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i » The imfl&ence of socioeconomic background, sex, and clinicians' race on s oo
. " F \\)
&‘ the frequency of 1mp1ementatlon of nonstandard phdhologlcél and gtamﬂﬁ%f%al
[ 4 N N
R
g; N structu eg was examined in 72 black preschoolers. In ordef to generallze
¢ . v * - .
¥ : findings to typlcal clln}cal fettlngs language samples were ®licited by 5 black’ ’

. &
: Xand 3 white c11n1c1ans using spon!ancous,,paragraph completlon, and sentence

-
f . .

L repetitfon procedureo. Results showed that socioeconomic status and- sex had

LN

. “,', <

\ a strong eftect on black children's usage of nonstandard phonologlcal and

grammatical forms. More str1k1ng, data suggested that the beginnlngs 6f a bi- .

dialectal cépability were identiflable in the cllnrcal setting in four- and

.

'4ofive—year—old blackvchildren.‘ Discriminant énalysis detailed those nowstandard

&

phonological and grammatical forms which contributed to dialect differences

between lower and middle-socioeconomic black children.
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A number of 1nVest1gators Have reported nonstandard phonological, syn~ -

»

tactlc, and morpholog@cal forms in the anguage of most black—Amerlcans

L=t

(Stewart 1965, Balley 1966, Baratz 1968,-1969a, 19690, ﬂLuston 1969 -1970, o °
"o .

. Menyuk ' 1970 Fasold and Wolfram 1970 and Kernan 1971) . Whileathe titerature

has adequately detalled the typical form of black nonstandard~English vaflatlons, A
ot}
it hastbecome increasingly evident that speech and languagé speclallsts have

° 1itt1¢_infonmationeconcerning the influence of many social—clinical)variable%/ .
ou;nhe fréquéncy nith which black children apply nbnstandard.phonologica; and
grammatical fofns These'Varia%les includa: accioeconomic'statas; sex, age '

{? o‘ chlldre@, race and sex of tesélng c11n1c1ans, method of stlmulus presentatlon 7

employed by a tqstlng clinician, and env1ronmentaljvar1ab1es such 'as family
{ .
"gize, and amount of environmental or culturakfassimilationu Investlgatlon of N
= . : 6" 4
suchwelipical and environmental varlables and thelr relatlon to, .nonstandard

&
«

performance has been urged by-Taylor (1971, Menyuk (1971), Stampé (1972),

I
and Adler (1973). ‘ ‘

Black-Americans typlcally use nonstandard Engllsh var1at10n% interspersed

o
regularly with full form standard Engllsh ‘productions (McCaffré§ 1968 Tgylor

1971, Light<1971, Kernan 1971, Ramer and Rees 1973, and Bachmann 1970). It
is hypothesized that nonstandard forms vary systematically as a function of
M ' certain clinically relevent variables. A structural description of the re-

L

lationship of standard and nonstandard forms should provide the speech and

. . E
¢ language clinician normative information, invaluable to identification of
| b :

” ) %{‘ '

*of the ‘literature on dialect variation has indicated the need fofﬁ%omparative
structural description of different social status groups of this sort. The . °

following data was generated from a preschool-day-care screening activity
A .
o

carried out in Chicago, Illinois.

N = legitimate communicative disoérder. Menyuk (1971) 1in her comFrehensive review.
|
|
|

I
|
|
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# 6 : The study gr0V1des data regardlng the 1nfluence of children's socioeconomic
status and sex on the.frequency of oceurrence of-nonstandard phonologlcal and

0.0 S graﬁmaticél@ﬁariations: Furthermore, the influence of clinicians' race on -~
‘ . . - : . . ¢
e . black pteschodlers' nonstandard performance was examined. This variable

~

. . . —~
- . . el
. o [o NS

*is of criﬁicé& importance to children's performance ‘in many formal testing

arrangements (Pasamanick and Knobloch 1955, Savage l97l, Marwit and Marwit

P : . ’ a2 ¢ ~ .
. .

