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Language and Later Life:
Incipient Literatures

L The lanpuage sciences have penernlly been slow o comribute o our
understunding of social agring. There is 8 dawning recognition
| fwhich has come later to the UK than w the USA) that academic
¢ pisearch, like the bropder comumumity, muost revise its assumptions
Lo wpgrade s knowledge about & rapidly agsing populstion. [t is
EEmmon 0 come across stabistical predicions of profound dema-
praphic changes in Western societies producing an enduringly ke
Aelderty’ sepment of the population living kager inio o healthier
o Giravell (1988}, for instance, notes that 11,3 per cent of people in
LK in 1980 were over 635, while it is prediceed that this figure will
g b 183 per cent by 20080 { for an overvicw of rends, sec Tinker,
L8B4}, From a specifically generarionsl perspective, thess trends are
publishing vividly new patterns of within-family relstionships.
gestad (1985), for cxample, reminds us that undil very recendy
g oaly & lucky few young aduls who had living grandparents, Mow
gepwsume muligencrational ties are normal, and count o them
durable (p. 34). Patierns of family composition are chanping 5o
dly thar, Hagesnd angues, the grandparentng rale no lager hos
gp-lear mormative expectations attached to it (p. 36 In many
; dun, we are, socteally, in the process of rediscovering and
etonstituting cross-generationsl relatons, and even ageing

atslemography alooe does not explain the absence of @ sustained

¢ upon which this book and the developing held of
plogical sociolinguistics’ might have drawn, After all, ifwe ane
g, rediscovering the clderdy, 1t is because we have sudiously
aikied them in the past, for whar MeCready (1985) calls “marky
pefiable reasons” (p. #9). Our academle neglect of alder people
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has perhaps mirrored soclety's own reticence to engage with older
people and ageing concerns. For whatever cause, the ehderly do not as
vet fenture at all consistendy as & visible socka] growp within the
paradigms of sociolinguistics, the social psychology of language,
conversation and discourse anabysis — indeed, within the linguage and
comEunication scicnoes a5 3 whole. When binguage research has
considered age and human development, this has almost uniqueky
been tken to mean okl language development.

Sitill, several important overviews of ‘communication and ageing'
have appeared, It is, in fact, the (predominently MNorth American)
tradition of communication research = for example, the work of de
Speech Communication Assocktion’s Cammission tn Communication
end Aging — that has been most conscientious in themarizing Efe-span
concerns and ageing el a5 sppropriaee and necessary lmees for
Enguistic research. Bot in many csses it hos been the clindcal
paychological end paycholinguistic raditions that have dosminated
published overvicws = for czample, Baybes and Kasemiak, 1987:
Maxim and Thompsen, 199 Obler and Albers, 1980; Wilder and
Weinstein, 1984, For more interdisciplinary perspectives, see also
N, Coupland, Coupland and Giles, in press; Giles and Byan, 1986;
MNusshawm, n and Kobingon, 198% Over and Over, 1976
und Shadden, 19838, Despite these cffors, the research we shall
survey in this clhapres, ﬂibﬁﬂrupmﬂltmﬂmum
contribti incipient and partial in severad respeces. At the same
rime, it = Seeh &5 raising ssues tat no other sociolinguiste
domain rd to ignore. Inevitably, the Bfe-span perspective
{explicithy d for by MNushaum, 1989 will both inform and
challenge established hndings in the study of vimeally any contest of
knpuage use. Generalizadons made bn other research areas are, no
doubt. alewed by uder-representing chlery populations’ behavioairs,
beliefs, oreentations and axsessments.

In this chapeer's introductory review we shall mainly be concemed
to identify generzl orentasions to bngusge and laser lfe that have
emerged or are emerging. In doing this we hope o contribuie to g
debate sbour the sppropriate pricrities for geronmlogical lngaistc
and communication rescarch, and m inroduce and defend the
essentially qualicative, interactonally grounded methods exemplificd
in Jaier chapiers. Alrhough we shall see that there is a valuable fund af
existing ampirical work to drsw ipan, there i3 o meed io reconsider
theoretical and Ideological foundatsons before significant, comceried

Languape and Later Life 3

progrss can be made. In pardoular, we shall review exdeting work in
relation fv twn key concepts: diechrewy, the perspective an change
over ime, and decranent, progresaive decline in health ar competenoce.
These comeepts are bound to be relevant o sociclinguistic studies of
ageing, but they can be brvoked in crucially different ways.

A whole madion of exdsting work, the deficit parsdigm, & in
danger of adopting A sterconpically based ser of assumptions about
bow diachrony and decrement ‘naturally” relae wo ageing a5 a process,
The dehicit perspective itpelf determines what we should know and
research abaut elderly populations; it predisposes us 10 investigate
how clder people’s rguistc competence may be lacking i cerin
regards, and how their involvement in conversational interaction may
he problematical, The second and comerse onentation, which we
discuss under the heading “The anti-ageism parsdigm’; articulames a
maore liberal ideclogy, snd ciakts maumptions shout “natural’ decline
with years. It trests these assumptions as pernicious and ill-founded.

We roview cmplrical studies in these two raditons afier a more
detailed discussion of how dischmony and decrement surface as
themes in rescarch on langeage and ageing,

Iovoking Diachrony and Decrement

The snudy of linguistic and communicative inpairment is in some
ways an obvicus component of gerontological linguistes. Spectc
puthclogies and syndromes of impairment, sach as Alzhcimer's
(Emery and Emery, 1983} and Parkinson's discase, Humbington's
chorea, and related aphasias o) Cummings, Benson, Hill and Read,
1935), are probabilistically sssocisied with lete life (Beasley sl
Fravis, 1981}, But, from another perspective, it is ab beast as impaoitant
1o establish the normal clderly as o populstion open o languags wnxd
mmnbﬂimrmn‘j.mﬂm mtﬂ'u:un:rmuﬂutliu:nurmﬂ

e comdition of late quung it pﬂilr.‘l.:hh and pﬁ@;umh’
decremental; it clearly is not. Boone, Bayles and Koopmann {1982)
are ddamant thar ‘the typlcal person over age 65 commmunboites
very well. Age per se i ool @ deterrent o "good conumenication '
ip. 3130, Iu ks, of course, oue that studies of impainment sre necessary,
both i their own dght and w ocetablish the boundares of some
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specific dimensions of pormal language and communicstion in
ageing, But there is also an obligation upon socally based research
redeess the balance and move away from the cognitie and
pevcholinguistic concerns that hase come o dominate the erntures,
It i uktimately inadequate to characterize the lingoistie and com-
munsative dimensions of nommal sockl ageing a5 the avoidance of
decremental pathologies,

