women to be reached in decision-makingwas set to be partial
if it's not fully achieved. Similarly, Resolution 1990/15 of the UN Economicand social council calls
for legislatures, political parties' trade unions, and technical and other professional organizations to
take in a 30 percent minimum percentage of women in leadership positions to fulfill a balanced

representation (UNESCO, 2017).



20

Women have historically been viewed as less valuable than men in numerous contexts dueto
the persistent gender disparity in society. As a result, equality has been rejected due to similarbeliefs
and cultural traits, patriarchal cultures may have gone unrecognized in the past (Baum, 2004).
However, the rise of movements for equality in the 20th century led to acknowledgment on a
worldwide level. As the feminist movement gathered momentum, women's rights for abortion, paid
maternity leave, equal opportunity laws, and other improvements were made. Despite a global trend
toward equality for men and women, there are still disparities and resistanceto change at all stages

of life.

Molyneux (2020) stated that men are more comfortable with power than women. It is typical
for men to hold power when a woman is seen doing something strange and unfamiliar. Women
exercising politics make them un-feminine and hard to deal with socially. This presumption enables
a culture to exclude women from active involvement in all of its policies; lam assuming here how

power is distributed, and that distribution is justified in one way or

another among members of society. That’s what triggers further academic research regarding

women and politics.

A fair amount of academic research dealt with the connections between gender, language,
and power. We have different perceptions as to how men and women can behave linguistically. It
is expected that men are direct while women are not. That disparity does not establish a
disadvantage for women in itself; it is a paradox that women are obliged to undergo to seem and
sound sane. If a woman is indirect, she is judged as being dishonest or fuzzy- minded in various
ways. She is likely to be called a fool or a bitch if she is explicit. Denying women's expressive

power is a political act. To this respect Lindsay R. Larner highlights that:
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« Scholars have defined two gender-associated language styles as rhetoricaltools that are used by
men and women to achieve certain objectives.
Masculine language is commanding and instrumental; it is consideredconducive to politics.
Feminine language is intimate and unifying; it is
considered too passive for politics.” (Larner,2009, p 4 )

Larner's citation connotes that women's language is too weak for politics as it doesn't abide by the
"masculine” norms. Projecting "sex" on the role of the politician (a man or a woman) reinforces this

labeling even at the level of language.

No one can deny that women have fought long and hard for women’s ability to vote and
occupy office, from suffragettes to modern feminists. Tracing back to newly posted records by
Masad (2020) and the report provided in the same year by the United Nations Development Program
(UNDP), New Zealand was the first country to allow women the right to vote in 1893. The latest
was Saudi Arabia in 2015. As of 2015, women have the right to vote in every countryaround the
globe. Many nations today have female heads of state, and some, like Finland, also have a female-
dominated government. These accomplishments have been made possible significantly because of
policies promoting gender equality. The implementation of quotas by 12nations helped raise the
proportion of women in parliaments in the Arab world, where development has been the slowest,
from 10 to 18 percent between 2012 and 2017. The latest report provided by the UNDP proved that
regardless this gender revolution, the race of political growth of both genders is still unequal. In
politics, parliaments, and other areas of public life, women are still underrepresented. Less than 23
% of legislators are female, with an average of 18% throughout the Arab world, compared to more
than 77 percent of men, creating a gender disparity of more than 50%. Deeply embedded
preconceptions still dominate attitudes about female candidates, and political opponents frequently

draw on these assumptions to cast doubt onwomen's skills.
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Those records pave the way to question why the issue is still the same. In other words, why
women's political participation is still an issue. Are they still associated with the underestimated
stereotypical idea that they don't fit into such powerful fields due to the widely embedded
assumption that women are weak? First, linguistically, since their language is alreadyclassified as
deficient based on " pre-defined linguistic features introduced by Lakoff's deficit approach "
(Lakoff, 1975). Second, in terms of character, when imposing her presence on a powerful platform,
as in politics. The latter is the umbrella under which gender and power will beelaborated to reflect
upon the actual linguistic gendered behavior and explain the reason behind the use of "powerful” or

"powerless™ language by speakers in the selected political context, asthecase in political interviews.

The following section will briefly tackle women's participation in Morocco and their struggle

to be part of the so-called male-dominated sphere. A few questions will guide the discussion:

-How did women get to step into the Political sphere through history and overcome the social,

religious, and identity issues?

-How does language interfere in the exercise of power by women as a way to achieve equity

and equality with their male counterparts?
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11.1.1 Women’s political involvement in Morocco

Women's issues have recently risen to prominence as a political issue attracting the attention
of policymakers, activists, researchers, and politicians too. Political engagement by women is a
matter of central concern for democracy. Both sustainable society and stable democracy are based
on the involvement and participation of its people at all levels in public discourse and decision-

making. It is also a central topic to gender equality, one of the two universal of UNESCO.

Contextualizing debates about women's status in Morocco within the country's recent
political experience is essential regarding the ongoing call for gender equality. In Morocco,
women's status in politics is a highly debatable topic; therefore, any discussion of the issue generates
deep-rooted passions, particularly concerning the country's national political development. By
putting too much emphasis on the status of women, the progressive growth of women in public life

IS seen as a growing recognition of women in political institutions.

The only way to truly comprehend Moroccan Women's ongoing struggles to secure their
political rights and the significant obstacles they face makes sense is by placing their relationship
to politics in its historical context. According to Brechenmacher (2021), who clearly stated that
Moroccan women were granted the right to vote in 1963, it wasn't until 1993 that a woman was
chosen to serve in that nation's parliament. But during the past 20 years, the Moroccan
government has taken significant steps toward advancing gender equality in public and political
life. Morocco started a historic reform process in the early 2000s in response to the demands of
women's rights activists. This process resulted in the revision of the country's labor code in 2003
and the modification of the family code (Moudawana) in 2004, strengthening the equality between

men and women under the law.
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A considerable change came with the Moroccan constitutional changes (the Moroccan Constitution)
that passed legislative laws linked to the general election to uphold the constitutional clauses
supporting women's political involvement. Women in Morocco, led by a broad-based and
politically qualified women's movement, have steadily gained a more incredible political voice and
inclusion in the political system, leading to several structural, legal, and political reforms that have
reinforced women's rights. Such reforms provide a crucial context within which women can make

more state claims and signal to society about women's future direction.

Despite the actual political progress, Morocco's legislative body is overwhelmingly male-
dominated regarding representation and political power (Gattioui, 2021). Thus, Women face many
hindrances and challenges during campaigns. Those challenges are said to be unmatched by the
ones faced by men. However, as reported by Gattioui (2021) the success that Moroccan Women
have shown in holding sets in various political institutions. She stated that the gender quotawas
implemented in Morocco before the 2002 parliamentary elections. This quota set aside 30 seatsin the
parliament for women, who are chosen from a national list based on the vote percentage received
by each political party. The rule was changed in 2016 to include 60 reserved seats insteadof 30. Due
to this, the rate of women in parliament has steadily climbed; it is now 24 percent, up from 16.9
percent in 2011 and 10.4 percent in 2007. Women have attained and preserved extraordinary
political success and power, even in adversity. Today various NGOs, civil society organizations,
and individuals are increasingly active in changing the culture and structure of the political system

of Morocco to include female politicians to a greater extent.
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Highlighting the political improvement that women had been undergoing will not shadow
the various hindrances widely discussed within different media and institutional platforms.
Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung Jossour (2017) presented a significant obstacle to gender equality in
politics, according to most Moroccan women politicians, is patriarchal social attitudes. The absence
of young girls' access to education, women's relative lack of economic clout, and the marriage of
minor girls are just a few examples of the structural injustices that continue to impede gender
equality and, by extension, women's political engagement. Other obstacles include the majoritarian
voting system and male-dominated political parties that frequently choose candidates based on non-
transparent factors and mostly elect women. The experience of women's political mobilizationand
their demands for rights in Morocco offers an important example of how marginalized and
adversely integrated communities, even with significant barriers, can achieve a more excellent
political voice. In the case of Morocco, this implies a highly restricted political space, major
institutional obstacles limiting the autonomy and action of women, and their legal call to be voted

for, intermingled, making decisions, and most importantly, making the changing social needs.

This discussion cannot go without calling back the blessings of Morocco's feminist
movement. According to Sadiqi (2017), this movement has contributed significantly to the progress
of women's political engagement and gender equality. All the changes that took place would not
have been accomplished without the feminist movement's endless fighting, which was founded on
actual expertise and connected to the realities and real experiences of women in the middle of the

mass movement. Thus, the presence of women in the political field is never taken
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for granted. They went beyond contributing to governmental decisions to proving their efficiency
as leaders of many political parties; a prominent example is Nabila Mounib (one of the leading
characters in this study), the head of the left political party. However, many stereotypes are still
omnipresent regarding how women are seen as politicians, and this is what 1 am going to discuss

briefly in the next section.

11.1.2 Gender stereotypes in politics

Gender stereotype research has generally stressed that female candidates are viewed
differently than male candidates (Huddy, 1993). In this section, | argue that putting male candidates
in a higher position and their female fellows in the second class put women at a disadvantage
through all kinds of political procedures, namely, elections, voting etc. | base my assumption on the
gender contrast tackled in previous studies (Karpowitz and Mendelberg , 2014) (Miller , 2008).They
claimed that voters' perceptions of masculinity meet long-standing, widespread expectationsfor
political leaders in a way that benefits males as candidates and underestimates women. | also second
the argument discussed by Miller that The "gender affinity effect™ or "affinity bias.” The latter refers
to the fact of grabbing it towards people who are like ourselves, who have a similar appearance,
beliefs, and backgrounds, and we tend to avoid or dislike people who are different from us.

(Kathleen Dolan,2008) states:

“Affinity bias has a particularly effect of women and people of
color, they can end up beingoverlooked or left out”

Placing the above short definition of what it means by Affinity gender effect in the field of politics
and leadership, | can claim that gender may influence a specific person's political choices. In other

words, gender affect the way citizens evaluate candidates running for election. The belief
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approach, on the other hand, places more emphasis on a different, more political part of gender
stereotypes: the notion that women are expected to be more liberal and Democratic than men.
According to this viewpoint, female candidates are stereotyped as more qualified to manage

compassion-related issues because of their more liberal political approach than male candidates.

Gender stereotyping was explained by Williams (1999), who distinct its origins. The trait
approach and the belief approach. The former is based on voters' beliefs about a candidate's gender-
related personality qualities, which lead to expectations that men and women have different areas
of knowledge. Thus, female candidates are perceived as more empathetic and kind than males when
dealing with the elderly. Yet, male candidates are anticipated to handle a military crisis more
competently because men are often seen as more challenging and aggressive than women. On the
other hand, the belief approach emphasizes a different, more political part of gender stereotypes:
the notion that women are expected to be more liberal and Democratic than men. According to this
viewpoint, female candidates are stereotyped as more qualified to manage compassion-related issues

because of their more liberal political approach than male candidates.

Williams (1999), Caroll (1985), Darcy (1987) portrayed female politicians &better able to
handle topics that have been labeled “compassion” issues like; poverty, education,child-related and
health policy issues but worse at dealing with big business, handling the military,or defense issues.
Resulting in a patriarchal system that favors men. The historical analysis below provides a broad
picture of how women and men understood stereotypes based on public philosopher’s relations and
how these were typologically structured into stereotypes. Many texts investigate hierarchical gender

relationships with a critical approach.
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Other researchers Broverman (1972), Williams (1999) did share the same earlier claim male
and female politicians tend to have different political orientations or interests. They all agree that
men are concerned with taxation, and economic policy, i.e., all the domains related to business,
sport, housing, diplomacy or international relationship, etc. In contrast, women are more concerned
with welfare issues, i.e., everything linked to family issues, youth, education, human rights,
children, etc. As a result, and based on the references mentioned above, stereotyping appears to
impact candidate evaluations. Those claims trigger the nature of the discourse picked up by "male”
or "female” politicians to fulfill a specific political task. Thus, on this basis, why women were
labeled to talk about specific "soft" topics, whereas "debatable, critical” ones are leftto men. Does
gender affect our choice of topics/themes? Does gender affect the language used? This question
will be empirically reflected upon in the coming sections. This is the leading question that guides

my discussion and is the basis for testing my research hypothesis.

11.2 Language, gender, identity, and politics

A language is a form of communication that shows each user’s identity in various scenarios(Eckert
P, 2003). The linguistic traits that characterize people’s speech or writing reflect their gender when
they talk or write. Determining one’s gender or social identity is influenced mainly by biological
sex, but psychological factors and socialization practices also affect it. When a person establishes
their gender identity, their language is classified as feminine or masculine to varying degrees. This
notion of masculinity vs. femininity in language use is the focal point of the upcoming theoretical
discussion (McConnel-Ginet, 2003).

Language and gender is an academic discipline that introduces students to studying gender-
language interconnectedness. It is one of the most dynamic and fascinating areas of study in the
subject of language use in society. It is marked by numerous disputes and intense conversations
concerning various methods that, interpreting, and implementing the relationship between

language, gender, and politics.
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Many linguists have examined the field of gender and language since the early 1950s,

analyzing gender-specific and archetypal linguistic behavior. Still, it wasn’t until Lakoff released
her paper “Language and Women’s Place” (Lakoff, 1973) that the topic became a complex subject.
Language and the Women’s place is a famous monograph through which Lakoff believes that
language is central to gender inequality, both in terms of language directed against women (i.e., the
asymmetry of master and mistress) and language used by women themselves. Lakoff was the first
to identify a set of language characteristics and study the widely known characteristics of female
colloquial language.

In this chapter, | will review the literature on language and gender juxtaposed to ground my
answer to the overarching research question — Do male and female politicians use language
differently— based on previous studies on language and gender in the public sphere. The next point
will examine gender link with identity and politics; all this will be done under gender
communication and discursive analysis. | will conclude with the most important theories and
approaches linked to the field of language and gender. A brief review of the linguistic features or
practices | will examine is worth mentioning for a clear academic idea of their functionality and

relevance to the current study.
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11.2.1 Language and gender in workplaces and in public settings

Men’s speech, according to Coates (2015), is competitive and verbally aggressive, whereas
women’s communication is cooperative and other-oriented. Conversely, conversation differs from
public discourse, which is more formal, involves institutional protocols, and is typically focused on
a specific aim. Men’s communicative characteristics (challenging, disruptive, and assertive
utterances), according to Holmes (2003), served the objective of making power the taken-for-
granted aspect of their talk. Thus, they feel more confident in all settings, mainly on official or
political grounds. The theorists mentioned above share one idea that gender discursive behavior is
biological, which means that a woman is assigned to talk in a specific way since she was born a
woman. | argue here that they overlapped two concepts; sex and gender Thus, the discursive
behavior of a man or a woman is assigned to an infant at birth which develops the given gender

identity that abides by the childhood discursive norms based on one’s sex.

11.2.2 Gender vs. Sex

It is essential to distinguish between the two terms sex and gender. Examining the two former
concepts and their relevance to the topic under study is crucial to justify using the proper term in
the right context. Feminist theorists (Lakoff, Tannen, Butler) think that a distinction shouldbe
between sex, sexuality, and gender concepts. The two terms are frequently used interchangeably.
However, this is erroneous. "The biological property or attribute that differentiates male and female
from another as an examination of the person's gonadal, morphologic (internal and external);

chromosomal, and hormonal characteristics," according to the Med lexicon medical dictionary.
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An individual's sex is allocated to them at birth based on biological traits; thus, there is male or
female sex (Deaux, 1985). Gender, on the other hand, is a more difficult concept to grasp. Gender
refers to a socio-cultural construct. When referring to “social, cultural, and psychological conceptions
imposed uponthese biological disparities," gender,according to Lipman-Blumen (1884), refers to "all
those cultural expectations connected with masculinity and femininity that go beyond biological sex
differences.” A person's biological sex isassigned to them at birth. An individual is raised to adopt a
set of gender-labeled social rules basedon sex as they grow up. In other words, gender is a social
extension of biological sex, whereas sexis a natural categorization based chiefly on reproductive
capability. Gender relies on biological sex,amplifies physical difference, and even carries biological

difference into fields where it has no relevance.

Talbot (1998) argues that gender is "socially constructed,” which means that people develop
characteristics considered masculine and feminine. Gender is therefore acquired. People commonly
refer to a feminine lady or manly man. Furthermore, gender is not a dichotomy; one guy can be
more masculine (or feminine) than another. There are comparative and superlative versions of the
masculine in grammatical terms in the majority of languages and dialects all over the globe, i.e.,
more masculine and most masculine. However, this is not the case with males (thereis no male or
"most male"). People are gendered, and they are actively involved in the process of their gendering,
as examined earlier by Talbot. Following this logic, it is evident that sex-exclusiveand sex-
preferential are part of practicing gender and behaving as proper men and women in specific
cultures. Here | refer back again to Talbot's statement on gender vs. sex; they are cultural (and not

biological) since they differ from one cultural aspect to the other.
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Talbot (1998) states that this confusion between the two concepts has been present for
decades, not just at the academic level but also on the social level. When discussing social actions
rather than physiological characteristics, we are talking about the concept of “gender doing”.
Gender is neither something we are born with nor have, but rather something we do (West, 1987).
Let's consider a tiny child following his father with pride. He is doing everything he can to be like
his father —a man- as he saunters and puts out his chest. Althoughhis father is unlikely to wander, the
little boy is developing a character that embodies the qualitieshe admires in his adult male role
model. A little girl does absolutely the same thing as she puts onher mother's high-heeled shoes,
spreads make up on her face, and walks around the room. Althoughthese little kids are unlikely to
strut or mumble as adults, their childhood performances contain aspects that may affect app ear in
their adult either masculine or feminine actions. The girl is likelyto adopt that strut at times, but

adults are unlikely to find it as endearing as her downgrading act.

On the other hand, there's a reasonable probability that the boy won't be considered
attractive if he tries a little mincing. In other words, gendered performances are open to anyone but
come with a price. Society in the person of the kids' family may restrict who can play specific
personae without repercussions. It is where gender and sex collide, as the organization seeks to

match up different ways of acting with biologically based sex tasks.

Contextualizing what has been said earlier into gendered discourse in the field of politics,
one can recall Talbot's remarks on women's denial to be ranked below their fellow male politicians.
Cognitively speaking, trying to account for this issue from the biological angle is still widely

debatable and irrelevant to most gender studies researchers'. A vast body of research has
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attempted to establish related differences in brain capacity, i.e., the inclusive claims that women
innately outperform men in the language and that men outperform women in visual and spatial
matters; however, this is politically very sensitive. Talbot (1998) made the following statement

about the acquired nature of gender:

"Linguistic interaction is a behavior which has been learned, and there is littlepoint in trying to
account for it bytalking about innate qualities. In societies

with sex-exclusive differences in language use, choosing from a range of lexico grammatical

options is part of gender performance. The word choice's perhaps not the right one, since the
forms for use by women and men are enforced by prescriptive rule [...] Speakers are corrected,
one way or another if they produceinappropriate forms. [...] gender, thus, is not biological but

psycho- social; it should always be considered in social relations between
people.” (Talbot, 1998)

Gender is not something we are born with or have, but something we do and perform. Gender,
therefore, is the social development of biological sex, whereas sex is a physiological categorization
based chiefly on reproductive capability. The debate goes on to say that the contrastbetween sex's
natural character and gender's social nature is far from apparent and that there is noclear line where
the former ends and the latter begins. Here raises one crucial question: what do humans use to reflect
or communicate their gendered identity? The thing that is done through language is the only way to

communicate efficiently. In the next section, I will tackle the link between language and gender and

how these two field of research interfere.
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11.3 Gender and Language

Language is a system of symbols that exposes a method and pattern for describing the
objective world in terms of abstract thoughts and senses. Another way to look at it is that the
differences in language systems and structures reflect our various perceptions of the world to some
extent. | argue that, in some ways, language represents the construction of cultural traditions, the
process of civilization, the creation of national spirit, and the enhancement of social life. So, could
this representation be influenced by gender? In other words, do men and women express themselves

differently in the same context.

Previous studies tackled men and women language use in phonology, vocabulary, and
grammar, as well as syntactic alternatives. Eckert ( 2003) emphasized that men have better social
status due to conventional societal conditions, which results in their speaking rights. At the same
time, he continued to explain the interaction impact of gender and language. Chinese linguistChen
Songcen highlighted the two aspects of gender and age variations that occur when using languages,
regardless of the nature of the language used, combined with the elements of age. Theirappearance
is due to social psychological characteristics of speakers of different genders and ages,rather than
human socialization distance or communication issues. According to a study done in this context,
there are variations in sexual salutation for strangers with the same occupation in a specific culture.
The survey also demonstrates that the young and old have diverse diction and conversation patterns.
Differences in gender and age cause the diversity of languages for two clearreasons: first, when
people's traditional social statues differ, their mental states differ; second, menand women adopt
different roles in society, and their participation in social activities and the scopeof their actions in

the community vary greatly.
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Gender disparities in language can be classified as absolute or relative; sociolinguistics
focuses mainly on relative gender language differences. In general, relative gender differences
indicate that men and women exhibit considerable variances in traits when speaking the same
language or dialect and frequently create gender variations. It is what this paper will either confirm
or disprove, i.e., if there are differences or not in terms of the gendered linguistic behavior each
gender uses or adopts. The question that could be raised here is, what are the reasons behind the

linguistic differences many sociolinguists found through their studies?

Sociolinguistics researchers explain several phenomena of language gender difference from
the stand points of social structure, consistency, and rights. They believe that the formation of
language differences is due to the unequal status of males and females. For a thousand years, the
conventional paradigm of "men outside, women inside™ has ruled society, with men perceived as
the dominators of rank and authority. They manage the outside world and go out to make money
for the household, while women are seen as weak and only undertake activities within the family.
West (1987) believed that men had absolute authority in society, so their control followed their
societal positions. Interrupting other people's discussions indicates their social power and
dominating force. Likewise, women's subjugation and reliance on social status result in the ruled

stance in talks.

Sociocultural influences significantly impact a person's mentality, behaviors, ideological
activities, religious views, and values. People have varying recognition and expectations for distinct
gender roles and actions based on their cultural beliefs. Thus, in traditional conceptions, women's
language is gentle and courteous, whereas men's language is comparatively straightforward,
arrogant, and firm. Inherent social expectations will naturally generate severe social stress, causing

people to limit their activities based on their gender mode. When a child is
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born, society has various effects on boys and girls. First, they will be given a gender-specific name
to develop in the expected path to satisfy their physiological and social duties. Society wants the
kid to grow into a proper man capable of overcoming dependence, fear, and inactivity and
developing a more positive, independent, and adventurous personality. Speeches demonstrate
manhood. Therefore, boys who speak brutally or with rude keynotes are accepted and acquiesced
by society, even if their address is incoherent and dumb. On the other hand, girls usually maintain
clean, tidy, and quiet to become kind, virtuous, and kind-hearted. As a result, they speak like proper
ladies, with correct pronunciation and grammar. There can't be any taboos or spells in their speech.
As we can see, there are great expectations for girls' discourses, and they should pay close attention
to every area of their manners, particularly their speech. Different gender roles will receive varying
social and gender approval levels throughout this process. Gender role identity and culture circle

have a good relationship.

We can conclude from this that there is a “correct manner” that is assigned to either boys or
girls and which has influence on gender role recognition during the socialization process. During
the recognition process, boys and girls eventually learn to develop according to their genders.
Diverse cultural habits and communication approaches will inevitably become a part of features,
forming different ideological men and women. At the same time, girls' and boys' attitudes are
growing distinct, and the same thought and behavior will result in different language effects.
Furthermore, males' and females' acceptance and adoption of social contact during childhood would
undoubtedly influence their communication methods. Even when kids grow up, it is difficultfor them
to reject the current model. Does this mean that gender is a static concept? In other words,a fixed
linguistic behavior is assigned and should be adopted. Otherwise, the gender, male or female, will

be seen as “strange” or “unusual.”
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To sum up, language is a creation of the objective world and can alter people's inner worlds
(Edward Sapir,1921). Language can represent a wide range of social circumstances while also
specifying and limiting the substance of the language. They both affect each other. Gender
differences in language show that language users' cultural psychology and social value orientation
are influenced by social and environmental stress and family culture and experience. Understanding
of language sequential laws and actual linguistic research are impacted by age, education level,
occupation, and social standing and alter with societal growth. Analyzing the two selected
politicians would show whether there is an intersection between gender and language, or other
variables must get on the line to justify the study findings. Thus, this research has both theoretical
and practical implications. It also aids the further understanding of language systematical laws and
functional linguistic studies. Gender, therefore, is the mirror that reflects the speaker's identity. The

following section will deal briefly with the relationship between gender and identity.

I1.4 Gender doing and identity

The examination of gender identity is fundamental to the topic of gender doing or gendered
identity as performance. The discussion of the notion of identity as performance essentially takes
roots in exploring gender identity. Judith Butler introduced performativity in her seminal book
gender Troubles (Butler, 1990). Thus, the notion of performativity originated within the field of
gender studies and then became a prominent perspective in the study of identity in general. In her
book, Butler has introduced a non-essentialist attitude of self-contributing a concept of identity asa
social construction, arguing that gender identity cannot be recognized as a pre-set delimited set of

attributes but rather as a flexible structure. She has changed the focus of
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gender identity studies to account for further dimensions of gender as social role and not as sexist

classification. Butler thinks on response of the idea that gender is static :

“The misapprehension about gender performativity is this: that gender is a choice, or that genderis

a role, or that gender is a construction that one puts on, as one puts on clothes in the morning, that

there is a 'one’ who is prior to this gender, a one who goes to the wardrobe of gender and decides
with deliberation .” (Butler ,2009)

Indeed, Butler goes far as to argue that gender, as an objective natural thing, does not exist: "Gender
reality is performative, which means, quite simply, that it is real only to the extent that it is
performed.” In other words, there is no imposed mechanical body that female speakers should
embody, but rather the speaker establishes who they want to be and how they want to speak at that

moment.

Thinking about identity as a process or an identification allows us to explore how people
assume identities for themselves and attribute identities to others. In this sense, | can recall here
Zimmerman (1998) who stated that identity is not something a person has or is. Still, somethinga
person does or performs, i.e., being a man or a woman, or belonging to any social group, is about
being flexible enough to perform practices, performances, actions, feelings, and ideas. To
empirically account for this, Bergvall (1996) explores a conversation among engineering studentsto
see how gender identities are produced and enacted in a study based on the notion of gender as
performance. Engineering is still seen as a primarily male-dominated field of study and
employment. As a result, Belenky observes that female engineering students are confronted with
contradicting pressures to which they are expected to respond. To succeed in their studies, they
must, on the other side, exhibit aggressive competitive behavior, which is often classified as

masculine behavior. In this sense, female students must perform' feminine language by utilizing
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speech patterns demonstrating tentativeness, supportiveness, and cooperativeness, yet being
aggressive and competitive. Bergvall (1996) argues that traditional notions of masculinity and
femininity cannot explain the communicative behavior of female engineering students because, for
example, their behavior would have been seen as odd under a different model. However, the concept
of gender as performance provides an accurate interpretation of language as a contextual tool
without combining it with any other limitation, such as gender. Bergvall (1996) states that the
performance model is concerned with the flexible implementation of gender roles in various social
settings rather than the dichotomous, categorical parts of feminine and masculine. In other words,
she confirmed that gender is not static; that is to say, it is fluid as it changes from one context to the
other. The type of identity projected is what the speaker wants to uncover in their conversational

setting.

Zimmerman (1998) refers to three types of identities as discursive, situated, and
transportable. Because identities (subjects) are formed through contact, the first type of identityis
one that a person possesses in a particular speech situation: speaker, listener, questioner, and
answered. As the conversation progresses, the subject will assume many discursive identities.
Situated identities are those people adopt when participating in a particular social activity. In class,
one issue behaves as the professor and the other subjects as students; however, once the lesson is
done, the professor exits the classroom and receives a phone call from his sister, adopting the
situational identity of a brother. Finally, transportable identities are those that accompany an
individual through a variety of interactions. Your masculinity is something you transport from home
to work and then to the pub. These identities do not have to be related to a specific event unless the
interactants make them so. It is related to the fact that humans are material beings, havinga shape,

skin color, walking style, and so on.
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This paper focuses mainly on the last type, a transportable identity that highlights the

sociolinguistic shift a person makes from one social situation to another. In this regard, viewing
portable identities in group characteristics 'is functional. When the mobile identity of a female
politician is oriented in discourse, we may have certain expectations of what a female politician
means based on the features used in her political communication. Thus, the specificities of the
transportable identity are decided by the exigencies of real-time conversation rather than being
predetermined and unavoidable. The upcoming part is concerned with reflecting upon the
relationship between language and politics; in other words, what are the common discursive styles

of male and female politicians.

I1.5 Gender, language and politics

I claim that the world is still holding the idea that males are more at ease with power than
women; that it is natural for men to seek and exercise control; and that for a woman to do that is
considered exceptional and dangerous for her femininity at the same time. This belief enables many
cultures, to partially exclude women from full and active participation in any of their political

involvement.

There has been a vast amount of research whose objective is to link academically the three
major controlling fields of this paper that are gender, language, and politics. Researchers Baxter
(2010) , Brechenmacher (2021) , Lasswell (2017) have agreed that, due to differential evolutionary
forces, biological characteristics, and socialization, men and women have different goals for social
interactions and distinct communicative styles to achieve them. First, men have historically
dominated the disordered public realm, developing tendencies for asserting independence and

supremacy and displaying aggression. As a result, their tone is competitive,



41

dominating, and aggressive. Sociolinguists, for instance, have demonstrated that they employ

instructions to show leadership.

