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- The study of pidgin ard crecle langvuvages, usually
emphasizing oral language codss, offers insights in*c lanquags,
especially as an observably dynawnic phencmenon. Howsvar, channel is
highly influan%ial on the surface form of the languags code. Pidgirn
~sign languajgz codes, not depandent on aral languade c34es, car serva
as an ideal f~cum for “he discussion cf uriversality and unigu=nass
in pidgins and craolas. Cod2 structure of these pidgins is relatively
unexplored and +he channels of tha pidgirnized languages heavily
influanza surface cods structure. One pidgin sign lenquage, Pidgin
Sigqn English (PS®), has devalopzd out of the U.S. scciolinguistic
si*ua*isn of *he deaf community where ccmpunication is necessary
bs+wean tha deaf and “h= hearing. PSFE comes from Aperican Sign

Landuage (ASL), which is channeled thrcugﬁé{h% manual-visual
modality, and English, channeled through the oral-avral modality.
Several grammatical, functional (phonological), and linguistic
charact arist ics of BPSE can be discussed, such as: (1) the progressive
aspect; (2) nagative incorporationi (3) agent-beneficiary
direstionali ty; (4) copula; (5) the perfective aspecti (5) articlas;
(7) plurality: (8) number incorporaticn; (9 phonology, aspecially
suprasegmentals; (10) handshapss, places apd movements; (11) the
writ+an language; (12) reduction and admixture; (13) vestricted
inter~group use; and (14) the relaticnship of these areas *o0.a
‘dynamic theory of pidgin and creole larguagess. PSE may sarve th2
vital function of fostering development of the deaf subcul*ure with
ninimal long-4erm cul*ural interference frcw the hearing community.
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0.0 Introduction. The study of pidgin and creole languages has offered
many insights into the nature of language, especially langquage as an

observably dynamic phenomenen, Like most linguistic studies, pidgin

and creole studies have concentrated on oral language codes, How-
ever, channel is highly influential to the surface form of the language

code, Natural wsual sign language codes, which are not dependemt
on oral language éodes , have expanded our knowledge of the nature
of language (Bellugi and Fischer 1972).

Likewise, pidgin.sign lérxguagég can serve as an ideal forum for
the discussion of universality and unigueness in piélgiﬂs and c:fééigs,
since code structures of these pidgins are relatively unexplored and
éim;:e the 'clférmels of thcz languages that are pidgiﬂized heavily
influence surface code structure, especially in the phgnqlogisal
component,

This paper will concentrate on one pidgin sign language, Pidgin

Sign English (PS,E)% discussing (1,0) an overview of the language
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situation in the deaf community, (2.0) sociolinguistic reasons for

the existence of PSE, including social functions of and attitudes
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towards PSE in the U.S. deaf communily, (3.0) linguistic charac-

teristics of PSE, especially suprasegmental problems, and (4.0)

the relationship of these arcas to a dynamic theory of pidgin and

creole languages.

1.0 An Qverview of the language Situation in the U.S. Deaf Community.

1.1 8ign Language Diglossia. The language situation that acts as

a cohesive force in the deaf community is a diglossic situation.

;t@}:c:c (197@) first pointed oul the existence of diglc:sgsia_ in ‘rhg deaf
¢ommunity, usincj Ferguson's (1959) classic papé; én digléssi'a as

a model. Stokoe defined the High (H) variety as.Manual English

Vaﬂd the Low (L) vai’ie’ty as American Sign Langﬁuage. Manual English

is a combination of sigﬁs and fingerspelling that represents a morpheme

to morpheme correlation with spoken English. An example of this is:

=

Example 1: I went TO the STORE. 3

"VI‘wént t@ the store " where "I" is 5ign€-;d; "went" is fingerspelled,
"to" is signed, "“the" is fingerspelled, and "stére"'is signed. All
éf these m@rpﬁgmes could be sp;%lled;this would be what is }incwn
as the Rochester Methtod. American Sigﬁ Language is a language in
and of itself. It has a diffe}ént grammatical structure from English
and has little, if any, fingerspelling. For example, Eﬂglis.h "Have

you been to California?”, which is Auxiliary, Subject, Verb, Locational



I"?rc«;pcxsitiénél Phrase, is translated into American Sign Language as:

Example 2! TOUCH PINISH CALIFORNIA YOU

QUESTION
“which is Verb, Auwxciliary, Locational Noun, Subject, and i@uesti@n,
where Subject and Question are signed simultaneously.

Stf::k;:se, in the same article, also demonsirated that Manual
English (H) and American Sign Lénguagc (L) have the sociolinguistic
characteristics ihat languages in diglossic Situatiaﬂs have. H is
used in ma‘re formal situatioﬁs with more formal topics and pa;ticipantsg
L is L{sed in less formal situation. H is generally felt to be superior
to L by the native users, and soine Users will claim that L docs not
exist. Acquisition of L is géﬁél’allyﬂ in the home; ac;q_uisiti@n of H
is in the formal educational system. H is generally studied in the
schools; L is not,. Much formal gr:a.’zﬁmati:c:al;descripti@ﬁ has beéﬂ
done of Engligh (in its spoken or written f@rm)‘bﬁt only relatively
recently has any research on ASL béEﬂ done. Some signers - feel that
staﬂdérdizati@n is necessary, but sign language diglossia appears
as sta.ble as other diglossic .Situaticms.