Concemn with change over time also appears 1o surface *natrally’
in gerontological contexts, IF only because older people’s most
obwious defining characeeristic is the fact thar they ocoupy a certain
band of the Wfe spam. But, again, ths perspective can he
unnecessarily Bmidng. It is just a5 fessible o approsch the eldedy
18 a relatively stable social group a5 10 assume that agring is
inherently & decrementd] process. The iswe 5 nod merely
rerminological. Important implicazions follow from old age being
researched in relation to earlier and Liter time periods, not beast
thar such mresments impose an essemtinlly fronciives! characrer
upon the comditon of old age,

Evern where the focus of isterest M 8 mewe static
phenomendn — a socml group, ‘the elderly” = some diachronkc focus
can be implicis. Research questions are often generared relating 1o the
proap’s langusge of communication behaviour, bus framed by pass or
projectable changes in those behaviours, And since change, for te
old, & represemted in stereonyped fwrmulaions ad ineluctable
progress wwards incapacity and, eventunlly, death, the keyword is nog
gencrally development but in fact, again, derewsw,

Therefure, our own starting poin: is thar the dischranic perspective
and the assoctated expectaton of decremental change are budlt in w
the mythedogy of ageing and in the ideologies and common practices of
anxmﬁ:un:uchlmnumﬂagahg_ IFwe besve them
these assumptions mystematically misrepresent the conditions :.n.d
experiences of later life. Linguiss, sociclogists and prrchologiss are
lin danger :’ asking excessively marrow questions shout clderly
amguage and communicaton: questions about declining EacE.
On the other hand, there i also a mmﬂl:mwmmsﬁum
ﬂmhnphml;rwmmi:ﬂylmrhammﬂduchmruﬂ
decrement &5 clements of vur experiences of ageing. Larer chaprers
will show how the social identities of many cherly people are bound
up with precasely thee parumeters, influencing their conversational
goaks and stybes, and those of younger people dhey interact with. So,
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perhaps wonically, dinchrony and decrement come o be crocial
Bctors [m the imerpretadon af eldedy wlk: but as themes in s

congtitation, and nor &5 premisses for its interpretation.

Approaches to the Elderly as 4 Social Group

W have suggested that it can be damaging to approach the clderty
semclusively as a soclal growp in wansidon, There s ceraindy a meed o
e attensian t alder people as an independent social callectivity, for
soms parallel to those thar have led to the exisrenoe of, for example,
smiinier cocholinguisnes, o discowrse and rocicm paradigm, ar 2
Iy developmental linguistics. We can point to anique ssues of
pracice and policy affecting the elderly o8 o group: the
f15 m.li.tn.nn.pnl.mnnrhurh d:;u:l:-: clﬂnh’mm I::E:H.'
ple, in refirement, Madran and Beitzes, 1981); their particular
pords  from the healh and canng senaces (Montgomery  and
Mmgatta, 1987); persstent (predominantly negative) social attitudes
wild people, and associated stercotypes (Draithwaite, 1986; Crockent,
pess and Osterkamp, 1979) and soca] inegqualities (Ward, 1954). Al
ki factors sct together to generate recurring patterns of elderly
nerational language use, which ressarch has only recently
i 0 explore.
Wihere we find stable group charscteristics or proossses, objective
nbjective, we can draw on al least theee distiset iterpretations of
pgrowp wrintion. First, we might suggest that the very condition of
& clderly is snough to explin beharioural configurations: that is,
ppcal 1o ket weoer. From ihs perspeciive il odght seem
ml 30 book b cogoitive factors st the ot of, for eample,
escics” that ave taken so reflect elderdineas iself.
uanitd, it is possible to make derivative inferences, assuming thas
pois ‘of cldely speech or lnguage characteristics lie in the
86 i change, or in limited change from time past: appeal o
el mues, A clear instapce of dhis Hoe of interpretation s
Ffanparen: time’ methodology For the study of dislect change.
1972), for example, has uwsed eldery informants to identsfy
gein the proounciation of postvocalic /o i New York City
g with the Second World War. In this methodelogy old
re tot under imvestigation in their vun rght, but ane aken
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25 exemplars (within recognized limite) of ‘the way b was” diabecually.
The technique is highly imformative n its own terms, thoogh it risks
marginalizing specifically geroniodogical lssoes in Emguage.

A swudy by Chyne (1977) raises the possibility of a third set of
mierpretive possihilities. The panern af L] regression {reverting o
first-language wse in 3 second-language commumity seting) that
Clme finds among elderly German-Enpglish and Duich-English
bilinganks may, he suggests, be best interpreted as the consequence of
one or more fecrors in the elderly’s current social circamsances: that
is, an appeal 10 enviromental awser. Elderly people, as in the cess af
Chme's data, may revert 1o their first boguages because they
participate in les extensive or less diffendated socolinguistic
netwarks of the sort thar would require mulople lBnguage mse or
codde-switching (Chme, in fact, condders several different explanadons
for L1 regression.) Koamer (1962} has likewise distinguished social’
socw-paaychalogcal from physiolepedlcopmilse dimensions af mrinse
elderly characteristics.

Socially and socio-paychobogically based nterprerations of elderly
language use are remarkably rare. Yet, the onters of communication
across age-groups can be demonstrably distinet, even to the extent
that we can ressonsbly regerd the generations 2z culturnlly distinet
groaps (cf, Giles amd Coupland, 1%%1a). Bengvion and Kuoypers
{1971} argue thar the “drama of generstions’ 5 austained by umiguee
drives and anwietics, particular "gencrational stakes’ that each group
holds i reladon o sher groaps.

A recent investigation of different generation groups' beliei shoa
ralk iselil as an activity suggests thar these culral ditferences may
show up quantitatively in elicimion wess. For example, i interviews,
some groups of older people (British, m their 6s) were found w
comitrue talk m more poditive terms than Younger Eroigs
Coupland and Wiemann, in press). The younger (student) groups m
the study appeared to have negative stereotypical conceptions of the
eldedy's own beliefs about mlk. They though eldedy people valued
small-talk greathy, with 2 strang tinge of peréeived egocentrician., The
olfer groags belicved that young peapls were more sceprical abowt
the value of small ik than odder people in penernl. These subtle
differences in belief sructare, which weed to be refined and clarified
in mew studies, may well be 21 the root of the sors of cross peoeradion
differences in siykes and contents of talk that we are ondy now darting
ta became sware of.
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Gngnizing aawriy, and ofico extreme diversity, withia pogulations
y d-aclde i call “elderly”. Ape in years, chronologieal age, of course
pifiers ws scope for differennaning elderly populations, given thay
Melderfiness' by some when can comprise at least three decades of life
tor many people. It is conventional to distingpuish at least teo numeric
elderly age-groaps, the ‘young-old' anmd the *ald-old" {distnguished
by an age boundary in the mid-T0s). Soci-economic class, sex,
- generativnal position (grandmoters versus great-grandmaothers, etc.)
and many other crogs=cutting dimmensions coudd, within their own
Hmiraticne, provide further ndependent variables, few of which have
. been successfully controllesl in contrastve studies. But age in years
| fwelf, or, for thar marer a clagsification based on cobon membership

(groupings by birth dates), may be a poor predictor of generation
placement. Hagestad (1985) ilusirates this by saying that *an 18-
yezr-0dd can heve maternal and patemal grandfathers who are no
only srikingly different in age and vigor, but who abso represent sharp
contrasts i life expenences’ (po 320

Anuther pve on diversity is the ecologival one developed by
Benpston, Kasscloe and Bagan {1977) in considering the fimpact of
life events, rumphs, disasters and changes upon behsviours throagh
ikt life span. Etinkciy and interculivral varation are farther crocial
arems of. Markides and Mindel, 1997; Palmore, 1%75) where s have
very linle lanpuage variation dasa as vet.

