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ABSTRACT
Sociolinguistics is characterized by a concern for

viewing language variation and for seeing language iu real social
contexts. It has a high potential for relationship and application to
other fields such as education, sociology, and psychology.
Sociolinguistics try to study the speech of a community, and instead
of studying the presence or absence .of given features in the
community, they feel that much can be learned by seeing such features
on a contiauum. This continuum does not distinguish between right
language and wrong language. Each item of the continuum has the
potential for appropriateness and accuracy if the proper context is
discovered. The point is also made that a speaker may intentionally
select forms which, in some other context, would be considered -

stigmatized. An example is cited of.a loung boy who deiibernts17
chose to read orally in a monotonous, mechanical way, because he felt
that reading with expression would label him a "sissy." It is noted
that speakers also make unintentional selection of stigmatized
language, as in the use of hypercorrections. Sociolinguistics.also
study the subject reactions of people to language produced by others'
The results cf these studies should prove to be important for
language teaching and, planning. (Author/PM)
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What is Sociolinguistics?
Although any effort to define a new and broad field of study such as

sociolinguistics is subject to question and criticism by some of its practitionerA,
it will be useful to attempt at least a broad definition of the term here. Three

major characteristics tend to charaoteriie the field:
1. A concern for viewing language variation rather than the sort of

universals upon which grammars are usually based.
2. A concern for seeing language in real social contexts rather than

as abstract representations.
3. A high potential for relationship and application to other fields

such as education, sociology, anthropology, psychology and many
others.

In a sense, the third characteristic is really an outgrowth of the first two, but,
for our purposes here, these three aspects will be treated equally.

At the present time, a sociolinguist may be defined as a person who
studies variation within a language or across languages with a view toward de-
scribing that variation or toward writing rules which incorporate it (rather
than, as in the past, ignoring it), relating such variation to some aspects of
the cultures which use it, doing large scale language surveys (macroanalysis),
doing intensive studies of discourse (microanalysis), studying language function
(as opposed to language forms), discovering the comparative values of different
varieties of language or of different languages for the benefit of political or edu-
cational planning and decision making, studying language attitudes, values and
beliefs and relating all the above to other fields which may make use of it (in-

cluding education).

Although there has been a recent flurry of interest in language in
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real social settings, it would be foolish to claim that sociolinguistics is a new
concept. It is quite likely, in fact, that man has been interested in the sorts
of variation by which people set themselves off from each other since the very
beginnings of speech. Humans have always lived with the cultural and linguis-
tic paradox of needing to be like each other while, at the same time, needing
to establish their individuality. These needs, coupled with the multitude of
complexities involved in cultural and linguistic change, motivations, attitudes,
values and physiological and psychological differences, present a vast labora-
tory for sociolinguistic investigation.

Where did Sociolinguistics come from?
In many ways, sociolinguistics involves a putting back together of

a number of separations that have taken place over the years within the field
of linguistics. For one thing, the separation of language from the realistic
context in which it is used has proved very troublesome in recent years. The

more traditional view of linguistics (common in the sixties) which excludes
the variational and functional aspects of language from formal linguistic analy-
sis and describes such characteristics as mere trivial performance is finding
disfavor at a rapid pace. The term static may be used to refer to the frame-
works of both structural and transformational linguistics. A static grammar
is one which excludes variation of any sort, including time, function, socio-
economic status, sex and ethnicity, from the purview of formal linguistic
analysis. Thus, when Noam Chomsky states, "Linguistic theory is concerned
primarily with an ideal speaker-listener, in a 4npletely homogeneous speech-
community, who knows its language perfectly and is unaffected by performance

variations" (1965:4), he is illustrating the static view of language quite succinctly.
Thus linguists more or less abdicated any responsibility for studying many of
the interesting things about language--the dynamic aspects--in a vain effort to
be "purely linguistic", whatever that might mean.

Another clear separation which has been vigorously maintained in
linguistics over the years is the separation between synchronic and diachronic
studies. That is, the separation of the study of language change from the analy-
sis of a language at a given point in time Such a notion dates back many years
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in the field but is perhaps most notably stated by Bernard Bloch when he at-
tempted to define the goal of phonological analysis as the study of H... the

totality of the possible utterances of one speaker at one time in using a lan-
guage to interact with one other speaker... " (1948:7). Such a theory would

seem to imply that a speaker's phonological system is somehow out off from
the developments which gave it life. If, on the other hand, one were to view
life as constant movement, one might also hypothesize that language is in
equally constant movement in its futile effort to catch up with life. That is,

life keeps moving away from the attempts of language at freezing it long enough
to interact with it

Thus, the period of linguistics which is called the structuralist
period (the forties and fifties) was actually no different from the following
transformationalist era with respect to the adherence to the study of static
rather than dynamic language. But by the late sixties some fascinating new
developments were taking place in several fields at the same time.