There appears to be only one pos sible point of conflict between
diglossia in the 'U.S5. Q{ééf community and d;glés sia in hearing com-
muﬁities -- how the languages are acquired. In hearing diglossic

situations, L is learned first at home and.H at school. But less than



10% of th;:e deaf pgpulatian has dcaf parents, so this can't be true
for the deaf ct:émmﬁity. However, if we remember that the home is
the Initial locus of enculturation for hearing children .é"lﬁd that residential
schools have served as Ithé initiai locus for enr::ulturatién:c:f many deaf
children of hearing parents, this seeming problem is overcome,
We can now say that L is generally learned early in the initial locus
for enculturation, To the pfésent, many of thesié deaf children of

_ have ;
hearing parents/learned ASL from their peer-group deaf children, from
deaf parents or from older déaf children who had already been en-
culturated into the deaf community. This acquisition c);f; ASL took
place in informal siﬁuatimsi English (signed, spoken, or written)
was learned in more formal élas;;—’;rcjc:m situai;iaﬁsg

/

The diglossic situation that’ Stékae was describing is not the
“classical" diglossic situation, sincé as Ferguson (1-959) pointed
out, the language varieties in diglossia that he was bdesmivbing were
actually varieties of the same language. However, Fishman (1967)
further refined the definition of diglossia to include bilingual com-
munities. He pointed out that it is passiblezta have diglossia with
bilingualism, diglossia without bilingualism, bilingualism without
diglossia, and neither bilingualism nor diglossia. The rglati@nsh;p
between ASL and English is both a diglossic a_rlci bilingual situation,

as is the case with Guarani and Spanish in Paraguay.

5.




More fec:c:ntly, seveoral rescarchers have added some new dimensions
to the discussion of diglossia, narﬁcly: 1) an expénsion of what language
varietics may be considered H, and 2) the notion of a language continuum,

Mcadow (1972) and Stokoe (1973) have pointed out thfﬂt for some
signers a formal yariéty of ASL (including or in addition to Manual
Lnglish) may serve as H. While it is not known which groups of
signers have a varicty of ASL functioning in f@fmal situations, we can
hypcthésige that these people are probably deaf, have deaf parents,
and /or learned signs before the age of six (or that their élcsest
associates have these characteristics), since Wgadwafd—(léﬁsa, b, ¢,
1974) has shown that these {fariables are useful in D;edii{:ting which
people function closest to "pure" ASL in informal sitﬁsticﬁsg

It is also possible that for some signers special varieties of
Sign English exist for inf@f_mal conversations. This would prbEibly
be true of signers who iunc:tién primarily near the English Er;éi of the

continuum,

1.2 The Sign-to-English Continuum. The notion of a language continuum
in the deaf community has been pointed out by Stokoe (1973), Moores
' . : to be
(1972) and Woodward (1972). Varieties of ASL were seen/at one end
of this continuum (which as Stokoe (1973) points out is probably

multidimensional) and varieties of Manual English at the other.

Woodward (1973d) also demonstrated that intermediate varieties along




a pidgin language,and called these varietics Pidyin Sign English
(PSE) . | i
Battison, Markowicz, and Woodward x(1§73) and Woodward
(1973a, b, ¢, d 1974) have shawﬁ, that variation along this continuum
is non-discrete, but regular, rule-governed, and describable in
terms of modified scalogram énalys;a (Guttman 1944, Bailey.lg?l,
and Bickerton 1972) and varif;al:le rules (Fasold 1970, Labov 1969).
Trhis variation also correlates wit;h, gthSSV social variables of whatﬁer*
gipersan is deaf ér hearing, has deaf or hearing parents, learned

signs before or after the age of six, and attended some or no college

" (Woodward 1973a)

2.0 Sociolinguistic Background of PSE. The formation of a deaf
sub-culture resulted essentially from two patterns of behavior: the
‘attendance of deaf children in residential schools and the use of

sign language among the students (Stokoe 1965).

'2.)] The Deaf Sub-Culture. Barth (1969) suggests that ethnic groups

should be viewed as a form of social organization, in tj/\fhich rnémbera—
~ship is determined by self;identi:ficatién, and identification by r’::i:,'t‘uz:'xt*:s2
Residential schools for the deaf?prcvi;ie the _eﬁvifc:mrn,ént in which
Amast deaf children "begin to develop feelings (:;f idéntity with the
deaf:gr@up and to aéquire the group; attitudes which tend to set them

apart. " (Lunde 1960,?26) After leaving school deaf people normally




continue to associate socially with other deaf persons, both informally
and thrcugl} formal organizations,

Barth states that ethnic group boundariés specify patterns of
behavior and social relations within a group as well as between
groups which interact. Membership in the same ethn;c: group "im-
plies a sharing of criteria for evaluation and judgement, " (p15) On
the other hand, for individuals on Dppésite: sides of an ethnic boundary,
there exist different criteria for judging values and performance,
and interaction ;s restricted to common areas of understandingtand
interests. Restricted ability to communicate with hearing people
thus accounts only partially for the fact that deaf people prefer the
company of other rnemljérs of the deaf community to that of outsiders.
xMembership in the deaf sub-culture is not limiﬁed to the deaf since
it includes hard-of-hearing and hearing persons, such as hearing
children cxf: deaf parents (?urth 1973), In these cases it is clear
that inability to _cammunicafé with hearing peéple is not the principal
criterion for membership., -

With regaf‘d to the claim that dfeaf people constitute an ethnic
group, Meadow{id72, p20) states: |

The group definitig@n is strengthened further with the knowledge

that deaf persons are characterized by endogamous marital

patterns. In the survey of the deaf population of New York

Statc, for example, it was found that only 5 per cent of women

born deaf, and about 9 per.cent of women who became deaf at
_an early age, were married to hearing men. (Rainier et al, 1963)
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It must be pointed out that not all the women in the survey were
necessarily memberrs f:’f the deaf community, possibly reducing the
percentage of marriage across an ethnic bcnu\ndary even further.
To illustrate the extent of group solidarity, Lunde refers to "the
movement in the nineteenth century to establish a deafl-mute Utopia
in the West; Congress was petitioned to set aside a state or territory
for deaf-mutes only. (p27) |

The first school for the deaf in the U.S. was established with
" Thomas H, Gallaudet as its Eead, in Hartford, Connecticut, Laurent
élérc, a deaf 'renchman who had been bighly educated in the Institution
Nati@ﬁala des Sourds-Muets in Paris, became the first teacher at
the Hartford School. Here, as well as in other sc}%aals which soon
made their appearance in every state, sign language served as the
medium of instructieni Stokoe (1960, pl3) states that the language
and the schools flauris'hefj "to the point where a national college
for the deaf was deemed necessary and established by Act of Congress
in 1864 for the higher education of the graduates of these schools,"” A‘