But an imporant observaton for the approsch we shall adapt in
this vidume i that objective criteria for differentiating elderly
popubiions may ofien ke secondary place 1w subjectlve processes in
their explanatory valoe. Smith (1985) has noted that individual men
and women must not be assumed w be perfect exemplars of their
gender groups. In the same way i s Hhely dhar purely objective
dimensions of ageing will have low predictive vahue in accounting for
paterns of beeguage use and communicative behaviour b general
There is listle agreement abous the carliess age in years st which it is
redscnable or necessary o conaider individuals mo be ‘elderly’, except
when our soclal nstimions impose arbivrary boundaries, sach as
statutory retirement ages or the age-bands used by life-insurance

e, In fect, erpartant departure-points for oo owne sindies
mﬂmmmhb:hm{:}mﬁdhm by particular
comanunities, for particular pusposes; and (b} subjectively Ingerprened
by individuals (of. Cole and Gadow, 1986). Therefire, 2 person’s
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‘prvchalogical age” (Montpare and Lacheman, 1959 may be a beroer
candidare for interpreting behavioural differences. Similarky, A M.
Rubin and Bubin's (1982, 1986} measure of ‘contextual age'. an
ageregated index of life-circumstantial and subjective fctors, has
proved 1w be a usefol predicior of pattems of television viewing.
Some research hag fpeused explicitly on oypologies of elderiy
personality profotypes, as in the work of Brewes, Dudl and L (1981,
MNeugarten, Croety and Tobin (19464) empirically derived a typology of
grandparentng styles, which they labelled “formal’, “fun-geeking’,
‘distant hgure’, ‘surrogate parent’ and “rescrvoir of family wisdom®,
Although these oypologies still odopt o more determiniete view of
middle age and elderly identity profiles than seems appropriate for
intersctionsl resesrch, they wre @ valusble remmnder of how insdequate,
ansd ofien agelsy, simple group designations of "the elderly’ can be.
There are many chellenges here for fomre language and
communication research 1o explore these dimensions of potential
varahility among middle-aged and odder people, Indesd, we want o
wrgwe that analyses of interaction have o key robe to play in the soctal
scientific snady of ageing gonerally, A discourse analysis perspective
recognizes the constbsne af talk as a wvehicls for
Jormulaning life positions, and responses o -them by old and ynung
alike, interactively and reladonally. This is the case we argue a1 the
end of this chapter and then ilustrate in the analyses of Intergencea-
tiwnal talk presenped in leter chapeers, Betore that, we review the
linguistic perspectives that have come 1o dominate ageing research,

The Deficit Paracligm

In the cxisting Hteratuee, language and commumscation in normal
ageing are most ofien characterized through an appraisal of residual

competence, with research focusing on precisely those dimengions of

use that are known potentially wo show, or are suspected of
ghowing, decrement. As a result, language mmnnmdtgtmgm
to be represented by providing evidence of an adull groap's non-
impaired compebence 1 s respoct, of sametinees their achicving a

higher score on some index than an impaived group achicwes.

Sometimed, the “normal elderly’ themselves will be shown o heve
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declined on some psychalinguistic mezsurs in relation o 3 younger
groap. Very many facets of speech production, lingulste knowledge
and processing have been investigated from these perspectives over
more than three decades, producing complex s sometimes
imgomsistent resuits, We refer below 1o only a sub-ser of representative
:nndi::.

e band of research has characrerized the scoustc and ardcubatory
characteristics of the ageing voice. Snudies have shown that elderly
viices are regubarly discriminable from younger voices. Pracek and
Sander (1966, for insance, showed that people over 65 and under
35 could be identified nmmﬂ:hmofamg}::pﬂlkqnimth
Ramig (1983} found thar physwlogical sgesng = associted with
increased vowel spectral noise, ssemming from degenerative changes
in the lanmz, n Liss, Weismer and Rosenbek’s (1990) study, 87- w
'g'?f—]tﬂ—ﬂﬂ mabe voices sometmes showed notable similarities w the
woices of Parkinson's discase paticnts. Clearly, then, voice quality,
just like pitch permarbation amd paich isell (see bebow) has the
potential to act as @ social marker of dldedy speech (Helfrich, 1979,
ﬁTﬁ nu.n:ﬁ.ﬂmmlm'n-j,

O the e of receptive processing and recall of language, Obler,
- Micholes, Albert und Woodward 1:1!]‘35}rnpﬂnalln::rdtdh1thyage
Mecross decades from 308 1o Tls) in scotes on & sentence-
gumprehension and -completon sk, In Feier and Gersoman's
MLSR0) study declining scores were again found among people in their
and 705 fand pof in jounger groups) on o task reguining
pre hensin and production of comples sentences, Codglass and
Raplan (1972} found an age effect on levels of comprehension of
itten sentences and paragraphs, bur nane an an aeditory compre-

fedum sub=test.
an nfluendial eories of stodies of dscourse comprehension and
pall, Ularowska and colleagues (1985, 1986) found significan:

gences between young=old (6470} snd old-old (T7+) subjects
st [tems requiring fromn the origingl text. 5. K.
din and Clark {1974) similarly found lower leveks of information
bamong odder subjects. More recent stadies hove continued
plder people’s inferior levels of understanding { for example, of
Han about medical prescriptions (Morrell, Park and Poon,
nd recall relarive 1o young adulis. But some have pointed o
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partislly reduced when the task involves remembering narragve rexs.,
Perros, Norgaard, Olson and Tabor (198%) repost similar findings.