Holmes (2008) claims that women tend to build intimacy and keep unity when in political
positions. Thus, their communication is encouraging and inclusive. They utilize inclusivepronouns
to welcome the addressee into the dialogue and share personal experiences to unite theiraudience.
This language is regarded as too inadequate and submissive for political actions such asexpressing
contentious issues and convincing others. Could these thoughts be credibilized in the context of
Moroccan women. According to James (1993) men were not allowed to cry or expresssadness, and
women were not allowed to express anger, including using cures. But the expression of sorrow is
one of powerlessness and helplessness, whereas the expression of anger is of strength.So, while
these rules appear to equalize the sexes, they increase male power and decrease female power.

When women express their rage, their power is diminished (e.g., “you are cute when you are mad”).

Both men and women are covered under the umbrella of a power game that connotates the
intelligent use of a suitable language for the context speakers are interacting. In their publications,
several typically knowledgeable analysts have made surprise assertions about the relationship
between gender and power. Conley (1978) contends that observable differences in male and female
conduct are dueto “gender poser” rather than neutral social actor -as if one were independent of the
other. Maybe these views should be understood as evidence that the phrase “women and power”
juxtaposed to “men and power” still has the power to outwit us all. I think people that have
expectations about how women should speak as a politician. She is supposed to be the character

that mirrors the field she belongs to. The latter can’t be achieved if she is really
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discursively described as “weak”. The thing that made the above disparities fall into one huge basket

of generalization.

Gitter (1976) investigated the impact on leadership potential of solid verbal communication
(empirically validated as powerful and persuasive language) and weak verbal communication
(empirically validated as unconvincing with circular reasoning). Gitter's findings supported that a
speaker adopts a reliable vocal communication style that is more accurate in their leadership
selection. On the other hand, Jennifer J Jones (2016) examined the linguistic style of Hilary Clinton
entitled "Talk "Like a Man." Female politicians conform to masculine communication styles to
evade the "double bind.” The latter is linked to women's stereotypes, especially at work or in any
professional setting. Working women are frequently challenged with double binds induced by
gender stereotypes and norms concerning gender roles, making it difficult for women in business
to hold leadership positions. According to Jennifer J Jones (2016), a double bind is a circumstancein
which a person making a decision receives contradictory information. No matter what the person
chooses, it will be perceived as wrong. Clinton tends to abide by the norms of what is expected to
have as a leader. This study reveals hidden insight into Clinton's strategies as she navigated the
labyrinth toward leadership. Changes in Clinton's linguistic style reflect the performance of
gendered roles, expectations of political leaders, and the masculine norms of behavior that permeate

political institutions.



43

11.6 Theories and Approaches of Language and Gender

As mentioned above Cameron (2010), Holmes (1997), Tannen (1990) proved that language is
used differently by men and women in the various contexts. The field of language and gender has
gained significant attention over the last few decades. Many explanatory theoretical accounts and
approaches to language and gender relationships have been led by research, and many dominant
theories have been implemented. This section discusses the ideas that underlie the differences
between male and female language use. According to Coates (1986), research on language and
gender can be divided into studies focusing on dominance and those focusing on difference. The

discussion will move into the six critical approaches and theories of language andgender.

West and Zimmerman, Lakoff, Tannen, Cameron and Butler etc, have been extensively
investigating and critically evaluating the area of spoken communication and the varying tendencies
in female and male speech for over forty years and probably more. Despite differing beliefs about
the source of these differences, most agree on the fundamental question. Those differences cannot
be attributed to any other factor other than gender. Currently, several theories, approaches, or
frameworks approach the issue froma slightly different angle. There are six of them:

The deficit approach

The dominance approach

The difference approach

The Butlerian approach or performative approach
The Anti-essentialist approach

The reconciling approach
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11.6.1 The deficit approach

According to the deficit approach, women's speech is deficient compared to men's, whether
by nature or nurture. It is the common idea that often underpins, for example, the provision of
assertiveness training for women, where assertiveness is seen as something women lack. This model
is always linked to the linguist Robin Lakoff and her influential work ‘Language and Women's Place.’
In this study, Lakoff identified several differences in how women used language compared to men.
She published a set of basic assumptions about what marks out the language ofwomen. Among
these claims that women:

Hedge: using phrases like "sort of," "kind of," "it seems like," and so on.

Use (super)polite forms: "Would you mind...", "I'd appreciate it if...", "...if you don't mind".

Use tag questions: "You're going to dinner, aren't you?"

Speak in italics: intonational emphasis equal to underlining words - so, very, entirely.

Use empty adjectives: divine, lovely, adorable, and so on

Use hypercorrect grammar and pronunciation: English prestige grammar and clear diction.

Use direct quotation: men paraphrase more often.

Have a particular lexicon: women use more words for things like colors, men for sports.

. Use question intonation in declarative statements: women make declarative statements
intoquestions by raising the pitch of their voice at the end of a statement, expressing uncertainty.
For example, "What school do you attend? Eton College?"

Use "wh™ imperatives: (such as, "Why don't you open the door?")

Speak less frequently

Overuse qualifiers: (for example, "I Think that...”)
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Apologize more: (for instance, "I'm sorry, but I think that...”)

Use modal constructions: (such as can, would, should, ought - "Should we turn up the heat?")
Avoid coarse language or expletives

. Use indirect commands and requests: (for example, "My, isn't it cold in here?" - really a
request to turnthe heat on or close a window)

Use more intensifiers: especially so and very (for instance, "I amso glad you came!")

. Lack of a sense of humor: women do not tell jokes well and often don't understand the
punchline of jokes.

Lakoff proposed the differences she observed were part of 'Women's Language,' which was
generally regarded as inferior to men. The 'Deficit Model' describes how this language contributes
to women's lower status and societal position. Another critical study to consider was completed in
1988 by (Cameron, 1988). They tested Lakoff's hypothesis that features of 'Women's Language'
would be used more frequently by women in their courtroom study. Their findings, however,
suggested that these characteristics were more closely associated with power, social status, and
social class. As a result, they proposed that' Powerless Language' would be a more accurate
definition of the characteristics identified by Lakoff. According to them, men would also frequently
use these features, and their use was determined by social status rather than gender. It is the notion

that this paper will try to prove or disapprove in the upcoming section.

Another guiding critical study that was the top point of this model was introduced by
Jespersen (1922). He gathered data on how men and women spoke in terms of pronunciation,
vocabulary, and syntax and published his findings in his well-known book 'Language; its nature,

Development, and Origin.' In the case study, he chose to make it the platform upon which he
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justifies his findings; he chose people of Caribbean descent; he recorded gender differences. Men
were more successful than women in acquiring new vocabulary while socializing with immigrants;
thus, men's language was more extensive than women's. Jespersen believed that the underlying
reason for this disparity was that women received less technical education than men. Second, he
assumed that women were more conservative and spoke in traditional ways. Women used
euphemistic expressions and even restrained themselves from using specific words containing body
parts, whereas men preferred coarse language. Men also used alliterations, whereas women did not
consider acoustic properties. Women's use of half-finished sentences was explained as a result of
them speaking before thinking it through; as a result, men were described as more intelligent than
women. To summarize, Jespersen considered women's language inferior to men's standard or
everyday language. Feminists criticized his research and his male-centered, sexist, and
condescending viewpoint.

Lakoff was one of the first researchers to assert that the social role of women was to talk like
ladies, which included hypercorrection, euphemisms, no-joke telling, nodding confirmation, and so
on. She claimed that girls were taught particular linguistic uses, i.e., a gendered mode of
communication.

Despite the conceptual criticisms, it should be noted that Lakoff's work emerged at a time
when the field had yet to establish itself and that, as Lakoff stated, it was not a definitive account
of gender differences in language but rather a road map for future research. While Lakoff was
developing the deficit model, other researchers tried to explain gender differences in language use

through the 'dominance approach,’ which is what the following part deals with.
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11.6.2 The Dominance Approach

According to dominance theory, men and women could express language differently due to
inequitable power relations between men and women. Because men wielded more power in politics
and culture in social life, men dominated the language. This theory was mainly associatedwith Dale
Spender, Pamela Fishman, Don Zimmerman, and Candace West. It states that Men, dueto their
power, could exert control over many aspects, including language use. West (1987) his fellow
linguists and sociolinguists all supported this theory and its characteristics. Even so, some studies
argued against this theory, pointing out that the term "power™ in this theory is misrepresented. They
claimed that the communicant's gender is less important than experience andsocial status in a
communication process. It means that if women have a higher social level than men, they can
express language more effectively. The "dominance approach” offers a classical negative judgment
about female speech patterns, which the author saw as the result of women's political and cultural
subordination to men. As a result, women's linguistic differences and flaws are attributed to a gender
imbalance in empowerment. In contrast, men's speech style reflects theirpolitical instruction and
cultural dominance over women (Freeman, 1996). Furthermore, Talbot (1998) was one of the
leaders that adopted the dominance approach in the early 70 s and 80s that introduced what they

called biased language; he stated that:

“Feminism is a form of politics dedicated to bringing about social changes and ultimately
arresting the reproduction of systematic inequalities between men and women. Feminist interestin
language and gender resides in the complex part language plays, alongside other social practices

and institutions, in reflecting, creating, and sustaining gender divisions in society.” (Talbot, 1998
,15)
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The sociolinguists mentioned above and linguists worked through their studies on three
interconnected forms. For starters, there are grammatical uses that disregard the existence of women
(such as the masculine generics he, men, chairman, etc.). Second, lexical items portray women as
stereotypical or insignificant figures (e.g., a blonde). Third, some words undervalue women (e.g.,
bitch, tart). Several writers and institutes have created checklists and guidelines for inclusive,
alternative, and non-sexist language items. Still, many of these attempts have been rejected in some

contexts due to political correctness.

Spender (1993)' s model of the approach understudy was the best platform for "a monolithic
view of male power™ and gave the impression that all men were capable of dominating all women,
which is not the case as stated by Talbot (1998). It should be noted accordingly that language forms
are viewed as manifestations of a patriarchal social order in this framework, so gender linguistic
differences are accounted for as manifestations of male privilege. Interestingly, It was stated by
O'Barr (1978) investigated male and female courtroom language and concluded that linguistic
differences are not caused by gender but can be explained by the concept of status and power. As a
result, the relationship between gender and power is indirect and influenced by nonlinguistic
processes. Some studies contend that women are essentially defined by a lack of power, whereas

men assume interactional power by default, even if they have a less powerful professional status.

Another approach that is always examined hand in hand with the dominance model is the
different approach. The following section will shed light on the most critical aspects of this crucial

model regarding language and gender studies.



49

11.6.3 The Difference approach

According to the difference framework, women's speech patterns reflect the social and linguistic
norms of the specifically female subcultures where most of us spend our formative years.Tannen
compares the difference between men and women to the difference between speakers fromtwo
cultures who are unfamiliar with each other's customs and, as a result, frequently misunderstand
one another. Tannen was the leading linguist when it came to this model. She pursued this additional
research and popularized the "Difference approach™ with one of her masterreferences, "You just
don't understand: Women and Men in Conversation (Tannen, 1990). Tannensuggests that this
situation leads to "miscommunication.” Tannen distances herself from the Dominance approach by
avoiding blame. As she stated: "Taking a cross-cultural approach to male- female
conversations...without accusing anyone of being wrong or insane" She also received six points for
male and female language. These are the primary six points:

Status vs. Support
Independence vs. Intimacy
Advice vs. Understanding
Information vs. Feelings
Orders vs. Proposals
Conflicts vs. Compromise

I will go back to these last six points in detail during the discussion. On the same line, Maltz
(L982) described six differences in conversational styles that contribute to miscommunication. The
different perspective of minimal positive responses was one of the examples that best demonstrated
the fundamental idea of gender differences in conversations. Yes, aha, mm-hmm, and nodding were

minimal positive responses. Both men and women used
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the responses but in different ways. As a result, miscommunications may occur as a result of the
differences. Minimal positive responses meant "I am listening to you for women," while "I agree
with you or I am following your argument so far" for men. As a result, women used minimal
responses more frequently than men. Miscommunications are possible in mixed-gender
conversations.

A woman may interpret infrequent minimal responses by a male listener as a sign that he is
not listening to her, whereas to him, it simply means that he does not agree with her on everything.
On the other hand, a woman indicated listening by frequently responding, whereas a man would
interpret this as agreeing with him. So, if a woman later changed her mind, a man would interpret
it as her frequent change of opinion. Men saw bringing up a problem as an opportunity to act as
experts and offer guidance, whereas women sympathized and shared their concerns. To summarize,
Maltz (1982) defined women's speech as friendly and men's speech as uncooperative.

Maltz (1982) not only went on to explain the notion of gender difference, but they also
believed that men and women had distinct subcultures with distinct sets of interactional rules.
However, these subcultures were formed in childhood, i.e., between the ages of 5 and 15, when
boys and girls socialized with members of their sex. Girls worked in small groups to establish and
maintain relationships of equality, intimacy, and cooperation. On the other hand, boys played in
more extensive, hierarchically organized groups, affirming their dominance through verbal
posturing. They also paid attention to the audience because the size of their audience was roughly
equal to the success of their performance. As a result, the communication links established in
childhood were carried over into adulthood. Because their conversational goals differed, women's

speeches were collaborative, and men's were competitive.
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The other essential dichotomy mentioned at the beginning, interconnected with the
preceding one, was independence versus intimacy, reflected in men and women having different
perspectives on the same situation. Tannen described the case of Linda and Josh, a married couple.
An old high school friend informed Josh that he would be in town the following month and invited
him to spend the weekend with him. Linda was upset when Josh told her about it because he had
made plans without consulting her first. To Josh, discussing the plans would imply that he was not
independent, whereas to Linda, it would mean that her life was intertwined with someone else's.
Linda was upset because of Josh's lack of manners and a sense of failure in their relationship, and
Josh was upset because Linda limited his freedom and controlled him. The dichotomy occurred as
a result of men and women seeking different things. While women sought closeness and support

(intimacy), men were more concerned with status, focusing on independence.

The third dichotomy was advice versus understanding, which Eve and Mark's story
exemplified. Eve underwent breast surgery to remove a lump in her breast. She believed that the
stitches had altered the appearance of her breast. She found cutting into her body distressing and
discussed her feelings with her sister and a female friend. They both sympathized with Eve, but
neither offered a solution to her problem. When Eve communicated her worries with her husband
Mark, he did not sympathize like her sister and friend but instead advised Eve to have plastic
surgery, which upset Eve. She felt he was repulsed by her appearance and asked her to have another

surgery, whereas he wanted to provide a solution to the problem.

Furthermore, while Eve only wanted comfort that her feelings were normal, Mark's
suggestion implied that she did not have the right to feel that way and that she needed to fix the

problem. The issue was the different purposes of the conversation. While women talked about



52

their problems to get confirmation and support for their ideas, men played the role of a problem
solver, offering advice. Men saw problems as a source of difficulty, whereas women saw them asa

source of empathy.

The fourth dichotomy was between public and private speaking, also known as information
and feelings. Men were typically associated with public speaking, while women were usually
associated with private speaking. Tannen used a letter from an anonymous woman to a psychologist
to illustrate her point. The woman was perplexed by her husband's habit of arriving home from
work and remaining extremely quiet. She explained that her husband was not a calm person,

especially when there were guests present, and that he was the life of the party.

Furthermore, at parties, the husband would tell jokes and retell work stories that the wife was
interested in hearing and asking about. The psychologist explained that men rarely talked after
returning home from work, whereas women, despite being equally tired, felt the need to share their
thoughts, feelings, and events from work. Tannen believed that men felt more at ease speaking in
public than women, who preferred private speaking. The fundamental reason for this gender
disparity was the purpose of their discussions. For most women, the purpose of a conversation was
to establish rapport, i.e., to make connections and negotiate relationships by sharing experiences.
Conversely, men saw talking as a way to maintain their independence and status in a hierarchy. It

was accomplished through storytelling, joking, and demonstrating various skills, i.e., reporting.

Women expressed their feelings and thoughts while men reported pertinent information.
Both men's and women's verbal behavior began in childhood, with girls criticizing peers who

wanted to stand out and boys learning how to get and keep attention in larger groups. To sumup,
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the perception of the home was critical. Home meant freedom from (verbally) proving themselves
to men, so they often remained silent. On the other hand, women saw home as a safe place to share
with their loved ones without fear of being judged. As a result, women found it difficult to
understand men who avoided unjudged sharing. In contrast, men found it difficult to comprehend

talking for the sake of talking and not sharing relevant information.

The following dichotomy is ordered versus proposals. Tannen noticed that women
frequently began sentences with let’s, implying that their husbands should do something. On the
other hand, husbands interpreted those as orders rather than suggestions, jeopardizing their status
in the family. This could be related to boys' and girls" habitual conversational styles. Men perceiveda
threat to their level and dominant position because they gained status by telling others what to do
and resisting being told what to do. Women used requests or suggestions to avoid conflicts, which

men perceived as manipulation or a secret directive, so competition was unavoidable.

Finally, the final dichotomy was conflict versus compromise, demonstrated by Dora and
Hank's car situation. Dora had to drive to work in cars that Hank had chosen and purchased. Even
though she didn't like some cars, she never complained. Dora nearly died in a car accident, so they
were looking for a new, used car. Dora was dissatisfied with Hank's decision and tried to persuade
him to buy another vehicle. Leading up to the crash, she had agreed to make concessions, but now
she was adamant about getting her way. Despite Dora's expectations, Hank remained silent, which
made Dora realize that some conflict and argumentative discussion were required. Women gave
men the right to believe they were always right by attempting to avoid conflict and agreeing to

compromise. Men continued with their usual style, evoking feelings of
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frustration and dissatisfaction in women, all of which could be resolved by flexibility on the part of

both men and women.

The cultural difference approach was criticized for viewing miscommunication as a
misunderstanding, which was nobody's fault, and for refusing to recognize power relations
(Troemel-Ploetz, 1991), (Uchida, 1992). Secondly, it failed to recognize gender\similarities. In her
construction of genderlect, Tannen (1990) worked on the populist genre and individual examples,
which was criticized for overgeneralization and simplification. Tannen believed that the cultural
difference approach could not explain all language differences and miscommunications. Instead,
the strategy was a potent tool for preserving the male supremacy structure. Realizing that the notions
of gender, language, and power were interconnected, Uchida (1992) suggested the combination of
the dominance and the deficit approach in constructing gender. The case is differentwhen it comes to
other researchers that say one shouldn't adopt just one model to account for genderuse of language
differences or similarities. Still, it should look at it from different angles dependingon the context in

which the interaction is happening.

11.6.4 Butlerian theory: Performativity.

Gender performance is the idea that gender is ingrained in daily practices, discovered, and
conducted based on cultural standards of femininity and masculinity. Gender is subjected to specific
social norms, causing people to think of binary oppositions such as male vs. female, man vs. women,
and nature vs. culture. People are imposed with identities and gender forms. If a persondoes not fit
into all the norms set on them, they face threats such as marginalization, isolation, othering, and

exclusion from society. Types of identities were examined earlier in the
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previous sections. Regarding performativity, one should consider gender roles and gender norms.

These two aspects are portrayed as artificial categories created and reproduced by society.

Judith Butler, an American post-structuralist philosopher, popularized the concept of gender
as performance. Butler was the leader of the notion that gender is non-binary, fluid, and ‘over.’
These descriptions, | would say, share the common assumption that gender is mutable, not fixed.
Most contemporary public debates about what it means to be a man or a woman will include some
version of this thesis, thanks mainly to the work of the American philosopher Judith Butler. Her
theory of ‘Performativity’ overturned ideas and beliefs about gender by shedding light onthe many
processes that produce it, and its far-reaching implications are still widely misunderstood.
Unfortunately, popular culture frequently reduces performativity to the notion that ‘gender is a
social construct.” This catchphrase pits the ‘social’ against the ‘natural,” implying that gender is
merely a choice-encrusted layer on top of the ostensibly more fundamental reality of sex. Butler,
on the other hand, was careful not to argue for a simple dichotomy between nature and culture or
between sex and gender. Gender was not predetermined by nature or biology for her, nor was it
simply ‘made up’ by culture. Butler, on the other hand, insisted that gender is found in repeated
words and actions, words and actions that shape and are shaped by bodies of real, flesh-and-blood

humans. Crucially these repetitions are rarely performed freely.

Butler demolished the sex/gender dichotomy to argue that no sex is also not gender. All
bodies are gendered from the beginning of their social existence (hence, no presence is not social),
which means that there is no such thing as a “natural body” that exists before its cultural inscription.
It appears to point to the conclusion that gender is something one does, an act, or more precisely,a

sequence of actions, a verb rather than a noun, a “doing” rather than a
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“being.” Butler elaborates on this concept in the first chapter of Gender Trouble (Butler, 1990):

“Gender is the repeated stylization of the body, a set of repeated acts within a highly rigid regulatory
frame that congeal over time to produce the appearance of sub- stance, of a natural sort of being. A
political genealogy of gender anthologies, if it is successful, will deconstruct the substantive
appearance of gender into its constitutive acts and locate and account for those acts within the
compulsory frames set by the various forces that police the social appearance of gender.” (Butler,
1990)

Butler made further reflection upon her idea of gender as a performance by stating that
gender plays a massive role in sexuality and captures a person’s ability and right to make a selection
at theglobal level. Unless and until the human mind abandons thinking in terms of binary
oppositions and insistently maintain its norms, it will be closed to necessary changes and
differences. According to Butler (2014), the concept of gender must be broadened to include
variations, forms,and perspectives that do not conform to norms. Butler defines gender as "The
mechanism throughwhich notions of masculine and feminine are produced and naturalized, but
gender may very well be the apparatus through which such terms are deconstructed and
denaturalized."(Butler, 2014). Gender, in other words,is a concept that reflects limitations, stability,
and reconstruction. It is supported by hetero normatively, which refers to accepting heterosexuality
as a natural social norm.As a result, through the subversion of gender roles and the creation of
different performances, this permanent, long-standing, and well-established gender structure may

be deconstructed.

In the prologue to Gender Trouble: Feminism and the Subversion of Identity, Judith Butler

describes her book as a provocative intervention to feminist theory and one of the foundational
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texts of queer theory. She describes her goal as follows: "l was most concerned in 1989 with

criticizing a pervasive heterosexual assumption in feminist literary theory." (Butler, 2014).

Butler objected to the idea of gender being performed on masculinity and femininity and
lowered to this. She believes feminist theories that accept these social standards limit their
discussions and defenses. She is opposed to taking certain sexual notions as stereotyped norms. She
makes it clear that her goal is not to impose certain gender realities or patterns on the reader. Butler
shows that her theory, especially her concept of performativity, has both theatrical and linguistic
dimensions with these statements: "Moreover, my theory sometimes waffles between understanding
performativity as linguistic and casting it as theatrical. 1 have come to think that thetwo are
invariably related, chemically, that's a reconsideration of the speech act as an instance of power

invariably draws attention to its theatrical and linguistic dimensions."

The last idea drives us towards raising the question: how is linguistic performativity
connected to gender? This part cannot go without highlighting the critical academic reference of
Austin (1975), who believed that language does not simply reflect a speaker’s perceptions of reality
or the actual interactional situation but that speakers can use language to initialize reality: in other
words; that we "do things with words."” For example, the term "I promise™ constitutes what follows
as a promise or an obligation to perform specific actions for others; the words "1 order you to follow
me," spoken by the right person, in the proper social role, at the right time, constitute what follows

an order (and not a request or suggestion).

All in all, Butler has been adopting performativity to account for the concept of gender. She

primarily argues for the performativity of gender, which means that gender is viewed as a
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way of doing rather than a way of being. In this sense, the way people speak is not attributed to
their gender. Instead, their use of language is just one way they express their gender identity by how
a male or female should act according to social conventions. She explains that gender performances
are susceptible to subversion and, as a result, cannot be inherently associated with one sex. In the
1990s, the study of language and gender transitioned from an exclusive focus on women's language
as deficit and dominance/difference models to the discursive construction of gendered identities

and relations, with a feminist and social theory orientation.

11.6.5 Social constructive Theory

Because the well-known gender theories examined above, mainly ‘the Dominance, ‘the
difference,’ 'the deficit," received countless limitations, language researchers need to conduct
advanced research on theories linked to gender and language. With time, language study has
evolved into a medium for comprehending gender as a vital component in developing social
identities. According to Freeman (1996), "understanding the social world requires the use of
language.” Aside from forming social identities, it also plays a vital role in creating social
connections (Ochs, 1993). According to Ochs, gender is determined by modest language
characteristics. Ochs also claims that language is dialogue-based and does not contribute much to
developing social identities; social identities are negotiated and constructed throughout the contact
process. The last idea goes hand in hand with the notion that states that gender is something we
"do™ and not something we "are." As far as the title of this part is concerned, gender, from a
sociological standpoint, is a social fiction that we seek to sustain via our everyday social activities
rather than an inner personality structure. We observe and judge one another through the lens of
gender. We do not regard each other as generic individuals, but as men and women, with gender-

specific expectations of what people are and
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should be. We hold each other accountable for behaving in a way our culture deems proper for our

gender (West, 1987).

Socially speaking, we are considered how we will act because people have gendered
expectations of us. We work to transmit and give a specific image that will allow us to be classified
into one of two opposing sex categories: we make decisions about what we can and cannot wear,
how we trim our hair, ad whether or not we shave. We diet, girdle, pad, exercise, and even have
surgery to change the form of our bodies. We keep an eye on how we act. We know the appropriate
range of movements and postures for our gender: men are more dynamic and forceful, while women
are more confined and quiet. Historically, the load on women has been considerably moresignificant
than on men: the range of attractive features and bodies, as well as the requirements forclothing and
comportment, have been much smaller, necessitating more rigorous self-monitoring and

modification as argued by (Kessler, 1985).

Being made liable for acting in gender-appropriate ways in a value system that favors a
specific type of masculinity puts women in a dilemma. At the same time that women are expected
to put more significant effort into their bodies, appearance, and demeanor, they are devalued for
wasting time on unimportant matters. At the same time, as women are supposed to facilitate
conversation by asking questions and seeking out topics that men will find intriguing, they are

criticized for talking too much.

Talking about the political sphere, one can determine that the existence of gender hierarchy
is undeniable. Women are seen as inferior to men and politically inappropriate for the whole
political agenda. Social groupings use gender-specific expectations to determine who will influence

decision-making. As far as this paper's topic, in politics, we are far more likely to be
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convinced by males than by women: in the absence of knowledge, we will presume that men are
competent, but women are not. The ability of men to exert persuasion appears to be independent of
their interactional style or apparent purpose. Whether and on what terms we are willing to be
affected by women is determined by our gender. Men are more likely to be swayed by women who
speak tentatively and prioritize group interests. As a result, while engaging with males, women are

forced to choose between having influence and being perceived as competent.

On the other hand, women in all-women groups are more willing to be affected by forceful
and self-interested women, but women prefer group-oriented women. Thus women in female
groups must choose between excreting authority and being appreciated. The last mentioned idea
could be quickly confirmed by checking out interaction in small groups in interviews or on social

media platforms through the lives and comments section.

Social constructivism theory goes hand in hand with the concept of "doing gender™ by West
and Zimmerman, who argues that gender is always relevant in any social setting because it is an
integral aspect of human identity and societal systems. Gender, according to West and Zimmerman,
is an essential aspect of social structures, informing societal hierarchies and power systems. As a
result, societal structures, orders, and inequities are critical in explaining how gender identity might

be achieved in a given interaction. This is the same notion that social constructivism accounts for.

1.7 Female and male linguistic characteristics

Men and women behave differently mentally in how they attempt to influence others. These

gender differences in communication and persuasion methods have consequences for
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gender differences in men's and women's leadership styles. As a result, this chapter will concentrate

on gender differences in leadership styles.

Previous researchers Baxter (2010), Campbell (1988), Lakoff (1973) in the field of language
and gender reveal several significant variations in conversation characteristics and qualities
between men and women through their studies. Men and women have different communication
styles, but they also have different ways of influencing other people. Even though influence
strategies used by male and female managers or leaders differs based on the gender of the person
they are attempting to influence; Gender variations in communication styles and persuasion
methods have resulted in traditional gender roles that have affected both men's and women's
workplace actions. Some of these prejudices have even hurt women's workplace behaviorand

perceptions of female employees, managers, and leaders.

Coates (1986) examined in her book Women, Men and Language and discovered thatwhen
women talk to each other, they also stick to one topic for an extended period, allow all speakers to
finish their sentences, and try to get everyone to join. Conversely, men rarely discussed their
relationships and feelings, preferring to "compete to prove themselves more educated about
headlines linked to various contexts travel, sport, and so on." According to Coates' study, the
amount of discourse produced by men and women differs in public, formal circumstances vs.
private, intimate contexts. This pattern can be explained in a variety of ways. Men like a public,
referential conversation, whereas women prefer and appreciate personal, dynamic conversation.
Each gender may contribute more when they are most at ease. Politeness, or sensitivity to the needs
of others, may also play a role. Men view formal public environments as opportunities for display,
but they appear to be more reserved in private interactions. Women seem to be more concerned

about their addressee's conversational requirements.
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Based on the gender theories examined above, one can account for the significant differences
at the level of the use of language and mainly at the level of gender communication inpolitical
conversational settings. The most crucial distinction between men and women and their
communication styles is that men and women interpret the purpose of discussions differently.
Academic study on psychological gender differences has revealed that women use communication
to strengthen social bonds and build relationships. In contrast, men use language to assert
dominance and obtain concrete results, as stated by several researchers in the field Maltz (1982),
Wood (1996) and others. Reflecting more on the idea of women in the political setting trying to
cope with those pre-defined masculine spheres, Basow (2003) argues that women are more
expressive, tentative, and polite in conversation, whereas men are pushier and power-hungry.
According to other academic studies, women use less authoritative speech: they swear less, speak
more respectfully, and employ more tag questions and intensifiers and other linguistic features thatl
have already listed in the previous sections (Lakoff, 1973). Many different characteristics were
listed by various language and gender researchers; according to theorists, these gender variations in
communication styles disadvantage women when interacting with others since they talk more
cautiously than men, who are known to speak more assertively, giving the appearance that male is
more confident and adept as leaders as argued by Lakoff. Several gender variations in
communication styles make women appear submissive to men, implying that they should be
considered second-class citizens; they are seen as marginalized, especially in politics, where men
are said to be dominant and hold power. Women's classification makes them seem unsuited for

leadership or managerial position.