2.2 Tbe Functions of Language in the Deaf Community. ASL has

sewe;’l,‘three primary purposes in the deaf community: 1) communi-
.cation on the inter-personal level 2) s&cialisation into the deaf
- culture, and 3) idéﬂtiﬁiéatim of members of the sub-culture, In
all three respec’:ts, ASIL ac:ts;as a powerful ;;@hes'ive force in the
deaf community (Croneberg 1965, Meadow 1972, van der Lieth

.=

forthcoming)..—
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chv;fuvér, in 1880, the Internatifmaﬂl Conlerence of Teachers
of the Deaf, meeting In Milan, passed the following resolution:
"The eongress, considering the incontestable superiority of speech
over signing in restoring the deaf mute thsaciet;', and in‘giving him
a more perfect knowledge of language, declares that the c;ral method
ought to be preferred to that of signs for the education and instruction
of the deaf and dumb." (quoted in Denmark 1973 p285) As a result,
* sign language was aband?ned by hearing policy mgkers in the American
schools in favor of the oral method. Nevertheless, {\SL has continued
to be used in the schools, but only among the students and as an
uﬁdergr@md language.

Cokely and Gawlik (1974) have shz:w§ that the language of

_ school children differs in some regular ways from that of the adult

two groups. With the egaegti@n of a very small nuﬁber of deaf
teachers of the deaf, deaf childxjen of deaf parents are usually the

only cﬁltural brokers between the adultéand children in the community.
Upon leaving school the young deaf person jc:irlé the édults in the
culture, adopting the community linguistic stardﬁards- ASL has
 continuously remained the languége of the deaflcammunity where its
use cannot be legislated by outsiders..

. The acquisition of a spoken language by an individual who is

born profoundly deaf presents difficulties of such magnitude that
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only a small mminority has been found to achleve competence in

L‘ng]\iah as demonstrated by thelr writing (Furth 1966). Among the

g

deaf) cc::mpm( nce in written English ranges from the tDLally incompre-

J—

hensible to near Standard English. The following sclection is in-
[ '
tended to illustrate the ";,)c;int that the deaf have a limited know-

Cledgeiof Ehg'}islh The jpassagﬁ was writlen by a graduate of a deaf

school. .
.
N

When I was a small, deaf girl, 1 never talked well.
I was dumb that my parents were anxious a lot. My mother
really wish that.J am hearing girl. When I grow up.to change
my age, I can talked to improve very well than ever before.
My parents was so satisfied apout that. Most of the time
I was talking to the my parents to never sign language.
I always sign language to talk to the deaf people. I must
‘talked to the hearing people who talked to me that I cared
to watch their lipreading. I understood it, but sometimes,
I don't understand. Sometimes, my mother taught' me how to
talk any words. I was so glad that my mother helped me for
it, I liked to talk very much that was very important to me.
Sometimés., I tried to talk to,the strange people, but some
of them don't undergtand me that mada me tired to talk again.
Anyway I wrote a note to show them. but I could like to talk
much better than I wrote. [ was tired to write.

With few exceptioﬁs. English remains a foreign 1angu,:age for the deaf.

2.3 IﬂtEFaCtlDﬂ lgetwacﬂ the Deaf and Hearing Communities. As

stated earlicr, members of the deaf community tend to associate

socially within their own ethnic group. On the other hand, they

_have-formal telations with hearing outsiders such as parents, teachers,

doctors, speccch therapists, counsclors, psychologists, religious
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workers, and employers. In splite of the fact that within the deaf
communily the deaf person may feel perfectly norn{al, frequently
in these encounters he is considered as a pathological in%lividuali
‘H;s maeinbership in a minority culture is ignored, as wel ac the,
exlstence of that culture with its own rich language. Instcad, he
ﬁnfcrtunatcly for the deaf, their schools are controlled by hearing
outsiders. The opposition to ASL finds some of its basis in the
empirical tradition, with its contemporary manifestation in behaviorism,
which cquates verbal language and thinking (Markowicz 1972).
A psychological explanation hasrbeen suggested by Vernon (1972)
who bases the rejection of ASL on the inherent linking of signing
with non-verbal cgmmunication, making the signer's deep feelings
(sexuality, aggrégsi@n, etc.) more trahspérent than in speaking.
The impés’itian oijnglish on tﬁe deaf can élsé be seen as an attempt

to impose the majority cultural values on the minority group.

2.4 Development of PSE PSE has dével@ped as a result of this
cultural c::lés'h,. C}amrﬁunicatiox{ s necessary for the interaction

which ta}zeé,_ place between deaf p'a—,c::ple“and ;hoée hearing pec@le

who cé’rne into contact with them through thé’i‘r”é‘i‘@fessional ;ndea‘yors.
This situation is }enlinisc2ﬂ£ of the Gékmmcrcial relation existing
between native and Curopean in chc:r-settiingsi *Acccrdiﬁg to Barth,

" the interaction between members of separate cthnic groups is
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‘structured so as to retain the boundary which separates them.
To maintain the integrity of the deaf sub-culture as well as that of
the dcgrniﬂantxheafin:g culture, two rp/leg promote the use of PSE

as the médium of cr;mmuﬁic:atian Eétween deaf and hea;ring pé@plé:

- S
the use of the H fcrm, or PSE, as the correct language variety to

'gsaf_with outsiders, and 2) the démiiaﬂt culture, réquires the-use n:ifz
its '@wn.laﬁgluagé (or anéppfo;{imati@ﬂ where 'thé real thing is not
feasible) in z::'r;i_er to maintain’its superiority.
PSE may be learned at_élmast any fagéby a deaf ;jéf.;sén, buf
_ social - ' '
there arg/restrietigns on who learns PSE at what time. -It has héen_ _
estimated that 10 per cent of the deaf pﬂpulati@n haéideaf parents.
A tiny prapart;@n r:f these parenfs are highl/ f*r‘lucated and have natlvg
Eﬁglish c@mpetem:ei In this tmy mmc:rlty of the deaf P‘:‘E may“be
learned with AléL fram mfam:y Ihus for these peaplc PSE may be
an incipient C!?Eiilé! For thé majority of children fri;rn deaf parents’,
it is mér:a Jllkely t};a; they will le,grﬁ PSE ég a seaz&ni::l language from .
the fz::rmal ;nte:éctign w.i;:h hearing people and fr;orn‘ association with )
educated deat people in farﬁalb, i.e. English-mediated, sitﬁaztic:ﬂ.s.
Until recently, the.maj@rity of dea:f children frc:iﬂ heéring

