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Genderln.lusive Discourse
and Grammatical Gend€r

Reflecling the ]arger hend towards more pollt-
ically correci language, Geman usase has
changed in thepastdecad€s As a result, sp€akers
andwriiers nowshow greatersensiiivi9 toward mi
norities and women, especially in public contats
where avoiding g€nd€.exclusive discourse is be'

Since the 1960s, a lafs€ bodv ofpsealch has
focused on the prcbl€m of sender€xclusive dis-
course in German (€.s., Braun: Clyne; Gallmanni
Glick and Saueri Hellins€r, 'Gebrauch," "Lan-
guage"; KaFia; Pusch, "Diagnose,"'Aufsabe,-'
"Menschen'i Schlichlingi Trdmel Pldl2; Wodak €i
al.). At the basis ofthe linguistic and public discus-
sion on the issue afe bxo related notions. On the
one hand, language is viewed as a mirror ot soci€ty.
As such. it reflects existing inequities such d the
asymmehical representation ofthe s€xes in many
professions (e.s., Pilot, Kronkenschoester). More
imporlantly, language is said to funciion 6 a lens
which colo$ society s perc€ption. ln ihis way, ac
cordins to Helling€r {"Gebrauch"), sendet'dclu
sive language, including s€neric masculines and
other aymmetrical usag€s s€N€ to Faintain the
in€qlities and to reshictwomens participation in
society (e.9., Braun, Gln.k and Saueri Hellingef,
"Gebrauch" and'Language"). Genderexclusive
discourse can take many forms. Addressing a
mix€d sroup 6 liebe Kollegen exclud€s the f€male
mefrbes ofthe audience by noi dpliciily includ-

ing then, whjle ih€ iniroduction Het Meiet nit
Frou suggesis ihe asymmehical dependenc€ of ihe
aif€ on the husband. Portnyingwom€n in purely
tradiiional roles, f or instance. by refedng io house-
hold chor€s as Houslrduenpticht and to women as
"das schuoche Geschlecht" (Blaun 58) aho re-
duces th€ possibjlity of achievins hr]e gendet

Human nouns present a pariicular challenge
foi inclusiv€ usage. Because German has gram
maiical gender, ihe gender mark€r typically iriggers
ihe asociaiion ol ihe ref€rcntt biologicl gender
fu aresuli. derSfudeniisnot gender-neuh-allike ih
English counleQart "the stud€nt. Since ihe G€L
man syst€m avails the speaker of th€ f€minin€ die
Siudeniin, ihe equivaleni lor gendeFneutral Eng
lish ihe siud€nr" is aciually der Studentldie Stu
derlin Tradiiionally, masculine forms have been
used in a gen€rics€nse to denote eithera mal€ or
female ref€r€nt (e.9.. Eisenbery et al., Duden 7td ,
Listen and Vandergritr). Rom ihis peFpectiv€, lhe
masculine plural in ol/e L€hrer sind hochgebitulet
(cited in Clyne 143) includd boih men and
women. The us€ ofthe generic masculine remains
conhoveFial, however b€caLrs€ ihe use ofa gen
dered lorm is lypically associated with thai gender
raiher than gender neutrality (see, €.9., Clyne,
Hellinger. To illustrat€ thatgeneric masculin€s are
siill mor€ likely io denote male referents, Clyne
(143) discusres consirucied examples such as
'Man enebt seine Schwanserschaft" and Wer hat
sein€n Lippensiift im Bad gelassen?" The use of
these seneric masculines (here: ndn, sein€/n)in a

forms ihan Enslisl

ot KauJag!\ w

Sporller.DteS,u

Slude"i/in (Eise



ials

vd\DrRco -  aopq v ,c. t lDfpi \ tL i .BooK

coniext iypically associat€d with I€minine referents
sifikes native speaker as odd Clyne concludes
thatso-called gen€rlc masculinesare moreliketyio
b€ intepreted as refening to males ihan to females
and should therelore be characierized as "ps€u,
do neubali?ations" (P!sch. "Mannenprache" 64).
Insum, the German system ofgrammaticalg€nder
markins makes available few€r sender neutral
Iorms ihan English. Hellinger staies The isk of
linguistic disdimination is higher in a languase
such as German, wh€re the wellestablish€d
morphosyniactic mark€6 of srammaiical g€nd€r
naturaily lead to sex specification ("Language"
294).