Understanding the differences and the similarities in the level of the usage of language by

male and female politicians is essential for forming and maintaining effective relationships by
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being aware of how other genders interact and modifying one's communication style accordingly.
Gray (1993) claims that men and women approach communication so differently that they are from
different planets: they have other objectives, ambitions, and ideals, which is proven through the
way they communicate. Reinforcing the idea of "difference” and "dominance" of one gender over
the other, studies have introduced lists of dichotomies that categorize linguistic practices of women
and men. Having reviewed a large number of studies in the previous sections Wardhaugh@010)
presented five claims related to women vs. men language:
. Women and men develop different patterns of language use.
. Women tend to focus more onthe practical functions of interaction than men do.
. Women use linguistic devices that stress solidarity more than men do.
4. Women tend to interact in ways that will maintain and increase solidarity. In contrast
(especiallyin a formal context), men tend to interact in ways that preserve and increase their power
and status.
. Women are stylistically more flexible than men
Despite differences, men and women do not create unique speech styles because the borders are not
well defined, and both men and women can use the same traits. Females tend to speak in one class
and males in another, but there are no forms that are entirely female or male, and there is always a
sex overlap specifically in a field as politics, as stated by (Swann, 1992).

Swann (1992) went on to describe some of the conversational traits used by male and female
speakers that academics have discovered:
. Male speakers tend to interrupt more than females.
. Males utilize more direct speech than females.
3.  Females tend to give more conversational support, such as "Mmh," "Yeah," and "Right." than

males.
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4.  Females are more likely to use features indicating tentativeness, such as tag questions, hedges,
and expressions that make them sound more hesitant and uncertain.

Listed above are only the most common characteristics of male and female speech styles.
Those characteristics are far from exhaustive; there are numerous exceptions and individual,
societal, and stylistic variants. Furthermore, the system of male/ female speech styles coincides with
the concept of powerful/ powerless speech in communication. Various linguistic features liketag
questions, hedges, apologies, statements that disclaim responsibility (for example, I'm not sure),
exclamations, forms of politeness, fragmented sentences, and illogical sequences are examples of
powerless speech. A powerful speech should be straightforward, direct, and rational. The link
between powerless speech and feminine speech styles promotes the old gender stereotype of women
as weaker and less capable members of society. However, gender is not enough in communication
to determine how influential or helpless a person is. We must consider a wide rangeof factors that

were introduced by (Mohammad Hossein Keshavarz, 2001)

Social Aspects: including communicators” positions and functions, their origins, educational,
occupational, professional, and financial standing, and the social distance between them.

Time and interaction setting: situational context, formal/ informal interaction context.
Physiological considerations: gender, age, and physical condition of the speaker.

Psychological aspects include communicators' state of mind, mood, attitudes, feelings,and
emotions, as well as their close / friendly/ casual/ formal relationship.

Speech type: business, intellectual, political, conversational, etc.; themes, issues,discussed;
formal/informal manner, etc.

Pragmatic elements include the speaker's aims, intents, technique, etc.


https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Mohammad-Keshavarz
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The speaker's conversational/communicative ability.

The point is that the same speaker can use different speech styles in different situations. It
makes us go back to the aspects of performativity. The speaker adopts his speech depending on the
social context they are taking part. Therefore, male/female speech style is not synonymous with
powerful/powerless speech. The style choice depends on who people talk to, when and where they
communicate, what they say, and why they say it.

Looking at various political interviews from a general angle, one can expect that both male
and female speakers use a powerful speech style or at least what has been defined as a masculine
and dominant speech style for male speakers. It can be explained, in my opinion, by the fact that
while writing an article, a report, or a comment, the interlocutors, regardless of gender
identification, want to be persuasive. | also noted that while discussing and getting included in
conversations where participants are mixed female and male patterns. They can be positive,
passionate, and lengthy, answer eagerly, use complicated grammatical forms, exclamations,and
intensifiers, be rational, dogmatic, talk openly and explicitly, start a dialogue, interrupt, and dispute.

| account for the fluidity or instability of gender. In other words, the examination of
communication gender proved that social interactions hold differences and others carry on a sort
of linguistic flexibility. The upcoming section will deal with the gendered binary oppositions
examined by many researchers in the language and gender studies field. I will list a few dichotomies
found in the speaker's rhetorical style. As far as this paper's topic is concerned, politicians use to
argue or to meet their clear objectives, rhetorical style and it has been found that it does differ from

one speaker to the other.
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11.8 Masculine and Feminine Rhetorical Styles in Political communication

Examining political interviews cannot be done without highlighting persuasive linguistic
styles. The most notable differences politicians tend to use in their political communication settings
could be inclusive vs. confrontational, fact-focused styles vs. emotional ones, decision- based
language vs. dialogue-based language, relation vs. independence, and other dichotomies that

highlight the linguistic differences that exist in different social interactional contexts.

Moral (1999) reflects upon the difference between masculine and feminine rhetoric and said
it's choice between the traditionally male' contest and conflict style and the historically female'
dialogue and consensus approach. As a result of cultural expectations, males tend to adopt the male
style, and women prefer to adopt the female style. She disproves the notion of a universal, timeless
female style, concluding from her examination of female speaker's styles that the female rhetoric
tradition is as replaceable as the male tradition has dramatically depended on chronological context.
However, in her conclusion, she concludes that, despite the transferability of both sexes' rhetoric,
some timeless characteristics distinguish male and female styles of rhetoric. She focuses on two
ways in which men's and women's rhetoric styles differ: the choice of speaker personal and the

degree of hostility and verbal attacks that is present in the classical form of rhetoric (Moral,1999).

According to Moral, the choice of persona, which refers to ‘the aspect of someone’s character
that is presented to or perceived by others, is strongly dependent on culture and the environment of
conventions? The personas are the rhetorical images that are exhibited to the audience. Historically,

women had to overcome discrimination to talk publicly, which drove them
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to adopt a persona that bolstered the speaker's ethos and credibility. While men frequently exhibita
persona that boosts their power, as mentioned above, women frequently exhibit personae that
emanate solidarity and caring, such as a mother or a teacher, as discussed by Moral (1999).
According to Mral a typically feminine form of rhetoric employs tangible, metaphoric, and
conversational aspects, whereas classical male rhetoric has been more competitive. The male usage

of rhetoric is described by Mral as concentrated on the procedure of argument winning.

Furthermore, she claims that the concept of competition is primarily masculine and
culturally manufactured. It is most likely why women are more likely to use feminine-styled
language and are less likely to antagonize. Gender in social contexts, power relations, and daily
interaction are additional aspects that prove what has been said by Mral. Men are typically raised
and expected to be included in competitions, whereas elements and expectations of nurture impact
women. Moral reflects on the notion of disparity in rhetoric in male and female speech by stating
that women are frequently educated at an early age to engage in dialogue, pay attention, and make
concessions. In contrast, young men are encouraged to strive for a place in society and to think

strategically.

Moral and others have distinguished between ‘male’ and ‘female' rhetorical styles. Several
language researchers will be consulted below to discuss four dimensions of the male/female style.
The first dimension is the balance between inclusion and confrontation, the second is the relation
and distance the speaker displays towards their audience, the third is the display of feeling and focus
on fact, and the fourth is the difference in priority regarding dialogue and decision. The four

categories are explained separately below.
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11.8.1 Inclusion vs. Confrontation

Inclusion is a feminine style dimension in which the speaker attempts to identify with the
audience as “the same.” In contrast, confrontation is a masculine style dimension in which the
speaker has a more restricting and confrontational connection with the audience and other groups.
Research on gender dichotomies in communication between men and women Tannen (1990) notes
that women tend to view relations symmetrically, considering themselves similar to others. Still,
males regard their relationships with other people hierarchically. This fundamental distinction

serves as the foundation for the tone of discourse.

Thelander (1986) surveyed politically engaged men and women in Sweden. Her findings
reveal that women were less likely than males to address people or other speakers negatively, i.e.,
women were less aggressive in their rhetorical approach. Hostile attacks are apparent if the speaker
mentions a person negatively or if a country, region, or institution is personified and given negative

attributes.

11.8.2 Relation vs. Distance

The relation is a feminine style component that is primarily the pursuit of informal
proximity, whereas distance is a formal aspect of the speaker from the audience. A relationship
requires seeking closeness in talks with the other person, which is the foundation for informality,a
characteristic feminine attribute. Distance, on the other hand, signifies the usual manner of men;a
distance is maintained with formality, and universal truths are offered to reach an autonomous

solution.
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We cannot talk about speech differences without recalling Tannen (1986), who establishes
that the disparities in the balance between the two dichotomies, distance, and relation, vary by
gender. Men have a greater need for space, which determines what they say and don’t say and how
they say it. The feminine relation category will be portrayed partly as personal arguments, which
use specific, individual, or life-like experiences to ground the speaker’s assertion, making it simple
to connect with and relate to. It was claimed by Mral that statements in a conversational context,

also seen as related, are a characteristic feminine feature in public contexts.

In the context of politics, the feminine style will be represented by colloquial expressions,
which will be described as either the use of personal pronouns such as “I,” “you,” or “we,” or when
the speaker expresses their viewpoint in the sense of “I believe” or “this concerns me.” Furthermore,
when the pronoun “we” issued to symbolize the speaker’s country, or when the speaker includes

the audience in a subject, it is not considered informal.

Formal language, on the other hand, is characterized by a lack of informalities, the use of
conjectures and markers such as therefore, consequently, and additionally, words with classical
roots that are uncommon in conversational speech, such as concede rather than admit, and a
preference for nouns over personal pronouns as mentioned above. Because the absence of informal
features is one sign of conversational language, the amount of formality rises as the level of
informality falls. The use of formal language by the speaker is an active rhetorical distancing of the

audience, hence evidence of male distance style.
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11.8.3 Feeling vs. Act

Tannen (1990) argued that the feminine style of rhetoric emphasized feeling over truth,
whereas the male kind of discourse emphasizes fact transmission, frequently in a single direction.
The linguistic emphasis on fact and evocative language is a notably masculine rhetorical and
communicative trait, as opposed to the pre-defined lofty feature of feeling. The presence of feelings
and emotions of caring is often seen as female attributes, as argued by Tannen (1990), Mral (2011)
and other researchers in the field. Women tend to be guided by their feelings and not by imposing
facts which also contribute to choosing topics or dragging the discussion towards a specific

direction that suits their “femininity.”

11.8.4 Dialogue vs. decision

The dialogue dimension, is said to be a feminine feature, is defined by inviting to
conversation, typically through the use of inclusive choice of words, in order to evaluate the
different answers to a problem rather than offering the right option or the supposedly perfect
solution. In contrast, decision dimension, which is a typical masculine feature, achieving a solution
is more important and is often achieved through decisive enlightening of the audience as Mral
(2011) claims. According to Tannen (1990), there is a difference in what a dialogue should lead to
between genders. While a conclusion or a solution is the most important thing for a general guy, a
general woman prefers to focus on the talk itself as a way to establish closeness and fully grasp the

situation before arriving to a certain solution for a specific issue.
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The male trait is frequently visible through the use of a specific language. In terms of
rhetoric, the two conflicting features mentioned above result in difference in which women appear
to aim for consensus by thoroughly arguing the subject and offering pros and cons related to the
arguments to obtain the best solution. Men, on the other hand, have a tendency to infer competence
and enlighten the audience of the ‘Truth’ by one-sided arguments, as to which action is the correct
ge as it was argued by Tannen (1990). In addition to all the dimensions or the linguistic
characteristics that were listed above researchers have identified a number of characteristics of
feminine style as opposed to masculine style in the political arena. Through their study of public
discourse, Campbell, and Blankenship Campbell (1988) and Blankenship (1998) agreed on a
number of characteristics that 1 will be using juxtaposed with the six dichotomies of Tannen to

reflect upon the findings of the study. These characteristics are:

Category Female Male
Tone Personal=> natural, olive, Impersonal=>Informative,
helpful, nurturing, instructional, argumentative, logical

compassionate, and sincere. | and formulaic arguments which are

. . rooted in facts, statistics and laws.
It expresses emotions,gratitude

and love.

Discussions of morals,beliefs

and ideals.
Reference Inclusive=>Audience Exclusive=>speakers affirm their
considered as peers own expertise and competences,
they lead and enact policies.
Anecdotes Personal=>use of dramatic Impersonal=>based on instances
and evocative anecdotes, the speaker has not experienced

generally experienced by the | because they occurred in the past or
speaker and described in
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Detail are mere sketches of the future

Experiences Similar=>discussions of Dissimilar=>highlight the speakeras
similar experiences with the | different and supreme, shares
audience to foster shared exclusive/ privileged experiences
identity

Structure Inductive=>provides Deductive=>provides general
examples before general principles before examples.
principle.

e.g. the speaker says that s/he is the
e.g. the speaker lets the better candidate.

audience conclude that s/sheis
the better candidate.

Empowerment Audience Self-empowerment=>stresses the
empowerment=>empower actions of the speaker

the audience to act and push
them to participate in
government and society
building.

(Tennen, 1990)

Other scholars typically refer to the dichotomous characteristics of gender-specific
interactional styles derived from the dominance and difference approaches. For example, Holmes
@003) provides the following taxonomy of what they refer to as the most commonly reported

characteristics of male and female interactional styles:

Feminine vs. Masculine
indirect vs. direct

conciliatory vs. confrontational
facilitative vs. competitive

collaborative vs. autonomous
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minor contribution (in public) vs. dominates (public)

talking timesupportive feedback vs. aggressive interruptions

person/process oriented vs. task/outcome-orientedaffectively oriented vs. referentially oriented
These characteristics were introduced within the framework of the following question: Do both
females and males use those gender-specific linguistic variations in political discourse separately?
It is one of the questions that will be dealt with in the analysis and discussion section. Several
research papers confirmed those dichotomies and specified the number of linguistic features said to
be used by either women or men while interacting in interviews.

11.9 Linguistic features in political discourse

Hirschman (1994) examined samples from a 60-minute conversation between two females
and two male students to identify gender variations in conversational interactions. It was discovered
that women in his piece used first person reference pronouns I, we, and you (12.6 percent) more
than males (3.6 percent), but men used third person pronouns (they, they, someone, person) more
(7.12 percent) than women (4.6 percent).

(Jang, 2007) examined the language disparities between men and women by analyzing talks of
female and male participants in the show Apprentice, where participants are divided into groups
depending on their gender and presided over by a different project manager each week. According
to the findings of this inquiry, when the male leader, Jason, wished to transfer work to his
subordinates, he utilized strong words (e.g., | believe Nick and Bill need to perform). Sung believes
that by using the first person pronoun 'lI' and addressing his subordinates with the word 'you," he

openly stated his role and emphasized his standing. On the other hand,
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Sung argues that Katrin, the female leader, utilized the pronoun "we" to emphasize the significance
of teamwork and build stronger ties with team members rather than playing the authoritarian role.
Cholifah (2013) examined the utterances of female and male performers in the TV show Friends
to investigate the use of specific linguistic gender indicators. The use of empty adjectiveswas one
of the characteristics studied. The findings supported Lakoff (1973) argument that womenuse more
empty adjectives than men, as the number of meaningless adjectives (wonderful,beautiful,
lovely, sweet) found in women's utterances was more than the number found in men'sutterances
in both mixed-sex and same-sex talks. Unfortunately, there was no statistical data

supplied in this study.

Afghari (2014) investigated the use of empty adjectives by both sexes by counting the
occurrences of these adjectives in transcribed conversations about different English film scenarios:
(1) My Beautiful Launderette, (2) Taxi Driver, (3) Blood Simple, (4) China Town, (5) Enough, and

(6) American Beauty. These discussions were held at Islamic Azad University with 60 male and 60
female speakers. The study found a significant difference in the use of empty adjectives betweenmen
and women. There are 235 occurrences of these adjectives in women's speech, but only 92 inmen's
speech. Afghari (2014) studied the link between language and gender using several tweets made on
Twitter to specify the linguistic distinctions between men and women in social media. The
researchers sampled a corpus of 9,212,118 tweets from 14,464 Twitter users. It was discoveredthat
women used more family terms (e.g., mom, mommy, sister, daughter, aunt, auntie, grandma, Kids,
child, dad, husband, hubs, etc.) and emotion-related terms (e.g., sad, love, glad, etc.) than men(e.g.,
wife, wife's, bro, bruh, bros, and brotha, etc.). In contrast, the latter used more technology andsports

terms.
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Chouchane (2016) conducted a series of studies in 2016 to investigate gender variations in
the use of intensifiers. A twenty-minute informal mixed-sex conversation was studied between three
male and three female fluent English speakers. Several subjects were discussed in the chats to
ensure that all responders participated. The results revealed 38 intensifiers in the dialogue, with25
discovered in women's speech. Furthermore, the findings support Farooqui (2016) finding thatmen
use the intensifier "really” more frequently than women, who use "so™ and "very" more regularly.
Let's have a look at each linguistic feature and its specificities.

11.9.1. Lexical Hedges and Fillers

Lexical hedges and fillers can take the shape of vocalized pauses such as "ah,” "yeah,” "er,"
"uh,"” and so on. Other essentially useless words or phrases that fill a void are also included.

According to Lakoff (1979), women's speech is distinguished by the use of hedges and fillers suchas

"well,” "you know," "sort of," "kind of," and "you see." Hedges also include qualifiers such as "I

believe,” "I guess,” "maybe," and "maybe,” among others. She argues that these hedges and fillers
weaken the woman's statement and represent her nervousness, lack of confidence, and senseof social
unease. According to Holmes (2001), the use of these "non-essential” hedging devices "weakens
the power of a claim,” even though they can fulfill other tasks such as capturing the addressee's
attention or allowing the interlocutor to contribute.

When analyzing a particular conversation, the lexical fillers "well,” "like," and "I mean" are
easily distinguished. Others, on the other hand, are open to diverse interpretations. The vocal fillers

"hm," "eh," and "yep" serve distinct purposes. They usually indicate a "yes" answer, demonstrate

the listener's agreement, and follow the speaker when they appear at the start of a
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speech turn or individually in minimum responses. They are usually regarded as fillers when they
appear in the middle of a speech.

According to Fishman (1978), use the of more hedges by women than men do not necessarily
indicate a lack of confidence or insecurity but rather a conversational strategy to draw her listener's
attention and engage them more in the conversation when her partner becomes careless or loses
concentration. According to Maltz (1982), women use these fillers to suggest that they are listening,
whereas males use them to signify agreement. This backs up what Tannen (1990) has explained,
that women are rapport-builders and that when they talk, they "preserve the intimacy and avoid
solitude.”

Holmes (2003) distinguishes between several types of hedges and categorizes them, citing
the example of "you know," which can communicate "assurance” or "uncertainty,” as she puts it.
The overall findings of her study show that, while female speakers used the hedge expression "you
know" more frequently than male speakers, there was only a minor difference in frequency of use.
Men used the term "you know" more regularly than women when expressing uncertainty. In
contrast, women used it more frequently when expressing confidence, as argued by Coates (1993).
We shall see whether these views apply to Moroccan politicians' use of hedges and fillers in their
political interviews.

11.9.2. Tag questions

Lakoff (1975) argues that women have been shown to use tag questions more frequently than
men. Tag-questions are sentences in which a speaker makes a declarative statement and then adds
a “tag” in the form of a question concerning that given statement, as in “Jane arrived home, didn’t

she?” as stated by Bonvillain (2007).
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Lakoff argued that women employ more tag questions than males as a signal of their
unwillingness to make direct assertions and avoid disagreement with the addressee, as claimed by
Bonvillain (2007), regardless of the absence of other claims to support this argument. Other
language researchers indicate no apparent gender difference in using tag questions. Furthermore,
Holmes (1984) classified tag questions and noted that “men” more often use tags for “speaker-
oriented” goals, such as obtaining or confirming information about themselves. In contrast, women
more often use tags for “addressee-oriented” purposes” mainly as strategies to engage addresses in
talk. However, Bonvillain’s (2007) stated that men and women use the same number of tags, women
utilize more tags. Other researchers claim that the use of tag questions varies depending on whether
the speaker is “powerless” or “powerful.” While they do not discussgender differences, the results
of their study show that powerful men are more likely than powerfulwomen to use modal tags.
Powerful women are more likely than powerful men to use effective tags. Furthermore, some study
on the use of tag questions indicates that people perceive women touse them more than males, and

this point will also be proven during the data analysis and discussionsection.

11.9.3 Negative concord

Eckert P (1989) claims that women’s usage of negative concord (e.g., | didn’t do anything vs.I
didn’t do anything) is more standard or conservative than men’s. She also claims that
conservativeness in the language is not seen as a phenomenon because phonological factors and

grammatical variables can be utilized more frequently by either men or women. She also claims
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that women use standard language to a greater extent than males in many cultures might be
attributed to how women are excluded from the workplace or other platforms that suit being

submissive to men.

11.9.4 Intensifiers

Intensifiers are defined as “a linguistic term that makes no contribution to the propositional
meaning of a clause but serves to enhance and give additional emotional context to the word it
modifies,” as stated on the Wikipedia website. Intensifiers increase the effect of a verb by using an
adverb that strengthens the emotional content of the world. Intensifiers are used to delicately
suggest to the audience how they should feel. Adverbs could also be used to reduce the dynamic

range of a verb, for example, “that is very interesting” or “that is extremely interesting.”

Intensifiers are words like significantly, instead, totally, that alter adjectives, adverbs, and
verbs by increasing or decreasing their intensity”, as stated in the Thornburg dictionary. According
to Jespersen (1922) and Lakoff (1975), women employ intensifiers such as “so,” “very,” and
“extremely” more than males to exaggerate and superficially strengthen their statements. According
to the Dominance theory that was explained in the previous sections, this is due to the unfavorable
perception of subordinating and decreasing women’s social status. As a result, she uses boosting

devices to assist and empower her speech with intensifiers.

Thirty-eight intensifiers were examined in various conversational social contexts. Most of
them are used by female participants, proving the assertion that intensifiers occur more frequently

in women’s speech than in men’s. Females use “so” and “very” more frequently than other
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intensifiers. In contrast, men use “relay” more regularly than “so” or “very,” as has been proven

by several researchers who confirmed the same conclusion.

11.9.5 Empty Adjectives

Among several vocabulary options that characterize women’s conversational behavior are
“empty adjectives” like charming, cute, and divine. Lakoff (1975) relates the women’s use of such
adjectives to her tendency for exaggeration and superficiality, adding other adjectives such as
“lovely” and “wonderful.” According to Lakoff, adjectives express “the speaker’s approval or
admiration of something” in addition to their literal meaning. These adjectives not only reveal an
empty definition but their figurative use can also be interpreted as women’s proclivity to exaggerate

utterances and significance (Lakoff, 1975).

11.9.6 Directives

Goodwin (1980) claims that directives are speech acts that try to get another to do something.
Directives can come either in the form of commands or mitigated directives. Since, in this study, |
am focusing on the presence of female-specific aspects, | will be looking for the use of mitigated
directives. Mitigated directives solicit action more politely; by taking the form of requests and
proposals for future behavior. They hedge the force of commands. Some mitigated directives, like
“I ask you to stop,” incorporate the language of questions and allow the audience to reject them,
thereby establishing a more balanced relationship between the speaker and audience. Utilizing
inclusive pronouns to acknowledge the speaker and audience as cooperating agents of action,
motivated by causes that will benefit them (Goodwin, 1980). Sensitive and collaborative studies
have affirmed that this subtype is used more by women and is more characteristic of feminine

language.
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11.9.7 Personal Pronouns / Inclusive Pronouns (I, we, us, our)

Several studies of the relationship between gender and pronoun usage were developed in the
last twentieth century. Women used pronouns more frequently than men in corpus linguistics as
claimed by Biber (1998), machine learning approaches to recognizing authorship, dating
commercials, and argumentative essays authored by university students. More recent research has
revealed shifts in pronoun usage. Anderson investigated personal pronouns in editor’s letters in
2012. The investigation revealed that male editors used pronouns more than female editors, lending
particular thought to the idea that men are more engaged with their readers. Furthermore, Yu (2013)
observed the most significant gender difference as congresswomen using fewer pronouns than
members of Congress, attributing it to an elevated platform.

Several studies have examined the personal pronoun “I” from a gender standpoint.
Brownlow (2003) discovered that women used the pronoun “I” more than men in unscripted TV
interviews, indicating that they were more self-focused. That’s a push for them to represent
themselves as independent solid women in a male-dominated field. For the use of the pronoun “we.”
They are personal pronouns, such as us and we, which refer to the audience and speaker as one
entity. Scholars have found that feminine language incorporates more inclusive pronouns than
masculine language because they help express a relationship with listeners by inviting their
participation in thought or collaboration in action. The study of the first-person plural pronoun has
piqued the interest of experts who work on political speech analysis. The researchers discovered

that politicians of both genders used the word “we” to identify with the party they represented.
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Holmes (1993) expanded on the research by discovering that women used inclusive pronouns (we,
us, our) more than men to engage addressees in dialogue. In contrast to prior findings showing
women use the pronoun “we” at a higher rate than their male counterparts. On the other side of the

discussion, men and women use the first personal pronoun “I”” on an equal scale.

11.10 Differences in the Ways of Interaction/ Linguistic Features of conversational style

11.10.1 Use of Overlaps

Overlap is defined as simultaneous discussion by two or more conversational participants,
regardless of whether it is perceived as an interruption by the participants. Analysts believe that
overlap is caused by reasons such as the following: The desire to begin one turn before another to

capitalize on an opportunity.

According to Tannen (1983), overlaps are used to demonstrate cooperation or request proof.
Similarly, other language researchers like James and Clarke say that overlaps are used to support
speakers on collaborative floors and to ask for additional clarification and explanation. They are
sometimes employed unintentionally due to pacing and halting specific activities. According to
Coates (1997), the usage of overlaps is a critical element of women’s language. They are sometimes
used when a speaker wishes to comment on another speaker’s proposition. They are alsoutilized

when speaker B has picked up on speaker A’s speech. Finally, they may serve as hedges.

In contrast Coates (1997) claims that males employed overlapped more than females in her
study to show opposition to other speakers’ propositions rather than support them. Still, women in
both arguments tended to wait for their chance to show their disagreement. Some of these overlaps
were also used to ask speakers with opposite viewpoints questions to find a failing aspect in the

discussed topic.
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In his study of conversation between couples Fishman (1983) discovered that women exert
more effort to gain the listener’s attention and respond to their talk, and to show they are interested
and listening, they tend to put their minimal responses like yeah”, “em,” ok,” “that’s right” within
the speaker’s turn as a strategy of encouraging and maintaining a conversation. Our system came
up several times during this conversation. Briefly, women are said to use overlaps more than males.
Her bias is her proclivity to maintain a conversation while being intimate, collaborative, and a

rapport builder.

11.10.2 Interruptions

According to West (1987), disruptive interrupts are an essential aspect of men’s competitive
language and are used to maintain status and authority. Women are less likely than men to interrupt
other speakers in mixed-sex and same-sex conversations, preferring to listen attentively to others
and wait until they are given the floor to interact or speak their minds. Severalstudies’ findings
suggest that men interrupt each other more than they interrupt females, indicatingthat men have a
competitive linguistic style. Male speakers violated each other’s speaking turns tochallenge and

persuade the opposite side. Others with their own, thereby preserving their status.

It was noted that interruption happens when an interlocutor breaches a speaker’s turn, preventing the
speaker from finishing their speech. It occurs when a co-participant interrupts the present speaker’s
speech. They discovered that men frequently interrupt women more than womeninterrupt men.
Linguists analyze interruptions from a variety of perspectives. West and Zimmerman regard the
use of disruption in gender communication as a technique of dominating and controlling engagement,
but this was accounted for differently by Tannen (1993), who sees them as a part of sustaining
dialogue and supporting speakers. According to research, women in discussion tend to be cooperative

and want to continue the conversation and create rapport.
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In contrast, men tend to be competitive, dominate the conversation, and showcase their
superiority. Distinguishing between men and women in the context of a mixed-sex discussion,
women are said to be more interrupted by males. In contrast, men do not allow themselves to be
interrupted. They frequently succeed in either usurping the conversation turn from women or
keeping their turns when interrupted, as was claimed by Holmes (2001). This discrepancy is dueto

women’s social standing being subservient to men throughout their early infancy socialization.

According to a study conducted by Chouchane (2016), within a social context, the talk is
interrupted 31 times, 16 times by men, and 15 times by women. Interestingly, 14 of the 16
interruptions by males were directed against women, while women interrupted men just nine times.
The claim that men do not accept interruption is demonstrated when one of the interlocutors tries
to interrupt the other person, but he “rebuts” and refuses to give up the floor, insisting or continuing
his discourse. As a result, the speaker switch fails, and Cathy’s interruption attempt was
“unsuccessful.” It gives credibility to the concept that boys are groomed to dominate conversation
early, whereas girls are educated to expect to be interrupted and lose the conversation without
protest. As a result, despite all efforts by women to continue the dialogue and create equal
opportunities for interaction, men frequently end up dominating the conversation, as Romaine
(2000) claimed. We shall see in the data analysis section whether thesefindings and claims apply to

the language used by the selected Moroccan politicians.