In terms of sentemce production, Obler (1980) found older
speakers (50-80) used more chborate and indefinite terms than
younger speakers, Gold, Andres, Arbuckle and Schwarteaan {1955)
idemified m—cﬂll:-:r “off-target verbosity' among elderly speskers,
when speech ‘quickly becomes a prolonged sedes of lopsely
essociated recoliections incressingly remote from, relatively oncon-
strained by, and irrelevant o the present externnl contextual stmal’®
ip. 27. authors found no direct associetion between such il
and age iself, bur sugpest that it ‘becomes manifess in older
who are exwroveried, socially sctive, not concerned with others”
mapressions of them, undergoing more stress and evperiencing
declining performance in nonverbal cognitive functioning’ {p. 32),
While Golbd et sl are pot sble 10 commit themselves w a singe
interpretaticn of their Gndings, they consider cognitive impairmenr
orce Agsin 45 4 candidate explanation for behavigural characteristcs
of elderly k.

From a series of foemal tesis of sentence compeehension and
manipulation (inckiding many varying in syntactic complexity), Emery
ﬂ'!%!ﬁqu:ﬂ-tamugnlﬁmd age differences, 2t either phonclegical or
lexical levels, except in speed of responge. Bur in morphalogical
respects and on every measure of smtsctic function she fnds
repeated, significantly kower levels of performance among the norms]
elderly {uged 75-U3) dun among the pre-middle-aged (3-42),
Kymette and Kemper (1986) likewise report that subjects in their 70k
-ﬂﬂl}nptm:edmamucﬁrmmﬂmﬂlmmh
Symiactic structures (which impose lower memory demands) im
ncerview responses than people |n their 50s and bls, Kemper (1986
also reports that dderdy adults (70-89) were less able 1o imitte
complex symactic constructions than young adulis (30-45),

Nebes and Andrews-Kulis (1976), an the ather hand, repan no
decrementad pge efficis in subjecs” constmuction of ical strings.
Cooper (1990} finds no relutionships between age {across people
aged 20— 78) and several messures of specch production, elaboration,
complexity dysfluency, conciseness or information imparted. Adams,
Labowvie-Vief, Hobart and Darosz (1990} repont that older
Mmmﬁﬁmﬁuﬂ:'mhwwm'mﬂ:
{p. 17} than young adults (mean age 19 vears) in written tests of
narstoe recall,
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o Bayles and Kaseniak™s (1987} balanced comclusion, afier a
review of a good desl of the gwilable experimenial
pavchalinguistic rescarch on ageing, is that “The stwdy of possible age
cffects om the ability (o communicate is extremely demanding becanse
effects, when present, are genevally subile, and most msks are
influenced by the subjecrs mielligence, education, Hiv hisory,
muctivation, sensory miepmty, mental stwais, amd vigor. Few mesearchers
have been able 1o conirol all of these variables in a2 conwincing way’
{p. 1521 The authors single out comprehension smd inferring as the
aress of most clearly documented dlE‘erelﬁll perormancs between
youmng and old: ' Age effects are modt obvious when information to be
comprehended is new, complex, and implied and the dmve allowed for
processing s short' (po 133), but they suggest that, b terms of
linpuistic production, evidence is more difficult 1o interpret, agsin
suggeative of suome decline with age, though not aeccssarily through
deteriorinion of the lexcon, Contra the fndings of Emtery (above],
Bayles and Kasznlak conclude that “An individual's knowledge of
18 well preserved across the Bfe span’ (p 153
Crenerally, the defici paradigm of laver life rescarch interprems the
potion of 'normaling’ in confusing wavs. In most sudses the normal’
ehderly (labelled this way eccording to criteria of gencral health, and
partcularly absence of spocific sensory problems) are shown o be
performing “abpormally” in some lngustic/'ocommunicative respect, if
the norm is defined by young aduli pesfonmance. So, Emery (1986)
conchodes from her study thar “dimamished Engustic processing
appears i be 3 concomitant of mermal aging' (p. 600 In wavs that are
reminfseent of early and problemetical studies in the ares of linguage
and socia] cliss, ageing research prodwces resubis that are wery
difficult 1o interpret in any socially senstive frame. Thene i generally
no consiberetion of attiucingd or motivational faciors thar might
mediate different fevel of pedformance (why do older people respond
more slowly in some experimental conditions?); or of coniexmal
factors {in what range of test circumstances do obder people wee less
comphex syntax, understand of remember esa?); or of real-life
implecatins (do measured differences have any socially contrastive o
v il s of O et o s o
settngs af the test situation); or of semintic impact
Jwhich chderly cheracteristics, in fact, connote ‘clderliness’, to whom,
and with what evoluative welghting?).
As a rale, the rationale behind the studies we hive exsmined so far
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o the assumption that there is a ‘nammal® coninuum of decremen
during ageing., Differences in linguistic perfonmance can indeed be
shown to exist, i selectively and variably, and we do pot mean to
suggest that the imvestigation of Bogoistic performance {or “under-
performance’) during normal ageing is fol imterestng. Chur point is
thar the wvery design of this sort of resesrch presupposes that
decrement is normal, Even if epecific fodings do not themsebves offar
evidence of decrement, the studies have oriented to decrement &5 the
rescarchable question m loguistic The “research 1s
framed within the scope of & decrement model, and therefore
legitomizes it.

A mire elabarate ¢ dom of decremeent in laer life is the
iwverted-L model, which implies that elderly linguistic and ather
behaviours are in smime specific respects aot only moving towards
lower levelds of competénce but moving back w the levels and types of
bchaviour assoctared with the cardy pears of life. The model feads off
the more general mythological sssociation of the obd with chibdren ia
our gociery — old age as & “second childdhood', Realizations of this
myth include visual images of the old as physically smaller amd
stooping (for oample, a5 porosved on UK road sgms near
residentinl old peopde’s homes), and the corventioml grouping of
elderly people with children = for example given reduced-cost bus
and rail-fures and cheaper sdmission o cinemas, thearres, enc, Myths
of the 'seccess' and “nempralness’ of interaction between elderly
peopie and children are perhaps 4o bhe imerpreted similarky,