parents were not. fcz:rrnally E}{pi)sed to any sign variety until hxgh

school age, Itwas bel;evad that any vanety of signs would inhibit

specch préc’luc’;ti@n. (i\ll rc:earch studies on thlS topic show the

b
)
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opposite, e.g., Stuckless and Birch .1966’, Meadow 1966, Moores
1972.) Deaf children from hearing parenfs picked up ASL from deaf
children with deaf parents, since ASL is preferred for informal con-
versations, and children mc_jstly have informal conversations.. PSE
was theﬁ learned in some high school classrooms. Thus, until
recently, fa: the ma_jc»rity 1c3f the deéf, PSE has been a second language,
as is expected of a pidgin.
‘ At the present time, the use of PSE is generally} limited to

fc::srnjal @z:ééisi@ns." F@r' mcst»déaf&peﬁple the attémpt to sign in PSE

| only r’_émc:t,ely appraéchéé the H variety of the digl@séic:: céhti@um |

.

éeézribed by Stokoe (1976) and W«:@dwércl (l-!9"?<2) . As the signiﬂg
appm:achgsv PSE, 1ASL;;;;ramm§éticial fea{:u;-esi are rep,,lagad;_by English.
gra?ﬂmatiealmarkeﬁfs -and \@(@fd order. The loss of ASL features sometimes
decreases réduﬁdaﬁ'c:iyi:in tl;lé Systei’n--Withx-:th complete compensation |
by the iﬁtr@ciuctic:n of redundancy via spoken languagé features,
For exampl_é, ‘the loss of ‘supfégé@;nental‘s ’Whic:h ir’z ASL; are EKPI‘:E ss'éd
by faciaLé;{préssiéns and body rimveménté , cannot be replaced by
,E'xflglish suprasegméntals sukf:h as intonation, s;tressh, a;ﬁd é,c:c:ent;
PSE is n:::{"dgubtﬂsufﬁcigntly c@mplex' for cmﬁmuniéatixﬁé pu’réaées,v
butitlac:k:s th% integrative and éxpressive fi.l‘\nc:tions of a naturél
la;;iguagé (S'r%ith 1972). The deaf choose ASL over FSE as a vernacular
léﬂguagc;; in spix.té t::f thz::. former's low status.

It is sometimes claimed that PSE allows the deaf to acquire

B L
v e
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Er:xglish iﬁ a normal fnanﬁ,éri This is analagpus to ¢laiming that
knc:wl;idg;e of a Vspc,:l\:en English-based. pidgin-is equivalent to com-
‘petence in Standard English, What the deaf s:lassi;fy- as PSE when
signint:r am@ﬁé themselves often remains somewhat incampreheﬁsible
to hearing signers fluent i.lrx:t‘he,— H variety of sighing .  lLooking at |
Fraﬂscripts of deaf signers involved in PSC éanversati@ns; it becarﬂes‘
-ébvi@us that whatever their competence, it is a long way from

Standard Eng lish,

il
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3,0 Some Linguistic Characteristics of PSE. This section will

discuss some grammatical and formational (phonolagical) charac~

teristics of PSE, Because of the E@mpafative recentness of linguistic

interest in PSE (since 1973) the section is scrﬁewhat sketghy’, but )
the reductmns and hvbfldlgatlf:ms that characterize mamvfhpldgin
languages have been noticed in PSE. Because of the great deal of
\fari_atic:sn we have ebserved\ in F‘SE and Ee«:ause of the complex
nature of the Sign—ta—sE!ngLish diglossic continuum of 'whiéh PSE

is a'part, many of the linguistic chéracteristicsére stated in terms
of relative ténéenciesi The frequency c:f thégg téﬁaencies have Eeen
éhav&n‘“t@ correlate with social variabies in the case of those gfanj%

matical characteristics that have been studied in some depth, i,e.,

verb reduplicati@m neéative incorporation, and agént-beneficlary

 directionality. It is probable that the c'ther constructions discussed

also are implicational and correlate with social variables,
It should be remembered that PSE comes from two quite different

languag«:\s AS1, a language chanﬁeled thr::ugh the‘- maﬂuéléifisuaf

‘m@dahty, and El’!gllsh a language channaléd thrc:mgh the oral- aufal

médality Dea f szgners who learned 51gn$ before, the age of six and
especially those who'had deaf parents, come frc:xrn ASL backgmunds
I‘hese signérs‘will retain more ASL Struc:ture in their PSE... Hearing

glgnerg narmally appr@ach PSE W1th an a:xcluswé Engllsh base,~ How-

" ever, because I’SF is channeled through the maﬁual—vlsual modality

i
e

[
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like :ASL, hearing signers cannot carry as much of their nalive language
base into PSE, since linguistic inf@rfr’natién (éspeéially phoﬂéiégi«:éﬁ
~from an oral language cannot be directly carfied by a manualfvisual \
channel,

The above situation leads to the result that n;:sfmally the hearing
persc‘;\ﬁ S F’SL suffe'rs much more reduction in structure than ‘the deaf |
persan's PSE. There is about the same amount c:f English lri‘ductli)r‘l
énd admlxturé for both hearmg and d\uaf signers' PSE. However,
deaf PSE Slgﬁmg; mt:ludes much rnare ASL redundancles than haarlng
" PSE Sighing, which lacks mcst'ASL redundancies. |

3.1 Seléct&,d Grammgnégl Charac:ter;scu:%g :

3.11 ,Pr@gfgssivagspggt. Progressive aspect in ASL is I‘EprQSEnLgd

,,‘by verb. reduﬁ)licsa’rign (Plscher 1972) Verb feduplicati@n along th’é
- Slgn t@aEnglish dlglt::ssm cﬁntmuum is Drdered 1mpllcat1c¢nall§f

Woodward (1973b)“ digcussea an mellcatmnal scale for nine verbs
. A = = . e . ‘

that can take verb reduplication. Table'l shows the implicational
= - * = . " ) £ ; ‘
arrangement for these: verbs, PSE waulc:i include lects on the bottom

half of the 1111pl1c:atmnal chart (appmx;mately 6-10) in whmh verb
rédupliceaticsﬂ is used in fgwer envxr@nmeﬂt§. PSE also makcs usa
of PSE uninflected copula or inflected forms plus.a verb for Standard

" English be + ing. PSE, however, drops the redundant ing, Deaf

people, peaple who have deaf péfgnts, pecople who learncd signs
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before the age of six, and people who attended some college use

more reduplication than people who do not have these characteristics , .