11.10.3 Minimal Responses

Minimal replies are conversational characteristics that fulfill specific helpful feedback.
These forms, such as /m/, /hm/, or /yeah/, might be used as a turn-take or as a show of support to
keep the discourse going. Minimal Responses or, as other language researchers name them,

“speaking turns and backchannel items.” Sociolinguists use several terms to define forms such as
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/m/, /hm/, or /yeah/ that can function as a turn-take or as an indicator of support to keep the

conversation going. In various papers linked to language and gender research, the terms
“backchannels, continuer, ago-on, feedback signal or Minimal Responses. In this paper, it’s the last
term that fits in the analytic frame as the focus will be on the use of linguistic features to account
for the relationship between participants in the conversational contexts instead of the content of the
conversation at the level of pragmatic content analysis.

Women’s interactional speech tends to get more minimal responses because they are
inherently supportive and helpful. Women use minimal answers and other elements mentioned
above, such as tag questions and hedges, more frequently than men, and their timing follows the
other speaker’s speech flow, as noted by Coates. The feminine sense of understanding serves as a
foundation for providing supporting signals. As a result, women can be described as good listeners.
To pay close attention to any contact implies having a clear order in both the content of the
conversation and the messages that others wish to convey.

Tannen (1990) offers a variety of daily life events involving men and women and
demonstrates that males fail to comprehend women on a psychological level, not just owing to
differences in view and opinions but also due to an inability to listen, receive the message, and
respond appropriately. As a result, men frequently do not contribute to keeping the conversation
going, and their degree of support is minimal. In my paper, | will try to focus on the inclinations
that women and men have and, more significantly, whether men’s inability to cooperate and
produce a kind of supportive speech successfully at the right time is related to their desire to

dominate. The latter will be proven in the data analysis part.
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11.10.4 Avoidance of strong swear words

This part mainly deals with how much men and women use strong swear words. According
to McConnel-Ginet (2003), "swearing is considered a strong language that shows profanity that is
unsuitable for women and children.” In other words, it's ethical for children and women to avoid
uttering or using any form of impolite words. Lakoff specified that swear strong words are limited
to men due to their powerful communicative features. Some examples that researchers in the field
mentioned are "oh, dear, fudge, and my goodness™ to express women's intensive feelings while men
express their feeling and speak out their mouths by singing "shit" and "fuck” words in their
interactions. Lakoff (1975) claims that Swear words are a truism to state that the stronger expletives

are reserved for men and the weaker ones for women."

While interacting in a male-dominated field context like politics, speakers must tend to
defend themselves against other political parties and prove their ideological agenda. We shall
establish in the discussion section whether women tend to use weaker forms of swear words in

contrast with men or the opposite.

11.10.5 Hypercorrect grammar

The research on language and gender has consistently found that women use standard forms
of language more than men. In other words, women’s speech resembles traditional phonological,
lexical, and grammatical patterns more closely than men’s. Several reasonable causes for such
disparities have been proposed. Using hypercorrect grammar is said to characterizewomen’s speech
more based on their desire to sound correct with their interlocutor. Firstly, womenare socialized to
speak in a more prestigious manner. As a result, they are more sensitive to the stigmatized nature

of these tendencies. Second, women want to achieve progress in their careers.

Furthermore, there is a biological basis for women’s superior linguistic abilities. Another

significant issue is that women have less social authority than males, as stated by Lakoff on various
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occasions. Thus language is one of the few ways women can become superior to men, as claimed

by Labov (1991). Considerable research has been done to investigate the differences between males
and females using non-standard forms, mainly grammatical variety. The use of “ain’t’ is oneof the
most common non-standard forms in most American and British English. Ain’t is extensivelyused
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because it can operate as the present tense negative form for “am not, are not,” “have
not” and “has not.” For example, “He ain’t going to Paris” and “I ain’t been living here since1999”
both uses ain’t. The use of a hyper-correct grammar form is due to the desire to prove to becorrect

and convincing.

Hypercorrect grammar is linked to politeness in the way the two speakers interact. Lakoff
claims that women are supposed to talk politely. She argues, "Women are viewed as preservers of
literacy and culture.” In other words, women consistently use the standard verb forms. White (2003)
mentions, "Women are more likely to use linguistic forms thought to be ‘better’ or more ‘correct’

than those used by men.

To sumup, women are said to use more hypercorrect grammar because they are more status-
conscious than men. So, they try to position themselves within a perfect linguistic or communicative
frame. In addition to that, using hypercorrect grammar forms shows politeness andmakes women
more feminine and culturally respectful. This part mainly deals with how much menand women use
strong swear words. According to McConnel-Ginet (2003), "swearing is considered a strong
language that shows profanity that is unsuitable for women and children."” In other words, it's ethical
for children and women to avoid uttering or using any form of impolite words. Lakoff specified
that swear strong words are limited to men due to their powerful communicative features. Some
examples that researchers in the field mentioned are "oh, dear, fudge, and my goodness" to express
women's intensive feelings while men express their feeling and speak out their mouths by singing
"shit" and "fuck” words in their interactions. Lakoff (1975)claims that Swear words are a truism to

state that the stronger expletives are reserved for men andthe weaker ones for women." While
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interacting in a male-dominated field context like politics, speakers must tend to defend themselves

against other political parties and prove their ideologicalagenda. We shall establish in the discussion
section whether women tend to use weaker forms of swear words in contrast with men or the

opposite.

11.10.6 Rising intonation

Another feature Lakoff examined and characterized female speech is the use of rising
intonation in declarative statements. According to Lakoff (1975), this rising intonation is used only
by women and is considered a sign of uncertainty. More crucially, it portrays female discourse as
powerless or weak. Little research was conducted to demonstrate gender variations in specific
intonation patterns, but none provided conclusive data to support this argument. O'Barr (1980)
examines courtroom language and found that the use of rising intonation in declarative settings
seem to represent the speaker's social status: helpless or powerful rather than gender. The former
idea doesn't go hand in hand with what Lakoff thinks. She stated, "Rising intonation on declarative
is used when the speaker seeking confirmation and at the same time the speaker may be the only one
who has the requisite information” (Lakoff, 1975). For Lakoff, womentend to use a higher intonation
to answer general questions, and the higher their intonation is, the more emotional and affectionate
they are. She also accounts for the usage of a rising intonation onthe declarative statement when
women are hesitant and need confirmation from others. Besides, using rising intonation in a
declarative statement emphasizes the critical thing. It explains that women raise the tone of their

voice at the end of the information.



11.11 Theoretical Framework ”

This section reflects on the theories used to analyze and answer the research questions. This
research examined linguistic features used by female and male politicians according to the three
interrelated models deficit, difference, and dominance. The first model was introduced by Lakoff
(1975) who claimed that women’s language is considered as powerless and weak, which makes it
easy to be distinguished from men’s language in a variety of ways, Lakoff introduced the following

linguistic features that I will use in my quantitative content analysis:

Hedges e.g. "sort of", "I think", "kind of", etc.

Super-Polite Forms e.g. "Would you mind...?", etc.

Tag Questions e.g "You like it, don't you?"

Intonational Emphasis: This could mean speaking in italics to emphasize certain words,such as
"very" or "s0", and so on. Empty Adjectives: Using adjectives to over-describe something, making
more emotionalevaluations rather than intellectual ones. E.g. "divine™, "adorable", etc.
Hyper-Correct Grammar: They use correct grammar with very clear articulation.

Direct Quotation: Because men paraphrase more.

Minimal Responses e.g. mmm, yeah, etc.

Use Intonation for Questions in declaratives.

Apologise more e.g. "I'msorry, but I think that..."

Use a Special Lexicon i.e. women know words for the different types of colours, mensport.
Use euphemisms more than men

Use diminutives more than men: shortened version of words e.g. 'Nick' instead of'Nicolas', etc.
Use "Wh-Imperatives" e.g. "Why don't

you open a window?"

Use more modal constructions
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Use indirect commands and requests i.e. Off-record Indirect e.g. "Isn't it cold in here",wanting

the heater to be turned on, for example.
Avoid slang and expletives
Have a lack of a sense of humour: this means that women don't tell jokes well orunderstand

the punch line of them either.

So by adopting Lakoff's model, I can verify whether female politicians use the ten most studied
features that Lakoff specified. The second model is the different model introduced by Tannen (1993),
who suggested that discursive gendered socialization refers to the process of learning how to be a
guy or a girl, which begins when we arechildren. She compared and contrasted men's and women's

speech styles in six dichotomies:

Status v. support

Advice v. Understanding

Information v. feelingsOrders v. proposals

Conflict v. compromise Independence v. intimacy

These six dichotomies will be used as the guidelines for the second part of my paper analysis
to account for whether or not the two selected politicians use language differently. These six

dichotomies will be an umbrella to interpret Lakoff’s linguistic features in detail.

The third and last model that | adopted is the dominance model. The latter was introduced
by Fishman (2019). According to this model, women have a lower social status in a society thatis
highly dominated powerfully and discursively by men. The use of language by men and women
reflects certain social conditions: men linguistically overrate women, whereas women are

linguistically deficient, powerless, and weak. This model will be an added value to my paper
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because it will empirically answer the core questions of whether this concept of powerful vs.

powerless language is valid in the discursive political setting this paper is tackling.

As explained above, ten linguistic features and six linguistic behaviors were introduced by
Lakoff, Tannen, and Fishman, including lexical hedges or fillers, tag questions, empty adjectives,
intensifiers, inclusive pronouns, Strong swear words, rising intonation, overlaps, directives,
hypercorrect grammar, minimal responses, super polite forms, interruptions, emphatic stress, and
overlap. Those linguistic features are used to analyze the language used by two politicians, Nabila
Mounib and Nabil BenAbdellah, in four mostly viewed political interviews. Then the research
procedure moved to categorize those linguistic features and practices and explain them based on

their founders’ visions and previous studies.

As explained earlier, this paper does not only use the three Ds theories: the deficit, the
difference, and the dominance theories, but also uses the above-mentioned supporting theories,
including the diversity and performativity models either confirm or deny the research hypothesis.
Through the analysis section, the emphasis is on gender ideas within the discipline of

sociolinguistics, beginning with Lakoff’s deficit model.

To sum up, combining the three interrelated models of gender communication will pave the
way to better understanding the discursive stereotypes in workplace contexts that have been an issue

lately.
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Chapter Two: Methodology, focus and Procedures

Introduction

The present study explored gender differences using linguistic features in the Moroccan
political discourse. To acknowledge the importance of language when investigating gender
differences in communication, mixed method research is conducted to discover the existence of
gender differences or similarities in language use. This chapter contains the research methodology
adopted by the researcher to conduct the investigation. Moreover, a detailed discussion of the
research objective, the questions, assumptions, and the significance of the study are reviewed. The

chapter also covers the instruments, participants, and process of analysis.
I11.1 Methodology
111.1.1The rational

This study is being carried out for a variety of reasons. There has been research on gender
variations in the language in many non-Arab countries. These investigations are classified as either
quantitative or qualitative. Quantitative research papers provide statistical proof that men and
women differ in linguistic choices; nevertheless, they frequently lack the qualitative component
analysis, i.e., they rarely explain the motivation critically for gender differences in language as in
(Newman, 2008) (Yu, 2013) etc. This dissertation will be divided into two parts: a quantitative
section that will provide empirical evidence of gender differences or disparities in the language
practices of Moroccan politicians and a qualitative section that will elaborate on the underlying
causes of the differences. It should be mentioned here that gender differences in language use are

not a new topic in sociolinguistic research. Still, we anticipate combining the
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three interrelated models, deficit, dominance, and difference, with mixed method research that will
be in charge of shedding some fresh light on the subject. Last but not least, this study will contribute
to prior and continuing sociolinguistic research by offering an examination of the gender-based use
of linguistic practices. The examination spans from parts of speech to hedges, intensifiers, empty
adjectives, tag questions, directives, strong swear words, overlaps, hypercorrect grammar, rising

intonation, and emphatic stress.

111.1.2. Research design

111.1.2.1 The field of Research

Examining similarities and differences between men and women has always attracted
language researchers’ interests, so I decided to investigate whether the communicative gender
differences exist in male and female political unscripted interviews. My objective is to specify
which linguistic categories men and women in a male-dominated field use similarly or differently,
proving the similarities or differences are driven by an empirical analysis of different linguistic

features and linguistic dimensions that | have already discussed.

111.1.2.2 The Background of the Study

A review of the field being examined, current facts around the topic, and its interrelated
subfields, in this case, | mean language, gender, and politics. This part briefly introduced the history
and background facts on the various academic studies examining the language used by men and

women in different fields, mainly male-dominated fields like politics.
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111.1.2.3 Objectives, research questions and assumptions

Basing this paper on the notion that men’s and women’s language practices differ, a working
hypothesis asserts that linguistic choices and practices are influenced by working arenas and how
the related discourses can be established. The following particular objectives were selected to test
the working hypothesis for this paper:

1- To investigate whether the linguistic practices of men and women in political
discoursediffer.

2- To determine which gender uses a specific linguistic feature more than the other.
3- To interpret the results by providing underlying reasons for both the linguistic and
theparalinguistic features usage difference.
4- Investigating the gender linguistic features crossing between males and females.5-
Finding the causes of gender linguistic crossing between males and females.
Following the establishment of the precise objectives of the research, the following key research
questions were developed:

1- Do these linguistic practices differ from one gendered context?
2- As a consequence of male and female politicians expected gender identification or
aimsin the political context, are there any unfitting linguistic traits used by men and women?

3- What are the possible causes of the intersection of language with gender?
4- Do female candidates in the political context adapt their speech to fit the norms of
thepolitical sphere?
5- Do women speak differently even in the highly normative and masculinized field, as

the case in politics??
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The hypothesis set to be tested and confirmed during the analysis and discussion section is the
following.

Hypothesis 1: Given that women are taking a more assertive position in society than they
traditionally used to take, it is expected to find more assertive uses of language in how theyposition
themselves and interact with their male counterparts.

Hypothesis 2: Females’ language is getting closer to the predefined- male language Hypothesis
3: The integration of women in the political field has led to changes inlinguistic features
concerning traditional patterns. Political interviews on different visual and online platforms are
thought to reflect such changes across genders.

Hypothesis 4: The female politicians’ linguistic choices are assimilated into behaviors
acceptable to the political climate monopolized by the styles of male politicians.

111.1.2.4 Relavant theories

The thesis began with a critical summary of the theoretical foundation on gender-based
language use, which led to identifying particular unresolved problems and issues connected tothe
primary research aim. I carefully considered earlier studies’ suggestions for additional research and
their limits during the research design stage. | identified specific research gaps inthe field of

language and gender that this research paper tends to fill.

111.1.2.5 Gender linguistic features

The primary linguistic and paralinguistic features were identified and explained. 1 shed light
on the previous studies that tackled them separately or combinatory manner. The linguistic features

and conversational practices that will be examined are:

Tag questions



Inclusive pronouns

Empty adjectives

Hedges

Intensifiers

Directives

The use of strong swear words
Overlaps

Interruptions

Super polite forms

These features will be analyzed and accounted for on the light of linguistic dimensions

specified by Tannen:

Status vs. Support
Independence vs. Intimacy
Advice vs. Understanding
Information vs. Feelings
Ordersvs. Proposals

Conflicts vs. Compromise

Or astheyare introduced in other works:

Women Men

Women talk too much Men get more air timePrivate/small Public

95
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Build relations Negotiate status/avoid failureEnglish language spoken
English language written Overlap (see definition below)
One at a time

Symmetry Asymmetry

Other aspects will be added through the discussion and the analysis of the findings.

111.2.6 Descriptive content analysis / Academic and relevant specifications

This study analyzes the use of language by two Moroccan male and female politicians in
political interviews on televised or generally online visual panels. This research used both
qualitative and quantitative to compare and analyze the linguistic features introduced in the three
gender communication models; the difference, the deficit, and the dominance. Both content analysis
(CA) and discourse analysis (DA) was used to account for the differences in the use of gendered
political communication aspects. First, the descriptive content analysis method will account for the
frequency of linguistic features in each gender’s interaction; second, a discourse analysis approach
will be conducted to analyze and provide reasons for discursive and communicative similarities and
differences. A quantitative analysis, also known as content analysis, allows the detection of precise
words, subjects, or concepts in qualitative data. It can measure and analyze the presence, meanings,
and correlations of specific terms, themes, or ideas. In brief, it is said to be a flexible research
method that has been widely used both qualitatively andquantitatively. It employs various analytical

techniques to generate findings and put them into context.

Combining content analysis and discourse analysis as my research tool originated in the 50s

when most studies were linked to mass media. Initially, academics prioritized making
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inferences based on quantified analysis of recurring, easily identifiable text content elements based
on a fundamental communications paradigm of sender/ message/ receiver. Throughout the process,
they have customized content analysis to meet the specific needs of their research questions and
methods, and they have produced a set of techniques and methodologies for analyzing text that is
grouped under the umbrella terms of textual analysis as cited by Titscher (2000). Aside from content
analysis, alternatives were agreed to include conversational analysis, discourse analysis,
ethnographic analysis, functional pragmatics, rhetorical analysis, and narrative semiotics. Although
these techniques share a dependence on communicative content as the raw material for research,

they differ in the kind of topics they address and the methodologies they employ.

According to Ary (2010), the purpose of qualitative research is to depict the complex pattern
of what is being investigated in depth and detail. Furthermore, qualitative research enables
academics to understand human thought, behavior, and motivation better. For this reason, the
researcher applied qualitative research to present the reasons and functions of using similar/

different language features.

Quantitative research focuses on the quantity of the data analysis. Quantitative research uses
objective measurement to gather numeric data to answer questions. In this part of the research, the
researcher applied quantitative research to present the occurrence and the frequency of predefined
linguistic features and behaviors specified by the three gender models used by the two selected
Moroccan politicians, Nabil BenAbdellah and Nabila Mounib, in their political interviews during

two different televised panels.
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| intend to use discourse analysis to account for the data gathered in this research. Discourse
analysis is a term that refers to the study of how language is used in texts and contexts. | am going
to project my point of view that is based on methodological and conceptual frameworks that were
discussed in the previous theoretical sections. Lakoff’s linguistic features and Tannen’s gender
communicative dimensions will be examined at the level of their constructive social contexts.
Hence discourse analysis explores the different functions of language in social interaction. The
discourse data would be spoken or written. The analysis might be based on various sources
containing discourse, including written documents, speeches, media reports, interviews, and
conversations. | conducted discourse analysis to examine female vs. male predefined linguistic
features used by two Moroccan politicians, Nabila Mounib and Nabil BenAbdellah, in political
interviews recorded on different media platforms. The utterances used are collected to prove or

disapprove of the research assumptions.

111.3 Academic reflections of CA and DA

111.3.1 Content Analysis

Content Analysis, as mentioned earlier, refers to an analysis method of proving the existence
of specific words, themes, or concepts in one particular conversational or textual context. Using
CA, researchers can quantify and analyze the presence, meanings, and correlations of words,
themes, and concepts. Researchers can, for example, examine the frequency or the occurrence of
specific linguistic items that will be coded in the following sections in my thesis's context. This

operation can be done manually or by computer.

Interviews, open-ended inquiries, filed study notes, dialogues, or any occurrence of

communicative language could be used as data sources (such as books, essays, discussions,
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newspaper headlines, speeches, media, historical documents Etc). In a single study, different types
of text may be analyzed. The text must be classified or broken down; into manageable code
categories for analysis, referred to as "codes," before it can be analyzed using content analysis.
After the text has been coded into code categories, the codes can be further classified into "codes

categories” to summarize the needed data further.

I shall list the three most common definitions of content analysis. Content analysis was
defined by Holsti (1968) as "any technique for making inferences by systematically and objectively
identifying special characteristics of messages.”. However, Gheyle (2017) introducedCA as "An
interpretive and naturalistic approach. It is both observational and narrative and relies less on the
experimental elements normally associated with scientific research (reliability, validity, and
generalizability). The last most mentioned in various academic references definition is by Berelson
(1952), who stated that "A research technique for the objective, systematic and quantitative
description of the manifest content of the communication.” One can conclude that thedefinition that
matches most this paper's framework and academic context is the one of Holsti (1968) that specified
the fact that CA is based objectively on identifying specific message characteristics. The latter is
linked to Lakoff and Tannen's linguistic practices in gender communication. As mentioned in
several instances above, a manual checklist will be done to counteither the existence or the absence
of the pre-defined linguistic characteristics of Lakoff and the gender linguistic practices of her

student Tannen.

Linguists have conducted several studies dealing with the different uses of this research method,
CA. The latter can be used to determine an individual's, group's, or institution's intents, focus, or
communication trends to examine the linguistic features used by the two chosen politicians. CA

goes further than that to account for how people react to communications regarding their attitudes
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and behaviors. This can be academically credible in reflecting the selected speakers' different vs.
similar linguistic behaviors within their conversational interactions. The last and very efficient way
of using CA is examining profound patterns in communication content that should be revealed
before launching an intervention or survey, testing it, proving it, and improving it. That's why

combining CA with DA was essential to conduct the study understudy better.

To better grasp this CA approach in research mythologies, it is crucial to investigate the two
forms of content analysis already examined in many academic papers that explicitly address this
matter. There are two types of CA conceptual and relational. Generally, the first type is where a
researcher must create content categories to help their coding procedure during this type of analysis.
Each content area indicates a relevant concept, activity, or attitude to the subject matter. The
researcher next goes through the test to categorize individual terms pertinent to each content area

to look for patterns of recurrence and assess conceptual implications.

On the other hand, researchers use relational content analysis to look at how two or more
notions in each text sampling, be it written or spoken, correspond to one another. The two types
might sound similar. However, the investigator needs to conduct a specific study to ensure that
others misinterpret no concepts. Thus, the relational content analysis sheds light on how people
reacted emotionally and physiologically to a particular social interactional situation. In parallel with
this, it provides a clear overall picture of how multiple concepts inter-relate; the latter is termed

cognitive mapping.

Our concern here is mainly a pure quantitative content analysis, which leads us to recall the
first type of CA that is conceptual. When people think of adopting content analysis (CA) in their

research methodology, they usually think of the first type, conceptual analysis. It is precisely
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the case for my paper. Several linguistic practices will be evaluated within the framework of
conceptual analysis. The latter entails quantifying and counting its presence. The objective is to

examine how often specific terms appear in the data.

On the one hand, those terms can be explicit, as is the case for Lakoff's gender linguistic
features that are easily spotted. On the other hand, those terms can be implicit, as is the case for
Tannen's gender linguistic practices. As explained before, the reason behind the combination of a
quantitative and qualitative method is to conduct in both conductive and inductive ways. The first,
as examined by Overmars (2007), is said to be a top-down approach where the researcher starts
with a set of predetermined codes and then finds excerpts that fit those codes. However, the second
is a bottom-up approach where the investigator begins with no regulations and develops principles
as the investigator analyzes the dataset. Combining the two ways will allow this study to fit into the
two opted theoretical frameworks. Lakoff's ten linguistic features will be deductively studied,
whereas Tannen's linguistic practices will be inductively reflected upon. It's easy to trigger
linguistic elements (pronouns, empty adjectives, intensifiers, color terms, etc.) within a spoken
context; however, Tannen's gendered linguistic practices (Women talk too much vs. Men get more
air time, overlapping for women vs. one at a time for their male counter art, etc.) cannot be inferred
easily without conducting a profound inductive analysis to the implicit reasons behind each
linguistic behavior. Thus, setting deduction as the basis of induction will give this paper more

academic credibility.

Generally speaking, Content Analysis deals with human speech; for this reason,
implementing CA does not require computer software because it may be done by hand or manually,
as | have already named it. Software applications do exist, however, to assist researchers in

organizing their data and, if desired, automatically coding their qualitative data.
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Scholars can provide quantitative data (number-based) that can be statistically examined since CA
splits the original text into a stream of codes. Linking this to my paper's context, | would statethat
the selected political interviews will be divided into Lakoff's linguistic features and Tannen's

linguistic practices.

Because CA has significantly been efficient in accounting for many linguistic issues in
various fields, one cannot go without shedding light on this methodology's flaws like many other
research methodologies. Several research approaches experts Krippendorff (2004) , Elo (2014) and
many others agreed that CA has at least three drawbacks. To begin with, it takes a long time to
complete. To finalize their list of classifiers (i.e., examples) for each content category, the analysts
will most likely have to read over the text several times; in my case, | will be obliged to listen
several times before completing the checklists. Second, the text's interpretation could be considered

subjective. Third, coding is a reducing process.

To put it another way, the analyst's attention to single phrases may provide results that ignore
the context of each respondent’s response. However, as we shall see this practically, following or
adopting specific analysis criteria can help researchers increase the reliability and validity of their
findings. This common academic goal is likely to be achieved by singling out or combining the best

research methodology that meets the thesis objectives.

The list is very long regarding the advantages of CA; | will briefly go through three major
ones here and will be shedding light on others interminably in the discussion section. Firstly, data
collecting is an unbiased way. The researcher can study communication and social interaction
without involving individuals directly, so your presence as a researcher has no bearing on the

outcome or the academic results. Secondly, CA is replaceable yet straightforward. When done
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correctly, CA follows a systematic approach that is easy to repeat by other researchers, resulting in
highly reliable results. The last aspect is that CA is considered highly adaptable. All you need is
access to the relevant sources to undertake content analysis at any time, in any location, and ata
cheap cost, as | mentioned at the beginning of this section. The question that might be raised here
is how this CAwill be applied in this research. In the upcoming part entitled "conducting the study,"l
shall explain the significant practical steps that | will follow to conduct this study. As mentionedin
various instances above, this study will combine both CA juxtaposed with discourse analysis thatl
will refer to as DA. The upcoming part will briefly deal with the most academic aspects of discourse

analysis.

Discourse Analysis is concerned with the research of language in its actual usage rather than
an abstract system or structure of language (for a common historical background of the term
"discourse" one can go through (McCloskey, 2008). Although I use the word "language,” Discourse
Analysis may be used for various sign systems, including visual and behavioral ones. The term DA
is linked to all the above mentioned interactional aspects because it is related to how something is
transmitted or communicated. The same goes for its patterns and the held meaning of that specific

linguistic context.

I11. 3. 2 Discourse Analysis

Language produces as well as reflects reality. In the field of pragmatics and discourse
analysis, the nature and existence of gender disparities in how men and women use language has
become a subject matter for many linguists and language analysts in general. When talking about
gender linguistics, one automatically refers to numerous elements of gender representation in

language that has an obvious impact on how men and women talk, write and even written and
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spoken about. The academic appealing part of this issue stems from the fact that language is a social
phenomenon as | mentioned and explained in details in the introductory notes of this paper. Thus,
discourse analysis as a research methodology under the umbrella of gender linguistics may reveal,

if it’s conducted profoundly, how men and women interact in their social environments.

Despite the existence of several theories addressing gender linguistics, empirical research
has been unable to produce a consistent picture of gender differences in language due to
disagreements on the suitable method(s) of language analysis. Some research, for example, only
included a small number of samples and made broad assumptions regarding gender linguistics
differences. Having said that, the goal of using this research method in combination of CA is to
examine the reasons behind why male and female politicians express themselves. As has been
introduced, this study is guided by a critical and meta-analysis that examines both Lakoff’s gender
theories and the linguistic gendered dichotomies introduced by her student Tannen. The data
gathered and classified through the first empirical step that is quantitative content analysis will be

accounted for by discourse analysis to fulfill the overall objectives of this paper.

The term “Discourse Analysis” refers to the study of language beyond the “explicit uttered
words”. Larger pieces of language are studied as they flow together by discourse analyzers. Some
discourse analysts go even far by looking at huge spoken and written data to see how it influences
the sentence’s meaning. However, | shall focus on just the verbal or the spoken one since the data

of this paper is going to be narrowed to conversations or what | can call immediate interactions.

When doing discourse analysis, the researcher tends to concentrate on various aspects.

Firstly, in any communication context, cultural standards and traditions should be taken into
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consideration. Secondly, values, beliefs and assumptions must be communicated. Lastly, the
researcher must reflect upon the relationship between language use and its social, political and

historical context.

Many researchers in the field including linguists, sociologists, anthropologists, psycho
analysts and cultural studies scholars, use discourse analysis as a qualitative research tool to account
for the data they have found in their quantitative part. Hence, examining how language functions
and how meaning is formed in various social circumstances is what discourse analysis entails. It
can be used to describe, as mentioned above, any type of written or spoken language, aswell as
nonverbal aspects of communication including tone and gesture. This is the academic definitions
that language experts agreed upon. As far as the materials that suit the academic use ofDA are
concerned, 1 can mention books, newspapers, social media posts and comments, interviewsand
conversations as the case for this. By analyzing these types of discourse, researchers aim to gain an
understanding of social groups and how they communicate through various social or political
contexts. In my context, | tend to use DA to reflect upon Lakoff’s and Tannen’s linguisticpractices

in the political interviews selected for my research.

Discourse Analysis is different from other research methodologies in respect of many
criteria. Firstly, unlike other research methodologies that focus solely on the rules of language use,
DA stresses the contextual meaning of words and highlight the implicit meaning of the message
conveyed. Secondly, it concentrates on the social aspects of communication and how people use
language to attain specific outcomes (e.g. to build trust, to create doubt, to evoke emotions or to
manage conflict). Finally, DA is used to analyze bigger pieces of language, such as full
conversations, texts, or collections of texts, rather than focusing on smaller units of language, such

as sounds, words, or phrases. The considerable added value of using DA is the
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researcher can conduct multiple degrees of analysis with the sources chosen. Below is a table that

sums up what aspects should be analyzed at different levels of communication.

Level of
communication

Vocabulary

Grammar

Structure

Genre

Non-verbal
communication

Conversational
codes

Discourse analysis

What is analyzed?

Words and phrases can be analyzed for ideological associations,
formality, and euphemistic and metaphorical content.

The way that sentences are constructed (e.g. verb tenses, active or passive
construction, and the use of imperatives and questions) can reveal aspects
of intended meaning.