In matiers to do with explicit elaims are sometines made
abous repgresson i Later life. Emery (1986} concludes thar there s "2
direct relotionship berwesn langesge deficie and - age, a divect
rebativnship between language deficits and linguistic complexity, and
what appears to be the concomitant loverse relafionship between
sequence in koguage derertoration and sequence in [child] language
development, ie. the more complex the linguistic foem, the laser the
developmient of that form . . . the guicker the detériorstion of that
form' (p. 57), Even though this same claim has been diseredited
aphasia regearch (Lesser, 19780 and in any case has no practical value
for therapists, the eldery-gs-child nuth seems o cecur in other
dimensions of ageing rescarch. Bevond symtactic complexity, several
charmcteristics of elderly speech can, with some cresthary, be taken to
fiy the fmveried -1, Elerly males” higher vocal pitch and lower speech
rate, a5 reported in some studies | for example Hollien and Shipp,

fane interpretatio
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3 e Feamures and
197 Mysak, 1959, might be scen as ;met :
i 2 ot ﬂi‘lfhﬂlmgﬂhl“r:ﬂﬁsp!ﬁ_dl.md}}'
mwmn uII'EGDH et al.'s (1088} verbosity dava) is again

gereatyped as both an eldesly and child characteristic, and so0 on-

researchers ot fremane from societal sterectpes r.llli
e igee i:u; Elj':hnm': {198H) mcta-analysis {‘i'mmw
stadics). Miller {1987} has expressed conccrm about *the degree :D:;_
which our society imputes secial and moeal mEangs 1‘“‘F'rﬁ
Srokelessness™] even 1o unconditionally legitimete b:h:wm in the
lghghﬂtlfurmmplﬂreﬂrmﬂ[]‘tp. I-th’]:_lnﬁ::pﬂh rulefesamess
erguirm, 1973, Raosnow, 1973) and ‘discngageme nt' Eﬂmmi
and Henry, 1961) have been put forward as thearies i exp
i Is o Y,
ﬁmﬁ‘:;:?n ]:?:mnr itself problematizes the _ﬂl:rly:
fedical and secial control sgenis kend 10 constrct an SEEAng ol
which emphasizes divengegeme ot, pathology, and the development of
secondary deviance . . . These processes nﬁtplﬂ:ﬂﬂ Tﬁdﬂﬁ
rived problem group based on the | e )
‘miq:;cmﬂusvinufummd or healthy aging 45 part of the Efe-cycle
{p. 158). According to J. Levin amd Levin (19800, mﬂntlwihe

in ageing individuaks’ (p. 2
mﬂﬂlﬁﬂﬂﬂlﬂhfﬂ:deﬁﬂtmuﬁhﬁhmmmt_ﬂﬂ:;j
therefore be just another branch of cultural pmndktlgpn!t e
ddﬂh,iﬂdliﬂ::hﬂﬁ!tdﬂ'qﬂ:ﬂpuﬁ'ﬂltmm Iinﬂtﬂﬂt:r
mmmrmwmmmmqummmmt
ffarmance levels has been produced does aot seem 0

- ! i W.WEmm

refermed insianees where more positively cons ferly
mummhm:hﬂnmd.ﬂmmd; tldtli!rt_lﬂlrnﬂi
have sometimes been shown b ‘outperfors Mg OOMATCators.
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Smith, Reinheimer and Gabbard-Alley (1931} found thar eldesly
women {mean age 711 coped bewmer with the demands of erowded and
close commundeation envitonments than young women (mesn age 20k
"Task performance smong vounger subjects dereriorased in dose
inferaction conditions, whereas the af oldey sabjects was
improved by spacial infmsion. Further, older subjecns exhibised positive
commumication behaviours [incloding friendiiness and anvolvement]
in respanse to chose conversation’ (p. 239,
Overall, it seeins o recmind ourselves of what
Craig (19809, in an intrigaing has called ‘the
pitfalls of the healthiwholeness archenpe’ (p. 211 the Hinkered
concern with perfect competence and with individisls" deviations
from it wo which Western society s prone. If we can remove these
blinkers, we can begin to explore the diverse procesess through which
langoage ond commupication impinge upon the experience of old age
and om sockere's orientatdon o the old

The Anti-ggeism Paradigm

lin many approsches to sexgender, social claws amd race acoss the social
sEienens we can idendify o coberent perspective that assumes and wics
o demonstrate thar iis research popultons re disenfranchised snd
undermbued, Io social perontokogy there 5 no shorage of statements
that elderly poople arve such & group. Tyler (L9861, for exmglbe,
argues that ageism i structurally integrated into conte Hritish
sociery. ). Levin swd Levin (19805 review the diverse forms of societal
pgeism and iy orging, As ficors 16 the construction of an ageist
climare they identify how secial gproups concemed with their own
status and self-esteem show hostiliyy to minorites they perceive &
weak, powerless or inferior, Economic forces create lorther pressures
in the form of compettion berween young and old over scarce
resources and jobs. ). Levin and Levin aleo recognize s specific
conditeon that they Bbel ‘perontophobia’, fear of one’s own sgeing,
of the elderly and of association with death (p. %4 cof. alse Bunzcl,
197%), Butder (196%) simlarly defines agesm ag ‘s deep-scaned
uncasiness on the part of the young and middle-aged - 8 personal
revulson (o and distasee for growing older’ [p. 243).
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nifestation of perontophabia is to be fousd in the
wanng prﬂEEEl;, where, a::ﬁiug & Normmn (1987), "The poor
hlpufddﬂ:ﬂmﬁﬁmﬁsuﬂmﬁ&uﬁuuﬁwuﬂ:ﬂ;mﬂﬂ
ﬁ:‘id-‘ﬁfmi-nimnlﬂpmphhmupruﬁgimn pcrapathon and there
iil-nhltﬂl:{rdrmﬂuthﬂnﬁhlwpmd;u tend 10 AATACT
omambitious or less-akilled warkers' (p. 9)- For J. Lavim n-rdIL-mm
ﬂm.mnmwu:mﬂ@w&km‘ﬂ
wictim', to blame “biology of the ravages l}fl:nl:_ﬂ.u'h::hlﬂ.
conditicns of old age, rther than focus on the social foeces that make
oid age ‘a difficult, even dreaded stage of life’ (p. 15 Agtamﬁlhﬂ:ﬂ
hmh\thmdﬂmﬂumasfmﬂmw:mm
{Etrmm:rhiﬁ:iﬁMh-ﬁuhmn l'i;llfu_],
fection (Marted, 1968), television drama
- (Kubey, 1980).

recently, it has been zssociated with meanings of
Mﬂﬁ Irri:nnﬂd]:, *0ld Bright'), but also conscrvatism iE
"); it has been wsed in Mmmwﬁtﬂﬁl{i;ﬂd!-:_lq..mm
h:t‘}andvuyuﬂmlnd:wpmmfﬂdhm', oldd E', i
old man"), Covey claims st “coniemporiry alder people do ot
uuhnmdnﬂknmm;mdﬂy i
groups’ (p. 293), and concludes generally thar termmnology
' grea reflects ‘s decling in ihe sintns oF the elderly and the increased
phﬁmﬂdthiﬁﬂi:cﬂ'&mﬂ;giﬂf{p.ll'ﬁ}- .
Muesse] {IWmemHMI#mu;MMﬁ
hngunpiunuyhqu:.niﬁnmhmmim w
describe of Tefer lhtdduiyhamjmmm.mu]m
negative overiones. [nstances relating to females, often pre :
‘gid", {most from Muessel) inchide: iy, ‘nmn:". “hacg’, :Iu:g’mr
1b-u1}m'-.mrm'ngmmﬂ;u:'guw,*mrr-r'mmﬁi; ’:_dm ;
i wide currendy.- BEHNTE
told fart’ and others are also 11 : -
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Feerel (198T) asked people of different ages (1744, 45-64, 65+) o
evaluate the connotative meanings of ten wonds referring to an older
person. Soime terma (inchuding ‘neiue Amercan', ‘sendor ctmen'
and ‘retired person'} were posifively ratcd on the scales “aciive’,
‘strong’, ‘geod’, progressive’ and * happy'. On the other hand, *aged”,
‘elderly’ and noums weing ‘old’ were ombusted more negatively, An
intcresting Anding was that there were fow differences bemween the
responses of the different age groups.