Example 3: ASk , HE DRIVE DRIVE DRIVE
"PSE  HE BE DRIVE DRIVE DRIVE

Eng  He is driving

Example 4: ASL  LESSON HE MEMORIZE MEM ORIZE
PSE  HE DE'MEMORIZE the LESSON

Eng He is memcrizing the lesson -

Table 1, Verb Reduplication Implication
Lects - - MEET MEMORIZE SEE WANT STUDY READ‘ KNOW RUN DRIVE

) . !;
1 + + + + 4 4+ + % +

[

2 = + + + + + 4+ 4 +

o~ - - - - .=

L
ko,
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3.12 Negatlve Incorporation, ASL has several verbs that may be

ﬂégate,_;i by a bound, agtvyafc@tﬁistiﬁgﬂmavement of the moving hand(s)
from the p-lacr—;\ where the sign is made. Verbs that' undergo this
tranéf«:rmatiqﬂ are implicati@ﬁalﬁ orderec;i; Téble 2 shows the impli-
cational éi;deriﬁg for these verbs (Woodward 1974):-:, PSE would
i_ncl’u,cle lects on the bottom half a;f the implicational chart (appm_xima{ely
4-6 ) in which negative incorporation is gsed'in fewer environments.
Deaf signers use ﬁiére ﬁegati‘fé incarp@raticrn thah hearing lsignersg
Example 5 ASL ME NEG .
: KNOW -
: PSE I NEG
‘Eng Idon't know
"Egamplé’é*ﬁ: ASL ME NEG.
: + LIKE
PSE I NOT LIKE it N

Eng I don't like it

-Tabl,e 2. Negative Incorporation Implication

lects . HAVE LIKE WANT KNOW  GOOD
S R S +o 4 -

BV + +

| o

‘ +

L]
i

+
+
n
- . - +

o«
i
|\
3
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3.13 Agent-Beneficiary Directionality. ASL has a large number of

verbs that express the relatioﬁshii‘; between agent and beneficiary

by direction of movemen*g in three dimensiar%al spaée, The verd

sign begins at the agent {(or at a point in his direction) and moves

to the bencficiary (or a point in his direction). Althcugh directionality
may be used for all three pe_fSGﬁS,‘-C)r’lly second-person-as-agent

fanéi fir'st——ijzerscnaa’sébeneficiary diregtitgﬂalxity‘has be%n studied in

a dynamic framewor’k. X\Ierbs that may take agent-beneficiary direc-
.'ti@nality are ;ISG ordered implic;:atiénally. Table 3 shows the ordering
of nine i::_f these verbs. Agéiﬁ the bottom haif-(apprésimately-1ects

‘ 6-10) of the implicational chaft reipfesents more PSE-like sig-f_;ing,
where some ASL diflactiané'lity is k‘eptj ‘but most of it hés_beeﬁ lost,

" Deaf pefscns; persons who learned signs before the age of six,

}‘:md (dééf) pc;—:rs;';ms who étténded.scme.sdl‘lege_arem@:e‘a likely to

u_sei more directi@nalitif \than hézar_ing perséns, pe’kscns; who learned

‘signs after the age of six, and (deaf) persgns»whaﬁattended né }:Gllége_;

i

Example 7: ASL SHOW |
' ; " (Inward movement)

PSE . YOU SHOW . ME
' (Inward movement)

Eng You show me

Example 8: ASL  HATE a
: (Inward movement)

03
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Example 8 (cont'd): PSE  YOU HATE - ME
" (Outward movement
Citation form)

ﬁng You haté me’
Table 3. Agent-Beneficiary Directionality Implication
FINGERSPELL HATE HIT FORCE SAY NO ASK TELL SHOW GIVE
+ - ot + .+ R + + + +

- + + + + + + + +

3.14 Copula. ASL does not haire:‘ a copula. PSE used by older people '

-'.géﬂefallf has an uﬁinﬂectedﬂgapula, == the ASL sign for true. More
. ] °

recently some new signs for English copula forms have been developed

in the artificial ManuélEﬁglislj systems, Some of these copula forms

" have been accepted in PSE. Presence of past tense ccpuila forms in

PSE implies presence of present tense forms.



Example 9: ASL GOOD HE

PSE  HE BE (TRUE) GOOD
Eng He ié “;g@c::d
Exam ple. 10: ASL DOCTOR HE

PSE HE IS A DOCTOR

Eng He is a doctor.

3.15 Peffggtive Aspect. ASL has a perfectlve ‘aspect marker FINISH.

PSE also makes use of FINISH. In PSE the verb following FINISH

remains uninflecteci-(ﬂ_gg’is deleted).

Example 11: ASL HE EAT FINISH - -
E '~ PSE  HE FINISH EAT .

 Eng. He'has ‘eaten

3.16 Artlc:les ASL does not have articles. PSE has V'ariable use
of artlcles that is prabably corldltmned by environments. For older.

“and less educated users, artmles are prczsbably used less frequently. ”

o
I

PSEJhaﬂ a sign f@‘x:a and. fingerspells the . The limlted data that
we have on wnttc;ﬂ Deaf Engllsh has more quantitatwe use Df the
.than a, Hawever, it 'should be rememberec] that 1f Deai English |
(Gharr@w 1974) is a wntten analog Qf PSE it appréaches Standard

7 " En llsh more clasely than slgned vanctms n@f‘mally df:s ThEI‘EfDFC‘,

. Buritten Deaf English should” m:vt necessarily cqrrelate with s;gned
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varieties of PSEi-variable use of constructions in written Deaf English

kirnight be quite different quantitatively and possibly qualitatively

ff:@xji a conversational signed variety, (Seé Segtic’né .3.)