The structure of a text can be analyzed for how it creates emphasis
orbuilds a narrative.

Texts can be analyzed in relation to the conventions and
communicativeaims of their genre (e.g. political speeches or tabloid
newspaper articles).

Non-verbal aspects of speech, such as tone of voice, pauses, gestures, and
sounds like “um”, can reveal aspects of a speaker’s intentions,attitudes,
and emotions.

The interaction between people in a conversation, such as turn-taking,
interruptions and listener response, can reveal aspects of cultural
conventions and social roles.

(Powers, P. 2001)

Based on the above classification, one can conclude that discourse analysis's primary focus

is dealing with the language via shedding light on the cultural context during which it's taking place

and examining the reason behind each interactional gesture, either in verbal or nonverbal
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communication. The question that might be raised here is how discourse analysis is used and how
it will be applied in my paper.

DA is a method of analyzing texts that is both qualitative and conceptual (in contrast to more
systematic processes like Content Analysis). The researcher makes interpretations depending on the
material's details and their understanding of the context. All the academic studies that adopted
Discourse Analysis as a methodology to analyze their texts used a variety of ways and techniques
to undertake discourse analysis; below are steps that explain the efficient academic methods for
better application.

Step 1: Identifying the study issue and the scope of the analysis is a crucial starting point. A well-
defined research question(s) eases selecting a variety of material relevant to answering the already
formed questions. DA is a method that may be used on vast volumes of data and smaller samples,
depending on the study objectives and timeline. In my case, investigate how males and females use
language in a political context within a specific timeline following one particular political context.
By specifying both my research questions and setting my objectives, it was easyfor me to know
what is the more suitable research methodology that would fit to provide practicalanswers to my
research questions.

Step 2: Gather data and theories about the situation. The importance of this step lies in determining
the social and historical context in which the content was created and meant to be viewed.
Regardless of the topic under study, the researcher must gather information on the content and
various valid aspects. This is only achieved via conducting a literature review on the issue and
developing a theoretical framework to guide one's analysis. Literature review and theoretical
framework not only help us shed light on the previous studies in the field selected but also helps

the investigator to comprehend the real-life context of the discourse through social interactions.



108

Step 3: The researcher must look for themes and patterns in the content. This phase of research
entails analyzing numerous parts of the test, such as words, sentences, paragraphs, and general
structure, and linking them to qualities, themes, and patterns that the researcher sees essential to
their research question. In my context, | tend to examine language by looking for linguistic features
that reflect gender communication within the theoretical framework of both Lakoff and Tannen.
Step 4: The researcher should examine their findings and conclusions. They reflect upon one's
findings to assess the function and meaning of the language employed after one's assigned specific
properties to components. To develop the conclusions that answer the examiner's
researchquestion, they will conduct their study in the light of the larger framework they defined
previously. The researcher should build their findings based on the empirical analysis conducted
within aspecific theoretical framework getting academic support from other theories considered
more orless supportive of the main theoretical framework.

Above are the steps that any researcher commonly follows. Adopting DA has added value to all

research papers on understanding and analyzing human speech.

4 Research procedure

To conduct the study, the selected interviews of the politicians were searched and
downloaded from the official online platforms on which they were initially broadcasted. Since no
search engine does allow searching by word count, counting the frequency of both Lakoff's and
Tannen's linguistic aspects was done manually. As explained earlier, this research analyzes the use
of women's language features of two Moroccan politicians within different political panels

discussing various political issues based on Lakoff and Tannen's theories. In conducting the
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research, the researcher applied mixed method research by combining content analysis and
discourse analysis. Mixed method research generally represents studies that involve collecting,
analyzing, and interpreting quantitative and qualitative data in a single study or in a series of studies
that investigate the same underlying phenomenon. Moreover, Creswell (2011) states that the focus
of these quantitative and qualitative approaches, in combination, provides a better understanding of
research problems than using one method alone. The research applied quantitative research and
qualitative research together to gain a more complete understating of the research questions and

meets up the leading objectives.

111.4.1 Quantitative analysis of the data

The results of counting the frequency of each linguistic feature were presented in tables and
charts. The main questions to be answered by the quantitative analysis are: Is there a difference
between the female and male politicians using the pre-defined linguistic features assigned by Lakoff
and Tannen? Is the difference statistically significant? Is there any linguistic correlation between

the speakers?

111.4.2 Qualitative analysis of the data

The main aim of the qualitative data analysis is to look for the motivation behind the
linguistic and communicative similarities and the differences used by male and female Moroccan
politicians. To achieve that, the following questions are to be answered: Why do the female or male
politicians use a particular linguistic feature or behaviors equal to or more than the other gender
group? How can we interpret the statistically significant differences in gender communicative
context? What is the difference between these research findings and previous research findings in

the respective field of research of this paper? Which conclusions can we
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draw about language use and gender in political discourse? Qualitative research covers various

approaches for exploring human experience, perceptions, motivations, and behaviors.

111.4.3 Results’ Contexualization

As research on gender-related language use exists in the area, the findings of prior related
studies will be compared to the findings of this study. I will investigate whether and how the results
differ and propose a plausible reason for the differences, placing our work within the larger context

of similar analyses.

111.4.4 Results’ Evaluation

This paper’s findings will be analyzed before reaching any conclusions. The evaluation can
be performed by determining whether the research questions have been answered and, as a result,
whether the study’s objectives have been met. By doing so, we will be able to determine whether

or not the study was effective or academically worth conducting.

111.4.5 Conclusions

The findings of quantitative and qualitative research will be used to reach conclusions on
gender and language use in political discourse. | will also recommend further study and make

several demands and expectations linked to the field under investigation.

I11.5 Research Instrument and Data Gathering Techniques

| adopted four significant steps to answer the research questions and confirm or deny these
papers’ pre-defined assumptions. First, | watched the interviews of the two selected politicians
many times to get a clearer idea about the kind of language they are using and the general political

ideology they are trying to reinforce linguistically. Second, I began to list each speaker’s
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utterances that contain women’s language features listed by Lakoff. I then write a transcription to
the chosen interviews to ensure the recorded declarations match what is said in the videos and check
the spelling, especially of the examined linguistic features presented by Lakoff. Third, usingLakoff,
Fishman, and Tannen’s theories, the utterances of each politician were classified. A checklist was
created to illustrate women’s linguistic features better and explain why each speakerdid or didn’t
adopt them. Both quantitative content and discourse analysis will be combined to account for the

similarities and differences in the chosen interactional contexts.

111.5.1 Analytical Techniques

Since my outcomes will be a mix of content analysis and discourse analysis, in other words,
quantitative and qualitative data from unscripted political interviews, | will have to use several
analytical techniques. | plan to use tables and graphs for quantitative data. The qualitativedata, |
hope, will provide some interesting responses which can be discussed within my data analysis and
concerning the studies investigated in my literature review.

The analysis of the data collected through the checklists from the focus speakers will provide
further qualitative data, enabling me to consider the various views about how women andmen speak
in a political setting. | also have the benefit of being in close contact with the actual socio-political
context through which each speaker is trying to develop their political ideology; studying gender
communication through their formal interactions made me gain a deeper insight into their overall
political visions.

A data analysis technique is a step in answering research questions logically and coherently.
As explained above, | adopted a mixed method to contextually describe the research's different yet

related questions because this research deals with the numerical data and the
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explanation of the social context of a particular group. The latter refers back to the politicians in the
selected interviews.

Some technical steps were used to answer the research questions. First, the researcher looked
for interviews where politicians dealt with various political aspects. Second, after finding the
interviews, | tried to categorize the above-mentioned linguistic features specified by the three
models. Third, the data were rechecked and validated to ensure the Arabic version of the linguistic
features matched the English version. Fourth, I linked Lakoff's gender theory and Tannen's gender
communicative behavior in the speakers' interactions. Fifth, I made conclusions based on the data
analysis combined by the three gender theorists and other theories linked to the topic under study.
Different tables and graphs were provided to classify the data quickly and prove the percentage of
the use of each classified linguistic feature juxtaposed with Tannen's linguistic behaviors. I used the
checklist symbol to identify the existence and frequency of the above-mentioned linguistic features
and linguistic behaviors specified by Tannen. The linguistic features that are under study were
counted every time they occurred. The occurrence of each component was described and measured
their frequency of concurrence via a checklist, as mentioned earlier, to see the different use of the
features and linguistic practices by women and men in the political arena.

Percentage formula:
P =Xnx 100
Where

P = percentageX = frequency
n = number of sample
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111.5.2 Research Instrument, research population and Corpus

The instrument in this paper was human instrument and the data were gathered from onlineofficial

platform namely Med1 TV and KIFASH TV.

A. Human Instrument

Lincoln (1985) stated that the concept of humans as a powerful research instrument was
initially suggested by Lincoln to emphasize the uniqueness of the researchers’ involvement in the
scientific inquiry process. It is more academically credible if the researcher has e social or political
sense of belonging to the people being studied.

The term “human instrument” was coined by (Lincoln, 1985). They also defined the features
that “uniquely qualify the human being as the instrument of choice of naturalistic research in a
specific interactional context. It was stated that the human instrument is the only instrument capable
of doing a complex task- studying human experiences and situations. In my paper, the primary
device was the researcher since the researcher selected the topic, formulated the research question,
reviewed some theories, established the research instrument, collected the data, analyzed the data,
validated the data, and answered the research question based on the data presented.

b- Participants

Research participants are the group that a researcher uses to conduct the study, picking upa
sample froma specific group from which the researcher collects data. Different terms are used inthis
context: populations, samples, or participants are the same thing, they don’t signify the same thing,

but they are empirically interrelated. A summary of the two chosen speakers, Nabila
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Mounib and Nabil Benabdellahabout their personal and professional backgrounds is presented

below.

Nabila Mounib

Nabila Mounib, born in1960 in Casablanca, is a university professor and a Moroccan
politician. She is the current General Secretary of the Unified Party (PSU) and the first and the first
woman elected at the head of a Moroccan party. She is also a professor of endocrinology at the
University of Hassan Il Casablanca and regional secretary of the National Union of Higher
Education. She holds a Ph.D. in endocrinology from the University of Montpellier. In terms of her
political actions, In 1985, when she was preparing her doctoral thesis in France, she was active in
the Youth of Democratic Students, then joined the Organization for Freedom of Information and
Expression (OLIE) and the Organization of The popular Democratic Action (OADP) which

became, after merger with other formations of the left, the Unified Socialist Party.

During the constitutional referendum in 2011, she called on her political movement and the
Democratic Left Alliance for a boycott, saying that the constitution was not democratic given that
it maintains most of the powers in the hands of the sovereign and does not assure a real separation

of powers. She calls for a boycott of the 2011 legislative elections as well.

Questioned by the Moroccan magazine TelQuel in November 2012, she said that her short-
term project is the unification of the left forces into a progressive democratic federalism. In August
2013, at the outbreak of the Daniel Galvan scandal, she was among the first to react by openly
criticizing the royal grace and considering that "the decision to grant it (royal grace) to thepedophile

Daniel Galvan is unacceptable and should be revoked as soon as possible™.
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During the political crisis between Morocco and Sweden, following a Swedish bill to
recognize the Sahrawi Republic, Nabila Mounib chaired a Moroccan delegation in Stockholm,
composed of left-wing parties (PSU, PPS, USFP ..), between 4 and 7 November 2015, with a view
to finding a solution to the crisis. In January 2016, Swedish public television SVT announced that

the Swedish government had renounced its plan to recognize the independent Sahara.

Nabil Benabdellah

Mr. Mohamed Nabil Benabdallah whom HM King Mohammed VI appointed Minister of
Housing, Town Planning and City Policy was born on June 3, 1959 in Rabat. He was appointed by
HM King Mohammed VI to the post of Minister of Communication, government spokesperson

(November 7, 2002), then Kingdom ambassador to Rome (7 November 2008).

Mr. Benabdallah completed his primary and secondary studies in Rabat and continued his
studies in Orléans (law) and Paris, where he graduated from the National Institute of Languages
and oriental civilizations (INALCO-1985) option international relations. In 1978, he joined the
ranks of the Party for Progress and Socialism (PPS) from which he was elected Secretary

General, in May 2008.

Former head of the National Union of Moroccan Students in Paris and then in Europe (1978
to 1983), he was the first Secretary of Moroccan Youth for the Progress and Socialism (JMPS) and
President of Moroccan Youth for Progress and Socialism (1994 and 1998). In 1988 he was elected
a member of the Central Committee of the PPS and a member of the Politburo in July 1995, in

charge of Communication.
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A sworn translator and expert in Moroccan courts, Mr. Benabdallah was member of the

National Council for Youth and the Future (CNJA/1990) and vice-president of the Order of sworn

interpreter-translators of Morocco, since 1992. He held the position of director of the dailies "Al

Bayane" and "Bayane Al-Yaoum" (1997 to 2000) and that of first vice-president of the Association

of Certified Translators near jurisdictions (October 2002). President of the Foundation of the

International Mediterranean Film Festival of Tetouan, member of the Board of Directors of the

Three Cultures Foundation and former President of the Foundation Switzerland Morocco for

development, Mr. Benabdallah was re-elected to the legislative elections of last November.

The two politicians were chosen based on their popularity and their distinguished activeness

on both standard media and social platforms. They got the biggest followers and are interviewed

the most. Below is a table that demonstrates a comparison between the English and the Moroccan

Dialect with regard to the ten linguistic features suggested by (Lakoff G. , 1975).

Features

English Language

Moroccan Arabic

Precise color terms

Empty Adjectives

The use of color terms differs
from one context to the other
and they are used both
metaphorically and literally:

e.g. beige, ecru, lavender.... etc.
Empty adjectives like: beautiful,
charming, cute, adorable are
used by women

to transmit her emotional

Both basic and precise color
terms are used culturally e.g.
1S53/ 1S/ Torkwa / Tirkwa/
Turquoise, 4358 / Grouna/
Burgundy.

Adjectives like: (> J
/jamiilun/ beautiful, ¢\ /fatin/
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adorable...etc

Tag questions

Tag questions are added to the
end of declarative sentences :

are you?, Is he?, am1?...etc.

Different forms of tag questions
are used to reinforce the
speaker’s declarative statements:
L 5 ya fliga
U /hnakandirojhedna? w lala? / we
are doing our best? Aren’t we?

Super polite forms

Euphemisms and indirect

requests, for example the useof

phrases such as Do you mind

if...? Could I...? and so forth,

are used to express politeness.

= [ Sme7Speakers tend to use spok
me to ask forms like:fell s
el (Saa g i nswelk? / allow
you? Sla slaa
/ wash

momkinnaarefshimaalomat ? is it
possible to  know  some

information?

Hedges

The words such as | think,l
mean, probably, sort of and kind
of are used to reduce the force of

an utterance.

Speakers use some words to
soften the strength of a specific
utterance like : ¢3S 3

CCibn

kandenbilalawdaatahsnat/ |
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think things got better.

Intensifiers

Intensifying words are the

groups of adjectives and
adverbs which strengthen or|
give emphasis on the force ofa
statement. Common intensifiers
in English are so, very, really,

and extremely.

To instensify an idea speakers use
words like:<s) 3 / Bzzaf/ very,ee«
sl ol da /
mohimlwaaddarajakbira / this is

extremely important.

Rising intonation

Rising intonation is used to turn

declarative  sentences into

questions.

Speakers tend to raise their
intonation to turn declarative

sentences into questions.

Hypercorrect grammar

The use of | for me and Whom

for who, Whomever..etc.

There is no hypercorrection in

Moroccan Darija.

Emphatic stress

Emphatic stress is put ona
particular word to give an
emphasis or to express the
speaker’s strong feelings on
someone or something.

There are both word stress and

sentence  stress in  Arabic

language.

Avoidance of strong swear

words

The words such as fudge and my
goodness are used to avoidusing

strong swearwords.

Speakers tend to avoid strong
words by declaring peacefultone
during a specific discursive

context.
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Summary

The overall goal of this paper is to account for the communicative similarities and contrasts
between males and females in political interviews based on a qualitative and quantitative methods.
This is accomplished by taking into account the different academic platforms that should be
included in the framework of this paper. In other words, both female and male speakers tend to
employ language appropriate for the unique setting in which they develop their interactions within
specific social situations in general terms and within politics in particular. Quantitative content and

discourse analysis are combined to account for the above questions and research assumptions.
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Chapter Three: Findings, Analysis and Discussion

Introduction

This part presents and discusses the data findings to reflect upon the significant research
questions that will be analyzed and interpreted. This chapter conducts the quantitative and
qualitative aspects of the research. Conducting a quantitative study will be the first step; It will deal
with the following questions:

- Is there a difference between female and male politicians in terms of using the pre-defined
linguistic features assigned within the three approaches “Deficit,” “Dominance,” and “Difference”?
- Isthe difference statistically significant?
- Is there any linguistic correlation between the speakers?

The findings are based on the frequency of linguistic features and behaviors in randomly
chosen political interviews of the two selected politicians, Nabila Mounib and Nabil Ben Abdallah
namely, hedges, tag questions, overlaps, empty adjectives, avoidance of strong words, and
intensifiers. Rising intonation, declarative, super polite forms, emphatic stress, and minimal
responses. A total of four interviews that last 90 min each. The two speakers were hosted by two
online platforms and addressed the same questions within the same socio-political context. This
quantitative study is conducted mainly to realize the importance of language and show the extent
to which political ideologies can influence the stream or the choice of the language used.

The results presented in this chapter are divided into five parts. | divided the examined linguistic

features into two categories: purely linguistics, like hedges, tag questions, color terms, super
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polite forms, and intensifiers, and the ones linked to linguistic behavior like overlaps, interruptions,
raising intonations, emphatic stress, and minimal responses.

Part 1: presents the frequency and percentage of the linguistic features hedges, intensifiers, color
terms, empty adjectives, tag questions, and use of super polite forms used by the female speaker
Nabila Mounib in the first interviews “ 4&8s ¢ &3 90” broadcasted on MD1 TV.

Part 2: presents the frequency and percentage of the linguistic features hedges, intensifiers, color
terms, empty adjectives, tag questions, and use of super polite forms used by male speaker Nabil
Benabdellah in the two interviews * g@>04a8s 90 /” broadcasted on MD1 TV.

Part 3: presents the frequency and percentage of overlaps, raising intonation, emphatic stress, and
interruption used by Nabila Mounib in the above-mentioned first interview.

Part 4: presents the frequency and percentage of overlaps, raising intonation, emphatic stress,
interruption, and minimal responses used by Nabil Benabdellah in the above-mentioned first
interview.

Part 5: Presents presents the frequency and percentage of the linguistic features hedges,
intensifiers, color terms, empty adjectives, tag questions, and use of super polite forms used by the
female speaker Nabila Mounib in the second interview “—3A (s 42 broadcasted on KIFASH
TV.

Part 6: presents the frequency and percentage of the linguistic features hedges, intensifiers, color
terms, empty adjectives, tag questions, and use of super polite forms used by male speaker Nabil
Benabdellah in the two interviews “—ia (sn 42l broadcasted on KIFASH TV.

Part 7: presents the frequency and percentage of overlaps, raising intonation, emphatic stress, and
interruption used by Nabila Mounib in the above-mentioned second interview.

Part 8: presents the frequency and percentage of overlaps, raising intonation, emphatic stress,
interruption, and minimal responses by Nabil Benabdellah in the above-mentioned second

interview.
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Part 9: presents a quantitative comparison of the frequency of using all the examined linguistic

features and behaviors throughout the two selected interviews.

Part 10: Presents a comparison of linguistic features of the two politicians in the first interview.
Part 11: Presents a comparison of linguistic features of the two politicians in the first interview.
Part 12: presents the dichotomies of gender communication introduced by Deborah Tannen in the
two interviews understudy, namely:

Status vs. Support

Independence vs. Intimacy

Advice vs. Understanding

Information vs. Feelings

Ordersvs. Proposals

Conflicts vs. Compromise

As | explained in the methodology section, my research consists of two parts: quantitative
and qualitative. However, the findings and discussion will be presented in one area. Quantitative
analysis will pave the way to the interpretation of the data, i.e., a Content analysis will pave the way

to discourse analysis.



V1.1 Data Analysis

No

6

Linguistic Features

Hedges or fillers

Intensifiers

Superpolite forms

Empty adjectives

Precise Color Terms

Avoidance of strong words

The frequency

of each feature

20

10

15

00

00

00
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Percentage of each feature

44,44%

22,22%

33,33%

00%

00%

00%

Table 1. Frequency of Hedges/ fillers, intensifiers, Empty adjectives, color terms, super polite forms in the first

interview “galy 428 90” used by Nabila Mounib.

The table showed the statistical results of the frequency of using hedges, super polite forms,

intensifiers, empty precise color terms, and avoidance of solid words. In this first interview, Nabila

Mounib used up to 40 hedges, representing 44% of her overall use of the above-mentioned linguistic

features.

€.0 nlad O ey JA s sy i Sala

Hadshi yastawjib ya’ani tadakol ya’ani kowat shababiyaThis requires, | mean, an urgent

intervention of youths

Mounib tends to make her speech politer regarding the political status and that’s what

explains the use of super polite forms that were used 30 times throughout Mounib’s responses.
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e.g: Sy 5453‘
Atagadam bishoker
Allow me to thank you
Intensifiers took the most negligible part among the two first mentioned linguistic features that

represented just 10% of the features that have been reinforced by mounib to account for her political

ideas in this first interview.

S g Ja z s

Sana’atajo libadel majoud kabirWe need to do more efforts

On the other hand, empty adjectives, precise color terms, and expressions used to avoid strong
words were absent. That shows the tendency to prevent weak language in such powerful contexts
as political interviews whose aim is to persuade the other party via using an ideology that facilitates
the influence of public opinion. Using features like empty adjectives or color terms is considered

inadequate criteria in the public sphere.

No  LinguisticFeatures The frequency Percentage of each feature

of each feature

1 Hedges or fillers 10 28.57 %
2 Intensifiers 05 14.28 %
3 Superpolite forms 20 57.14 %
4 Empty adjectives 00 00%

5 Precise Color Terms 00 00%
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6 Avoidance of strong words 00 00%

Table 2. Frequency of Hedges/ fillers, intensifiers, Empty adjectives, color terms, super politeforms in the first
interview “g\aly 4adx 90” used by Nabil Benabdellah

As presented in the table above, out of the six examined linguistic features, Nabil
Benabdellah used Hedges 10 times throughout the procedure of his reflection upon the two
interviewers’ questions. Hedges were used to rethinking what the speaker wanted to say or to find
a better way to express it powerfully and efficiently.

8.0 ool pali Gia Grdl Gl (pal pasl
HmmmAdon ana Imaghrib hakaka tagadom malmos

Hmmm, | think that Morocco is achieving a remarkable progress.

Benabdellah found the need to use more than just one intensifier to strengthen a few ideas for the
two interviewers. Only 14% of intensifiers were used, which kept his language as strong as any
politician desires.

.0 1 xS Jh 5 (e (SlaiSe )
Shayaa li kananiw mnou bshakl kabir

The thing that we suffer a lot from

The use of super polite forms was a dominant feature in Benbadellah’s responses. He used more
than 20 forms of super polite expressions differently to strengthen the formality characterizing

politicians’ language.

e.g Al Js8 aand
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Ismahli ngol biaanaho.......

Allow me to saythat......

Regarding the other features namely: empty adjectives, precise color terms and avoidance of

strong words Benabdelah didn’t use them at all in his interaction with the host show.

NO Linguistic practice Frequency Percentage
1 Interruption 25 18.93 %

2 Emphatic stress 50 37.87 %

3 Rising intonation 20 15.15 %

4 Overlaps 37 28.03 %

5 Minimal responses 05 3.78 %

Table 3 Frequency linguistic practices interruption, emphatic stress, rising intonation, overlaps inNabila
Mounib’s interview " glsll 428) 90”

As one can notice through the table, Nabila Mounib tended to practice linguistically the
above mentioned linguistic patterns throughout her interview. As shown above, she interrupted 25
times the two interviewers which represented 18.93% of her overall use of the four listed linguistic
patterns. Nabila Mounib dealt with the interviewers’ questions in a very determined way via
highlighting key concepts using emphatic stress approximately 50 times. Emphatic stresswas the
only linguistic feature that is omnipresent in the speaker interaction with a percentage of 37.87%.
Nabila Mounib leaned to emphasis the concept that served her political arguments provided to
account for the two interviewers’ questions. On the other hand, I spotted 20 instances of rising
intonation in declarative sentences for the sake of turning them to indirect questions.15.15 % was

the percentage of the use of rising intonation by the female speaker, a
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chance for her to attract the interviewers’ attention to what she found interesting to talk about.
Finally, Nabila Mounib inclined to overlap the two interviewers’ more than 37 times with a
percentage of 28.03 %. The last linguistic pattern that I checked is the frequency of minimal
responses, that was used by Nabila Mounib just 5 times with a percentage of 3.78 which implied

the need of the speaker to use verbosity instead.

NO Linguistic practice Frequency Percentage
1 Interruption 30 24.39 %
2 Emphatic stress 45 36.58 %
3 Rising intonation 15 12.19 %
4 Overlaps 30 24.39 %
5 Minimal responses 03 02.43 %

Table 4 : Frequency linguistic practices interruption, emphatic stress, rising intonation, overlapsin Nabil
Benabdellah’s interview ‘g Laly 488:90”

As shown in the table above, Nabil Benabdellah interrupted his interviewers 30 times with
a total of 24.39 % throughout his conversational interaction. He tended to overlap his interviewers
30 times with a total of 24.39 % in different instances. The speaker simultaneously used both
interruption and overlapped illustrations to account for his political ideologies. Emphatic stress was
used 45, 36.58 % by the speaker to highlight and reinforce the key concepts he is discussing. The
speaker tended to raise his intonation in declarative statements 15 times, 12.19%. Minimal
responses were the least used linguistic pattern by the male speaker; they represented 2.43% of the

above-mentioned linguistic patterns.

No  LinguisticFeatures The frequency Percentage of each feature

of each feature



1 Hedges or fillers 10
2 Intensifiers 05
3 Superpolite forms 09
4 Empty adjectives 00
5 Precise Color Terms 00
6  Avoidance of strong words 02
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38.46%

19.23 %

34.61 %

00 %

00 %

7.69 %

Table 5 : Frequency of Hedges/ fillers, intensifiers, Empty adjectives, color terms, super politeforms inthe

secondinterview “—ia4ali 52 used by Nabila Mounib.

Based on the findings in the table above, Nabila Mounib used hedges or fillers ten times,

38.46% throughout her interview. Looking back at the number of hedges proves that her responses

were used reasonably and her political concepts were not random. Intensifiers were used five times,

19.23 % all along the interview. However, the female politician Nabila Mounib used more than nine

superpolite forms to address her interviewer. In parallel, she inclined to avoid strong words twice

to keep her politeness aspect in the mediatic platform. As for the two last linguistic features,Precise

color words and empty adjectives, Nabila Mounib didn’t use them at all while explaining her

political vision through the interviewer’s questions.

No  LinguisticFeatures The frequency

of each feature

1 Hedges or fillers 12

2 Intensifiers 07

Percentage of

each feature

35.29 %

20.58 %



3

4

5

6

Superpolite forms

Empty adjectives

Precise Color Terms

Avoidance of strong words

12

00

00

03

35.29 %

00 %

00 %

8.82 %
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Table 6Frequency of Hedges/ fillers, intensifiers, Empty adjectives, color terms, super politeforms in the
second interview “—iadali s used by Nabil Benabdellah.

As demonstrated in the table above, Nabil Benabdellah’s frequency of linguistic patterns

was not significantly different from his counterpart Nabila Mounib. The male speaker used 12

hedges,35% of the total linguistic features specified above. Super polite forms were used equally

with hedges; the two linguistic patterns served two different purposes that will be explained in the

next section. As in the case of Nabil Mounib, Nabil Benabdellah didn’t use empty adjectives or

precise color terms in his interactions. However, he avoided strong words three times, totaling

8.82% throughout his second interview.

NO

1

4
5

Linguistic practice
Interruption
Emphatic stress
Rising intonation

Overlaps

Minimal responses

Frequency
30
40
25

37
07

Percentage
21.89 %
29.19 %
18.24 %

27 %
5.10 %

Table 7: Frequency linguistic practices interruption, emphatic stress, rising intonation, overlapsand minimal
responses in Nabila Mounib’s interview ‘‘csadali 5o

As shown in the table, Nabila Mounib's use of the above-mentioned linguistic behaviors or

practices was as strong as in her first interview. The female politician used emphatic stress 40
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times, 29.19%, to strengthen some concepts she sees as essential to be stressed while talking. She
interrupted the interviewer 30 times, 21.28 % of the thing that made her dominate the interview.
The latter goes hand in hand with using overlaps representing 27% compared to the two previous
linguistic practices. Mounib is inclined to raise her intonation to make her statement sound like
rhetorical questions; | will be accounting for the various reasons in the upcoming sections. Finally,
Mounib stood far from getting to her interviewer's questions via minimal responses. She used them

in no more than seven instances for reasons | shall discuss later.