Led by William Labov, a group of scholars Interested in variation
in American English began to discover some new dimensions of systematic

variation. 1 Past studies in American dialectology had described wide-meshed
variation but had not accounted for it systematically. Using techniques bor-

rowed largely from sociology, anthropology and psychology,' Labov clearly
demonstrated that the study of a speech community was more revealing and
systematic than the study of individual speakers and that instead of studying
presence or absence of given features in the speech community, a great deal
could be learned by seeing such features on a continuum. Such analysis be-
gan to be called gradient analysis. Thus it became important to know not just

whether or not a speaker produced a given sound or grammatical structure
but also the circumstances under which that form was produced (linguistic and
psycho-sociological) as well as the frequency of occurrence of that form in
rehtionship to consistent, comparable measures. Not all such scholars agreed
with each other on the exact nature of this gradience, but the excitement
generated by the notion quickly led to an alignment with linguists who had been

studying creole languages such as William Stewart, who in 1964 presented his
formulation of a continuum with what he called an acrolect at one end and a
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basilect at the other (1964:10-18). By this Stewart meant to indicate that Speech

communities could be plotted on a broad continuum rather than at artificial po-
larities such as standard or non-standard per se. Acrolect was a person's
most standard form. Basilect was his least standard. Creolists had long ar-
gued that pidgins and creoles, languages willch are under construction and are
therefore dynamic, offered the best opportunity to see how languages actually
are developed.

At about the same time, the variationists and creolists were joined
by a group of transformational linguists who were becoming disenchanted, among
other things, by the static nature of their premises. James Mc Cawley, Paul
Postan, Robin and George Lakoff, Charles Fillmore, John Ross and others
began to raise objections against transformational syntax, noting its inability
to accommodate real language, its ?allure to take into account that language is
used by human beings to communicate in a social context and its claim that syn-
tax can be separated from semantics. 2 These scholars, currently called gene-
rative semanticists, see variation as heavily involved in grammar whenever
the social context of a discourse changes. For example, one might dismiss
the sentence, "Ernie thinks with a fork", as ungrammatical unless one knew
that such a sentence is a response to the question, "How do you eat potatoes?".
In her work on politeness, Robin Lakoff demonstrates the importance of con-
text when she notes that when one addresses a child, "You may do so-and-so's
is politer than "You must do so-and-so". But in addressing a dignitary at a
party, the hostess who says "You must have a piece of cake" is politer than
one who says, "You may have a piece of cake" (Lakoff 1912:907-927),

All of this recent emphasis on social context by linguists was, of
course, old hat to anthropologists, especially ethnographers of communica-
tion. Dell Hymes has been arguing for a realistic description of language for
many years, observing that institutions, settings, scenes, activities and
various sociocultural realities give order to such a 3nalysis. An ethnograph-

ic approach to speech requires that the analyst have information about the
relative statuses of the interlocutors, the setting of the speech act, the mes-
sage, the code (including gestures), the situation, the topic, the focus and
the presupposition:4 that are paired with the sentences. At long last, the
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ethnographers of communication are beginning to get some help from linguists
with other primary specializations, The upshot of all this ferment within the
past few years has been an almost entirely new set of attitudes within the field
of linguistics. It is difficult to describe linguistics at any point in its history
as being settled with an orthodoxy but some broad, general movements can be
discerned with hindsight. In the forties and fifties we saw a structuralist
emphasis, with a focus on phonology, a concern for the word and a philoso-
phical framework which was positivistic and empirical. In the sixties we wit-
nessed the transformationalist era, with a focus on syntax, a concern for the
sentence and a philosophical framework which was rationalistic or idealistic,
with innate knowledge and intuition playing a prominent role in analysis.

As C. -3. Bailey (1973) points out, in the seventies we are now en-
tering a new period with an emphasis on discourse and a philosophical frame-
work which is dynamic rather than individualistic or static. It is characterized,
of course, by the concerns noted above by the variationists, ethnographers,
generative semanticists and creolists. Of particular concern to the interests
of education is the underlying principle of the continuum. Like many such prin-
ciples, it is patently obvious when noticed yet conspicuously absent from the
history of language teaching.