Because olthe dilt€r€nces in the morphotogy
and moQhosynid of German and English, c€L
man mak€s us€ ofdifferentstraiegies io avoid gen-
der€xclusiv€ usageihan does English.In the nexi
seciion weprovid€ an overuiewofcommonly used
siraiegiesio avoid gendeF€xclusiv€ human nouns.
followed byalookaisomeexamples of usagesand
guidelin€s in public discourse.

Gender-Marking in cerman

ln German, gender may be harked laically.
motpholosically, or moDhosyniactically (Eisen-
bery el al., Duder 6'h and 7rh; Wahrig: Weirnich.
inaer dlio). Lexical markins includes compounds
with agender specific human nou.. €.9, Housig!
or Koulaala while morpholosical majking in
volves sutfixation (Morierurg). e g. Spon/ert4 or
Spo ler Die Studtercnde versus der Stldieren.le
is an example of morphosyrlactic marking

While ihe in{uflixc highly productive and the
mosi lrequent marker of f€minine gender in cer
man, it is s'rbject io some constraints.li is blocked,
lor example, in some loreign loans such as Sod
/euse. whi.h takes the original French f€minine
suffix. More fr€quently used loanwords, however,
now accept lh€ in suffix. atlimes resuliing in paral
lel derivaiions. Friseuri, and Friseuse, Mdsseufin
and Mo$euse,Ior aample both denoie a female
member of the profe$ion. y€t the diflereni femi
nin€ sufiixes higg€r different connotations (Hellin
ger). In order to avoid s€nd€r€xclusive lansuag€,
speakeG often use paired forms (Padtarmetn)
such 6 Siudeni und Siudentin (Eisenbers et a1.,
Duden 7'h). In wliiing, su.h paired Iorms are Ire
qLrently abbr€viated as orihosraphically paired
forms. These so called SporJormeln use rhe Jor
ward slash as in Srrdeni/Studentin, Studentl in,
Sludenti, {Eisenberg€ial..Duder 7'h). th€ capitaj
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I {Binnen-Il as in Siudentln (Mayet, orcapiialBas
in Sludi€rendeR. In some coniexts, especiallyjob
announc€ments, ih€ abbreviations m/o denoting
4dnn/i.h Imalel and rqeiblich llemalel can be
found following a masculine lo.m such as in
"Koulnonr, m/u " An aliemative siraiegy ro avoid
gender exclusive lorms is neutralization €iiher
ihrough plulalizalion o{ nominalized adjeciivev
padiciples such as Siudieren de, Angestellte ar neu
tral abstach such as Brrokalt at Lehrtuoft