There is much scope for further research, both chservation and
controlled experimentagon, mto the conmosative content of age-
refated vocabulary. It will be importan bo distingeish perms of
reference {ingroup and gutgroup) from terms of address (of, Woosd
and Ryan, ks press), and w eswablish where, when and by whomn they
are used. By these means we should be able 1o produce beter-
franded and more particular statements of the distribution of age-
relased terms and expressions in everyday usage, and of the evahuative
effects they produce in particular listeners. b also peeds w
consider carefully the discursive contexts in which these terms are
used; for example, whether in serious, gli o humonous ik, whethes
hgu'lh:lr:fﬂm:rn’ph‘hq}!puﬁﬂtﬂn]yﬂl:ﬂq:ﬂkﬂnmm
fiow their reactions winteraction with eléery people, Cur lnferpretation
of the sigrificance of there usages, ond the exmment w which we do
lact need 1o vicw them as ageist, depends on this mone sophisa
approach, Ceraindy, the Bope that Chver and Cher expressed m 1976
of making yocsbulary relating to the elderly 'more accarate and
complete’ gnd so of reducing or eliminating ageism from language
SCCHES premanire,

Talk to the elderdy hns been the subject of some of the mos
sustainsd research o date, mostly driven by concern for what s
thought o be the proper meament of older people in comversaton.
Ashbarn ard Gordaor (1931) compared specific formal and functional
characieristics of care-givers' and volundeers' speech amoung them-
sebves and o elderly residents in 8 pursing home. They found that
stalT and velumteers used more guestons and repedtions 1w eldesly
residents than among their peers, and that stall uvsed more guestions
o nan-alert than io e residents, Bobin and Brown (1975) found
that smadents wsed simificanty shoster  otterances, sl bence
arpuably simpler syntas, w explain the mbes of @ garoe 1w older adibs
{who they assessed 1o have lower bvlellectal sbhilies) than to voung
achabis.
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in there is a meed for more coatextual gencidvity in work of this
m?md.qmmnm:m designs will ineviably wad w
abscure the conversetional dynamics imvolved. Multilevel research
hqhﬂm.bmnmmﬂmm&ﬂmg‘ﬁmm
Charon and Hoffman {1986} foand no differences in the frequencics
of questioms, coapliments ar negative remarks macke by physicians to
nider (over G5) and younger {under 45) paticats in medical imerviews.
But they still concluded that it wes more difficult for elderly patens
than for young paticais to ‘get their agendas addressed’, slse that
| ‘phwai:imswrtlmnsp-ncm1mmdmt. Imupgn:dmdhua
egaligarian with their old than with their young patients {p. 121
' Greene ot al. take these differences of approach by physicsns s
£ evidence of ageist professional practices in meedical encriunters (see
.ﬂiﬂﬂhlmﬁf:m:uuiﬁhlmlnpr:m}- .
" The focus of Caporae] and colleagues® research (Caporacl, 1981;
and Culbertson, 1986; Caporacl, Lacaszewski and Culberi-
¢ jon, 1983; Culbertson and Caporsel, Wﬂ,'llusl:l_:nlh_tul:nl'
| secondery babw-talk (BT) by care-gver wm lht_ imstitutionakbized
| clerly. BT, defined a5 3 specific set of prosodic configurations
inchuding high and variable pitch, was found in the 1981 study to be
i ﬁmmlmwﬁm'mmrﬁdmﬁﬂmmzﬁpﬂmﬂ,QWh
- indistingulshable mmﬂmr-ﬂmudﬁmprmqiﬂrwmu,ulh
sctually addressed 10 children). .lut'mu]'st:m_ﬂl_‘mh‘ﬁd:;
h Is arthiier sociolinguistc tradition mvestigsing
R s F“km mtwwv-ul {or ‘motherese’, of. Snow and
| but also ‘forcigner walk’ (Fergusan, :;ﬂa}. =
While overdaps in language and AT T O o
diverse groups are of course interesting, and while there might be
-~ impiicat similarities for o universal theary of Enguistic
cohent has s

hﬁhppﬁdmrhudcmmﬁtmitwpmuﬂlm
from 3 particular sensary handicap (W, Coupland, Giles and Benn,
1m1.wmmwwnumﬂmuwmmmwm,=
llinitrﬂipeﬁhmgid:ﬂuﬂﬂimniﬂhl}'nhmnlhﬂnm]
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processes at work, In fact, Caporael and colleagues’ impoctan
research (o which we renurn below) clearly demonstrutes the value of
reaearch confexis.

The quantitative social evaluation paradigm has also considersd
age-diseriminatory responses 10 vocal siybes, The simuli are avdic
recordings of elderly and voung-adult speakers, either genwine or
(st often) imiated, with vocal charscrerstics that dilfer along
specified dimensions = the so-called *mached guise” technigue.
Svewary and Byan (1982], for exanple, found than souvger adulis can
be raied more positively than clder adulis i compeience-stressing
girestons {of. also K. H. Rubin and Browa, 1975), Rescarch Andmgs
bave not been entively consistens. Crockett, Press and Osterkamp
{197%) found relatively favourable rescdons o older speakers, and
stributed the finding to the effects of judges’ negative stercotypical
cxpeciations of clderly speakers bong dscmbrmed. In Byan and
Johmston's {1967) study the variable ‘effective’ versus ‘ineffective’
message was the only factor sipificantdy influencing competence
retings across younger and older speukers, with oo main effects
emenging for age imelf,

Ryar and Cole (1990) asked two groups of elderdy women to
evaluate messages addressed ro them in diferent speoch soies, They
Bl chat the vaunger group, wha bved in the commuaning, were less
toberant of stves used in specch w them; the older, instinutionalized
grodip percewved and preferred speech that wag sower, simpler and
clearer. Byan and Cole identify & predicament for those wishing w
speak most ‘effectively” w older people: that speech swvles that convey
support and nurturance are also lsble to supgest an expoctaton of
dmimished competence.