It should be apparent, therefore, that sociolinguistics arose out of
a number of factors within the field of linguistics itself. A convergence of dif-
ferent avenues away from orthodox generative theory took place among dia-
lectologists, creolists, semanticians and anthropologis's. Although the ave-

nues were different, each shared a concern for variation, social reality,
larger units of analysis (discourse) and a sense of continuum.

In addition, two factors outside the proper domain of linguistics also
contributed heavily to the development of sociolinguistics. One was the general
broadening of interests which began to develop in the sixties, leading to new
kinds of interdisciplinary studies. The second was the development of interest
in problems faced by minority peoples, especially in the schools. Linguists
began to take an interest in urban language variation and to understand that
past research methodologies were not viable for such investigation. New data-
gathering techniques were required and new modes of analysis were needed,
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Meanwhile, linguists who had been interested in language variation as it is
found in the creolization and pidginization of language also began to apply

their knowledge to urban social dialect, particularly the urban, northern
Black, often providing important historical backgrounds for language change

and offering analytical insights brought about by their perspectives. The

general focus, of course, was on variability, not abstract uniformity and the
critical measurement point was provided by the variability offered by Ver-
nacular Black English,. It was thought of as an area worthy of educational
attention, Everything seemed ripe for this focus on Black English except
for one thing--nobody in the academic world knew very much about it.

Seminal studies were done in New York (by William Labov, Paul
Cohen, Clarence Robbins and k. C. Lewis), in Detroit (by Roger Shuy, Walt
Wolfram and William Riley), in Washington (by Ralph Fasold) and in Los
Angeles (by Stanley Legum). Generalizations about the findings of these
studies have been made by Fasold and Wolfram in relatively non-technical
language (1970), Today variability in language analysis has become a crucial
issue thanks, at least partially, to the influence brought about by the study of
Vernacular Black English.

What are some identifiable characteristics of Sociolinguistic work?
A focus of study which developed out of a diversity of interests the

way sociolinguistics has is likely to have an equally diverse literature. Yet

there are some common threads which seem to help hold sociolinguistics to-
gether. One such characteristic is the concept of gradience mentioned earlier.

Gradience. As is often the case, personal experience provides a
good first example. When I was in college I had a part-time job in a wholesale
grocery warehouse loading and unloading trucks and boxcars. My fellow team-

sters knew that I was a college kid but also expected me to be one of them in
some sense of the word. As a native speaker of their local version of non-
standard English, I found it possible to use the locally acceptable "I seen him
when he done it" forms but their linguistic expectations of a college kid made
them suspicious of me every time I tried. Years ago the novelist Thomas
Wolfe wrote a novel called You Can't Go Home Again. His thesis was'that peo-
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ple are the products of their changing environment and that this changing en-
vironment includes the changing expectations of others. Translated to our
situation this means that no matter how uneducated a person's parents may

be they expect their child to speak something other than the non-standard
English they grew up with. The child who is sensitive to his parents' wishes
may respond by rattling off a locution that appears to be within the range of
his parents' expectations. On the other hand, some situations may require
him to not deny his heritage but to not appear uppity either. Precious few
linguistle situations will require him to preserve his non-standard dialect
exactly the way it was before he was educated and elevated to some other level
of expectation by those who love him. 'The following sentences may serve as

illustrations of some of the points on such a continuum.
1. Hey! Do'n't bring no more a dem crates over here!
2. Hey! Don't bring no more a dose crates over here!
3. Hey! Don't bring no more a those crates over here!
4. Hey! Don't bring any more of those crates over here.
5. Please don't bring any more of those crates over here.
6. Gentlemen, will you kindly desist in your conveying those

containers in this general direction?
Number 6 is surely undesireable in most communications and it is included
only to extend the limits of the continuum as far as can be imagined. Most of

the adjustments that an educated speaker makes to his audience are found in
various modifications of numbers 3, 4 and 5. Most certainly, there are few
opportunities for him to go home to the non-standardness of numbers 1 or 2.
Those who know him will think he is patronizing them or, worse yet, making
fun of them. Consequently, what the speaker does is to make subtle adjust-
ments in his vocabulary, grammar and phonology depending on the informality
of the situation, the audience and the topic. One safe move is to standardize
the grammar, since grammar is the most signmatizing aspect of American so-
cial dialects, while occasionally preserving a few of the less stigmatizing
pronunciations and leaving in some flavor of the lexicon. This is a highly sub-
tle and complicated linguistic manuever which can hardly be oversimplified or
underestimated.