Public Dis.ourse: ljsage and Guidelin€s

Gender-inclusive human nouns appear ro be
highly frequent in certain iypes of public discou6e,
e.9., in adminisirative idts orjob ads. For example.
Arthrex Medizinische Instrum€nt€ GmbH was
seeking a "Produkmonoset Medizin lb.hnik
/m/ol" and Kendrion Masn€itechnik GmbH a
"Ke9 A.count Manogelin. ' The Telekon Ausiia
Gruppe addr€$es itsell ro Kundinnen und Kun-
den. " While such Spdr- and Foatarneln appeat to
be normaiive in certain .ontexts. ii musl aho be
noted ihat rnany t€xts do not use gendeFinclusive
languag€ consist€ntly In lact. the majoriiy of longer
texis show some inconsisie.cies, wiih generic mas
culines popping up in texiswhich aho showpair€d
and neuiral forms. The l-iee Universlty of Berlin.
lor example. uses ihe gendeFneuhal plurats Sfu
dieninleressiene and Slu.licrende on iis website
but the gendered Siudierbe@erber {masculine
plural) remains unpaired Such inconsistenci€s
within textsseem to resull lvhen the desne ro avoid
gender €xclusive lorms is lleighed agai.n orher
s\'lisiic consideations The ref€rence grammars
hint at possible explanations, siaiins, for example,
that paired fofms a.e som€iimes avoided for sim
pljcitys sake. Th€ 6'h ediiion oI ih€ Duden gram-
marlrom 1998 pointstoih€ pdnciple o{e.onorny
( 'sprochdkononiscire Grrrde," Eisenberg et at.,
Duden 61h 749), while Weinrich s krjsrdmmolik
acknowledges ihal pair€d forms may seem pedan-
iic ("pedaniisch," W€lndch 333).

While siyl'stic consideraiions may explain
some usage vaialion, othe! variables such 6 con-
texi, reqister, mediunr, sex ofspeakers and wrii€rs
{Listen and Vandergriff) and ev€n seosraphy (Lis
i€n and Vand€lgriffi Schdnfeld and Schlobinski)
are also likel! to play a role. ln ihe coniai ofdis-
cussing linguktic va.iation in the r€unilied Berlin,
Scho.feld and S.hlobinski wiie: Die Osrbenine
rin sast ich bin Kaufmann, Lehrer oder Djrektor,
wahiend die Westbellinerin Kauffrau, Lehrerin.

ls

{see, e.s., Clyne,
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Direkiorin gebraucht" (205). Resulis ftom a 1997
shrdy (Lisien and Vander$iff) poini to rhe same
hend. In their r6ponses to a quesiionnaire, shr-
d€nls fiom Berlin and J€na used genderinclusiv€
fonns at differeni Iat€s. The Berlin r€spond€nrs
.hose paned Ioms ai an aveftge ol 2a.7%, while
ihe Jena respondenls chose such forms ai an av€F
ase of8.2% In sum, ihe r€search has shown ihat
ther€ is significant vaiation in ihe usage of gen-
d€rinclusive {oms. In an effon io prescribe gen-
der-inclusiveusage,some padsof rh€ pubticseclor
have dev€loped usage guidelines. At the lederal
level, for €xample, one of ihe provisions o{ the
G I e ic hste I I unss dur chsetzungsg€sek of 30 Noven-
ber 2001 states:

R€chts-und V€Maltuns$oFchrii€n des Bundes
soll€n die Gl€ichsrelluns vo. Frauen und Manner
auch spnchlich zum Ausdruck bnnsen Dies gttr
auch ,Lir d€n di€.nLich€n Schdltuc*€hr lBuides

Simild guidelin€s hav€ been d€veloped in
High€r Educaiion. ranging from generai provisions
against genderdiscrimination in discouIse (€.9., ai
JohanDes Kepler Universiir, Lin, to a set oflules
(e9., at the Swiss Eidgencjssische ?echnische
Hochschu/e Ztlrich). The UniveFitv of Heidel
bers\ guid€lines af€ cited here to ilhGhaie rhe lype
ol language prescription i. place al man! educa-

N.ch Scnatbeschlusr mu$ .n dd Hochschule
geschl?chteq€rechre Sprache senuizl werden,
<l h. €smil$en sst € n lweder gesc h lechten€ ubale
Fomulietungen od€r mannliche und weibliche
SpBchfomen g€wtihh wenlen. (Methiesl)

Elsewhere, ihis insiinrtion even recohm€nds
ihal ih€ siade be lowered ior any assignment rhar
violates the guideljnes (M€ihlessel)

