
RAISING VERBAL CHILDREN 3 (15:15 – 19:53)

VOCABULARY REVIEW

	 Now,	I’ll	give	you	some	(1)	_________________	that	came	out	of	the	analysis	that	are	pretty		(2)	
__________________.  First of all, they observed that over the course of two and a half years, the children 
from the professional families heard on average about (3) __________________ words an hour. Kids in 
the	working	class	families	heard	on	average	1200	words	an	hour	and	the	poor	children	only	600	words	and	
hour.
 Wait, wait. Are you talking about total words or discrete vocabulary words? Total words. Just the 
amount, the (4) ____________________of talking that was going on around them. 
 Those gaps are indeed startling.  And maybe it’s predictable that the more educated, more (5) 
_____________ people would be more verbal, but the size of those gaps, it’s jaw dropping.
	 And	if	you	(6)	______________________	that	out	to	age	four,	the	poor	kids	would	have	heard	30	
million	fewer	words	than	the	upper	class	kids.	Hence,	the	title	of	this	episode.	That’s	amazing.	

OBSERVATIONS IN THE HOME 15:15 - 16:1502

Now	all	of	the	children	from	all	three	socio-economic	groups	began	talking	around	the	same	time.	But	
again	over	the	course	of	those	two	and	a	half	years,	some	pretty	startling	differences		(1)	 _____________. 
At	age	three,	kids	from	the	professional	families	had	a	vocabulary	of	1100	(2)	_________________	words.	
The	poor	kids	just	500.	These	differences,	Hart	and	Risely	said,	were	so	large	and	so	consistent	that	they	
thought there must be some other (3) ______________________ factor. They controlled for the sex of the 
child,	for	race,	for	whether	or	not	both	parents	were	employed.	None	of	that	was	statistically	significant.	
And so they wrote, “The family (4) __________________ most strongly associated with amount of talking 
was socio-economic status.”

 Uh, that’s just, just massively depressing. You know earlier I said, I kind of (5) _________________. 
You asked me a leading question	and	I,	my	response	was	about	not	finding	the	(6)	__________________	
of	the	problem	but	how	to	possibly	to	intervene	so	I’ll	ask	it	now.	Do	the	researchers	offer	any	guidance	for	
how to intervene in this just heart-breaking dynamic?

QUANTIFY THE LANGUAGE DEFICIT 16:15 - 17:3003

Read	the	text.	Fill	in	the	gaps	with	words	from	the	box.

	contributing			-			distinct			-			jumped	the	gun			-			root			-			factor			-			materialized			-			
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COMPREHENSION

1. Summarize	the	statistics	that	were	re-
corded	after	2	1/2	years	of	studying	kids.

2.	What	were	the	main	differences	ob-
served by age 3?

3. What	specific	family	dynamics	were	
found to vary with socio-economic sta-
tus?

THINK CRITICALLY

1. The researchers said language learning 
patterns	become	intractable	by	age	4.	How	
might family dynamics contribute to that 
pattern?

2.	What is the argument in the last paragraph 
of	section	04?

3. Can you speculate how that argument might 
shed	light	on	second	language	acquisition	in	
Korean classrooms?

4. Based	on	your	personal	and	professional	
experience, how would you evaluate the 
research	findings?	
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LANGUAGE RESOURCE CORRELATIONS 17:45 - 19:5304

	 In	other	words,	they	identified	a	number	of	(1)	_________________	that	seemed	especially	
important and especially divergent between the high and low socio-economic groups. I’ll give you 
four of them. 

	 First	was	the	much	greater	variety	of,	in	particular,	nouns,	adjectives	and	adverbs	among	the	
upper class parents. Okay, that’s to be expected, right? They’re in general much more educated. 
Second,	the	upper	class	parents’	speech	was	much	more	likely	to	contain	(2)	____________________	
feedback.	Confirmations,	praise,	approval.	The	lower	socio-economic	families,	far	more	likely	to	use	
(3) _____________________, disparagements, admonishments. 

 Third, upper class parents were much more likely to guide their child toward a certain be-
havior	with	a	question	as	(4)	_______________________	simply	telling	them	to	do	it.	You	know,	for	
example, “We’re going to go out and play in the snow, do you think it’s a good idea to put your jacket 
on?” As opposed to just saying, “Put your jacket on.”

	 And	fourth,	and	this	is	perhaps	my	favorite	of	their	observations,	how	likely	was	the	parent	
to respond to and (5) ___________________ a thread of conversation	that	was	initiated	by	the	child.	
Again,	much	more	likely	among	professional	families.	And	of	course,	all	of	these	were	meticulously	
quantified	in	their	data	and	shown	to	be	very	statistically	significant.	