In no way should it be implied that the specific continuum given as
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example above is meant to be a right to' wrong slide. Each item of the con-
tinuum has the potential for appropriateness and accuracy if the proper set-
ting, topic and person is discovered. But the schools would be likely to take
it as a right-wrong series with a sharp line between numbers 3 and 4 With
wrong facing one direction and right facing the other. Likewise, all of the
114hts would be considered good and all of the wrongs would be thought bad.
What_such an oversimplification denies, of course, are the following things:

1. That language use is more complex than any presupposed con-
text or psuedo7.moral code will permit.

2. That users of language may intentionally select so-called stig-
matized constructions.

3. That users of language may unintentionally select so-called
constructions which, having been used, provide-clear evidence
of their having learned part of the pattern though not all of it

It has been argued by linguists that people tend to be unable to per-
ceive the fact that they are using language as they use it One might ask, for
example, if the fish see the water in which they are swimming. Much rather
clear evidence seems to indicate that users of language are fairly unaware of
how it is that they are giving themselves away as they speak. Studies of so-
cial stratification using only language data may well be the most accurate

indices of socio-economic status yet devised. Since people have such a hard

time seeing the language they and others use (for they are, after all, concen-
trating on understanding it, not analyzing it), they remain relatively naive
about the subtle complexities they are able to engineer in using ft. Contras-
tive norms in language production and in subjective reactions to language are
a clear case in point, Many New Yorkers and Detroiters, for example, will
realize a high frequency of a stigmatized feature in their own speech despite
the fact that they can clearly recognize the same feature as stigmatized
the speeeh_ of others. 4

Occurrence', In addition to the 004101*itieS-grziwing =

offt-ol'g*dien0e and another-area of

linftfOt-s-'114Y,0,5)01Y eoentl. attended _i0 _cipantitafiye

it has-, tiCt beetithe-practice--oflinguis4rto-

of oCCtirrenc'e of a, 00t1 variable feature until-very --veiirepliii:tly'i--'-Att

internal argument is still going on between



principle and those who do not.

is a characteristic olVel
Washington, D. C. and Detroit,

noting that Southern Whites also

-9 -Shuy

It is said, for example, that copula deletion
Black English as it is spoken in New York,

Certain linguists violently object to this idea,
say "he,here" or "you gonna do it". And, of

course, they are quite correct. What they fail to see, however, is that those
who posit copula deletion as a characteristic of Vernacular Black English are
not comparing Southern Whites to Northern Blacks but are, quite the contrary,
concerned about what is considered Vernacular Black English in those specific;
Northern contexts. But even there, we find that speakers of that dialect do
not delete every copula. In fact, the frequency of occurrence of that deletion
stratifies quite nicely according to socio-economic status. Likewise, not
every standard English speaker produces a copula every time it might be ex-
pected in his speech, although the freqUency of occurrence is probably very
high. An even clearer case is that of multiple negation which is also said to
characterize Vernacular Black English, even though it is quite clear that many
whites also use the form regularly. What, then, can it mean to call it Vernacu-
lar Black English? Simply that it is consistently found to occur in the continuous,
natural speech of Blacks at a much higher frequency than it occurs in the
rpeeeh of whites from the same communities and of the same socio-economic

status. Strangely enough, this sort of finding is still rather new in linguistics
and, to some 'linguists, quite heretical.

An example of a display of such data on the frequency of occurrence
of a linguistic feature which is shared by all social groups (most of them are
shared) is the following:
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- frequency of occurrence, Black Speakers

- frequency of occurrence, White Speakers
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Class Class Class Class

Figure 1. Multiple negation: frequency of occurrence in Detroit, by SES group.

Note that the frequency of occurrence of the use of multiple negation across
four SES groups in Detroit is maintained regardless of the race of the speakers,
but that Blacks use multiple negation at a higher frequency than do whites.
Further information reveals that men use them at a rate higher than women.
Such data cannot tell us that blacks use multiple negatives and that whites do

not. Nor could it say that men use them and women do not, But it does offer

rich information about the tendencies toward higher or lower variability
usage than we could ever-obtain from a methodology which offeivd only a.