1973, Ratusnik and Koenigsknecht 1975a, among others). .

3
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.. METHOD
RS ) N

s . i : J
Subjects. Theksample comprised 72 black, four and five—yeafLOld children

. . from raeially homogeneous lower and middle-spcioeconomic communities. Thirty-

LS , . R N o
. ’ . N, .
Y six subjects attended.areschool and day-care centers ‘in the Lawndalée-Garfield -

Park (West Side) area of Chicago white 36 subjects went .to preschools in the

- ‘South ‘Shore area of Chicago, Illinois. The socioecomomic ordering of the
. / , ,
.groups was accomplished using the Warner, Meeker, and Eells (1949) Social

- (%

Status Index. L e . ’ o

. /'
The two groups ranged in dge from four years,fthree months to five years,

. six months with a mean age’of four years,. ten months. Each group consist-

a

ed of lg boys and 18 girls: All the children had normal hearing sengitivity

(20 dB, 1S0), had language and articulatory proficiengy typical of children

0

in their communities, and evidenced no unusual psychological or medical history.

The children also achieved, scores falling within normnl limits on the non-verbal

&
Columbia Mental Maturity Scale (1972) and Goodenough Drawing Test (1926)°(Ratusnik’

and Koenlgsknecht 1975b).

Black and White Testinnglinic&ans. Three black and 3 white female, specech and

language pathologists were trained in the testing procedures and carried out

¢ : X . ’
IR the data collection in thechildrem's preschool and day-care centers.

-
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Speech and Language/Ellc1tatlon Tasks. Three elicitation tasks, developed
( .

" the same comyersational format and scoring form‘on the spontaneous speech task.
" . “-’. . * . E o

‘S
for th1s 1nvest1gatlon, were a&ﬁlnlstered by the. 6 clin1c1ans' 1) spontaneous,'
[ v 1

2) paragraph completion, and 3) sentence repetition. Three elicitation tasks

@

o P : 2 « N o
~ were used so that theﬂwriters might generalize the childfer.'s responses :to a

o
Y

typical clinical setting ] g
I's ) -
“  In- the spontaneous task a subject was engaged in spontaneous d1alogue with
d

-

the c11n1c1an as. colorful pictures and toys were presented Ali 6 clinicians used -

-
v

In-paragraph completion the subject‘finished the ‘'last .phrase of a ndrrative'stofy

thg was begun by the c11n1c1an A target phonologlcal or grammatlcal medel was

1ntroduted in the paragraph portlon of’ the task by the cllnic1an, yet the

-

chiﬁd\s response ,was not an immediate repetition off}he verbal model. In the ~

sentenc@ repetition task the child repeated immediately the clinmician's stimulus

T e ‘ . -
. : © o . ’y 2
sentence. The gentences were four, five, and six words in length.
3 ‘ h . -~ N
Eljcitation Task Reliability and Standard Error. A . a

Split-half reliability (Spearman-Brown Formula, Ferguson 1971)4§hd
. 4" Y
standard error of measurement (SEM) were computed for the odd and even phonological
. . N .
¥ . RN
andi’grammatical items for the three elicitation tasks. This procedure was )

emplgyed on the data from each subject group. fn the black lower-socioeconomic

group the spontaneous elicitation tagk had a reliability of-0.50 (SEM = 0.05) P
for, phon310gica1 items an@30;49 (;%M = 0.06) for the grammatical items while

the spontaneous task odd—even reliability for theiglac£ middle-socigeconomic

gfoup.wns 0.92 (S1M = 6504) for phonological items and 0.92 (SEM = O:OA)”for the
grammatical rtems. In the black lower-socioceconomic group the paragraph com-

pletion task had a reliability of 0.75 (SEM = 2.00) for phonological items and

0.56 (éEMv; 1.45)'for grammatical items. Split-half coefficients of 0.89 (SEM =

2.06) for phonological items and 0.85 (SEM = 0.83) for the grammatical items
: g

Q

were obtained from the responses by the black middle-socioeconomic children.