Based on th€ prescibedand achralusages w€
ref€red to above, w€ will claim that in som€ con
texts gende.inclusive forms constiiule conven
tional usage.r In this study, we will analyze tust
9ear i4ibook to see how these tdis introduce
geDder marking to novice learne6. To what extent
do ihe tatbookreneciihe usage conveniionsand
norms? Ifsq whai sp€cific straiegies, €.g., neuiral
Eaiion ve6us speciflcarion, are iniioduc€d in the

'] Ascerlaining to whar ertent these Ioins are achr-
alv used in va ols cont€xts sould rcquir€ a Ialg€
$cal€corpus basedanalysiswhich go€sbeyond the
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lextbook? And finally. do the iextbooks provide
models of ditf€rent tlpes of marLeF of sen-
derspecification, such as '-in" or capiial "1"?

Analyzing Fist-Year T€xrbooks

For ihis study, we chose seven poputar col-
lese-level besinnins ta\tbooks by US publish€61
Are Gute (4th ed.), A es klor l2nd ed.), Deutsch
he,fe (8rh ed.), Dertsch No k/dr (h€r€: No ktaf){41h
ed ), Kontohe (sih ed.), Ne ue Harizonte l'th ed.),
and Vorspru,s (updaieded.). The slossaries of ihe
s.ven (7) textbooks analyzed lisi a totalof 1488 hu
man noun tokens, wiih an av€rage o1213 tokens
listed in €ach. With r€spect io gender marking the
dala fellinto the following nine categories: (1) or
thographicallv reduc€d lorms of morpholosical
pats with capiial R ot I, e.g, Ans5L. teR ol
Srudendn, (2) orthosaphically{educed form ot
morphological paiIs using Iorward slash wirh alier
native endins, €.9.. Studeri/ in, orS/udenllin, (3)
tull lorms of moahological pans usins lorward
slash, e.s., siudeni/srudentin. (4) full forms oJ
horphological pans as separaie €nhies. e.g. S.!-
denr, Siudenfin (5) lexical pans, e.g , craBnuherl
G10,6uoler. (6) paired or plural deadjeciivat nouns.
e.s., derldie Studierende, a d (7) n€utral phrats or
abstracls, e.9., those with -leute, (8) feminine,onty
lorms, e.9., Frduiein, (9) masculine-onty forms,
e.9., Prolesor Fisure 1 shows ihe r€sulis of ihe
analysis by iype of human noun.2

Figlre 1. Huoan Nouns, b, Type.
Read clockwise, ftom largest cat€gory.
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, See Appendix for lhe rawdala.
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The iexlbooks surueyed show a strong ten
dency towards represeniing gender inclusive lan
guage as evid€nced in ihe use olpaircd or neutral
toms lor ovs 90% ofallhuman noun entiies. Less
ihan 10% of the human nouns found in all texr
books wele gendei-exclusiv€ eniries. OI those, the
majoritv were masc'rline-only (ar 7.8170), with
teminine-only entries making up only 1.29% of alt
human noun enbies.

More than three quartets oI all huma! nouns
wer€ listed in pairs (77.06%) as indicared by ihe
dark shading, including moehological paiF, e.g.,
der Student, die Studentin (60.1%) aDd lexical
pa:fs. e.9., GrcBmutte., GrcBuotef (16 9670). No
orthosaphically reduced morphological pairs
(Spaiarmeln), e.g., Sluden.in, Studentlin l07o)
occured anywhere in ihe copus. Gender neutrat
forms (shown in light srey) occurred at a raie ol
13.85%. Heie, we included paired or pluraladjec
lival nouns such as Siudierende (5.95%),3 along
with sendeFn€utral plurah e.s.. E/iern, Leule
(7.97c). Gender-exclusive forms made up 9.1% of
ihe human.ou. data (shown in white).