'Origte'r instance of such uSage:fis:evidence of- its,-use or horilqipe. The figures

abOVS''riip-resant a twit64*.-41, ormants-in-each ot-thp t`otir StSgrotip,1; and

66-0-firr-etice8'Sflhp,-- feailire- r fkitorfilaittt'r6pipfif:ed

fti ti fiegOiorii in tidiffttoritb ttibtlia triethe

-0110 hies, -pit vi4rtieoessary to

8tot T4trs'everyt iirikie-riegitivt-qtrid'aevOry eieh tiiitiak(41
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speech sample were added together to form a universe of poteritial multiple
negatives, The figures, tabulated abov J display the relationship of the oc-
currence of multiple nokatives in relationshipto all potential-multiple nega-;
tives.

It is reasonably Safe to assume that the, extent of language variation
s rnueh brOader, than preVioils research Methodologies ever revealed. If

informant asked, for example,, what he calls the stuff in the London air-, .4'4
he -may respond only once, /fag /, if y,: should happen to 'use thet JatvOWS1

before a voiced velar stop only 60% of the time during allthe Occasions is
which he refers to-this concept duringa ten-'year period,- this- variability will
be totally lost in this single representation in the interview. If he talks On-

tinuously for thirty minutes or so, he might use this prononciatiOn a dozers
or more times, giving an increasingly more probable representation of
actual usage. Of course, such data gathering techniques work better for pro-
nunciations in which the inventory of possible occurrences is_very_high,than

they do for lexicon. On-the other hand, research in sociolinguistics indicates
:that Promindfation and-granitnar are more crocialltidicators-sthan vocabulary,
a-factor which certainly justifies high-lighting them for research.

SeleCitiorial Options. ,Orice we dispose of the notion-of the right!--,,

witting polarity 'evaluation and conceive of language as a continuum which'Oper,
atea-in--realistfc contexts, the possibility df'selectiorial optioris becoiries- Mean.

ingful. It is conceivable for example, that a speaker out-of a riuMber Of
possible motivations, may select- forms which,- in some other context; Would
be considered stigmatized. Detailed studies of langtiage- variation have only

begun to Scratch the surface of such continua-hut several examples are -sug-
gestive of frtiittUfavenues-of_future research.

For example, I can clearly remember that as a child-in a blue-
-colt c Mriariity, certaiii-langUage:restrectionS WererOperatiotial

among gP4re-adOleacent 1346$4. 'TO-he :tti1:Aet diOtike

li;17&4144:11i0-

146i*d46:::146'11:

t
VsroS* je -Yei '43ifiret`
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ways, many of which are well recogn4ed. For examples the use of tough

language, especially swearing, and adult vices, such as smoking, were

sornetitnes effective means of obtaining such status. Likewise; if a boy

were a good athlete, he could_easily establish himself ss masculine (in

our society this was true only for football, basketball and baseball and not

for sports such as swimming, soccer or tennis). On the.other`hand,a boy

could clearly obtain negative pints by having a nonsex-object relationship

with a girl, by liking his sister, by playing certain Musidal ,instrumentit,

(especially piano and violin)' and by outwardly appearing to be intelligent in

the classroom.. It is the latter avenue which is of interest to us here'since

the major instrument for adjusting drte4outward appearance of intelligence

was his use-of oral language. Interestingly enough, what'one did with

writtenlanguage seemed less-crucial, as long as it remained a private corn-
,

munication between teacher and student. That is, a boy could be as smart

as he wanted to on a test or an essay as as the written doatimerit did
-_$

not become public (1. e. become Aisplayed on the bulletin- board)t

Thus two strategiet for reasonably intelligent males' in th4 is.soeiety

were as follows:
a. Keep your mouth shut in els s, if the fill ale' is 41:ites,c this .

be interpreted as n e s se" If a-14' iaOlt, it 4s

The strategy of keeping one's mb,Lith,sh4t in seho8i is ernployed for diffekint

reasons atrd[fferent'tinie1/4 In early elementary,school the -child soon learns

that the narhe of the game is to'be-right as often as possible and wrong as

seldom as possible. j-4.0neNlivItylo,pire'vent'being criticlzed by theteaoher iS to'

keep one's Mouth shUt. hy:pre'-adolesoeneb, i8 ingOi strategyhf,Qr A,QP"

ing his mouth shut-grows ouii:.11 a d6friplex set o pressures stemming` from

filterettyPed:eXp:ebtatioiislof iTiqsuiltie!behayior 'boys are 100,-a tti64.40

girls-a* le Inter t d °it school} are the" rib ie`irdaigeps of'appear,n

--- bhriaaciirie to onr 040144.