NO Linguistic practice Frequency Percentage
1 Interruption 24 17.91 %

2 Emphatic stress 52 38.80 %

3 Rising intonation 21 15.67 %

4 Overlaps 32 23.88 %

5 Minimal responses 05 3.73%

Table 8: Frequency linguistic practices interruption, emphatic stress, rising intonation, overlapsand minimal
responses in Nabil Benabdellah’s interview “cuia aal ¢ a0

The last table presents the frequency of the five linguistic practices used by Nabil
Benabdellah in the second interview. As shown, Emphatic stress was the most used linguistic
pattern by the male politicians; it was used 52 times, 38.80 %. On the other hand, overlaps come in
the second classification of the linguistic behaviors that Nabil Benabdellah used throughout his
interview, with 23.88%. Moreover, Nabil Mounib tended to interrupt the interviewer more than 24
times, 17.91%. He raised his intonation in declarative statements 21 times, 15.67 % that was the
speaker's way of turning his declarative statement into questions. Finally, minimal Responses were
almost absent from Nabil Benabdllah's interaction; they represented just 3.73 % of the overall

linguistic patterns used by the politician.
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Male Speakers Female Speakers
Linguistic Features Frequency  Percentage Frequency Percentage
Hedges/ Fillers 10 28.75% 20 44.44%
Intensifiers 05 14.28% 10 22.22%
Superpolite Forms 20 57.14 15 33.33%
Empty Adjectives 00 00% 00 00%
Precise Color terms 00 00% 00 00%
Avoidance of strong 00 00% 00 00%
words

Table 9. A comparison of Frequency and percentage of linguistic features used by the two
politicians in the first interview

The table shows that the two speakers use the above-listed linguistic features within their
discursive political context to serve a particular ideology. The two politicians used super polite
forms Benabdellah used them 20 times, whereas Mounib used them 15 times. Hedges were used by
the male speaker almost ten times. However, the female speaker used them more than 20 timestoo.
The need to think about answers to fill in a moment of thinking about a strong argument was the
trigger for both.

Both speakers used very few intensifiers14.28% for the male speaker and 22.22% for the
female speaker. The two speakers didn’t find the need to use either empty adjectives or precise
color terms. As one can notice, the numbers provided of the frequency of each linguistic feature of

each politician didn’t follow Lakoff’s claims about women’s language. The two speakers used
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almost equally Lakoff’s parts that were meant to be just female linguistic characteristics of weak

or, as she named it, deficit language.

Male Speaker Female Speaker
Linguistic Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage
behaviour
Interruption 30 24.39% 25 18.93%
Emphatic Stress 25 36.58 50 37.87%
Rising intonation 15 12.19% 20 15.15%
Overlaps 30 24.39% 37 28.03%
Minimal 3 2.43% 05 3.78%
Responses

Table 10. A comparison of the frequency and percentage of linguistic behaviors practiced by the
two speakers in the first interview

The results of the second comparison made at the linguistic practice level were also
surprising. Men tended to use these predefined male discursive characteristics, and Mounib used
them as frequently as her male counterpart. As shown in the figure, Mounib interrupted the
interviewers 25times, 18.93 %. Nabil Benbadellah interrupted the interviewers almost 30 times,

24.39%. Overlapping was used excessively by Nabila Mounib 37 times, 28.03%.

Regarding Nabil Benabdelah, we can see the overlaps less than 30 times, 24.39%. Emphatic
stress was used by the female speaker 50 times, 37.87%. Nabil Benabdellah used a total of 36.58%

of the words that were highlighted in his Responses. Providing minimal
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responses were almost absent from the two speakers’ interactions. Mounib used them just five
times, and Benabdellah used them three times, again proving that men use those predefined male
characteristics as interruption and overlaps, and women use them in a needed context. like

interruption, overlaps but also women use them in a context which are needed.

Male Speaker Female Speaker
Linguistic Features Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage
Hedges/ Fillers 12 35.29% 10 38.46%
Intensifiers 7 20.58% 05 19.23%
Superpolite Forms 12 35.29% 09 34.61%
Empty Adjectives 00 00% 00 00%
Precise Color terms 00 00% 00 00%
Avoidance of strong (2 7.69% 03 8.82%

words

Table 11. A comparison of Frequency and percentage of linguistic features used by the two
politicians in the second interview

As shown in the table above the two speakers tended to use variously, yet almost equally
Lakoff’s linguistic features. Nabila Mounib used hedging or conversational fillers 10 times, 38.46
% in contrast to Benabdellah who used them 12 times,35.29 %. Concerning superpolite forms in
the second interview Nabila Mounib used them 9 times, 34.61% and 12 times for Nabil Benabdellah
which represented 35.29% for his overall use of the above listed linguistic features. As the case in

the previous interview the two speakers used neither Empty adjectives nor precise
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color terms. There was no need to use these two linguistic features in the discursive interactions

of the two speakers.

Male Speaker Female Speaker
Linguistic Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage
behaviour
Interruption 24 17.91% 30 21.89%
Emphatic Stress 52 38.80% 40 29.19%
Rising intonation 21 15.67% 25 18.24%
Overlaps 32 23.88% 37 27%
Minimal 05 3.73 7 5.10%
Responses

Table 12. A comparison of the frequency and percentage of linguistic behaviors practiced by the
two speakers in the second interview.

The last section showed a comparison between the frequency and the percentage of the
linguistic practices of the two speakers in the second interview broadcasted on KIFASH TV. One
can notice through the table and the figure that there was no difference in the linguistic behaviors
adopted by the two speakers in their first interview broadcasted on Medl TV. The two speakers
tended to highlight keywords that served the procedure of transmitting their political messages.
Emphatic stress was present in Mounib’s interactions with a percentage of 29 %, whereas it took
38 % of Benabdelah’s rate of the use of other discursive patterns. The second feature that was
omnipresent in the two speakers’ interactions is overlapping. Mounib tended to overlap the

interviewer 37 times, 27 %, while Benabdellah overlapped 32 times, 23.85%. As for rising
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intonation, Mounib raised her intonation 25 times, 18.24%, compared with 21 times, 15.67% for
her political counterpart Benabdellah. The last linguistic practice equally absent from the second
interview is minimal responses. They were used by Mounib 7 times, 5.16%, and five times, 3.73%

by Banabdellah.

IV.1.1 The use of hedges

According to Lakoff “The use of hedges or fillers indicates unnecessary and intensive
devicesto persuade their audience to take them seriously”. According to the findings neither Nabila
Mounib not Nabil Benabdlleh used hedges over their conversational interactions. They used lexical

hedges such as:;»==S / | think, = / mean , 4xuhy Jull / of course. In both Nabila Mounib and
Nabil Benabdellah’s statements, the feature of hedging was used almost equally for the sake of

softening the hardship of a specific utterance.

Through the two interviews, the two speakers used hedges as a chance to pause to consider
what he or they intended to communicate to both their interviewers and the audience. The two
politicians' fillers didn't necessarily reflect the uncertainty about their assertions but rather the
tendency to take more time to think and reflect upon the issue discussed before giving an answer
that may not be in their favor. Holmes ( 1987) claims that hedges are devices used to modulate the
power of sentences to make the actual interaction more polite, and they also express the
interviewer's attitude toward the speaker. In this case, the two politicians exert power over the
audience. According to Dixon (1997), Hedges are used to show sympathy towards the listener and
convey agreement and non-obligation. Dixon's notion was proven through the two selected

interviews. Nabila Mounib and Nabil Benabdellah used hedges to avoid putting the addressee
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under undue stress. Here are two extracts where each speaker used hedges and speech fillers

throughout the interviews.

Nabila Mounib said in her first interview on Med1 TV:
Dt llaainnd <l jaliall a5 Jay o st o ) 138 5 3lie

Istirlal mogliq wa hada sha'a kaystwajab yaa'ani wahd mobadarat istiaa’jaliya
This is an issue that we should worry about, I mean, urgent solutions must be adopted.

In this statement, Mounib tended to raise the audience's awareness of her political concern
concerning the common good of the Moroccan citizens. Through this and other similar words, she
displayed her role as a politician regardless of the gender identity she is expected to show as a
woman. Mounib used hedging to pause to think and weigh up her critical answer.

The use of hedging was omnipresent in Nabil Benabdellah’s statements too; one can notice

following expert from his second interview on Kifash TV:
1 3al il e Laa by 50 Linlaailuaddl seaallile IS5 S

Kan tklam a’ala almajhoud siyasi , aqsid, laa’bna dawer wa sahamna ma’aa baqi alahzabWe are
aware of the political role we played with other parties’ collaboration, | mean, morepolitical efforts
should be done.

In this statement, Nabil Benabedllah used hedging to soften the harshness of his statement.
He reinforced his vision towards the emergency to contribute to the political arena. According to
Lakoff, males don’t use this feature as frequently as women do since they tend to connote hesitation,
which goes against the norms of men’s speech. Lakoff’s model is invalid hereas both speakers used
hedges for the same purposes and are not linked to powerlessness. Even though theresults of this
part disprove Lakoff’s claim that women’s language use is inferior to men’s, some linguists still
agree with her. However, because today’s women play a more active role in society than in the past,

it’s logical that their influence and power have expanded in various sectors, including politics; as

explained in the introductory section, women are now
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represented in occupations that men formerly dominated. Politics is the best example of those men’s
highly dominated sectors, where female politicians are now virtually as frequent as male politicians.
Based on the findings introduced in the tables, I can say that Lakoff’s claim that womenuse hedging
more than men to signal uncertainty considerably is denied in the context of politics. Thus, there is
no asymmetry between the language used and the use of power.
IV.1.2 The use of Intensifiers

As explained in the previous section of the literature review, intensifiers are “a linguistic
term that adds to the emotional context of the word it modifies but does not contribute to the
propositional meaning of the clause. “Intensifiers tend to boost the impact of a verb by adding an
adverb that emphasizes the word’s emotional content. Intensifiers are used to imply how the
audience is supposed to feel subtly. This linguistic feature was one of the linguistic characteristics
that Lakoff included in her deficit theory. She claimed that women use intensifiers more than men,
which reinforces her low social status (Sardabi, 2015).
Intensifiers refer back to words like just, so, significantly, the Arabic equivalent of « Jsi

,038.”These terms are referred to as intensifiers by Lakoff and are used to soften the

speaker’s strong feelings. As indicated in the tables and the figures above, the two speakers used
equally intensifiers in their conversational interactions. Mounib used them with a total number of
19.23% in different statements like:

S S8 Al el (o paall el
Asha’ab mareribi ob’da aa’ni siyasa bishaklin kabir
The Moroccan population was kept very far from politics
JSLaal Jn Gl (e slaiS L
Bagi kan’aniw min bzzaf dyal mashaakil
We are still suffrering from so many problems

On the othet hand Nabil Benabdellah used them with a total number of 14.72% .

‘JﬂﬁStﬂJ‘b\dhéQng\éd\Su\L@.m\)@;ﬁ
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Tajm’aa raseha in kanat gadiraa a’aala dalik, ana ashok katiran
More efforts are needed to be done, I doubt that very much.

e Sy ARl ) syl
Alli tarahat algasim intikhabi bishaklin kabir
The one that suggested the electoral common aspect ina very remarkable way.

The above randomly selected statements are extracts from other instances where the two
politicians used various forms of intensifiers. The two politicians tended to use intensifiers to
increase the effect of a verb by using an adverb that strengthened the emotional content of the word.
Mounib tended to use the intensifier "bzzaf" the Arabic equivalent of the word "very," to reinforce
her emotional energy about the issue she raised. The same thing is valid when it comes to the use
of Benabdellah of the intensifier "katiran™ the Arabic equivalent of "very or so," to attain the same
goal as Mounib's.

Mounib discusses, through her statements where an intensifier is needed, her massive
concern about Moroccan youths' lack of political participation. Following the same track,
Benabdellahused intensifiers to intensify his political vision towards the philosophy behind the
elections. | can conclude that both Mounib and Benabdellah used this linguistic pattern similarly.|
can reassure the absence of gender communicative or discursive differences by saying that. Despite
countless studies examining the use of intensifiers in gender communication, regrettably, this
linguistic feature is one of the aspects for which there are insufficient conclusive and consistent
outcomes (Rasekh, 2015). As a result, more research into the male and female variations in
intensifier research is required to produce more conclusive and consistent results.

Regarding the use of intensifiers in the context of politics, | can draw a few conclusions concerning
the analysis I've provided at the beginning of this section. Lakoff's deficit theory has been

challenged in a powerful setting like politics. The style of the chosen language is based on
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socio-political power, and each speaker's leading political identity tends to display. Earlier studies
examined the "powerless" language juxtaposed with using more intensifiers to reconcile the
emotional intensification with the rest of the person's talk. The social class and political dominance
controlled a variety of intensifiers concerning the emotional status of the speaker. | discovered that
neither gender nor culture significantly impacted who is supposed to use this linguistic pattern.

Different duties and positions are prescribed for men and women in every community. As a
result, different expectations are placed on each gender regarding how they behave and speak.
Women are frequently denied access to power in society; according to Lakoff and her fellows, they
use several linguistic methods to express and maintain their social status, one of which is the
intensifiers examined in this part. Women may use intensifiers to emphasize their points with their
interlocutors and increase their chances of being accepted and affirmed, keeping in mind their
powerless status in social interactions. It was discovered that both male and female politicians use
intensifiers in the same way and for the same reason.
IV.1. 3. The Use of tag questions

The tag question might be understood as a hedging mechanism that undermines women’s
seeking ability. The tag has become the prototypical women’s language feature out of all the
linguistic patterns originally enumerated by Lakoff. Four possible purposes of tag questions are
described by (Holmes, 2001), Three of which do not reflect Lakoff’s initial notion of tags indicating
tentativeness. They are being ambiguous facilitative, softening, and aggressive.

Going back to the findings of my paper, we can notice that neither Mounib nor Benabdellah
used tag questions during their discursive interaction. This leads us to reconsider theextent to which
Lakoff’s claim is invalid here too. Women, according to Lakoff, use tag questions at a higher rate

than males. Based on her analytic vision, asking tag questions shows a
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lack of confidence and a need for confirmation from the listener, as when stating, “Sarah is coming,
isn’t she?”. In other circumstances, a tag question triggers the listener to join in the dialogue (for
example, isn’t it hot here?). When speakers employ tag questions, they tend to make bit function as
a politeness gesture so as not to impose one’s opinion on the listener; Lakoff sees this as a pure
feminine characteristic. The absence of tag questions fromthe two Moroccan politicians’ responses
proved that there is nothing as “weak female language” vs. “powerful malelanguage.” The two
speakers use rhetorical questions that invite the interviewees to participate more in the conversation
and reassure the validity of their utterances.
IV.1.4The use of Overlaps and interruptions

Interruptions represent apparent devastation that allows one speaker to have unrestricted
access to the attention of others; hence their prevalence is associated with dominance, power, and
authority. In his prior investigations, West (1987) discovered that the more influential people, suchas
men, often interrupt more than females, who are considered the ones who are "less powerful.” In
the present study, it is interesting to note that the two guests overlap and interrupt the interviewers
as the two interrelated linguistic features help control the streamof the talk and imposetheir political
visions. As listed above in the tables and figures, the frequency of Nabila Mounib and Nabil
Benabdellah's need to overlap and interrupt was almost conversationally equal. Three types of
overlaps appeared throughout the transcribed political interviews.

Begin with the first type is cooperative sentence construction, in which the politician tends
to finish the interviewer's thought. The second interruption is a constructive interruption used to ask
for and provide verification. Nabila Mounib interrupted her interviewers so that she could reinforce
her political vision about what she sees as urgent plans to be taken by both the governmentand the
Moroccan citizens. She overlapped the three journalists to prove her right. Following his political

counterpart, Nabil Benabellah imposed his political authority by
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overlapping and interrupting the two channels' hosts. By doing so, he could take more
conversational space to explain, convince and impose his ideologies.

According to James (1993), an interruption can be helpful if the person uses minimal
responses and phrases (such as mhm, yeah, and right) to demonstrate support and listenership to the
speaker. This is a typical characteristic found in collaborative floors. Furthermore, interruptionsare
occasionally employed by persons when there is difficulty with communication. As a result, the
receiver makes use of them to request clarification or explanation from the speakers and elucidate
the speaker's message to another listener.

It has been reported in many studies that only six of the twenty types of research examined
supported the idea that men interrupt women more than women interrupt men. Two examinations
revealed the contrary. While the other thirteen found no significant difference between men and
women in the number of interruptions they imply in their interaction. My study's findings supported
the second category that found no differences at the level of the discursive use of overlaps and
interruptions.

Nabila Mounib tended to interrupt the interview to transmit her political ideologies fully. Overlapping the
interviewer was applied whenever she felt the need to either prove herself right or dominate and take control
of the top floor of the interview. This can be illustrated clearly throughthe following extract from Mounib's

first interview on MD1 TV "90 min for convincing".

Nabila Mounib: %A alla AlUadll 200310.8
Journalist:de sSall Lggal 55 (Al cla) JSUT jlall) (g 123

Nabila Mounib:ds sl cped Jasa ccunia o Wie cilal SL s (<4l

Journalist:J sia elac) Jslad da oSall Ay sali
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Nabila Mounib: e s se JS&1 02851 () Jinia slendii & 28135 o)) 4o Sal) 3 (e

As one can notice, Mounib tried to convince the journalist that the government was not doing
its job to solve a list of crucial social problems. While the journalist was trying to defend the
government, she interrupted him by proving, finishing, reassuring, and reinforcing her opinion. The
extract above showed Mounib in a position of dominance and power that were widely discussed as
men’s pure characteristics. As explained, Nabil BenAbdellah’s communicative aspects were
reinforced by overlapping and interrupting the interviewers. The following excerpt isan example of
one of his interruptive moments during his first interview, “90min for convincing,”broadcasted on

Medl TV too.

Journalist Jsss (o4 desSall haliaiSa (il

|

Nabil BenAbdellah: deluaal; alll Jiadylle daly 55 ills ) s leisy o) s (Gic
Journalist; 4eslall da Sall ﬁ"ﬁm adai g claa (3l
Nabil BenAbdellah : sl Ll s Apulis 3 Sy (e 5lUle gl ille

As shown in this extract Nabil BenAbdellah, one of the most powerful politicians in the
Moroccan governmental body, interrupted his interviewer twice so that he could deny his
relationship with any sudden governmental modification that would take place. BenAbdellah took
the position of disagreement with the journalists’ claims. I can say here that overlapping or
interrupting one’s speech is not limited to men more than women, as Tannen claimed. In the
political context, both men and women adopt a discursive style that suits the context through which

they interact. Interestingly, the female politician was interrupted as frequently as her male
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counterpart as she held the power of controlling the spoken platform, i.e., dominating and

exercising power.

IV.1.5 The use of super polite forms

Lounis (2014) defined politeness as “the term we use to describe the extent to which
actions, including how things are said, match addresses’ perceptions of how they should be
performed.” Holmes (2013) argued that politeness is defined as demonstrating positive concern for
others, avoiding interference, and emphasizing connection and appropriation. In some cultures,polite
people respect others’ emotions and thoughts, give compliments, and express gratitude. It is also
considered courteous to employ formal terminology. Politeness, according to Lakoff, can be
conveyed in various ways. It is linked to verbal communication in terms of linguistics. It is linked

to other kinds of transmission such as body language or a combination of both in para- linguistics.

Lacking what has been said to my thesis’s theoretical framework, Lakoff’s accounted,
through her deficit model, for this linguistic pattern stating that “Super polite forms” is considered
female speech characteristic. She argued that the use of linguistic qualities like lexis, phonology,
syntax, and pragmatics make women’s speech sound more polite. This was also confirmed by other
sociolinguists who investigated the grammatical constructions used in a specific social setting.
Among those sociolinguists is Ariffin (2004), who investigated language used in peer group
discussion and found that women used polite forms more often than men. In this case, obligatory

polite forms such as “please” and “thank you” was added to statements that women produced.
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This discussion can’t go without discussing politeness theory (Brown, 1987). This theory
dealt with the idea of face-saving in social interactions. It was the basis of several studies that
examined the link between language and politeness use. In their view, there are two types of face,
which push the person not to block one’s actions. The latter expresses a welcoming sense of being
appreciated and approved by others. On the other hand, people tend to save a different person’s face
by avoiding overlapping and interrupting others. The aspect of gender and politenessis not well

talked about. However, several academic papers have fallen this gap.

Through this paper, | examined how the two selected Moroccan politicians use super polite
forms to save their cheerful faces. Going back to the quantitative study conducted above, one can
notice that the two politicians used super polite forms at an equal rate, with a total percentage of
35% for Bebabdellah and 34% for Mounib. The frequency of this linguistic feature in the two
speakers’ interactions doesn’t indicate the view of Lakoff and her counterparts. It was proven that
not only female speakers use super polite forms, but also men tend to convey a sense of politeness.

Below are a few examples of super polite forms that the two politicians used

ROI PR AR g PO
Ism’aali an atqadama bishoker aljazilAllow me to thank you
Ll s g Jo o5 Cuy I ginand )

Ila semhtouli b’rit ntklam aa’la wahd noqtaPlease allow me to highlight one idea

The reason behind the equal use of super polite forms by the two speakers is the tendency

to keep one’s face positive. They pave the way for a positive basis for displaying the speaker’s



145

ideology. My conclusion is considered one of the few that deny the difference or deficit existence.
These two models were reassured by many sociolinguists and language analysts in general. One of
them is Holmes (1993), who claims that women are more likely than males to display positive
politeness and to use softening methods to avoid putting their addressees’ faces in danger. WWomen,
for example, are more likely to interrupt less in conversations, pay greater attention to speakers, and
seek to allow others to join a discussion, pay greater attention to speakers, and enable others to join

a conversation.

Furthermore, women are said to use specific discursive components differently than males.
One example of those components Holmes talked about is apologizing more often than males; she
added that women apologize more often than males, and their apologies are mainly used to cope
with space and prevent offending. My current study denied all that Lakoff and Holmes accounted

for, in the sense that the two politicians were equally polite to the face of the interviewers.

IV.1.6The use of Empty Adjectives

Kessler (1985) provided a simple definition of this linguistic feature. According to him,
empty adjectives that are not there to describe the noun they modify. That is to say; it does not
provide detailed information but rather expresses the speaker’s emotional responses. Lovely,
wonderful, heavenly, charming, fantastic, and sweet are among the most prevalent empty adjectives
from synthesizing more recent literature. However, there is a category of neutral adjectives that are
empty; fantastic, terrific, calm, and neat are examples of these terms. It has beenhypothesized that
meaningless adjectives are employed mainly by women, whereas neutral adjectives are used

equally by men and women. Lakoff claims that men who make meaningless
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adjectives part of their speech tend to ruin their reputation and decrease the level of their manhood

or masculinity.

Based on the findings in the tables above, neither Mounib nor BenAbdellah used empty
adjectives. Only neutral adjectives were used to describe the issue they were discussing. The
absence of meaningless adjectives from the interview proves that the speakers hold discursive
power and tend to avoid aspects that may weaken their language. One of the studies supporting my
research findings was done by Nordander (2009). The concept that women use empty adjectives
has challenged them. The usage of adjectives was analyzed in four well-known fashion
publications, particularly in the interview context. The results showed that the adjectives discovered
in the study did not have a substantial correlation with the pattern of empty adjectives;they seem to
be adjectives that reflect nothing but neutral contextual adjectives. | found out that both Nabil
Benabdellah and Nabila Mounib’s discursive interactions were developed through statements that
contain strong adjectives. The latter was used to fit in a powerful field like politics. Thus, there is no
difference between the two genders’ use of language when it comes to the partialor complete

inclusion of empty adjectives.

IV.1.7 Avoidance of Strong Words

Using solid words takes us to think of using swearing. It is often seen as a statement of
intense emotion directed at a specific person, particularly anger or dissatisfaction. As Eckert, (2003)
claims that using strong words or swearing refers back to nasty, dirty, vulgar, or harsh language.
Naughty or rude terms are used interchangeably while swearing or transmitting an angry feeling.
Furthermore, cursing is related to various informal sayings such as damn, bloody, goddamn, etc.

Regarding the use vs. the avoidance of solid words, women use fewer gentle,
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strong words than men. Holmes mentioned that women are less likely to swear in all settings after

adulthood.

| found out through the quantitative study | conducted that the two politicians tended to
avoid strong words, with a total percentage of 8% for Mounib and 7 % for Benabdellah. Going back
to the videotapes of the four interviews, I can conclude that the two speakers avoided using strong
words so that they could keep displaying politeness through their discursive platforms. Mounib
tended to express her strong emotion at 1:03 min in her first interview when she talked about the
right to be part of the government body when she tackled the issue of corruption in the country's
political system. Nabil Benabdellah similarly tended to express his strong emotion and hid his anger
at (00:01:02) min in the first interview when he reassured the interviewers that thereis no need to
punish eating in public during Ramadan, relationship outside marriage, and homosexuality. Based
on the two instances, | can conclude that the two politicians avoided strongwords to convey their

more or less personal attitudes towards the issues mentioned above.

In summary, as mentioned before, many research studies investigating language and gender
agreed that women generally avoid using strong words and learn to refine their indirect speech.
Although most female participants used less obscene terms than men in this research, some used
much more in certain situations. The conclusion can be drawn is that context and condition have an

essential impact on the use of swearing or strong words as a linguistic pattern.

IV.1. 8.Rising Intonation in Declarative Sentences

One of the most important characteristics associated with female speech is rising intonation
in declarative statements. According to Lakoff 1975, women tend to raise their intonation as an

expression of uncertainty and are used only by women, which makes their
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speech powerless and pragmatically weak. This is not the case in this current study; the two speakers
use the raising intonation with an almost similar percentage of 14% for males and 15% for females.

This connotes that raising intonation depends on social conversational context, not gender.

Several studies tackled this aspect of raising intonation in gender communication. Most of
them accounted for the existence of the difference at the level of the frequency of this linguistic
behavior. For example, a study conducted by Britain (1992) found that men and women used raising
intonation differently and that women used it more than double the amount compared to men. |
found out that this shared claim is not valid for my research as the two speakers tend to raisetheir
intonation whenever necessary. In other words, it is not gender that pushed the speaker to switch
their intonation from lower to higher but rather the nature of the topic discussed and the context in
which it is developed. Below are some of the conversational instances in which Nabila Mounib
raised her intonation during the two interviews:

Atal) o V) g Anls 5ullis G 3aliY 5l BRI il sallles JLSILE
Wash I’akbar hom lahzab likatkhlek aw la lahzab dyal bznasa awla lahzab mostagila

| am wondering who are the most powerful ones, those who have been created recently or those
corrupted ones or the independent ones!

Nabila Mounib raised her intonation to highlight that she doubts the credibility of the
political parties taking control. Raising intonation was a powerful act to express her explicit
opposition to the actual governmental choices that have been made. She did signal uncertainty or
doubt about attacking the existing political system implicitly. Being a female, Nabila Mounib is

expected to raise her intonation as a sign to avoid being taken over. Still, she used it in the same
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way as her male counterpart Nabil Benabdellah, to impose her discursive dominance over the

interviewers to not let them neither overlap nor interrupt her.

Nabil Mounib, as | mentioned above, used this linguistic feature in the same way as Nabila
Mounib; below is one of the many instances where he raised his intonation during the two selected

interview.
Jal UL lialll e Jlalall (s i cRbnaaionall ) )5 pilhe ands Ul jal Sllia 585 il

Bash tkon honak ijr’aat tadahbo mobasharatn ila alfi’aa mostada’afa, fi tamadros a’aatfal, fi
I’aatina’a bila’ramil

Actions must be done to help the most marginalized social categories, in children’s education and
in taking care of widows.

Nabil BenAbdellah’s intonation was raised here three times to reassure his political vision
about the marginalized social categories to whom the governmental financial support should go.
Nabil BenAbdellah tried to explain within the frame of what the journalist called “the urgent
economic strategies” that should be taken by the dominant political parties to fix all the national
issues linked to salaries, increase of the national income...etc. Raising his intonation is a proof that

the politician is both imposing and reassuring his ideas.

As one can notice the two politicians, regardless the gender, used this linguistic behavior
for the same discursive purpose. The analysis | conducted proved again that this part doesn’t seem

to support none of the three already examined approaches.

IV.1.9. Emphatic Stress

Emphatic stress, also known as “speak in italics,” is the highlighted one puts on a specific
word in an utterance to emphasize the term or to convey the speaker’s strong views about someone

or something. Many studies claim that women use emphatic stress more than men at the
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sentence level and across whole body text. Both Holmes and Lakoff use this linguistic pattern to
attract the other speaker’s attention and ensure that the listener gets their message and fully

understands it.

In this research, | found that the two speakers used emphatic stress throughout their
responses. Nabila Mounib used emphatic stress in her first interview with a total number of 30% in
comparison with 40% for Nabil BenAbdellah. The two politicians used emphatic stress to highlight
keywords that they saw as crucial to the context of their discussion. Below are examplesof emphatic

stress used in the two selected interviews for each politician.

g saa 50 4paill (1 gY) dpdall] 4silldad ) Laadd

A’ataqid anaho fi mawdou’a alqadiya aloula, alqadiya ra’isiya binisba lisha’bina
I think that the priority should be given to this issue of “Sahara”.
agail oas ) dgg) i1 £1 awall Slad o jrall ia b 43 5Y)

Iqadiyat wahda torabiya lisahra’aa fia’lan amaghrib hagaqa fi la’awina

oY) (sl (el J Y1) sy

Alakhira intisarayn hamayn ala’wal bilmoqarar

Ju ae¥) sasiall jluaiily AU W) 58 ) a0 a1 Jlo

Dyal lomam motahida wa Intisar tani houwa garar dyal omam motahida

el 255V

The issue of the territorial integrity of the Sahara, in fact, Morocco has achieved recently two
important victories, the first in the decision of the United Nations and the victory of the second,
which is the last decision of the European Parliament
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This extract is taken from BenbAbellah’s first interview “90 “min for convincing”, an instance
where he used emphatic stress to put emphasis on a very important term that is “victory” which is
linked to the Sahara issue.

The secondextract is taken from Mounib’s first interview:

43934 9 Apbuatdline adeill Jlo Allsal) 43@all 6 s
Wa houwa fi haqiqa masa’ala dyal ta’alim mas’ala asasiya wa mihwariya
S aaine gl el dal (e
Min ajl bina’aa ay mojtama’a
oY) I Anlaying s daga (A dign (A ile ) Aigall 12
Had mihna laysat bimihna walakin hiya mohima
In fact, the issue of education is crucial and should be put on our priority.
In order to build a good society, attention should be paid to this profession and to teachers.