3.17 }iluralritf}:. ASL may pluralize c@ncreté nouns by the addition

- of a free plural marker ALL-IN-A-ROW. Some of theée nouns may
also be plﬁta;iéed by réc:{uplicétisn (with or without the plural- marker)g
PSE retains some& noun réduéliéaﬂgn, pxrob\ably in an implicational
order, j'ust‘asxi{: retéin!s’ some verb redu';;ligatién; PSE does not use
?thﬁe free ASL-plubal_market and dags,g@t have a mar}éer to repx;gzégnt ;
Engljishg "'plufal"! If'ﬁét-he pll._l-x;al n@unvis ;emizhvasized, it can'be finger-

spelled.

Example 12: ASL THERE PERSON PERSON ALL-IN-A-ROW "
PSE  THERE BE MANY PERSON PERSON
Eng The;'e areimany peqple

~
-

- 3:18 =7Ng;@péxf-;1n§§:1fg@rati§jni ‘In ASL numbers are often incorporated

into the pronouri, e.q., WE-2, THEY-3. Most signers incorporate
‘numbers from 1-5; although othef signers can incorporate higher

L . L .,- , . . i
numbers., There are probably restrictions on when these higher

numbers can be__inc@rporéted, iSamg deaf PSE signers may incorporate

i

¥ 1 and 2, but most PSE signers c‘d’@ not incorporate higher numbérs:_

into pronouns, - : l ) R o N
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3.2 Sclected Phonologice al Characteristics. Since PSE shafés a

‘e umbcr of the plmnclogieal characteristlcs t::f ASL and since many
1inggists may not be aware of some of the recent research in ASL
phcnaiogj;, we have included a shoft sﬁrnmary of fh,is rESEafEhsé
| , '

ﬁ?here is a level of sublexieal st:uct}ure in ASL analag@u's to
but "'nc:t dependent on phonological components Qf oral languagasi

" Stokoe (1960, 19(:5:) in preliminary structural analyses of ASL
phcmalagy showed that Slgn phonemes could be Glasflfled into three
major groups: tabs or places where signs are made, g_eggg or hand -

shapes used in maklng signs, and 1gs or the motions mvalved in

i

' making signs. Eellugl (1972) usmg short tc:rm rnem@ry tests shawed

‘that sign phéﬁemes were prz:n:essed in the sht::r_t term mamc:ry in the
‘ .

*samé way-as ‘oral phonemes. Battison, Friedman, Woodward, and -
Zambrano (repﬂrted in Wc::odwafd 19\’733) attempted a feat;re analysis '
of places iam;l hand shapés ,ajﬁd }:’:o:stul‘atéd that a fourth parémeter

of g:rigqt,atigg was needed to désc:ribe f@rrﬁatianal}fagérti‘es of signs

Aadequétaelyi E§§;ES ():9‘73) appmaéhéd a féatufé énalysis‘of hand
rshapes from a develcpmantal psychalmgmstm point of view aﬁd ha's

. more recently warked w1th Lane (Lane, Boyes- Braem & Bellugl, 19‘?5) cma

o feature analy51s of hand shapes frc:m tests of whlte rn;:use \nsual

interference on péft‘:‘;éptlén; : E ttlSDﬂ, Markowmz * and Wc:c:wdwald

(1973) have shown that;;alternatiéns: among ce;tam hand shapes in~

volving the extension (newer form) or non-cxtension (ofder form)
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of the thumb are des;rikﬁable in terms of an implicational scale and

a variable rule with weighted phc:n;:vl@gic:al_féaéhresg At the December, 1973
" LSA meeting Battison (1974) discussed the state of the art in ASL

phonology drawing especially on specific ezzzamples of the process
of phénglc::gicél deletion in ASL. At the same meeting Frishberg
(197 5)§ghowed that ASL, like all natural languages, undergoes natural -

phonological changes, over time,-

3.21 Phonology Df PSE. Previous research on PSE phonology appears
| to be ncn—-xe;{is?t;entg Bdttison, Marl%qwiczz, and,Wé@dwafd' (19?23)7

| ,_hav_e'bd/iscus__se;i ééf-taiﬁ gi;osé ‘overmarkings iﬁ)art:ifizialx f\{lérx‘xuajl

E‘ngliéhsigh language systems, howevier_, this avermafﬁing is a

result @i_péar language plénﬁing and_d@eé n@t;appear in PSE, a natural

i

i:)i;jginilaﬁguégei ) ’ , o ) '-.
The limitxed data we have vie;ved on PSE phdﬁc:zl‘égy Suggésf an

inte:’é?sthgjrelatién‘and infétééti@n between :i:hahﬂels and é‘éﬂdes’;(Hyrnés

| 1964, 1568) . PSEis cha’ngeied ihr@ugh;th% 'z%amial,evisual modality

like ASL. ‘The m;nuallvisﬁal éhanng}l ;?annot carry oral phonological

information dlirectl;y_, nor can the fc:ral_ channel car:fy'manual——igiSualv

ph@n@lagical‘iﬁfarmatioﬁ c:iirec:itl};i PSE ,{.ﬁliecause it is channeled thréugh

the manual<visual modality, like ASL, hasjma‘ny_ more of the phonological

characteristics of ASL than of English. PSE hand shapes (3.211) are

7

“basically the same as ASL. PSE places and movements 5(3;2_712) and_

suprasegmentals (3.213) are somecwhat rédi&sgd for deaf signers and -

i
N
LY
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greeétliy reduced ;fDF most hearing signers . who have little knowledge
of ASL

Influe*mce from Engli%h phonology appeérs to be limited to finger—
spélled words and "initial" signs, signs which havvg a handtsh_ape
that é:rfresp«:mds té the fipgerspelled first lettern of an English word
The influznég from Engllsh pil,@l:lalégy is ’thué quitev indirect, since
.English phonology infﬁlﬂuences PSE énly through the medium of. Qrthf )
cﬁgfaphy; '

3.211 PSE Handshapes. PSE retains all of the hand shapes of ASL

and' does not h‘a{/e& any édditi;:mal hand shapes not found at the. phonetic
level in ASI. ‘However, becﬁause‘@f the influence of Engligh ph@nél;gg " }
on initial signs in PSE, PSE makes some ﬁiétinctians at thvéphc:mnollégic:alk
level that are not made in ASL A, T, and §; é?n;_iigiandv];;hénd sﬁépeg .
: . are distinctive i,ﬁ PSE at the phonological level, while t;heysajréf

'distiﬂctivé in ASL only on the phonetic level.

x

Example 13: ASL TRYFA'ITEMPT,STRIVEI (witheitherAorShandshape) ..