Giles, Hemwood, Conpland, Harriman and Coupland (submirned)
again found that, in & marched-guise design, speech rte was 2 mwre
potent varabbe than either accent (sandard versus non-standard
voice) or age (older versus younger speakimg guise]. But there was
ks pome evidence that an eldery voice in conjunction with & non-
stamidard sccent und a bew speaking rate conspired o produce very
high ratngs of perceived Swinerabiity’. In an open-ended phase of
the investigation respondents were found to ioveke sierootypes of age
aned class to rutionalize the cvaluative rokings they hud made across
all conditons of the swdy. For exsmple, whils die non-standard
speaking guises called up images of 3 homely, provincial speaker, the

| pociety's ageist assumptions i 1B
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elderly vocal guises wers asaociated with incompetence, forgetfulness

_and dHsaffecon,

Ciber studics have shown denimental age SIETeDypes 1'l'|ll:-!'l'l‘:!!lil'li
e il:l].;' in sbstract judgements but also in hehavimeral c'rp:r:;-uz;
Carver and de la Garza [1984) found yht, ﬁmuwmﬁd&
mmmﬁmmmwh&mwr > r

wheiher they had been

' evension study Franklyn-Swkes, ‘Harriman, Giles and Coupland

simiikar paterns of questioning, thaugh
.mrﬂmuﬂh across ages 22, 54, 64, T4 and B4 ﬁ
{these were the ages given for the supposcd lﬂdl'cu“],l;lﬂhhl
MM&I&W&MM@MME.T&MM
nﬂau!;:dlhtdﬁminﬂuud.Tnthmtml,hFum s

| ean be secn po be ageist across the adulr lsfe span.

i comsidering the
Gﬂuﬂnj',lhal,r:ﬂlt:hmﬂ’nnﬁhwhmm gt
i-agesem paradigm | anted to very different sorts of assoeislion

;Hﬂ h;mp‘: mlrpmpdmml belicfs abour clderly people,
mﬂhmuﬁ‘dlhh‘*l:ﬁmrmﬁhm ooy evahuations
causes poople W act %ﬂﬂﬂm
the gysiem i )
powards thent Perhaps cven L llmg'lnzt‘ ; 4 .
gvidence That modify their speech o at least some EIOUpS
older p.wa.:.pﬂ: some suggestion thar these styles can I;
umwarranted and demeaning. In medicl encounters mﬁnﬂﬁ
different ages are uﬁmumuddlﬁhtnﬂgh-dmmmm
could in turn have profound ilq:ﬁ:idnmthdmeﬁmcﬂ:ﬂhﬂ
care (Kreps, 1986 It is mot surprising that ane of the major gr =
Jreas i socil geromology is stody of the rale af social support
eliberly htﬂﬁ.mduﬂ“-heimg,uulnihhrdldﬂﬁlqﬂ may b able 1o
a1 a8 buffers against stress { for example x, Fomgie
Prepamonaco, 1987, see Giles, Coupland and Wiemana, an
D, Certaily there is an imporuat place for sociolingulst

sesearch im this enterprise.




] Languape and Later Life 21
methods i necded, and that our inerpretanions will often need
eflect herw talk is embediled in multiple layers of texmal as well as
pwial and peychological coetexinal conséderations. Since quanticative,
nirasiTe, survey-lype designs canm hepe w0 control  such
ponsiderations as varisbles, it scems inevitable that socialinguistics
will increasingly wse more gualittive discourse analytic methods.
bnd it is the label "discourse ansbysis' thar best charcteriees the
misrch omentaton we adopt in the follwing chapters, however
iffizscly the term has come to be used (ef. Poster and Wetherell,
PORT). Maindy derough close examinaton of parioular sequences of
alk involving specific ehderty people, speaking cither to age peers or
pinges indivicluals, we explose a range of questions i do with the
“meanagemend of clderly identity and intergenerations! relations,
1 Unlike mos: of the approaches we have reviewed in this chaper, we
gty to adapt & thoroughly interactional perspective. 1f we are In move
beyond qidee gross atiempis w specify whar ‘elderly langusge s ke
how “the ebderly are mlked ', we have 10 rellect the kol
argenization of talk and iz tectualizstion - what Maynard (1988) has
called the “interaction amder” (po 315 Apprecatsg the sequential
Corgamimation of @ik — which has alwsys been the primary goal of
gomversation analysis = is the basic means of cuploring the relytional
poasihiliies and constraints of [dividusl coeversatoms s they
ey o p i real Eme In fact, o recurring theme of this book is that
o ; 1 ; e ;
mwfi“_; .‘_f_f'; thew. ﬂ“*-ﬂ; mt Th:Eﬂ‘ was. indeed _ ".wmm,"frwmuffwmwuﬁ&: i “mﬁmﬁu?}
1o be mwrturing by M-MdﬂubpamhMthm but mnger people. At many points we are drawn to the conchusion that
Eﬁl‘;ﬂt_:mﬂ‘]‘ a5 nurtusing, and BT was found i be .:"ﬂ"m Cimportant subjectve dmencions of agelng isell are accompliched
oy of ‘encoursging commnis” 4 eracticnally,
‘elderspeak” also may be ﬁdim*nm._u_,'mq::r dimengions of |1 At the same time, we assume that conversation sequencing abme (5
and Faulkner (1986), for example, reporsed that [llmlsni;; | 800 Narrow  source Jor nterpretation, and that the brosder social and
exigperated primary word-sress had posicive im“:hm' : | cultural frameworks in which ik i conducted exert powerfud, if
people’s comprehension “demthlﬂeun:imlm“h pfien unseen, wlleences an what 15 wld snd what s mferred. [n tlk
puricuhe oo, Wher s ey o, Fogmens ve ke i [ 1o b, v tels . bing ipeoid
negative stereofypes Hw;mﬂ;ﬁh Delusrisui, whieot ‘through & sereen of ‘intergroup” evalustions and atributions, in
beas] tate language and BSaifel's (197H) terms, So, cur inferpeetstions often PP
vas well ax micro dimensions of context, w the life experisnces,
S nme, privrides and goals of the people whose talk = under
contextual considerions ‘analysis. Woe recopmie that this dure can somefimes be
show that @ variey of research R ikt siotie. b we Wt oot b, the il e

m Language and Later Life
Discourse and Ageing: An Integrative Perspective

have approached linguage and social agring ;
agemg i 4 rather fra

way. As we have already supgested, much of fhe m;'ﬂﬂtﬂ
rrmrrumm!’ufﬁ:ruiu other sociolinguistc areas, with coniragtive,

nod=inieractional designs imting, There
have been very few SIempIS o cross-refer between research tracl:-
tions, although studies of attitiades, Sereolypes, speech character -
istics, addressee stybes, mteraction and social suppert sll have dhes
place in an adequate sacklinguistic perspective an ageing. i

differentinted. The Caporacl g1 ul. mudy eatnblished .H'I:.H Lﬂt-gt'rm:
;

predicied that residents with Jow fanetional ahility would fike 1 be

spoken wo with BT, and fely thas sen-HT speech would be ineffective
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h:'hrnindnwhmhhmuurudp.-_tmhs Eroup
- I . - d: m

dlacmunsmdmmnmdmmwnﬁuumyr:fmc:immhm
elderly people who

Pﬂ-ljlﬂ‘-tl:l'm inleractions with the
principal research popmalations,

A Preview

define, the
Younger speukery relative - :
their independence, mh‘hl'?}-m Fﬂrﬂﬁi'n# iefendities,
prafected by gnd o eiderly