Yr

.1f eve the r

yott e t is ith0h,
4

.-

P,40-to,S11 _fe 'des s 10-d fif-liPeeairdWdifilliti

66ffiti Ve*
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Out ultimately for whateveli reasons., But males whO learn to adjust to the
conflicting pressures of school and'peer pressure are those who have learned
to. handle the sociolinguistic continuum effectively. the proper context and

.With'Il*proper timing, 'an44011Igent male can learn'hOw to give` the answer
71

4iat,:theteacher ?tantti,ine:i0:sawaY tkat his peersyiillrot think
he- W :144' hii,to._ p rod u ce:therae,c0 Pied 'fo,,,r4$:N/11111';khe

subtle 'nuances of intonation and'itinebice-whieh-siot ato-io r:Peers-that=rathe
than COpping -dui; heris merely'playing the game, -hurnoritio:the-hligiligh teat:

Oher along.

the correct
ho appears be'siktficientlt bored,- :he Catillioall1O!etltol4tei:

reSPOnSe."--1. hitl's 'Sentence 1.4t4;i ii,);;,11;e":§4anf
, ,

:spared the aritioism of Selecting- the accurate. verb The -six 'stage, eon-

inuurn noteckearlier t1 is paper is a gross-e2aiiiptle several ohaicos

available in such a situation. 1t is tempting to postuliate "-th4t

to counteract the,"Ilnk
forthOismerolY`a working class PhetiOwerkiii',., Itec0f4'Per0n4t01500*10:60,
however, haVe led me't6-citieltiori Stieh'a"iibtioif,-%-.1vii;tiO-aie l'en-

-hpfentire life in-a-irliddle:;.(ilass, "tittindar4,EngliSh .06014(66LO tnen
fe=6-i,115;:eineeI:he begin-Plkyine'On'tir f6eti:41i teen; that-114 hatil-doye606'

small number-of nonstandard p:iglish features:- -Theproducti3On,of-. hes
, - -

tune , V,hIch include. multiple negation_ =and d four th`In ror 1g ?li C$ tthese' i1

(tliem situationally cOnfinedte the pregont- or abstract

ball. He appears to use the Standard 4tigliSh equivalents non4oetbia
'contekts. `_Closet observation seems to indicate that net.all members '-of the

fodtball team' fool the -same-reciuirement. It would-seem,- in-fe.,,-th.af the re_

are 'cliffererit predeur6i- fel-different role My yen fenOive-

O,:poSition which seems to require the characteristics of an` aggressive'aie.-,
-,tth04',-,=approritice apeb-must --aereverithing'rositible't6 eSte`biteilififs!ebfattiini

_ttftili4iolifitiod--46))04-64-ithit''psstire1O 406* nOn444t.iciaiiii16141'161`64iiis

Tease 401444641-ritilaR-01*vo 4641:46.0(ft*
,-,-

second cent observation has Of 464
1,-6146014' iiiiiiicrei;(-wlioqrit*6'*'0.
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a neurologist at once., His father, a physician, objected strenuously mutter-
ing:something aboti' ,chers practicing medicine without a license. Since

I knew the family, . was asked to help discover the child's real problem.
After a' quick and dirty examination in which the boy evidenced little or no
problem with decoding or comprehending material which was unknown to

him, the only problem I discovered was that his reading was monotonous
and mechanical. In the school's terminology, he did not read with !'expres-
sionu. A hasty survey of teachers revealed that boys tend to not read with
expression, a fact which is generally accepted along with their non-verbality
and dirty ,fingernails. Why didn't this boy read with expression? My hypo-
thesis is that he considers it sissy. This boy is the smallest male in his
class and he is using every means possible to establish his masculinity.
In athletics what he lacks in skill he more than makes up for with careless
abandon. His voice is coarse. His demeanor is tough. He swears regularly.
And so on. It would behoove the schools to do several things here. One L
might question the usefulness of reading with expression at all, but teachers
should certainly be able to jistinguish this presumed problem from other
types of reading problems, particularly neurologicarones. But this-seems'
to be evidence of the same sort of presaure, this time itL a Middle-class
community, which pits school norms against peer'norms to the ,extent that

z

the child is willing to deliberately select the non - standard forms.
In addition to intentional selection of linguistic options, speakers

also make unintentional selection "of stigmatized- language. One such select,
tion involves the use-of hypercorrections, a term whiclilinguists use to re-