6
T In theé lower-socioeconomic group the responses to phonological items yielded
* ~

o

coeffictents of 0.93 (SEM.=;2.53) for phonological ltems and 0.92 (SEM = 1759)
' ’ ¢ ? B - +
for grammatlcal items orf the sentence repetltlon task. On’this task the .

‘\
’ v mlddle—socloeconomlc group obtalned a spllt—half coeff1c1ent of 0.97 (SEM = 3.25)

~,onr phonoloéical items and 0.90 (SEM = 1.49) for grammatlcal°items.
o . R \ . »w - .
. ¢ 0 o - . - . . _",

d ' Dependent Language Measures. The three tasks were developed to sample, in &' . .

T _systematic fashlon, chlldren s honstandard performance in nine phonologlcal and P

three.grammatical dependent categories. The measures chdsen for study represent

A ¢

a?major pbrtlon of ‘the black dLalectal variations prev1busly 1dent1f1ed by

. f Fasold and WOlfram (l970) 1n Detroit, Stamps (1972) in Cleveland Labov (1968)

& .
.

IN

in New York°City, and gernan (l97l) in Oakfand.’ B

\}}.

f'~ The phonological categories (staﬁdard full form) undér study included:
@

1) postvocalic consonant clusters /nd/, /nt/, [st/, /gk/; 2) postvocalic "v .

/6/; 6) prevocalic, intervocalic, and postvocallc /v/ 7 prevocalicc/?;/;

o 8) intervocalic and postvocalic./éfé; anH,Q) the vowel /3¢ / in the negative
B i . Yo 14 S

Mcan't." The grammatical categories-underostudy included: 1) copula is_in

' noun, adlectlve, arid locat1ve settlngsJ in addition te auxﬁllary is in present

3

t, . . . . 1 .
: /r/ /)‘/; 3)"postvocalic /1/; 4). postupcalic /6/;,5) prevocalic and intervocalic > {

progressive'settings (i. e.,1s + vetb + g), 2) negat1ve constructlbns, and

3) third person. singular morphological markers. .

d A

Test Administration and Scoring Procedure. Each of the 6 -clinicians tgsted an:

equal number of children, boys and girls, from each subjgct group. The secquence R

. - in which the children WLre scen by the clinicians was determined by random-
. 7 ‘ , . ‘ ¢
erder procedures.while the three speech elicitation tasks were administered '

v » .. . N B
s

. . 7 P Py . oy . . . §
in a counter-balanced fashion. The clinicitns presented all verbal ‘stimuli in

o

S

X .
_standarll English form. All responses were recorded on Scotch Brand 1.5 MIL

- ‘ » = . e R . e
N o ’ . . £
\ Q . N . , ) ) ' ‘

’ ® w4 . .
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tape using an Ampex AC600b-2 partable tape recorder in thﬁsufield experiment.

Two speech and language%c1incians'transéribed and classified the tape

recorded speech sound or grammaticél variations, in each dependent categogy,

as efgher a black nponstandard English construction (BNE) or a standar

¢

(S : . e .
English fuTl form‘utteregced(SE) for each of the 72 children. The percentage

of BNE‘ﬁroductiqns far ea%h phonological and grammatical categofy was camputed.

i r

The 517 items for edch child yielded a sample in excess of 37,000 scorable

o , o -
responses by.the ehildren.
o - -

= /
7 ©_ RESULES® -

- ‘ B - . “
, T L ) &

°

A sepavate 2 x 2 x 2 mu&tivariéte analysis of variance. (Socioeconomic *
= . . N A .
Grouping by Sex of Subject by Race of Clinician) was employed for the composite-

i "~

* . nonstandard phonological and the composite nonstandard grammatical measures (Winér

1962). - . , o . . ’

Phonolggicai Measures,Kibe m&ltfﬁariate analysis of variance revealed a significant
effect for the Socioeconomic Groupﬁng (F = 63.33; p £ .0QI) and Sex of Subject
(F = 1.93; pg-05) factors. Although not statistically significéht (F = 1.69;

P ='.02§ there were some differences in the pergenfage of nonstand?rd phonological

o . ’

productions elicited hy the black and white clinicians.
- /4— . ,rr“ - ’ ‘ . . .