PSE  ATTEMPT (with A hand shape)

STRIVE (with S hand shape)

. Example 14: ASL  TALL (with G hand shape)-
PSE  TALL (with G hand shape)

~ DLVELOPMENT (with D hand shape)

P
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Although ASL als.@ has mitial signéand therefore some influence
from English phonology, there is considerably more use of initial -
signs in PSE than in ASL. DBecause of this, ff,.hz:r‘e are also a larger

- ﬁumbar of signs using marked hand shapes (c.f. Bayes‘lB?S; Bat;;isaﬁ
1974), e.g. Rand T, in PSE than in ASL. Relative markedness of R
and T hand shapes has no ix;éiatic:n"ta English phonélégiczal mar};ing,v
but only to the reiative overalfl complexity of these hand canfiguratic;ns:;
R alm:l T hand,shapes -reqﬁir:e cr@s_sing f:sfw fingérs,: which ‘is n;c:re égma
plex than cc)rnparable hand shapes that do mﬁt requlre crossing.

Ghlnese Sign Language does not appear to have either R or T hand
shapes in nativé signs, and R and T hand shapes are learned com-
paratively late by childranﬁl(Boyes 19?3) .

Alth‘pugh a number of signs with thése relati\fely r’n:ar'kad con-=
figﬁratifgns have bE,E‘n introduced into PSE, natural phonological
Qr@éesses éppeaf to be le;ve_ling out some of the rﬁar}f;ing; For éxample,

| many signs vgith R hand shapes are beir{g prc:dm:ed with the thuml:»
extended (W@@dward and Ertiﬁé 1975). icﬁetically simiiar vhand
shépes likeé G and H have also been shown to be unde;ga;ng thre .

1

same historical change (Battison, Markowicz, and Woodward 1973).

3,212 PSE Places and Movements, Although ASL hand shapes are

not reduced in PSE phonology, places and movements are. ‘Deaf

?’SE signers tt:‘na to keep a good deal of ASL places and movements,

although thesc movements arc generally smaller and more places

"
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tené_l to be centralized than in ASL. Frishberg (1975) has pointed
out that centralization is one strong process in ASL phonological

change. She states: "The center of the signing area seems to be

_the hollow of the throat. Signs move down the face, in from the .

side of the body and up from near the waist level." (Frishberg

1975, p8)

'Eor hearing PSE signers, centralization is extreme. Signing

space is limited as much as possible to the area from just-above

the éyébr@ws to th- upper chest. Lateral movement is restfic:téd

even more, so that hands rarely move beyond the shoulders.

While centralization is a natural historical process in ASL

and probably in other natural sign languages as well, extreme

i

' gentrali‘zatiqn is viewed negatively by a number of deaf people.

Some ASL slgners have a derogatory sign that suggests mumbling

for people -who sign with extremely restricted places and movement.

3.213 Suprasegmental Phonology. Intonation is distinctive at the

" phonological level in ASL. Facial expression in true sign languages

_'like' ASL serves an analogous function to intonation in oral languages.
For example, change in faclal expression can convey a change from
statement to ﬁugsticﬁ. In PSE, the use of facial expression is

restricted. Deaf signers who use PSE will use facial expression

‘more than hearing’ signers who are often said to sign without expres-

! 7

sion,
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Unliké ASL, in I"«‘SE facial E}:pfgségi(:m is not distinctive at the
phonological level. Changes from statements to questions are signaled
by an Lnglish question wcrd,. Eﬁ;glish word order, @f a sentence |
finél quéstian_fnafkgfg Facial egpressi@n may accompany thése,
especially among déaf mgncrq, but it wi;l never totally an‘d’;éingly

‘ signal a qgestién. Similarly, other ASL facial expressions, e.g.,
facial negati@n, may be used by ;ﬂeafﬁ signers’signing PST l_gu,t. these
alsa.are not digtincﬂvé at the ph@nal@gical’ level.

’_Engli}sh intonation cannot be c%irectly c:'c,:mveyed in PSE because
of the j:m:c:méaltability of the visual channel to Garry such oral

information. ‘ - I

=

3. 3' PSE am:iﬁWrigen Deaf Enqllsh Thus far PSE has only been dis-
cussed as a lanQQBge variety that is s}igned. G\harraw (1974) has
suggested tl_ﬁat written (Non-standard) D;gaf‘English is PSE's "v;rritten
analog, but is c:lc:»;ser to Standard English in the continuum, " (p56)
Because c:f the limitations of the writtén c}{anneli Deaf English
cannot express certain purely ASL ccnstrﬁc:ticns; such as direction-
ality In three dimensional space. There is a great deal of gram-
matical variation and also "elimination of numbﬁér, gender, tense
_ _markérs and other essentially feduncl_ar_at features." (p50)  Such
égns&ucti@ns m D:ea.f English asx variable use Qf éfticles axﬁd copulas
indicate further similarities between Deaf English_ aﬁd.PS;’E;

L3

v I ' 213
£.03
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Along with this reduction and admi};tu;e in grammatical structure
is a socially restricted use and an apparent lack of registers.
This apparent lack of.registers may be due more to -thé social limita-
tions of a written channel than to the pidginization pfocess. 'XPSE,
while sc;izfally restricted, appears to havé registers based on
— , :

formality. Thls variation, rh@wever’, may éj_c:c:u: mostly for péc:zprleé
who have more @L a.creole tl}an a pldgin Sién English.