Mounib used emphatic stress here to intensify the emergency to save the country's education
field. She reinforced through the words “crucial™ and "mission™ that the urgent priority that the
government should give to this critical field is considered a criterion for all nations without
exception. According to these two extracts, | can say that neither of the two politicians used
emphatic stress as being unimportant or powerless and Holmes and Lakoff's claim. The two

politicians intended to express their strong feelings about topics occupying the public's opinion.

IV.1.10. Minimal Responses or Backchannel

Minimal responses (e.g., mmm,) are typically used to either show interest and focus or fake
it. Short statements (e.g., okay, yes, agree) are used to endorse, agree, or disagree with the speaker.
To test the gender differences in using this feature, many scholars analyze speeches in informal
settings between men and to account for women the validation of gender theory in this matter. One
of these studies was conducted by Ersoy (2008), who analyzed the speech of several men and
women in three episodes of Dr. Philil's talk show. The result is a reflection of Coates (1986), whose

study found that participants used minimal Responses and short utterances 29
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times, while men only used 11. This also supports Tannen's claim that women use language for
support more often than men.

My findings do not match those studies mentioned above results. Through the
conversational analysis, | found that Minimal responses were used equally by the two speakers,
with a total of 3% for each politician. After transcribing the conversation, | divided the minimal
responses into 1) positive responses (yes, um) and affirmative statements (okay, right, and fine),
and (2) incorrect introductory statements (e.g., oh, good) at the starting position. They used the
word "hmmm" to support the speaker and keep the discussion going. Some examples from the
recorded data are explained below.

Nabila Mounib used minimal response («k / tab'aan / Of course) at 10:07 min as a

response to get back to the journalist's question about whether or not her political party can get to
communicate their political ideologies efficiently to the population concerned. She used positive
responses to maintain her cheerful face regardless of the irony the journalist adopted to offend her
politically. Regarding Nabil BenAbdellah's use of minimal responses, | can say that he was on the
same scale as his counterpart Mounib. Being a male speaker, as Lakoff and Coates claim he is
culturally powerful and dominant, he is not allowed to use minimal responses in his interaction so
that he could keep himself far from sounding weak discursively and politically. This argument is
not valid as far as the two selected interviews are concerned. He responded at 19:31 min he used
the word ('alas / cameraman/strictly) when the journalist wondered whether his political party is
independent at the level of decision making. He reacted positively to the situation to keep his

political position as the head of his political party positive.

It is often said that men and women use minimal responses differently. Women reportedly

used minimal responses to support the current speaker, while men preferred the delayed minimal
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responses to achieve dominance in conversation. The findings of my study indicate the opposite of
what the leaders of the deficit, the difference, and the dominance theories claim.

To sum up, as one can notice, the two speakers used the above-listed linguistic and
paralinguistic patterns in almost the same way. The empirical investigation does not seem to support
Lakoff's deficit theory or the Fishman dominance model. In other words, gender communication in
the political context does not abide by the powerless female language vs. the powerful male
language concept. The tables above showed that both Mounib and Benabdellah usedlanguage in the
same way, to account for their political ideologies and display their powerful identities that fit
within the context within which they are interacting. The question | would raise here is whether this
result is also valid regarding the six dichotomies introduced by Deborah Tannen, who is considered
the leader of the different theories whose characteristics were explainedin detail above. This will be

dealt with in the upcoming section.

V.2 Gendered Linguistic styles and styles of interaction: interpretation of the findings
In this part | intend to deal with a more quantitative analysis of my research findings. The
questions | will be answering are:

1. Isgender the main characteristic that affects an individual’s verbal behavior?

2. Are there any significant differences in the dichotomies introduced by Tannen?

3. Does each gender tend to favor one subject/ specific theme to talk about?

4. Are women’s language more polite than men’s?

5. Do these language practices vary by one gender background?

6. Are men and women using inappropriate language characteristics due to their desired
gender identity or goals in the political context?

7. What are the possible reasons for the overlap of language and gender?

8. Ina political context, do female candidates adjust their speech to the norms of the political
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9. Do women adopt a feminine discursive behavior in areas of strong norms and masculinity
asin the field of politics?

IV.2.1 Female vs. male Discursive Behavior in Politics

Investigating political interviews, as in the case of any other political platform, one finds
himself /herself focusing not on what they said but on how they said it. This is what I mean and
what | refer to as linguistic behavior. A language is a central place where gender is often listed, thus
providing a gain valuable footage of the self-expression strategies women politicians use to gain
power and influence in politics. Learning a language is the key to demanding. As Lasswell (2017)
puts it, "Who says what to whom, and through what channel, to what effect." We use language to
question, discuss, compare, describe, argue, gossip, threaten, forgive, reply, suggest, complain,
agree, confess, insinuate, interrupt, explain, persuade, etc. Language in the form of narratives,
interviews, media reports, policy manifestos, or any range of political speech has alwaysbeen a
valuable resource in political psychology research for providing insight into what we are saying,

what we mean when we say it, and what the relationship is between what we say and whatwe do.

This thesis is a comparative study of the linguistic styles of two politicians based on four
interviews. In this section, each interview is first analyzed individually, followed by comparisons
and conclusions at the end of each chapter. Each sub-part analyzes different linguistic features, with
the final comparison focusing on gender differences. Tannen, in her observation, finds a tendency
for women to choose fewer topics and talk at length. Men, on the other hand, discuss a wider variety

of topics more quickly. According to my research findings, my remarks and claims
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are quite contradictory to those claims and conclusions of Tannen, who is considered on top of
linguists who support her professor Lakoff's vision that is linked to language and gender. Here one
can recall the six dichotomies introduced by Tannen to account for the "difference" theory in the

context of the Moroccan political discourse.

1VV.2.2 The six dichotomies of Deborah Tannen

Tannen says that gender disparities in speaking styles exist, and that we must recognize and
understand them in order to avoid blaming “others or ourselves or the relationship for the otherwise
mystifying and damage effects of our contrasting conversational styles”. As explained in the
previous sections Tannen and her fellow sociolinguists and linguists who approved the “difference”
model stated that boys and girls grow up in what are essentially distinct cultures. Tannen takes a
sociolinguistic approach to these gender differences via proving that both men and women have a
tendency to communicate in a cross-cultural discursive context. | shall examine below the six
gender communicative dichotomies introduced by Tannen. This part will tend to answer the same

key question that was raised in the previous part:

Do the two speakers use Tannen’s linguistic behaviours of speech differently while

responding to the interviewers’ questions?

This questions will be dealt with via checking the six major dichotomies that Tannen introduced

within the frame of “the difference model” that was explained in the previous sections:

1- Support vs. status: According to Tannen, the world is a competitive place for men in which
dialogue and speech are used to establish status, whereas the world is a network of relationships for

women in whom language is used to seek and offer assistance. | shall see through the two
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interviews how Mounib and Benabdellah approach status and support through their political

interactions.

2. Understanding vs. Advice: I shall examine if the female politician’s discursive intervention
tends to seek understanding and sympathy for the problem she is tackling and whether the male

politician tends to see advice or solution to the issue discussed.

3. Information vs. feelings: | shall examine if Bnabdellah as being the male Politian focused
on communicating information as opposed to Mounib who is supposed to focus more on creating

relationships and strengthening social ties.

4.  Proposal vs. Order: According to Tannen men tend to use direct imperatives, however super
polite forms are highly used by women. | shall see if this valid when it comes to interaction in the

political sphere.

5.  Compromise vs. Conflict: Tannen claimed that women try to avoid discursive conflict at all
costs. They prefer to handle issues avoiding confrontation so that they can remain in a context of
a positive connection and rapport. On the other hand, men are more apt to use conflict to settle
disagreements and so negotiate status. Is this claim accurate in the case of the politician’s

understudy?

6. Intimacy vs. independence: In this last dichotomy women lean towards intimacy, in the
contrary men prefer independence. | shall examine if Mounib and Benabdellah’s discursive

interactions confirm this dual contardictory linguistic behaviours.

Tannen claims that the difference between male-female discursive styles is a choice between

the style of typically "male™ conflict contest and the style of typically "female"
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consensus discussion. Men adopt the masculine style, whereas women adopt the feminine style due
to cultural expectations. However, she refutes the existence of a universal, timeless feminine style.
She concludes from her investigation of speaker styles that the feminine communicative tradition

is as interchangeable as was the masculine tradition, highly context-dependent temporal.

In her conclusion, however, she determines that there are timeless ones that separate the
styles of male linguistic behavior despite the interchangeability of the language of the two genders.
Historically, women had to break down a barrier of prejudice to be able to speak publicly, which
encouraged them to choose personality, reinforcing the ethos of the speaker and his credibility.
While males often display authority personalities, females often display personalities of

togetherness and caring, such as a mother. Is this true in powerful fields such as politics?

IV.2.2.1 The Intimacy/ Independency Dichotomy

The intimacy is a dimension of the feminine style, which essentially seeks an informal
closeness, while in independency the speaker seeks formality from the audience. Intimacy involves
the search for closeness with the other person, founding informality, is a typically feminine
characteristic. Independency, on the other hand, implies the typical style of a distance is kept with
formality and truths are presented to arrive at a solution in a matter. Tannen determines that the
difference between intimacy and independence is identified by sex. The short analysis of few
extracts that will be provided will prove the validity of the following quotation taken from (Tannen,

1990):
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“Though all humans need both intimacy and independence, women tend to focus on the first and
men on the second. It is as if their lifeblood ran in different directions.”

The following extract is taken fron Nabila Mounib’s interview on MD1 TV :Nabila Mounib

provided the following answer at 00:06:00 min:

o) L s A1 8 i 3all) (e paal) e alaiil  adsud) 4l Qs allisall e Wlas aSaa (286580 U
Jalitl) el el juill Jos g5 péiall aa) g dedSUA (ille oadd) g g gy paas L) sl U (S
el ASla iy o) i aliiaii S0 ol el b oadnad) Uil i) glln uandl sl 811 S80S 5 Ly
al-mdrst al- ‘momit hsb r’ayi hi lktafr tsawy al-hdad, hi mdrst al-dmgratit, hi
mdrst dial Glad al-3‘b,lgitklf bhad al-gta‘® has akan gadr atahd ahtiar siasi
athml msu’Glitd G'ahrd ‘nd al-mwatn a‘tih tfsir, kdalk ili m3iti llsht wad gt tmd
‘1li al-mst3fi al-‘miml at gt 'tmd ‘1i al-mshat kdalk igb an 1kin ahtiar siasi,
hds thml al-msu’tlit. aqol lkm bkl Gdith al-hkomt al-halit ad‘f hkomt ‘rfha al-
mgrb

| totally disagree withyou on the issue of political laziness, which applies to many parties in the
country. We can confirm that we are distinguished by political clarity, why? Simply because we
were presenting it with one project as an alternative to a comprehensive democratic change?

In our country, they would say, on the political side, the political system in Morocco should be a
democratic system, meaning a parliamentary monarchy.

Nabila Mounib’s answer implies a strong independency that was clearly shown through the
first personal pronoun, “I.” The use of the first personal pronoun in this context is essential as it
reveals the superiority that the speaker identifies with. Using a specific pronoun has been the subject
of much research into political speeches. Brown and Gilman’s significant work in 1960 proved that
using pronouns produced power and inequality or solidarity and equality relationship amongst
communication participants. According to Karapetjana 2011, how politicians talk reflectstheir

personalities; hence pronominal choices are essential to
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investigate. In Nabila Mounib’s case, she took the position of an independent speaker who was
defending her political party. In the above-selected extract and throughout her discursive
interactions, Nabila Mounib, being a female, is expected to show more intimacy and avoid standing
in a position that shows independence. However, | found out that she has adopted an independent
tone by reassuring the fact that she is defending a specific type of authoritative regulations in the
country and other controversial issues she has discussed throughout the two panels. | examined
Nabil Benebdellah’s discursive interactions, who is rolling on the same platform, to see where he
stands from this first communicative dichotomy of intimacy vs. independency. Let us look at one

of the extracts that are stated at 8:56 min by Benabdellah in his first panel on Med1 TV:

Lo a bis Jgmall jaiad (gan @ allS 08 U as Cunie Cad8iS LS gl gy ) gy U J 85 lda el
o) e (aiels

5311 hdak ngal al-11 bgit 1a 1°

a 1 ahatrkma kngdf mknsb hd ana gd klam hzb g§di
nhnhzb al-m‘qgtl hnad hzb mad kaim

n
$18 ‘nd al-nas.

This is my business! | am free to say what | want, does not mean that | have a conversation with
you. We are not slandering anyone. | have spoken to a serious party. We are a reasonable and a
fair political party.

Based on this extract and other similar interactions, Nabil Benabdellah did not seek intimacy
while addressing questions he took as a political media attack. The use of the first personalpronoun
“I” is an explicit indication of the supposed to be masculine linguistic behavior that is
“independence.” Being the leader of the “difference theory,” (Tannen D. 1990) claims repetitively
that communication is “a constant balancing act, reconciling the conflicting requirements for
intimacy and independence.” The gender theorist established that male and female forms of speech

are best understood as two unique cultural languages rather than as inferior or superior ways of

speaking because men and women are raised differently.
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“Communication between men and women can be cross-cultural if women speak and hear a
language of connection and intimacy, while men speak and hear a language of status and
independence.” By emphasizing that there are gender differences in how men and women talk,

Tennen highlights the feminist spoken weakness.

The analysis of the two politicians’ communicative behaviors does not match Tannen’s
claims. The two politicians did keep their superiority throughout the two interviews. “The
independency” attitude was shown through their thoughtful answers and the use of specific

grammatical categories, such as the first personal pronoun “I.”

I can conclude that the two politicians have been projecting and adopting an independent
persona. Nabila Mounib tended to perform her role as a politician and display the unique authority
she was given. This cannot be achieved unless she speaks under the umbrella of independence using

powerful language.

1V.2.2.2 Compromise/ Conflict Dichotomy

Compromise dimension, a feminine characteristic, is characterized by invitations. The
proposition is a dimension of the style in which the speaker tries to identify with the audience as
the same”. In contrast, the conflict is more excluding and aggressive with the audience and others
and a dimension of masculine style. In a study on the differences between men and women, Tannen
explains that women tend to view relationships symmetrically as similar to others. In contrast, men
see a hierarchical relationship with others. This fundamental difference provides a basis for a
conversational tone. The lander researched politically active men and women in Sweden, and his
findings show that women were less likely to address other speakers in a sense negatively than men;

for example, women themselves were found to be less antagonistic in their
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interaction. This is not the case in this paper’s context. In the empirical study I conducted, | found
out that Nabila Mounib is taking the conflict side. She defended her ideology by standing against
the interviewers exactly as her counterpart Banbebllah did.

Examining Nabila Mounib’s interactions during the two panels did not prove the
dominance of a sense of compromise with the interviewer or towards the status quo. Below is an

extract from Nabila Mounib’s interaction during her second panel on Kifash TV:

i i o e e 5]l Linle lis lad Bally & asn el alaicg A5 Gl i elola J dwally Ul
sl J20 (508 dpm geadll A paall hy agliil silin jee) (i (IS el 5 (igaiSle G slh anie I ia 4 el Jalae
e M Ge G A
Ana balnsbt IT hadik astratigit thribit,t Itm al-hstisi fi bladna htr hna mabina mbadrat fargt, mbadrat
hi tmsT tbnT m‘aml...almgarbt hti Ii ‘ndhm flas makihdas risk, kIST bgi a‘mr giaba abntlhm bli al-
mdrst al-hstsit gadidhl flas Igrnin mn al-zmn.
For me, this is a subversive strategy. Private education in our country is dangerous. We don’t want
empty initiatives. They are proceeding to build factories...even rich Moroccans don’t wantto risk
their money in real investments, they are assuring that private e schools are the best way out to get
a fortune. (00:08:00 min)
Nabila Mounib raised a crucial issue that has been occupying the public’s opinion for quite
a long time: equal access to an excellent educational system. She imposed her political party’s
vision by highlighting the bad management that the actual government is adopting. Throughout her
interactions with the journalist, she adopted, when it is needed, a conflicting tone. In other words,
she did not pave the way to any compromise of fluidity with the stream of the interview’s questions;
in contrast, she took her discursive tone outside the frame of what gender theorists have named as
“feminine tone” or “powerless tone”. To achieve her political goals and reach conversational
dominance, she did not display compromising aspects; instead, she was argumentative, competitive,

and implicitly insulting. Nabil Benabdellah streamed on the same line with his fellow, indulging

in discursive conflicts to transmit his political ideologies and
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dominate the panels. Below is one of many instances where he explicitly demonstrates braveryand
aggression.

e ) SIS ¢ i aglae ] lal gall die AT sl gane Jeadl aslpes JLEA) 23U 508 G 81 Gali g Uil A
Jan Gald (b HLEa) 55 o ey SIS Cilaadll e aainie ) e gandl i) Lo adiaie (i) 5 daall
. (00:07:30)—_aall Led s da sSa Camaal llall Za Sl = gaim g JS3 o818, A g sl

al-mdrst al- ‘momit hsb r’ayi hi lktafr tsawy al-hdid, hi mdrst al-dmgratit, hi
mdrst dial Glad al-35‘b,lgitklf bhad al-gta‘® has akin gadr atadhd ahtiar siasi
athml msu’Glitd G'ahrd ‘nd al-mwatn a‘tih tfsir, kdalk ili m3iti llsht wad gt tmd
‘11 al-mstsfi al-"mimi ad gt 'tmd ‘1i al-mshat kdalk igb an iktn ahtiar siasi,
has thml al-msu’alit. aqul lkm bkl adih al-hkomt al-halit ad‘f hkomt ‘rfha al-
mngrb.
| think the overall role of public school is to provide equal access to the school; it is the school of
democracy, the school of equal opportunities. It should not be in the hands of the private sector. |
will be able to make a political choice, bear my responsibility and go out to the citizen and give him
an explanation; the same issue if you go health sector is that the actual government will dependon the
public hospital or clinics. An urgent decision must be taken as soon as possible, and it mustbe a
smart political choice. | can clearly state that the current government is the weakest government
that Morocco has known.

This extract showed a harsh tone meant to achieve objectives related more or less to what
Nabil Benabdellah defends as a minister and a leader of a politically influential party. As one can
notice, Benabdellah did not drive to any compromising during the two panels, especially when
talking about serious issues like education, economy, elections, governmental political division, etc.
The above extract was a combination of blaming the lack of serious work mainly in the field of
education and proposing solutions that might be used in the context of urgent plans to fix the various
issues in the ministry of education. Thus, Nabil Benabdellah's tone was aggressive and dominant,
the two aspects that Nabila Mounib used to account for the same issue linked to the quality of

Moroccan Schools in general and the Moroccan public schools specifically.

Tannen claims that men are more likely to voice their opposition to a suggestion in various

discursive international contexts, either in a professional setting like the workplace or a
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personal one like home. However, she states that women are less likely to object and assert
themselves. They might delay their resistance to a particular idea or suggestion, express their
discomfort, and complain later when they are outside the frame of that actual conversation. Tannen's
claims are connected to the ones introduced by her professor Lakoff. The two gender theorists
Lakoff (1973) and Tannen (1990) have positioned women's language as weak or powerless.
However, male speakers tend to take over powerful and dominant language characteristics. Going
through the two politicians' interviews, | can conclude that neither Tannen nor Lakoff's claims are
valid in the political context under study. The two politicians were neithercooperative nor nurturing;
in contrast, they were assertive and authoritative. The two displayed theexpected political identity

that obliges any politician to put on the suit of a powerful and robust speaker.

IV.2.2.3. Feeling/ information Dichotomy

One of the leading notions of the difference theory states that the feminine language style
focuses more on feeling than on information. In contrast, the male linguistic style focuses on
transmitting information, frequently in a single direction, as in a lecture. In contrast to the
traditionally feminine language trait of feeling, an emphasis on information and the use of impelling
words is notably specified as a masculine feature. Examining the four interviews showsthat the
process of conveying information was omnipresent in the two politicians’ responses. Beloware two

extracts taken from Nabila Mounib’s interview on KIFACH TV and Med1 TV :

A3 gy oS ana agd ol dal S g1 il alai) s ddpd) ag Hal) 8 oS cllia S J1 ) AT 3508 GHES oSile i8S

Q\}n.ai:jm

mkihf¥ ‘Iikm kfa§ kdiiz al-anthabat, adla kain hnak thkm fi al-hritt al-stast wanmat al-aqtra“ kayin
ahzab lhm sm bkm tm" dalk hsda aswat.
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| am sure you do know many things about the process of the elections. First of all, there is a
system of control over the political map and voting patterns. There are parties that are useless,they
have won votes though.

bl el ax gl S 5RE) C 3a) G e 5SS A G al el Jled) agillall (s 4l il
il < al
JYMELY) Jal o Jumlio Gl man 5 g Jakall Jal (e bl jiand dimy e dgan 313 I pansy 3La3Y)
Jdal e adalil)
oAl Jaladl a5 5l il (e SIS 5 4 gloail) alald) JDUELLY)
(00: 10:00).

al-fidralth dial al-thalfth al-isar al-dimqrati al-Ii hi katkiin mn tlat ahzab astraki al-mahd al-
dimgqratth al-mu’tmr al-tGtni al-athad 1s°1 al-i hlq gbhh ‘ridh dimqratth mn agl al-dgt ttrgih kdlk
mnadl mn agl al-astqlal al-slth mn agl al-astqlal al-slth al-qda’th tkdlk mn agl al-ttizi* al-‘adl litrah.

Federalism, the alliance of the Democratic Left, which is made up of three parties, the Socialist, the
United Democratic National Congress, and the Union seeks to create a broad democratic frontfor
pressure and weighting, as well as fear for independence, power for independence, the judiciary,as
well as for a fair distribution of the common wealth.

Mounib is transmitting and explaining information linked to her political party. With a
determined tone, Nabila found the need to highlight the process through which her political party
was built. Tannen claims that women’s language is more emotive and subsequently more verbose.
The different way of talking between men and women was expressed through the level of verbosity.
The latter refers back to the fact of using more words than it’s needed due to an emotionally driven
discursive context. Brody (1985) claims that women report feeling, expressing,and valuing emotions
more than men; he concluded that women are stereotyped and inform themselves as being sadder,
scared, and emotionally expressive than men, as well as more articulateabout “talking emotions” than
men. However, Brody and his counterparts highlighted the fact thatemotions or feelings are
multidimensional constructs with multiple components: 1) physiological-experiential cognitive, (2)
behavioral-expressive, (3) attitudinal,and (4) regulatory. They have explained the various social

contexts within which they have investigated gender differences. Brody explained that gender

differences in verbal and emotional
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expression might not indicate gender differences in emotional experience because gender

differences may manifest in some but not in all components of emotion.

In other words, gender differences at the level of expressing emotions might not be seen
from the same perspective; it all depends on the nature of the discursive context. Hence, | can
conclude that when women interact in an intimate context, they tend to be explicitly emotional;
nevertheless, when interacting in a professional setting, they adopt a more powerful tone to
dominate the conversation. Indeed, the present investigation proved that Nabila Mounib didn’t
validate Tannen’s claim that she conveys feelings rather than facts. Nabila Mounib stood far from
showing the feminine and weak side that she has been stereotyped as a woman. Throughout the four
interviews, she has been giving information and discussing facts without interfering personallywith
the issue discussed. As for men, Tannen claims that their interactions are message-oriented; in other
words, they tend to convey information as an added value to their casual setting. Indeed, this was
confirmed through the present investigation. Below are a few extracts that were taken randomly

from Nabil Benabdellah’s responses to account for the validity of the claims mentionedabove.

o i e yaall Jlad ) yaall ol il oan gl Anaillisn ) Aanilly sl Aacalll 1l Ancndl  guin o b A3 e
Sy el )1 g 1 A sl g saaial) aall Jua2222 el Il cpsels ol o_yuiilgs Sl

o IS Sgnalle ) palal sa 8 351 lisia lad S 1 saaiad aalll Jud ol oy gall (Ui b g5l
S e s 225 dllall Conlim tie IS U1 4l Al 5 g Aunlias yuall Ui 45t )l 4ound - gnsa
4 jlua s 4zl Cuils pasidll ?AE\J ?I&M U..}AS\\ o 4l

40:05:00

a‘tqd anh fi mada‘ al-qdih al-aali al-qdih al-r’isih balnsbh 18‘bnalqdih al-thdh al-trabih llshra’ f'la
al-mgrb hqq fi al-atnhalahirh antsarin hamin al-atl balmqrr 2222dial al-amm al-mthdh wantsaral-
tani al-17 ha al-grar al-ahir dialalbrlman al-’atrabi fi htab al-darh al-ahirh dial al- "amm Imthdhal-
ITkan htab hqiqtan ra’id fimwadi® asasih ‘almihkn kdlk fi miidia" qdih al-ttnih htab al-ahir bmnasbh
sthniinbr walmkalmh al-hatfih al-1T kant ‘nd sahb al-glalh Tim22.inair mn hdh al-snh m‘al-amin al-
‘am llamm al-mthdh kantlgh gdidh sarmh

Concerning the first issue, which | can name the main issue for our people that is linked to the
territorial integrity of the Sahara. Indeed, Morocco has recently achieved two important victories,
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the first with Resolution 2222 of the United Nations, and the victory of the second, which is the
final decision of the European Parliament in the speech of the last session of the United Nations,
which was a pioneering speech that shed light on nothing but the truth. Basic international issues
that are dealt with via patriotism, the last speech on the occasion of November 6, and the phone call
that His Majesty had on the 22"4January of this year with the UN Secretary-General was a strictnew
language that direct this type of national issues to new horizons.

e Llaall g )5 uall el jally 3lady Lo Al 08 Jaatpal 4l sl il adl) 3L ) e e 4S) il andill s
asaliill) o 5 (5 685 Ll Ll (pa e Lainl cilallalgalail cilallals () 4ualall dgaall (i sl sl 4l il Liiaa
Ol Calall o gSall i gally 8 g Laialll 4llaadl s cluladll 5 58 L) sallll Qs (00 208 :40)

hzb al-tqdm al-astrakih ‘li grar baqi al-ahzab al-ttnih Imitmml qid anmlt fima 1t‘lq balsramh al-

agtma‘'th mn $anha anha tqwy al-qdrh al-antagih dial al-bladwanha tqwy al-tmask wal'dalh al-
agtma th fi bladi tdbiralhktimi lImlf al-amn

The Socialist Progress Party, like the rest of the national parties, did not falter an inch with regard
to the strictness necessary to preserve our national territorial integrity and to represent the internal
front, that is, through economic reforms and social reforms that would strengthen the country's
productive capacity and strengthen cohesion and social justice in my country and in terms of the
government's measure for the security file.

Based on the above extracts, Nabil Benabdellah provided information linked to the issue of
the Moroccan Sahara as an answer to the journalist’s opening questions about the territorial integrity
of the Moroccan Sahara. The nature of the topic pushes speakers to integrate emotions while
reflecting upon this kind of patriotically driven topic. This was not the case for Nabil Benabdellah,
who was determined and assertive when providing ministerial information explaininghis pride in the
satisfactory progress achieved at both the international and the nationallevels. He praised his
political party by reassuring the journalists that he leads a party whose primary concernis achieving

social, economic, and political justice in various domains, which he considers a robustversion of

patriotism.

As one can notice, the two politicians use language in the same way, to convey their political

messages and clarify their political ideologies to their target audience. Going through the
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four selected interviews, I can conclude that Tannen’s claim is not valid in the political setting as
the speaker tends to adopt a powerful speech so they can dominate the conversational floor. Thus,
in the political background, there is nothing as weak vs. strong language. Regarding the political
panels, | examined, the two speakers were focused on providing information related to various
national issues, namely, economy, taxation, education, the Moroccan Sahara, etc. The use of the

dichotomy of feeling vs. information was driven by the context and not by gender.

IV.2.2.4 The Proposal / order Dichotomy

Proposal dimension is a feminine quality defined by inviting to the conversation, frequently
using inclusive language to examine other solutions to an issue rather than offering the*“right”
option. The obtaining of a solution is more significant in the order dimension, a typical male
feature, and is often achieved through decisive enlightening of the audience. According to Tannen
(L990), there is a difference in what a dialogue should lead to between genders. While a general
male prioritizes an order or a proposal, a public woman prioritizes dialogue as a technique to create
intimacy and fully comprehend the problem before making a decision. The question | want to raise
at this stage is whether this dichotomy is valid?

Tannen claims that men give orders more directly, whereas women suggest things more
indirectly. According to Tannen, men are more likely to object and assert themselves in a
professional setting like their workplace or a social one like at home. However, women are less
likely to object and argue. Going back to the four interviews, | discovered that the two politicians
tend to impose and discuss diplomatically direct solutions to the various issues the hosts highlighted

on the TV shows. Below are a few extracts that confirm my findings.

cda i) Gl s ) A S e 8 A Sl 5 gea s i (il @lin o slaion Ay bl a sl (i) g B Jal e il oa
ede e R il 381 ala
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(00:15:30 )Med1 TV

hn nstgl mn agl aqna“ al-nas, al-iim al-mgarbt Tstglun, hnak t‘agb nhb Gsali wanthazit fi mrakz
al-qrar.has al-§ ‘b anhart, has afiq masiabqgi gir mdm

We are working on convince people. Today, Moroccans are taking advantage of. There is a
succession of opportunistic elites in decision-making centers.