Given the pfevalence of paired forms in the
textbook we w€r€ curious why gendeFexclusive
foms occur€d at all. If maierials developers sys
lematically included gender-inclusive fotn why
did they noi do so consist€ntly for all iokens? W€
ihen analyz€d ihese masculine-only and femi
nin€ only lokens in the corpus to look for answ€re.
FiEt ol all, many of the gendeFexclusive iok€ns
wer€ notpartof ihecor€vocabularyand hadfound
lheirway inio lhe glossary b€cause they oc.ured
in ihe realia or other authentic texh Approxihatel!
60% olihese g€nder-exclusive lokens appeared to
be inl€nded forr€ception only as learneFwere nol
asked to use ih€m activ€ly.In on€ cde,Iorexam-
ple, Opi was not paired ldically with Oni
(Konidkte). The ediror mishi have considered ii s!-
pernuous since ODd and Opo aheady had a plac€
in the glo$ary. ln other cdes, singl€,gendertokens
occurcd because nos€cond pah,palt4ists. This is
the case wiih F&jrlein. None ofthe gend€Fexclu,
sivetokensappedtoconiributecorevocbulary.

N€xt w€ compared th€ textbook. Ftsure 2, b€-
loq br€ak down ihe overallresults by t€xtbook.

Across idibook, the num€rical results sho$l
slight variations. Gendetsinclusive forms (i e., gen-
deFpaired and genderneuiralforms) made up b€,

3N B. Even though the! show gend€r when used
in lh€ sing!|a., adjeclival nouns such a derldie
Studiererde are sroup€d with gender neutral foms

/^ /^ Q/t^ Ll
L/v"
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hleen 80%and96% olhuman nouns in each rexi,
book. However, the rAuliing percentag€s conceal
the faci that iextbooks diff€r consid€Ebly in ih€
numb€r of human nouns listed in the glossaly,
ranging from 99 entries in Neue Horizante \o 356
inNd kior, with a m€dian of 202 entries.

l. light of.hanges in language use and norfts
by native speakers of German. w€ w€re inierested
to see wh€ih€. subsequ?nl editions oI t€xibook
might provide some evidence of longiiudinal

in our overuiew becauk they also show neuba[za-

Table 1. Human Nohs, by Typ€ or clossary
and Trvo Ediiions of Neue Horizonre

11999),
6"'Ed.
(204s),

7.
1 orihosraphically reduced
foms of morphological pans
with capiial R or.l, e.g.
Anseste teR ot Studehtln

0

2. otrhosraphically reduced
fotm of moryhological pans
usins{oMdd slash wilh
allernative endins- e.g
Studentl in, o. Studenlin,

0 0

3. full foms of morpholosical
pai6 using loMard slash, e.g. 0

4. tull loms of moehological
pails as separaie entri€s, €.9 46.91 62 03

GtoBnutterlGrcBtutet 3.96 3.03

6. paired or plural adjectival
4.94 3.8

7. neural plurals or abshacts,
€.9., ihose with leuie 11.11 10.13

8. feminine o.ly forms, e.s , 2.96 1.01

9. m6.uline onl! forms, €.9.,
Ober 33.33 22.78
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change. To this €nd, we compared subsequent €di-
iions of th€ same texlbook Ne ue Harizohte. At un-
der60%, its 5th editionyieldslhe low€si numberof
genderpaired Jorms of all t€xlbool,s analyzed
along wiih the high€si |aie of gender-€xclusive
Ioms \29.77.)

Acro$ edilions al Neue Horlzonh., |9e oh
s€rved an increas€ in ihe numb€r olmophologi-
cally paired separaie eniries o115.12% and a de
crease in the masculine-only €ntries of 10.5570.
There ar€ 9few€r m6.uline-only nouns in Edition
6. Some sendeF€xclusiv€ tokens fom kiition 5
hav€ been d€lered in Edition 6 (€.s., Prdsidenl),
othe6 are now haiched wiih thejr counterparts
Pna, Haudrou). The iem Frnuleir k the sole
leminine only eniry i. Edition 6. The resulh sug
gest thal we may be glimpsi.s a trend tolvard
avoiding gend€Fexclusive ]anguage altogeiher