It is impossible to know at this time the EKECé relation of PSE
,an.d written Deaf English_l cheyver,r -C:harfc:w's hypothesis seems

quite reasonable and worthy of further investigation,

4:!6 Pidgin:.gggﬁ La;gg\;;agesiaﬁd Linguistic Theory. In the prgsédi{ig
sections wé have discussed some of the scci@%ggic:’éfl"'and linguistic
cbafagteristics of PSE The variation and dynamism observed in
PSE is descj;zribable in"c;erms @i. recent ‘éevelcpments in variation
theory (Balley 1974)i . PSE while having scﬁle unique salient char-
acteristics, e.9. Agentssenéfigiary Directionality, appears to have
characteristics that may be. consjdered to be substantive (Samarin
1971) for pidgins. Probably subétahﬂve Gharac:ter‘is”ti‘:s include -
reduction (Samarin 1971) and admixture and restricted inter-group
use (Hy%nes 1971). : ,‘

4,1 Reduction and Admixture. Reduction and admixture of ASL and

English can be seen from all the grammatical and most of the phon:ological




charactemstics in section 3. O_. One exception is PSE hand shapes
which are ph@nélagicall;ﬁ more complex than ASL hand shapes.
Some reduction and ;admi}:tufé, e.d. prégressive aspec’g, can

bé seen as paralleling simplification in oral lai’nguage pidgins.
:Reduplicati@n'and the use of a copula and a verb to represent progres-
; sive aspect can'be found in oral languages. Implication}ally ordered
vériatiorx of these constructions wcggld -be as expected in an oral

as in a Sign pidgin,

Other reductions and adrnj:{turesz appear to be Aduem@fe to the

incémpatibility of the oral and manual chaﬂﬁéls than to the pidginsx
ization process., iThis seems especially to be true m .the area of
phcn‘:\lc:gy. English supraéegméntalé cannot be sérried through a
,.manual—vis_‘uai channel. Thus, .as we have seéﬁ, there is i‘nc:)ré
réducticn and less admixture in phan@l@gfthan in grammar. Deaf
PSE siéﬁers are able to keép ASL sqprésegmentals—, whilé hearing
FSEE signers c:a_nnot keep E;‘xglish suprasegmentals (or for tﬁat matter
segmentals) because of channel incompatibility, and they r::anhct.
utilize ASL suérasegmentals bacause they éreeifectively cultur‘aliy
isolated from the deaf community. Thié situation appears to be
uniqﬁe; to pidgin sign languages éri:s‘irjg from contact betwcen a

true- sign language and an oral language.

4.2 Rcs;ric:,tég:l,Inter—Gmup gsg; I:Iearirig signers, unless they are
born of deaf parents and nat’ ‘e signers will undoubtedly prefer Lng-

lish for all types of c:crnmu’nicﬁati@n_ Most dééf_signe;js use



ASL for communicative, integrative, and expressive levels of com=
munication with other deaf people.

Interactiain between hearing and deaf pécple is many timés limited
to a purely cc:mr’nunic:atiye, 1‘3\7&1. Different cultural values and
Eeliefs as well as langu_age diffarenaeé effectively hinder iixn@t bar

integrative and expressive communication and interaction between

most membérs of both groups.

Deaf people are hindered from total integration into hearing

. - N 1 :
society not only because of their deafness but also-because of the

predominant attitudes of abnormality and pity that many hearing

people have tcwards deaf éecple. Hearing people are often rii*evented

from being acculturated mtc; the deaf c:c:)mmumty because of laﬁguage

""dlfferencés as well-as the dlglassxc‘; situation that insures that most

's‘

deaf pec:xple Wlll move towards Engllsh 1mmed1&1tely after they dis-
cover a person is hearmg, even if they had been" Slgﬂiﬁg ASL befar‘e
In asr:iditi@n to this language situati@n, there is a strong feclmg of

group solidarity in deaf communities. This solidarity, which is

‘often ‘coupled with a distrust of hearing people, is extremely hard

for a complete outsider to pierce.

o 5

F’SE allows cémm}mication bé:tvyeen these 'twr;fg groups, but, per-
haps more impc:rtantly, it helps the deaf community maintain .its

;dcntlty‘, smc:e it does not all@w Extenswe integrative and expressive

cammunic:aticm between heari‘ng anc:l deaf c@mrﬁunities. - ,nls helps
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pr’evf:nt sigﬁificant intrusiaﬁs of t,hc;' dominant hearing language |

While Woodward (1973d) stated that PSE might be short-lived

"as a number of other pidgins,. it appears that this is erroneous in

light of the previous disgussion. ASL helps the individual to main-

tain identity as a member of the deaf subculture, PSE fosters develop-

ment of the subci.ilti,;re with minimal longsterm cultural interference

from the hearmg community, Wlth such a vital functlon it is

"extremely dcubtful that PSE will be EhDrt llved unless a better

substitute for mainténanse of cultural boundaries and therefc;re

promulgation of cultural traditions is’ found.
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NOTES

This is a draft of a paper to be presented at the 1975 International
Conference on Pidgin and Creole Languages to be held in Hono-
lulu, Hawaii, Jan. 6-11, 1975. The production of this paper was
supported in par‘t by NSF Résearch Grant

We regret that the scope Df this paper-does not allow time for a
discussion of pidgin sign languages in other CC!LlntflES nor of
Gthl:‘_r possible U.S. pidgin sign languages, e.g. Childrenese
(Cokely and Gawlik 1974);

We have chosen not to use Stokoe's (1960) transci‘ipti@n system,
since most readers will not be familiar with it. Glosses for
signs are written in all caps. Hyphens between the glosses.

_ indicate that all the words translate' the one sign, not that there

are morphemes present in the sigh for each of the qlosses‘ .
Glosses written in a ¢column indicate morphemes that are pro-
duced simultaneously in one sign. Fmgerspelled ‘words are in
small letters and underlined. :

This section is taken from Woodward and Erting, 1974,
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