, ,
for,to incorrect overgeneralization from already learned_forms. Several_

-year's ago I noticed such a'pattern in the development, of my younger son's
tfse- fif paitiefpleS. -Suddenly he seemed to be' using 'tlfe'Inflecti6tiat -en

u 01-154-kid tple'---0i0tir tfionthten I,- 2 -and iFijOe
1--;! -
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form of the malapropism, a vocabulary item which comes close to the sound
of the word intended but which clearly misses, yielding a humorous combina-
tion such as "prosecuting eternity". Grammatical hypercorrection yields
equally psuedo-elegances such as "between you and 1". In terms of seleo-
tional options, hypercorrections,in vocabulary, pronunciation and grammar
pose on interesting problem which illustrates clearly the need to see language
in a realistic social and psychological context. Hypercorrections, when-de-
tected; can count quble or more in degree of stigmatization. If undetected,

-they are unlikely to be favored more than neutral.' Thus, when people make
judgments_about the language used by a speaker, there are at least three
areas of judgment involved; stigmatization, favoring and hypercorrectlon.
Detected hypercorrection probably runs the greatest risk of negative social
stigmatization. Oddly enough, vocabulary hypercorrection (malapropism)
is probably the most highly stigmatized, followed by pronunciation hypercor-
rection (the pseudo-elegance of vahz for vase,- for example) and last by-grare-
rnatical'hypercorrtictiOn as ('between you and I"). "Stigmatization reverses
this procedure, with grammatical features most stigmatized (at least,in.Afneri,
'oa); followed by phonological and ;lastly by vocabUlary. Thiaprooesrs of favOr'4.

ing is still relatively unknown, and -pit is difficult-.to tell whether vocabulary or
grammar is the most favored. condition. Within each lingaistio-categOry (pro-a

nunoiation, grammar and vocabulary), individual features can be placed and
rank ordered, although the exact nature of this ordering is not totally'known
at this time.

Perceptual Viewpoint of the Whole Still another characteristic of
sociolinguistics is involved in the very viewpoint from which language_pheno-

mena are perceived. It is,logioal to believe That once the basics of language

are understood, -other less-central featUrek*ill.fall into place.' It has been --
tradtiOnal th:lingitiettcs to tallow, this logic, Thds'iinguiete'of Va.'ribug'theO-;-
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portents on a par, and they believe that to untistand one, they must also_Olow
a great deal about the other. Sociolinguists, therefore, stress variation,
especially as it is related to sex, age,(51race, socioeconorrkic status and sty--
natio varieties; They feel that by paying attention to such variables, they
can better understand the, exciting dynamics of language and see' it as a whole.

Sub ective Reactions, The development of soCiplioguistics has also'

been paralleled by an interest in the ,subjective reactions of speakers to Ian.
guage. If speakers produce linguistic features with varying frequencies, if
they make use of complex selectional options, and if they shift back.and forth

along a base line continuum, they most certainly also react to language pro-
duced by others. In recent years, sociolinguists have becorae interested in
three types of subjective reactions to variation in spoken and written lan-
guage:

1. Studies which compare subjective reactions to more than one
language,

2. Studies which compare subjective reactions to variation within
the same language.

3. Studies which compare accented speech, the prodliction Of a len.
guage by non - native speakers.

It is felt that such studies will enable linguists ib -get at the ihreshhold,--"if not-,
at the heart, of language values, beliefs and attitudeS,_ From there it lb a,
relatively short step. to relating such attitudes fo-actual language teaching and
planning, For example, research by Wallace Lambert and hip associates,
(1980) attempted to deterthine how bilingual Canadians really felt about -both

-4nglish and French in that area, Therefore several-bilingUals were tape re,
-Corded speaking first one language, then the other: -;The-segments were
sOrarribled and-a group of bilingual Canadians were asked to ltateh to the tape
apd!rate' the speakers on tourteeu:traifs such as neigh t, I-6'6064110'440-i

ambition atid ;OM 4;0_ illtieliSteraii*,voro-not'-i.
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An example of katudy which compared ltstener reactions i-0Variation

within' the same language was done -in Detroit (Shuy,- Baratz and,Wolfritra 1.90).