	 So	let	me	paraphrase	again	from	Hart	and	Risely	one	last	time.	In	the	professional	families	
the	extraordinary	amount	of	talk,	the	many	different	words,	the	greater	(6)	_________________	of	
nouns	and	modifiers	suggested	a	culture	concerned	with	names,	relationships	and	recall	with	symbols	
and	analytic	problem	solving.	In	the	lower	socio-economic	families,	the	lesser	amount	of	talk	with	its	
more	frequent,	parent	initiated	topics,	imperatives	and	prohibitions	suggested	a	culture	concerned	
with established customs, with obedience, politeness and (7)___________________ . 
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Now, I’ll give you some statistics	that	came	out	of	the	analysis	that	are	pretty	startling.  First of all, they 
observed that over the course of two and a half years, the children from the professional families heard 
on average about 2100	words	an	hour.	Kids	in	the	working	class	families	heard	on	average	1200	words	an	
hour	and	the	poor	children	only	600	words	and	hour.
 Wait, wait. Are you talking about total words or discrete vocabulary words? 
 Total words. Just the amount, the sheer amount of talking that was going on around them. 
	 Those	gaps	are	indeed	startling.		And	maybe	it’s	predictable	that	the	more	educated,	more	affluent	
people would be more verbal, but the size of those gaps, it’s jaw dropping.
 And if you extrapolate	that	out	to	age	four,	the	poor	kids	would	have	heard	30	million	fewer	words	
than	the	upper	class	kids.	Hence,	the	title	of	this	episode.	That’s	amazing.	

Now	all	of	the	children	from	all	three	socio-economic	groups	began	talking	around	the	same	time.	But	
again	over	the	course	of	those	two	and	a	half	years,	some	pretty	startling	differences		(1)	materialized. At 
age	three,	kids	from	the	professional	families	had	a	vocabulary	of	1100	(2)	distinct words. The poor kids 
just	500.	These	differences,	Hart	and	Risely	said,	were	so	large	and	so	consistent	that	they	thought	there	
must be some other (3) contributing factor. They controlled for the sex of the child, for race, for whether or 
not	both	parents	were	employed.	None	of	that	was	statistically	significant.	And	so	they	wrote,	“The	family	
(4) factor most strongly associated with amount of talking was socio-economic status.”

 Uh, that’s just, just massively depressing. You know earlier I said, I kind of (5) jumped the gun. You 
asked	me	a	leading	question	and	I,	my	response	was	about	not	finding	the	(6)	root of the problem but how 
to	possibly	to	intervene	so	I’ll	ask	it	now.	Do	the	researchers	offer	any	guidance	for	how	to	intervene	in	this	
just heart-breaking dynamic?

ANSWERS

In	other	words,	they	identified	a	number	of	variables	that	seemed	especially	important	and	especially	divergent	
between the high and low socio economic groups. I’ll give you four of them. 
	 First	was	the	much	greater	variety	of,	in	particular,	nouns,	adjectives	and	adverbs	among	the	upper	
class parents. Okay, that’s to be expected, right? They’re in general much more educated. 
	 Second,	the	upper	class	parents’	speech	was	much	more	likely	to	contain	positive	feedback.	Confirma-
tions,	praise,	approval.	The	lower	socio	economic	families,	far	more	likely	to	use	criticism,	disparagements,	
admonishments. 
 Third, upper class parents were much more likely to guide their child toward a certain behavior with a 
question	as	opposed	to	simply	telling	them	to	do	it.	You	know,	for	example,	“We’re	going	to	go	out	and	play	in	
the snow, do you think it’s a good idea to put your jacket on?” As opposed to just saying, “Put your jacket on.”
	 And	fourth,	and	this	is	perhaps	my	favorite	of	their	observations,	how	likely	was	the	parent	to	respond	
to	and	perpetuate	a	thread	of	conversation	that	was	initiated	by	the	child.	Again,	much	more	likely	among	pro-
fessional	families.	And	of	course,	all	of	these	were	meticulously	quantified	in	their	data	and	shown	to	be	very	
statistically	significant.	
	 So	let	me	paraphrase	again	from	Hart	and	Risely	one	last	time.	In	the	professional	families	the	ex-
traordinary	amount	of	talk,	the	many	different	words,	the	greater	richness	of	nouns	and	modifiers	suggested	a	
culture	concerned	with	names,	relationships	and	recall	with	symbols	and	analytic	problem	solving.	In	the	lower	
socio	economic	families,	the	lesser	amount	of	talk	with	its	more	frequent,	parent	initiated	topics,	imperatives	
and	prohibitions	suggested	a	culture	concerned	with	established	customs,	with	obedience,	politeness	and	con-
formity. 
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