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Discussion

Respond in complete sentences to the question in the Discussion area with a full, on-point reply. Be sure to make at least one reference to the course material or another resource. Also, reply to two classmates with thoughtful and substantive posts that further the discussion.
Read “I totally agree with you: gender interactions in an educational online discussion groups” (Guiler and Durndel, 2006) and “He said, she said” (Tannen, 2010) before you respond to this topic. 


Discussion Topic
Guiler and Durndel found that males tended to exert an authoritative style and to express disagreement in online discussions as part of an introductory psychology course, Females were found to adopt a low-power role, using supportive contributions and statements of personal opinion.    
	Using both articles for this week to substantiate your ideas, explain the link between findings about face-to-face gendered communication and these findings about online gendered communication. 
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I found both readings pretty interesting, and the link was very obvious.  According to He said, She Said, men are traditionally seen as the authority figure, whereas women tend to take a lesser role.  Of course…the language used was…that men focus on hierarchy, as it relates to power; and, women focus on connection, relative to closeness; women focus on forming relationships (Tannen, 2010).  And, in relation to I totally agree with you’: gender interactions in educational online discussion groups, men would make more authoritative contributions, and are more likely to express disagreement; women made fewer contributions (I’m thinking they meant in a less influential way), and are more likely to express agreement (Guiller and Durndell, 2006).  
There is something important to note here, there are perceived roles, yet major differences tied to each sex.  Men and women can walk away from the exact same conversation with different questions.  Men may look at the conversation in vertical way…as in one-upping (winning or losing); whereas, women may look at the same conversation in a horizontal way, as in strengthening or weakening the relationship.
One important difference that I read about the online gender differences was that many of the female-to-female interactions were positive; however, male-to-female interactions were negative.  I'm thinking this has a lot to do with society viewing the man as the authority figure, thus men may exert unnecessary control in male-to-female interactions (leading to the negativity that the article was speaking about). 
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You ask a good question.  If we look at it from contemporary society and modern psychology, we would have to say yes; the communications are being taught.  However, there may be a more complex response to your question.  For tens of thousands of years men ruled using brute strength to achieve mankind’s greatest achievements.  Even the smaller tasks of maintaining a household, thousands of years ago required muscle over brains.  If we look at this interesting dynamic, we have to question the evolutionary advantage of having men maintain families back when strength mattered; it was a matter of survival.  At the same time, it would seem that women, being the weaker sex, would develop their own way of survival…and that would be through forging relationships, and looking for a mate that would provide security for them.  Tens of thousands of years later, these behaviors still exist in us.  Now, were they taught?  Or, is the answer more complex than modern psychology/sociology is giving us?  There seems to be some primal traits left in our DNA; men still try to be the dominant ones…and women still forge relationships; not because of some higher psychology, but because of an evolutionary advantage. 


file_4.png

file_5.wmf

Respond 



file_6.unknown

thumbnail_0.wmf



file_7.unknown

thumbnail_1.wmf


3000008410753


file_8.unknown

thumbnail_2.wmf


3000008401875



file_9.unknown

thumbnail_3.wmf


Collapse

file_10.wmf


Mark as Unread

file_11.wmf


RE: Initial 
Edward Jackson Email this Author

file_12.wmf


11/3/2013 12:01:27 PM



Now, even though ancient man required a sort of brute strength to survive, and women would forge relationships as an act of survival, how exactly does this work in modern society?  Now it starts getting real.  It doesn’t, not really.  Developed countries are based upon intelligence, not just brute strength.  The evolutionary advantage of being strong…muscle strong…have faded with time.  Now the real advantages come in education, intelligence, strategy, and just making smart decisions.  This new ground has the potential of placing men and women on a more equal platform.  The problem is this:  our ancient DNA keeps interfering.  Of course, reinforced “traditional” roles don’t help.  I like to judge people by their deeds and by their actions, not by race, color, creed, sex, or sexual orientation.  I would hope, as one of the largest melting pot countries on the planet, that we will be able to figure this out before it’s too late.  We have made great strides when it comes to equality, but still have much work to do.  We could start by passing the ERA. 