.- IS R N * .
Qnivariatelanalyses of .-variance, oné for each phonological measure, dis-

Bldyed significantly higher nonstéﬁaard.phonological usage for lower-socioeconomic
than middl ;§ocioeconomic b%aék preschoolers (p ¢ .P01). This resulted as the

middle-socioeconomic children interspersed the stamdard full:form more often
el f ' -

{ , . . :

than their 'lower-socioeconomic counteérparts in their speech sound productions.

o

The percentage of nonstandard speech sotnd productions and standard deviations

for each group are displayed in Table 1. It is important to note that while

o °

]

1
.
.

U
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the middIE-SOCIOGCOQQmIC,Chllaren gbed the standard full form mote frequentl?. [ N
’ - v , ' ) Ty 8 . -* ‘
. 3 - -
than the lower-so¢ioeconomic children, these €hildren used a characteristic . '
[ -t 2 . { ’ : . *
* ~ . ! i <y,
nonstandard phonological patterning.,6 Moreover, the standard full form was * e

. ) ) : : : . L .
- never completely absent in the lower-socioeconomic children. The typical

1
. . . |
<y 7 - . i . R ' |
form of nonstandard phonological productions is detailed in a later section. ’
- N 0 v ' - . . |
c . 7 ) e |
J ' . & ( ..‘
™~ T . N e e 3 ,
. o N ) - . - .
. » . Table” 1 Imsert - : J :
. _———— - —_— ) s
. e .t : . ' N -
. 1 . ° ’ X ' «
R Gt o ol et e b e }-4.-4'.: vac e el by ‘ o . ’
™ L : ‘ i : R - _
) T O I LTy L A R T ‘ : b i I T 1T N I T L VR < ..
. . . . 2
. & N ¥ - . - '|
TN I BT TTTY SRR PR YRVA I TR IV RTVRRYA SRR TI IV Fregareg t boe bl bbb b b Tt
 hayn nraed In\“gln'a |u'|¢";-|;l._,1)-_u-n aF nongtaapdard Pogae Chan p e s qll the Towdr 3 v
I \’ . ° N ﬁ . X - ”
5;n«'tq(w'n|u\n~lv pronp,  do thile proup, Tor seven (li‘lllxu; ppeech gond eatepories, | .
) - - 'D ’ .. .f : . - IO'J i Y-’
boy evidended preater nonstandard wanpe than plrba. On ly for the prevoealle,
fut ervoeal le, and postyocalle Jv/ plus Intervocalic, pdstvocalie /7 / measures (~
o - i . B v’
did plrls evideoneg higher nonstandard ‘performance than boys. Tn the black % n
s < . -~ w e L .. 17 .
middle-socloceonomic group no consistent trend . in fionstandard speech sound
¢ usage emerged between boys and gi{ls, In five, of hine speech sound categories;,
- I V - ' o ’ - ) i
postvocalic consonant clusters, postvocalic /6/p. prevocalic and intervocalic
7 < ] ' ) . -4,
/@/, intervoealic and postvocalic /& /, and the /~/ vowel méasure, boys evidenced
i N . . « : . \E\vf .
Y o . -
higher percentages of nonstandard forms than girls. e : ' Y
‘ CoL : .
9 e e e e e e e e e e e e o e e e i
- Table 2 Insert °
e (e ot e T — " (k" T — — T - T T —— o - — ?

« -
"

The preééhoolprs in the middle-socioeconomic group demonstrated some
A} , C’ ' ‘ c::
when tested by black and white~ o .

differerice in nonstandard phénological usage
" clinjcians. Although .the specified .05 level of confidence was not reacled
T ) ) - - Q b, *
with the multivariate %nalysis (p = .09), the middle-socioeconomic children .

/ \
Nm
N +

a -0 (J.

> :‘95;’9}9 -.'




©

|
ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

T

N

sto reach 31\ﬁ1f1cance (E_ 2.22; p = .08).