(g bl dua b il gulae (i JAl e Jlle 400 G ey O i ala) 30N ) () g) 050 O camg aalad
bl 4 lae g Aadall 4 seall oLy (ald s gead

(00:46:15) Kifash TV

It I'm Igb an 1kiin aila, al-natg al-dahli al-ham igb an sl ili 400 mliar ‘li al-aql snwya, ‘tia 1$bab frst
Imsari‘, §g ‘0hm. has bna’ al-ghwyt al-hqiqgit Gmharbt al-fsad

Education must be first, the gross domestic product must reach at least 400 billion annually. We
have to give young people a chance for projects, encourage them. Especially building real
regionalism and fighting corruption.

Aflaan Sl 5 b Jia ey ang il all ) 8 S g8l el sl ¢ o) Jaa) 53 3) 58 Ly J))

18 ¢y pa IS AE e Laaalll paliamill) ) Wladl) Calide e oy ¢idal sall ae Jila dalladl i) Alpns
Gl a8 Ay el

(00:46:15) KIFASH TV

al-a bgina nwazni al-hql al-s1asi, hsna ahzab qwyt, ktkbr fi itar al-hriat.ighb bna’ hql siasi gadrabni
msdaqit siasit.abni al-‘lagt diala m' al-mwatnin, bna’ ‘li mhtlf al-qdaia al-siasit, al-aqtsadit, al-
agtma1t, al-tqafit bkl hrit, hkda al-mgarbt aqdr atiq

Unless we want to balance the political field, we single out strong parties, as they grow within the
framework of freedom. We must build a strong political field, who is capable of building political
credibility. Build the relationship with the citizens, based on various political, economic, social, and
cultural issues freely, this is how Moroccans are able to be free

Jsla il ‘@\ﬁuﬁu\uﬁm\m@j 2l e i ccand) e aais Al Ak 2b i)

(00:46:00) Med 1TV
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al-mgrb bagitbqt siasit tbt'd ‘lial-sb, tbt'd ‘li al-qdf, ai 1T bga atnaqs anaqs$ bramg, anaqgs hlilq

Morocco wants a political class that stays away from insults, stays away from insults, or | want to
discuss, discuss programs, discuss solutions.

The above excerpts account for Tannen's dichotomy order vs. proposal. As one can notice,
neither Nabila Mounib nor Nabil Benabdellah has shown the tendency to suggest something
indirectly. The two politicians were straightforward in terms of their governmental vision. They
provided direct orders as solutions to the issues they had discussed. Starting with Nabila Mounib's
responses, she emphasized the emergency of fighting corruption at all levels. She went on to give
solutions to very efficient economic progress. Tannen claims that as a woman, she is not meant to
speak powerfully; instead, she is supposed to suggest solutions but implicitly, keeping her feminine,
powerless and nondominant character in her linguistic behavior. Nabil Benabdellah, being the male
speaker, shed light on almost the same aspects. He targeted the imbalance of political parties that
exist in the government. He urged the necessity to give equal access to solid political parties whose
governmental plans aim to improve the Moroccan citizens' economic and social situations. By doing

that, he has given orders to be taken as guidelines to solve crucial national issues.

IV.2.2.5 Advice / understanding Dichotomy

According to Tannen, men are more interested in finding solutions and providing advice
to problematic situations, while women look for sympathyand understanding. While a guy
may try to solve an issue that his wife or girlfriend is experiencing, Tannen says that what the wife
or girlfriend needs is sympathy. The findings of thispaper opposed Tannen’s claim.Nabila Mounib

had adopted a tendency to provide guidelines to
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solve governmental issues, save the economy, fight against unemployment, eradicate corruption,
etc. Thus, her political persona required the need to stand in the position of giving advice rather
than sympathizing passively. The above extracts can go hand in hand with the previous dichotomy.
Tannen claims that men tend to challenge themselves by coming up with a solutionto a
specific issue. On the other hand, women look for emotional support, not answers; in other words
they seek understanding. One of the social examples used in several studies is the mother
complaining that she isn’t feeling well, and the father always decides to take her to the doctor. She
is often disappointed by his reaction. He, like many men, is preoccupied with what he can achieve,
but she seeks emotional understanding and compassion. This current study opposed what Tannen
has been claiming. The cultural character Nabila Mounib is supposed to act on didn’t exist in her
discursive interactions. She has been advising to overcome various political, economic, and
academic issues. Based on the vision of the difference model, women are culturally meant to
situate themselves as second class in terms of linguistic practices. This was not the case for
Mounib, as she conveyed her ideas in an assertive tone; the latter is a pre-defined masculine
characteristic.

IV.2.6 Status/ Support Dichotomy

Men were raised in a culture where a discussion is frequently a competition, either to gain
the upper hand or to keep other people from pushing them around. Talking, on the other hand, is
commonly used by women to exchange affirmation and support. According to Tannen,
communication is a location for males to strive to earn and preserve status, whereas communication

for women is a network of relationships seeking support and understanding.
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In the political field, speakers tend to adopt an authoritative character. They tend to dominate
and impose their ideology regardless of the discussed topic. This investigation proved that the two
speakers lean towards the status established through their discourse. The two speakersmake their

political status as leaders of two necessary political parties relevant in their talk.

The findings from the above quantitative study proved that politically powerful women adopt
the predefined masculine styles of communication as they climb up into more powerful leadership
positions. The political arena demands a different self-presentation. | discovered reasonable
evidence to imply that female leaders prefer to adapt to masculine linguistic standards as they
pursue power in a male-dominated political system by evaluating the gendered communication

patterns of the Moroccan political leaders across time.

Given the nuances of these linguistic characteristics, it's uncertain whether individuals,
particularly voters, have distinct impressions of how men and women form language. Benadellah
and Mounib are candidates from the same political school of the left. They stood against each other
in the elections in several political races. They both represented specific categories of citizens in
Morocco with whom they share the same political mindset of the left party. Since they are both
politically close in the vision, they spoke in the four selected interviews for underestimated social
groups and issues; they tended not only to use the same linguistic style but also to have thoughts
and concerns in common. For example, they both opposed laws against personal freedom,advocated
more accessible health care and social justice, and agreed with the fair division of poweramong the

existing political parties.
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At this stage, one crucial point that | should highlight is linked to the gender stereotypes that

appeared even during the electoral campaigns. Although they are both experienced and ambitious
politicians, Mounib tended to receive more negative criticism for her desire to succeed and get into
the highest positions in Moroccan politics. (Smeltzer, 1973) spoke about the cultural stereotype and
that if it exists, the perception of the communication may be shaped to fit with the generalized sex

roles.

This means that if women are perceived as "naturally” tentative, their speech will be
described as representing tentativeness and weakness. Furthermore (Brownlow, 2003) highlighted
that women are expected to speak in a certain way to be perceived positively. Otherwise, they will
be described as non-feminine or Manish. Discursively speaking, | can confirm this pattern in how
Mounib was trying to be as morechallenging as Benabdellah. Not even today do women receive

much credit for adopting some of the traits assigned to men.

On the other hand, we can notice that Benabdellah adopted the predefined female features
by Lakoff to sound sensitive or even emotional only when needed. Studies on the same platform as
mine, whose concern was examining gender differences in leadership styles, concluded that thereare
no measurable differences between men and women in leadership roles but that leadership
responsibilities are highly situational. This school of thought contends that neither males nor

females are superior in leadership roles.

As we can see, the analysis findings contradict Tannen's model at all levels. My study stands
by the side of studies that criticized the difference model as being too general and biased. One of

the most common criticisms against Tannen's difference model and against the six
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dichotomies on which she based gender disparities is that "culture difference alone cannot
effectively explain the complete pattern of linguistic difference and misunderstanding.” This is also
valid regarding the interrelated models of Deficit and Dominance. According to Crawford (1995),
this early stage of gender and language study must consider gender in setting, roles, and other social
identities such as age, class, and ethnicity. Thus, the speakers' cultural identity or gender doesn't
interfere with their linguistic behavior. The female stereotypes | have discussed in the first sections

are not valid in the political sphere.

Summary

This study examined the linguistic features used by two Moroccan politicians in their
interviews. To conduct this investigation, two-panel interviews, each featuring the two politicians
separately hosted by the same journalists, were analyzed using quantitative content analysis and
discourse analysis. By reflecting upon the findings of this study in light of the results of the reviewed
literature, | intended to examine each feature separately, account for the reasons behind its use, and

provide an interpretation of the similarities and differences in a conversational style.

The findings of this study show that the two speakers, in their political context, had used
linguistic features that tended to make their discourse powerful and avoided using linguistic patterns
that make their conversational interactions weak or powerless. Firstly, they managed to interrupt
their interviewers to impose their ideas and transmit their political ideologies. Secondly, they used
super polite forms to save their cheerful face and reinforce politeness within their discursive
contexts. Moreover, the use of intensifiers, contrary to the reviewed literature, was foundin both
men's and women's speeches to emphasize their opinions and give loaded implications in an attempt

to convince other speakers with opposing ideas. Thirdly, they use
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emphatic stress to highlight the crucial issues they consider their concern. Furthermore, linguistic
similarities lay in using minimal responses and agreement and disagreement utterances, which
Lakoff considered a typical feature of women's language. In this study, it was used more by men
than by women to show agreement with some speakers' opinions that get along with theirs. Thus,
Nabila Mounib adopted all the features that were characterized to be men's communicative
characteristics to oppose the widely agreed upon vision of the powerlessness and the weakness of

female discourse.

Finally, the above results cannot be generalized beyond the selected sample because a few
limitations restrain it; the formal context, and the discussed issue, which might all have affected the
linguistic type used by each speaker. Taking into consideration, the two politicians whose political
parties share lots of common points, in addition to holding to a higher academic level that
undoubtedly has a significant influence on the level of discourse they use to communicate, it could
be used as a hypothesis to examine other politicians whose political orientation is different,as the
case for conservatives. In this case, the questions that could arise here are, will the notions of gender

fluidity be reinfected, or will gender statics take over with all sorts of gender dichotomies?
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General Conclusion

V.1 Overview of the main findings

This chapter will wrap up the research by summarizing the significant research results in
connection to the research objectives and questions and discussing their worth and contribution. It

will also examine the study's weaknesses and provide recommendations for further research.

The leading objective was to investigate whether the linguistic practices of men and women
in political discourse differ. In other words, to examine through the four chosen panels whether
there is an influence of gender on the speaker’s linguistic choices. Interpreting the results by
providing underlying reasons for both the linguistic features and the linguistic behavior that the

politicians adopted.

| based my investigation on three main aspects. Numerous academics have determined that
women are more likely to use a supportive communication style. In contrast, men exhibit less
politeness-related tactics than their fellow female candidates. | argue that several gender theorists
who developed and preserved this already constructed, traditional classification of women's
discourse as "weak" are influenced themselves by those constructed "normalities.” Let us recall a
few studies reviewed in the previous chapters, mainly by Lakoff (1975), West and Zimmerman
(1987) , and Tannen (1986) ,who examined women vs. men's language under the three models they
came up with; namely, thedifference, the dominance, and the deficit. Their findings reinforced the

concept of their models.
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| argue that none of their claims were based on convincing evidence. Let's look around and focus on
the diversity of identities and the countless, unlimited ways of projecting those identities. We can
conclude that we cannot expect a "woman" to speak weak just because she is a "woman." Her"sex"
cannot be taken as a measure to weigh up her linguistic abilities. Mary Crawford criticizes as well

those approaches; she states that :

“ This essential sex-difference view (e,g, Men are from Mars, Women are from Venus” does
condemns women’s different speech as socially dysfunctional and defined as the case in Lakoft’s
works, or embraces it as a ‘different but equal” as Tannen claimed” (Crawford,2003)

According to Crawford, the “difference and the deficit models imply that to improve their social
status, individual women should transform their style and adjust themselves to men’s linguistic
norms (e,g assertiveness). Secondly, this investigation considered the previous empirical studies
conducted in various contexts, namely, employment, academics, media, film, workplace, etc. They
all examined the discursive practices of women in formal, public, and challenging settings,
especially the ones that are pre-defined as male-dominated kinds of fields. I myself focused mainly
on the political field. My study proved the extent to which a female speaker can choose a fitting
discourse depending on the social context within which the speaker is indicating and regardless of
the gender mentioned above biased theories. The final aspect that was the engine of the
development of my study was its contribution to the continuing discussion concerning women's
rising potential to affect change by active engagement in a male-dominated sector. Women have
been introduced and talked about as second-class citizens even in powerful sectors.l confirmed that

women could, however, sound discursively powerful when needed.

I highlighted the changes that women brought to political institutions, which was also

crucial to political studies, particularly the study of women in politics. As the number of women
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in the political field grows, a question about the kind of roles they are expected to play arises. The
scarcity that exists of gender-based use of language by politicians was the reason why | conducted
this research for the sake of filling this academic gap. This study also is a humble contribution to
the linguistic methodology by shedding light on the educational strategies and methods employed
for data collecting and testing procedures. It is a contribution to gender and language field of
research. As | mentioned earlier, no current sociolinguistic study has investigated the Moroccan
politicians' linguistic practices regarding gender.

Examining the linguistic practices of the two selected Moroccan politicians was within three
interrelated theoretical models that were set as the theoretical framework of this study; to
incorporate this paper into the relationship between gender, language, and power, the academic
section covers four main stages in the study of language and gender. The first is the deficit model
Characterized by the work of (Lakoff, 1975), in which the explicit "women language™ is considered
relatively inept to the male language. The second is the dominance approach (Fishman ,1978);
(Spender ,1980), considering gender differences interpreted as male power and female
subordination in society. West and Zimmerman believed that men had absolute authority in the
community; hence, their control was following their societal positions. The last one is the difference
model (Maltz and Borker 1982; Tannen 1990), which claims that men and women are seen as
belonging to different subcultures, etc. Develop different unequal ways of communicating. My
findings didn't validate those three models' visions; instead, they empirically support the critical
rethinking approach or what gender theorists called the diversity approach. The latter support
gender flexibility, i.e., speakers are meant to constantly renegotiate their identities within multiple
and competing discursive practices. This goes hand in hand with Butler's performativity, whose
primary focus is to perform a specific role in a way that fits the context the speakers undergo. Butler

stated that:
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“We sometimes take the appearance of substance as reality, when it is only a constructed identity.
We shouldn’t forget that any gender is an historical situation and a construction, not a natural
fact.” (Butler , 1990)

Historical events have set the ground for examining gender inequalities in the professional
workplace between men and women. The focus of previous gender theorists was whether these
gender differences manifest in how the two genders interact, influence, and, most importantly, lead.
Men and women have long been seen as different and separate categories. These stereotypical
differences have, to an extent, put women at a disadvantage in the workplace due to their perceived
inferiority to males, owing to being underestimated, especially in a field that is assigned to men like
economy and politics. Women's liberation movements existed since the late eighteenth centuryand
have gone through three different waves. Each wave has concentrated on further change, suchas
women's suffrage, equal pay, and reproductive rights. Those waves gave women a chance to take
part in the regular public leading floors, allowing gender researchers to find different platformsto
conduct comparative studies of not only linguistic practices of men and women especially in
professional settings, but also psychoanalytic ones.

To answer my research questions, | hypothesized that women are taking a more assertive
position in society than expected; thus, finding stricter and powerful language in how they position
themselves was highly anticipated. In other words, Mounib tend to adopt a powerful discursive
profile when asked to speak in a formal context like politics. The two speakers used the linguistic
characteristics that were supposed to be “women” features interchangeably, within the same rate.
This signifies that the two speakers perform their role as politicians. They chose a language that fit
the context and this what | called earlier; a context dependent language; Indeed, my hypothesis was

confirmed through the findings of my research which are presented as the following:
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1. There were no significant differences between two politicians regarding using linguistic
features and conversational behaviors in the selected political interviews. This conclusion was not
predicted by previous research on gender and women's discourse in politics.
2. There is a strong linguistic correlation between the two speakers. The two politicians
performed their role as leaders of their political parties, by adopting the same nature of discourse.
3. In the selected samples, the use of the pre-defined women's linguistic features by the two
speakers did not imply any hesitance or uncertainty as Lakoff claimed; instead, they were used :
-To sound more diplomatic
To protect one's polite face from the reactions of others
- To show politeness and support speakers with the same view as a diplomatic way to keep
dominating the panel.
Thus, the pre-defined linguistic features that were assigned to women are also used by men to fulfill
specific conversational objectives. Thus, the use of language is context —dependent and notlinked
to gender.
4.  Having such a highly political status as the head of two political parties made the two
speakers,Nabila Mounib, adopts a powerful communicative tone that challenges the pre-constructed
stereotypes of “how a woman should speak.” The idea of the fluidity of gender is reinforced here.
Butler would say that gender is something that exists outside of us. Gender does NOT exist inside
of humans. Gender is external, something assigned to us through social roles, through context.
Fluidity of gender was mainly studied and discussed within queer Linguistics:

“Queer linguistics is defined as an extensive range of language studies related

to the intersectionsof gender and sexuality in language use (Maree, 2015).

In other words, gender fluidity refers to changes in a person’s gender expression,

gender identity, or both throughout time. | want to apply this to the context of my study and argue
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that the two speakers displayed gender fluidity. They tried to adjust themselves within the

persuasive political context they were supposed to take control of. By saying so gender is fluid, we
can say that there is no way gender and sex can interfere in any way. The thing that confirms Butler’s

performativity and infirm the Three D models (Difference, Dominance, and the Deficit).

Thus, the expectations | set as the basis of the analysis were confirmed. Nabila Mounib
tended to use language that is described as being powerful to make her political profile more
convincing. Through the examined interviews, | can say that there is nothing as “women language”
or “male language” these are biased cultural labels that we do need to correct. The results of my
study proved that the integration of women in the political field has led to changes of thoughts in
linguistic features concerning traditional patterns, and political interviews on different visual and
online platforms are thought to reflect such changes across how people start perceiving gender. To
put it differently, women can also be described as powerful if they were examined in a traditional
setting as politics. When female candidates were given the floor to take part in governmental affairs,
their political discursive choices were assimilated into behaviors acceptable to the politicalclimate

monopolized by the styles of male politicians.

The two research methodologies, CA and DA proved that the three models fall into the same
base that reinforces the traditional stereotypical classification of gender. The deficit model's leader
is Robin Lakoff "Language and Women's place" was one of the first works in language and gender
studies to argue that differences in language use between men and women were caused by women's
social roles and societal pressure; to "speak like a lady." Lakoff identified women's language as
inferior to men's superiority. Lakoff asserted that females are taught from childhood to adopt a
gendered manner of speaking that comprises linguistic elements (such as tagquestions, hedges,

empty adjectives, and super polite forms) and other linguistic features that |
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examined and which indicate their tentativeness and insecurity due to their lower status in society.
This paper's findings have criticized Lakoff's vision of "women's language™ because women aren't
discursively weak as she claimed. Nabil Mounib didn't use the supposed "weak" linguistic features
associated with women. The second model I used is the "dominance™ model to account for gender
variations in language. West and Zimmerman are considered the leaders of thedominance model
that portrays women as powerless victims in the face of male oppression. The results of the
quantitative and qualitative study were contradictory to what the dominance approach conveys. The
last model is the "difference model” introduced by Maltz, Boker, and Tannen, whose concernwas
explaining the disparities in discursive practices of males and females. Six dichotomies were
introduced to better account for the differences in their communicative behavior: intimacy vs.
independence / Status vs. support/advice vs. understanding/information vs. feelings/orders vs.
proposals/conflict vs. Compromise. This model was highly criticized because it represents a biased,
oversimplified, and limited view of gender communication. The current investigation's findings
contradicted Tannen's claims about cultural differences in gender discursive behavior. The three
models seemed separate but tended to be on the same theoretical stream. They have been criticized
for oversimplifying gender notions. | found out that Nabila Mounib broke that stereotypical idea
that her language is supposed to be collaborative, supportive, intimate, understanding, and
compromising rather than assertive and dominating. She adopted the language that serves the

discursive context she is part of.

To summarize, the results of this study didn't support any of the three theories (dominance,
deficit, and difference) on women's language that characterizes women's language aspowerless and
men's language as powerful. The findings proved that the speaker chooses a language that suits the

social or political context within which they interact. In addition, | can say
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that language identity and cultural differences are considered relevant factors in the few possible
different use of linguistic features. Thinking about identity as a process or identification allowed
me to investigate how the two politicians in my paper create a political identity for themselves and
ascribe an assertive discursive attitude. My findings proved that the gendered discursive identity of
each politician is not something a person "has" or "is," but something a person "does" or "perform.”
In other words, gender is not static. Both Nabila Mounib and Nabil Benabdellah were flexible
enough to perform continuous constructions and reconstructions of identity; other factors interfere
while interacting with the journalist, namely, political performances, actions, feelings, and

individual vision of a specific issue.

Using those sexist terms as "woman language” and "male language” became a cliché.
Supporting the cliché of the Mars and Venus theory of Deborah Cameron (Cameron, 2010) is
useless due to its oversimplification of the notion of gender in general and linguistic practices in
particular. Using the women's and men's speech, as well as other categories such as "feminine™ and
"masculine,” are culturally produced inside social groups; they evolve and are systematically tied
to other areas of cultural discourse, such as the nature of the cultural environment the speaker is
included in. This was the basis of the "gender doing" theory introduced by West and Zimmerman
(West, 1987), whose idea revolves around gender performance by specific men and women is
designed to construct gendered behavior as naturally occurring. This facade contributesto the
accountability structure, a system in which individuals are assessed based on their failureor success

in meeting gendered social norms.

Researchers should have different expectations about how women and men should behave
linguistically when studying the language. As far as my thesis is concerned, Nabila Mounib and

Nabil Benabdellah dominated the conversational platforms by adopting assertive linguistic
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behavior such as interruption, overlapping, direct forms, manipulative language, etc. Mounib broke
that stereotypical image of women being indirect and linguistically underestimated. She expressed
herself without denying her political acts, not as a woman but as a politician and a leader. The notion
that men and women "speak different languages"” has become a dogma. It's no longer treatedas a
hypothesis to be investigated or a claim to be judged but rather a faith that most researchers in the
field take for granted. In a daily context, the concept that men and womenuse language differently
is a myth: a widely held yet erroneous assumption. But it is also a myth because it is a tale that
people tell to explain who they are, where they came from, and why they live the way theydo.
Whether such legends are “"true™ in any historical or scientific sense, they have real-world
repercussions. They affect our beliefs, which in turn impact our behaviors. Myths that agreed on

common erroneous claims:

1- Language and communication are more important to women than men; women converse

more than men.

2- Women have better verbal skills than males.

3- Men's language objectives are about getting things done, whereas women's are about
connecting with other people. Men talk about objects and facts more than women, who talk about

people, relationships, and feelings.

4- Men competitively use language, expressing their overall goal of earning and preserving

status; women use language cooperatively, showing their preference for equality and harmony.

Those over-consumed claims tend to be absent in the political context, which was the basis
of my paper. Power was exercised fully by Nabila Mounib as she indulged in debates linked to

powerful topics like the Moroccan Sahara issue, economic crisis, taxation, educational system,
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and other matters that have been classified as male issues. Comparing the language of the two
politicians showed the impact that power has on the female voice, whose leadership potential of
strong verbal communication is empirically validated as powerful and persuasive language and a
more accurate predictor of leadership spirit. | argue that it’s not gender that influence language use

but rather other external factors that were listed before by (Mohammad Hossein Keshavarz, 2001):

Social Aspects: including communicators” positions and functions, their origins, educational,
occupational, professional, and financial standing, and the social distance between them.

Time and interaction setting: situational context, formal/ informal interaction context.
Physiological considerations: gender, age, and physical condition of the speaker.

Psychological aspects include communicators' state of mind, mood, attitudes, feelings,and
emotions, as well as their close / friendly/ casual/ formal relationship.

Speech type: business, intellectual, political, conversational, etc.; themes, issues,discussed;
formal/informal manner, etc.

Pragmatic elements include the speaker's aims, intents, technique, etc.

The speaker's conversational/communicative ability.

When we produce a discourse in any context, we tend to project our educational level, background,
religious orientation, sexual orientation, political orientation, etc. All these variables influence our

speech acts.

Choosing to examine political interviews over political speeches was driven by the fact that
discussions are naturally occurring discourse where speakers interact and show their true

conversational identities. The absence of biased linguistic practices between the two politicians
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made me conclude that there is nothing as gender language that each sex adopts as the previous
theories claim. Still, there is what | chose to name "common language.” | used the term to refer
back to the contextualized language used in a specific context and through which speakers switch
from one discursive practice to another. Nabila Mounib didn't use "men linguistic features" to sound
more powerful; instead, she used a language that fits the context and the nature of the field she
belongs to, politics. In other words, if she will be examined within another context, for instance,an
informal one, she will adopt what I call "common language"” to meet the discursive goals of that
specific social setting. Thus, suggesting two different languages, namely the biased dualities of
"masculine language” and "feminine language,” will keep intensifying stereotypicallythe social
conflict between the two sexes and reinforce the separations and misunderstanding; in addition to

that, social oppression against women will be doubled and so is the double-binding effect.

This study contributes to language instruction concerning Moroccan male and female
discursive characteristics and language and gender. Furthermore, it can provide information
regarding women's linguistic features in politics. Students can use this research to supplement their
sociolinguistic classes by critically investigating the linguistic practices of speakers in various
formal and informal settings since language and gender are combined in sociolinguistics as an
academic module. In brief, the result of my study can be a starting point where we stop referring
back to the stereotypical categorization of male and female language, and we start examining
linguistic behavior without referring to the sex of the speaker but instead to the status. The results
can stand as a critical vision towards the gender theories that put women's language atan inferior
position regarding the ability to produce a powerful discourse. The results pave the way towards

doubling efforts, if not to remove, at least to reduce this myth of male superiority vs.
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female inferiority or powerful male discourse vs. powerless female speech. Considering that women
are often dynamic leaders of change, galvanizing women and men to get involved, claim their rights,
strengthen their communities and protect their planet. Their participation is fundamental to
democratic governance. Breaking those mythical gender dichotomies would allowmore space for

women to be seen fairly.

I would like to conclude with one of the most iconic quotations in the history of feminist thought

by Beauvoir:

“One is not born, but rather becomes, a woman.”

Beauvoir claims that it’s very important to make the difference between sex and gender, she
might be said to describe the transition between two states: the state of the newborn who has sex
but no gender identity yet (“who is not a woman”) and that of the grown person who has both a sex
and a gender identity (“who has become a woman”). Beauvoir was the iconic foundation of the
“gender dynamic” “gender fluidity” and “performativity” three approaches that are worth

developing in further empirical studies.

V.2 Delimitations of the Study

- This study chooses two politicians based on their popularity and participation in televised and
social media interviews/ debates. They are on top of politicians creating a controversial debate

within the Moroccan political sphere.

- The study does not cover all the interviews the two politicians took part in. | took time and
wentthrough the majority of them to realize that they had the same direction as the two

chosen
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programs; the same direction of questions and same themes. Thus, | had to limit myself to the most

viewed ones.

- The speech produced by the journalists was excluded from this study as it didn’t mainly

examinelanguage across the participants in the interviews. Instead, it focuses on the two politician.

- The political orientation of Nabila Mounib (the Unified Socialist Party (PSU) and the one of
Nabil BenAbdellah Progress and Socialism Party (PPS) were not highlighted, as my study is limited
to linguistic analysis and not socio-political. Accounting for the political or religious orientation of

the participants would deviate the discussion from its overall focus, examining language.

V.3 Limitations of the Study

The following are limitations of this study:

1- The study is limited to Lakoff's and Tannen's linguistic features that are typical of one sex
(female) more than the other (male). The analysis would have been more detailed if | had considered
the same number of pre-defined "men linguistic features” to examine whether they would be used

in the same way as was found regarding Lakoff’s features.

2- In the selected interviews, the two speakers were seen speaking on the same televised
programs, being asked the same types of questions, and were included in the same kind of talk. The

study could have been more concise if:

A- it had included other politicians from other political parties.
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B- It had included other French interviews to test whether there is a particular impact on the mother

tongue.

The study's findings cannot be firmly generalized beyond the selected data analyzed here.

3- The research is confined only to the four most viewed interviews for each speaker hosted

during the same timeline tackling various topics simultaneously.

4- The study was conducted in interviews in Arabic in the absence of interviews done in

English by the selected speakers.

5- Only two politicians were chosen based on their socio-political popularity on all social

media platforms.

6- The paper could use the Feminist Critical Discourse Analysis methodology to reinforce rich
analyses of the complex workings of power and ideology in discourse in sustaining the cultural
hierarchy of gendered social conflicts. FCDA would have been very useful to discuss gender
ideologies, power asymmetries, and backlash against feminism. The aspects that were not strongly

highlighted in the current study.

V.4 Recommendations

According to the results of the study, I suggest the following:

1)  Future researchers can conduct a comparative study of the language used in other professional
and non-professional settings in the Moroccan contexts, such as; courts, a specific informal public
place, military field, a specific workplace, etc. By doing that, researchers will be able to examine

whether stereotypical feminine language can be seen as a hindrance for women to
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confront major impediments to equitable participation in society in a developing country like

Morocco.

Future researchers can investigate how men and women in politics are talked about?

Researchers can conduct a quantitative study through which they statistically provide the number
of survey participants who believe deeply in the dualities I highlighted in my research; powerless
vs. powerful, weak vs. strong, persuasive vs. unconvincing, factual vs. emotional, etc. This study
will shed light on how public opinion reacts to gender equity through the extent to which each

gender is discursively convincing.

3) Future researchers can examine gender stereotypes’ impact on communication in a formal or
informal conversational Moroccan setting. In other words, the study will determine whether a
female speaker’s identity can be influenced by the idea that gender is something inscribed in daily

practices, learned, and performed based on cultural norms of femininity and masculinity.

4) Researchers can conduct a study regarding “gender fluidity/ flexibility” or “performativity”
within the framework of queer linguistics or identity studies. Accounting for the two theories usinga
corpus-assisted critical discourse analysis method would be very useful to prove the academic

validity and credibility of these two gender theories.
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