An etjual nuniber of Black and white, male, adult Detroltere from four_known

`.-soCio-ecOnomio groups were "tape recorded In a-relatively-free %,:cohversation

mode. _
'These tapes were played to Detroitells three:agegroups tut rth`.

grade; eleventh_ grade and adult), An eqUalnum.ber'Of and fetna es;

lltiackeFand Whited listened: tapi. judges rep-kes'ented4e same

four Como - economic groups -as the speakers. ,ptirOosei' 0 the ;study was

-to determine- the 611'60(4 -whieh-the"-raCe, 'sex, .006io,edohoiniA?etatuS`:$hd24geie.,'
-' --

determine-
f---_*--- l' --:'.-- ,_,'-',' ---': ':: f-:,- i-',--. -,_.,

-,of the listener havo:on Identifying the-race and socio4ecohointa7status"Of the '
.

speaker. the -results _of_ the itUdi'shoWed 'that racial identiii, i'sqtfite OA..

rate, for every Cell oxcept for. the _upper ,middle-ela*blaCk dPekeret-'who- --,
..

...
wereiludged as,White bY`00%,Of the, listenersi'reiardlesi Of`tfleirrraee.:'..age

,_. -_,

or,seX, It also, thatlhelower'- the class Of Of the:, SO 4ke r, the;hOie'4e'::

-Louratityrhe waside4ified by Iist04i.s; regodledi of all aii0-:iiiiisfrifiiio

The $iiiiitioanee -Of,,t14 lfed'itijttie 'fait :ttiAt'ffitifeiie 140 -aPptir011yrii4q-- go-,',
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ithifig- our-rioulum, among Other thing's.

A -reeeht study of accented speech!Nvati done by ke'firoi-(10/0itiid.

contrasted the dubjeetive'reactiOns of Miami' teachers, e'mplOyers'a-narandoM

-, adults to the accented speech of Culaary-bbrrt and native white _and black

Miamians., Rey's interest was teCthe-Ocient to wiiieh,-accent'played a role

tb both'employability,andsehoOYevalUation, --Be_--,gayedtape-reCoidings'ot

vtaious speakers to groups of listenerS''and conolUde4 th4t the- lower..

status havelth'e least chance' 7sueJoeS$ 0krett'it

....-,eMployef-6:ti'4046401-14:$1.$6-'0Ub4fbin,

ttlf:t0131' 4801611h !hike° --'4Ard'fii'lliWh*

qlffificiti- 44 OAS t:04$ilse''O



-18-Shuy

variation among certain minority groups. Through an accident of history,

a great deal has been learned about Vernacular Black English but very
little is knoWn about the variation used by standard English speakers, re-

gardiessof race, Lamle is known about the sort of variation which estab-

lishes a speaker as a solid citizen, a good guy or an insider. Despite

some intensive research in the area, little is known about how people--
shift from one register to another or, for that matter, from one dialett
or language to another.' Only the barest beginnings have been made in the

study of special group characteristics related to language (i. e. language
and religion, law, medicine, etc. ). A great deal of research needs to be
done on language attitudes, values and beliefs, Although language change

has received attention in a number of recent studies, sociolinguistic re-
search still lacks knowledge of a number of aspects of the exciting dynamics

of language.
In short, the social contexts in which language can be studied have al-

most as many variations as there are people to vary them. in some fields

of study, graduate students writing theseS or dissertations'often become dia..
couraged over the fact that all the good to-pies for research have already_
been used up. This dilemna is far- from a reality ill'Sooiolinguistics, where
topics abound and where we are only arthe beginni1.4.



NOTES:

1 See, for example, William Labov;The social motivation of a sound
change, Word 19:213-309 (1963),

2-rcir an account of the effects of social situation on formal grammar,
see Charles Fillmore, A grammarian looks to sociolinguistics in R. Shut'" (ed.),
Sociolinguistics; current trends and prospects, Washington, D. C.: George-
town University-Press (1973).

3 One might cite many references over a period of time. For a- re
cent overview, however, see Dell Hymes, The scope of sociolingUistics in
R. Shuy (ed. ), Sociolinguistics: current trends rand prospects, Waihington,

Georgetown University Press (l973),
4 See, for example, William Labov, The social stratification of Eng-

lish IA New York City; Washington, D. C.: Center for Applied Linguistics
_.(1066).
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