UP4121Fa 120031

sions on what to ieach based on intuition alone. It
h6 onl! b€en recendy thatth€ developmeni of lan,
suase learning mateials has been infom€d by
€mpirical analysis of language corpoh (see! e.9..
Mccadhy. Mccaden, and Sandiford s ESL materi
als). This new approach afiordsmaieiak d€velop-
e6 the oppodunity io derive vocabulary. shuc-
tures, and languag€ lunctions from hard daia
rather ihan their own impressions. Such corpus
searches provide ded and ofien surprising an-
swefs to questions ol aciual usag€. For English con
velsaiion, for€xample, Mccadhy, Mccaft€n, and
Sa.difordJoundihai y€ah is10lim€smorecom
mon ihan yes ' (9). For ihis reason, they jnclude

lreoh side-byfide with les as a leslomalalt€ma
tive in iheir li6i year iextbook, providjng lhe
model alongside information on usag€ nomrs.
With respecl to odhographically red!ced mollho
logical pai.s (Spodorme/,1 such as Srldentln.
Sluden'/ in. or Silden/ n/o copus research
would likelli corfirm thei! siaius as a hishLlr con
iexl dep€.d€nt patt€m. Whileihese forfts do not
rankhigh on genelal flequency lish, we hight ex-
pect ihes€ io occurwilh high {r€quenc! in speciJjc
contexls. Yel. even insuch contexts, the t€xtbooks
suNeyed neiih€r i.clud€ reduced forms nor au-
iheniic usage noms W€ would argu€ ihat omis
sions like this one redu.€ lhe richne$ oi ihe lan
guageandconstituteamhsed oppotuniU ioraise
awalen€ss in the novice ]evel classroom oI how
social m€anins is expre$ed thfough ianguaqe

Conclusions and Implications

Our suNey of s€ver first-year, collegelevel
tatbook5 shows ihat, by and larg€, iextbook devel-
ope6 are avoiding gendeFexclusive usage. Alnosr
nineiy percenf ot human nouns wer€ found io be
genderinclusive pahs or gendeFneutral forms. Or
ihographicallyredu.ed pans, howev€( which ap
peariob€ nolmaiiv€ jnsome contexts, werc found
in none of the iexibooks.

It is hoped ihal ihc siud! wiih it5 focus on gender
marking can coniibuie to a larser discussion oI
texibook mat€iah and inspire other narowly fo,
cus€d tdibook analyses in th€ area ofvocabulary,
gramiiar. and language function. The Iindings
wamntiakinga closerlookai@holwei€ach rosee
whetherihelinguisliccontenlcan holdup ioaigor
ous corpus infolm€d approach which could help
generaie auihentic mod€ls for vocabulaiy. structure,
and lansuase tunct,ons aswellasusase norms.

Fisurc 2.I_lunan Nouns. bv Group and bv Textbook

By and large. the lextbools analyz€d stdve to
ieach g€nderinclusive languag€, y€t non€ mak€s
any m€ntion oi orthographically reduced pairs
le.g.. Studentlin, Studentln). This exclusion is sur-
prising, especially since ihe iexibooks t!,pically
draw on situations an.l coniexis where sLrch forms
occurtrequently. For 4ample, manyiirsryeartexls
include a unit on studeni life in ih€ German
speakins countries along with €alia illushative oI
campus life where orthoglaphically reduced iorms
abound. N'loreover, allthe {nsi-year rextbook we
analyz€d dpose studenis to job announcements.
h th€se two coniexis, among others, orthographi-
cally-reduced forms (Sporforneln) are frequeni.
typical. perhapseven normativ€. Y€t notone t€xt
oook uses one SporJorflel.

, 
These Jlndings poini io a larger issue. While

rnere 
's 

widespr€ad agreemeni that learnere should
betaught{requent, iypical, narural. and usefut tan
suase, maieliak d€velop€rs typically make deci
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