- A as shn-ﬁq the active robe thar
mﬂrmmﬂ“dng_ :

The focus of chapiers 5 and § is
of so-called “puinful self-disclosure (PSD)
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in the 4 Inferaction corpus as ® whole, The patterms we
suggest 4 range of posie idemity functions for alder people's
e behaviour, though such intimacy I firss-acqualntance
ings also incurs social costs.

o I chaper 6 we consider panemms of gee-faling, ting e sccomm
“fior the high frequendy of this further ope of self-disclosurs in elderly
k. We ogmn Fecus on the bocal management of age-telling, and
‘show bow age in vears is sructurally inegrated with sppenisals of oem
and other’s health. Age-telling is therefore a further resource for
projecting and modifying age identigy in mik.

© Im chapter 7 we use data from group discussions cheat Intcegenera-
tiomal gathering further insights from what older people say
about thedr priorities and goals for ik and how vounger react
i the talk of their elders. Discourse snalysss of group discussions
shiow soarsething of the Intergroup divide scross which inverpenerateonal
tulk cin proceed, a flier of generstion-specific beliefs and predigpos-
tines,

Lastly, what broader implications follow? The final chapter reniews
recent data from three Instiwtional sertings, afl imodved with frms of
gare for the elderly. The way age- and health-identity are constroed
tam impinge very dizectdy on healih #self, perhaps particokarly in
imedical and caring contexts (Kaplan, Barell and Lusky, 1983). Talk
in these settings descrves attention — not least from professionals and
caire Fivers dhemmseives. We therdfore consder adpecs of the (Fainmesg
that # provided for home helps and nurses who will cane for the
elderly, and Bow conversations in fect proceed in long-stay cadng
institutions. We evaluate the potential for sociolinguistic research o

influence day-to-day practices in these conmexts,

Socialinguistic prioritics

At this polnt in thig chaprer's genesal argumens, then, there is an
irony. We arpued earhy on that theory-driven explorations of chierly
langange and communication are ofien unduly narrow in being
limsited to considerations of dischoony and decrement, MNow, In the
date-deiven, discourse anslytic Fvestgatione e eldedy and inter-
gencraticnal cosmamsication that this volume will present, diachnony
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and  decrement cleardy some of the most distmetive
dn:rmhhdmmhd’n]rimﬂwmumﬂiﬁmufmllhuhh
and decrement and the telling of age.

There is no contradiction in this. The discourse analytic approach,
perhaps abawe all, iovises an analysls of how soclal aciors make sense
of their eocisl circumstances, and not least of themsebes, through
interaction. It i for these reasons that discourse theorsts have far
some time resisted deterministic assumptions about the constinstion
of soecial categories and their effecis’ upon linguisiie performance (ef,
P. Berger and Luckmann, 1967, Potter, 1988; Shotter and Gargen,
196%). In gerontobogy, a5 West and Zimmerman (1985} have
suggested for gender research {p. 119), a shift of artention from a
demographic category weared as an Bolared sociolingudetc variable o
speech as a mode af action between humans of varying situational
identitics allows us to develop a much rcher undersianding of how
digcourse helpe w consru the fhric of sodal life.

Perhaps, then, the greatest challenge for studies of language and
later life i wo explose how themes of agemg, ageism and anfi-agesm
arise in social discourse where the elderly are participating or in
question. IF we see "elderiness’ as o collective subjectivity as mach 2
a physiologicel end-point, it is mmportant te explare  the - social
constracton and reproduction of old age through @k, An nteractions]
Iocus is essentzal il we assumne, @ mdepemlent research suggests, that
elderdy people are prone to assimilase society’s devalued appraisals of
their own elderly growp, and so lower thelr seli-caeem (Bongsinn,
HReedy und Giordon, 1985).

There s evidence in the following chaprers tha, for a0 besst some
elderly people, locating oncsell in relation so past expenences, @
one's vewn stake of heabh, 1o ical age and w projeciable
fotore decrement and death is functonsl ar 4 profound level.
Discourse can enact 2 negotiative process centring on life position
and Ffe prospects, with immediate consequences for morabe and
pychological well-being. If in these ways language hos the potential
o infleence oar moest fundamental experiences of ageing, for bemner
of for worse, the language sclences’ hisorical neglect of elderly
people seems all the more regresebls. Sociolinpoistics may in furure
peire 1o have a Key independent contribution to make o applied
gerontiogical concems,

2

Discourse, Accommodation and
Intergenerational Relations

Sociolinguistics has not generally adopted the interactionsl, relations]
and constitative perspective that we angued in favowur of o the end of
chapier 1. Many analytic frameworks in sociolingiistics, such as the
widely wsed cormelational approsch assoclated with Labos's work, are
o sraric i allow us 1o be sensitive to the local interactional processes
that we suggest help o define experiences of ageing. But anmy
coberent analysiz ar leasi meeds o principled ser of concepts, a
reperinire of micrpretive possibilitics o draw on. Because we have
aptdﬂurdianwmuﬂﬁamﬂ&mrﬂmmﬁ:].ﬂmc'—l—

dimensions of comtest a5 well as the organization of talk
itself, it will be helpful to have a model that recognizes how Boguistic
variabdes intersect with speakers’ and listeners” attitedes, goals amnd
strategies, and with the outcomes of infersction.

Comreamication acomssdation ey  (CAT; see N, Coupland and
Giles, 1988; Giles and Coupland, 1991a; Giles, Coupland and
Cougland, 1991 ) has botw developed a3 an integraled interdsoplinany
model of discourse and context, and offers us some useful inial
concepts and hypothescs, In this chapter we briefly Inrodoese the
CAT model and vse it to dbetch gnt here talk can be imvobheed in ones
geneTaton group's slignmens 0 another, and some of the likeby
poirces of interpenerational condlice. 'We review sorme thearetical
research that has already weed the sccommodation model 1o describe
young-o-cldedy” speech smles; we then elaborate an this approach

ing data from a case=study of infergenerational talk. One value of
CAT is that it allows dscourse stsdies 1o engage with recent theory in
social pevchology, in line with our attempts t provide s oudtdisciplinary
analysis.