“English dialect characteristics. Above,

s

o
.

N

evidenced more nonstandard speech sougdﬁproductioné on seven of -nine phono-
' . . [ . .

a P ®

logical measyres with black rather than white clinicians., Only on the pre-

vocalic / 7/ and the preGobhlic, intervocalic /©/ measures were higher per-

R

centages of nonstandard forms notes with white clinicians. As shown in Table

S ) ) . ) A N a ’
3, the lower-socipeconomic group also used a higher.percentage of nonstandard
b ] Y . 3

. £ . .
forms, in six of nine Fhonological cai .gpries, in_.the same-race clinical

setting. , S ;-

Measures. The multlvarlate analy31s of variance displayed a
T“( .

53.70;

Grammatlcal

=7 : K

significant

effect for the Soc1oeconom1c Grouplng comparison (F =

P<- 001) Again,’ as witﬁ the phenological measures, the 10&er—socioetonomic

7 Y v

preschoolers evidenced far more nonstandard grammatlcal forms than the

R .

middle—sgcioeconomic group. The three univariate anély@es bf variance for -
&z S ! - : ) ~ ' '
the grammatical @easures.were significant beyogd the .00l level, .The means
J .
- . ¢

‘

3 - .2
and standard deviations of nonstandard grammatical usage are showh in Table
i

) * <

. - Y I
4. Although differences are evident' in the mean scores for nonstandard g?am—

- ©
)

ﬁmatlcal usage byeboys and glrls (Table 5), the Sex of Subjects ‘analysis failed

Boys displayed gfeater nonstandard
[ A
grammaticdl usage in hoth groups. Five of the sixmean comparisons show more

0

frequent implementation of nonstandard grammatical forms by males. No tendency

LT AN

¥

- “able 4 and 5 1Insert

~

Discriminant Analysis Between Social Statu® Groupings ¢

Y N
A major'consideratioqfin this study was whethef btack children from low
. QJ" N o 3
. . \ . .
and middle social status backgrounds present similar or dissimilar black

~

. o ‘
multivariate analyses of variance
A
/

. ‘ ° W . ' X o .
toward higher nnnstundﬂ(d grammatical usd®ge with either b]gck or white clinicians
' |
|
\
|
|
|
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-7 n@yealed that 1ower~socioeconom1c children are characteristically more non-
Sy .

standard than.middle-socioeconomic children on both .the phonological and gram-
. L . : .

-

matical components of 1anguage. More specifically, a discriminant analysis . .
.D - N
* S

: (Nie, Bent, and‘%ull 1970) enables one to assess the coﬁ%ribution of each ff

- '

twelve dependent language measuresoperating v together to the over-all betwhen
g

roup dialect difference. Prev1ous “aj a ses resented 1n -the 11tera%ure have ’
g n P

. A oo ’

v
failed to ‘assess the contifuous contr}yntion of nonstandard forms in 1d%nt1fy1né
- Ce .
\’.
social status differences in black children. -This'more eﬁficieut procedure
. . El

more accurately represents the. multidimensional nature of the 11ngu1st1c system. o

3 -

.
-

Tahle 6.displays in a;step—wise fashion the relative contribution of the twelve

dependent measures to the structural difference between lower and middle-socio-
- : 4 ' :

A . . : ] . ’ N :
* economic hlack nonstandard ‘English. ~Seven of twelwe measures were shown to
. Vot . .
4 ) ‘ ]
-

be significant contributors to dialegt difference; /3% vowel, prevbcalic /27/,
i a ‘ o

/ - °
postvocallc 71/, Fhlrd person singular markers, postvocalic /6/, prevocalic, '
~ - . ?

intervecalie, and postvocalic /v/ and postvocalic [x/lef.
. - . !

- 3 : . .

D
N
IS

N . Table 6 Insert

7
£
7 <

B
o
[y

Nonstandard Structural Descriptions. This sections pr&sents&th% structural

forms of nonstandard productions-evidenced by the twd black proups. - ,
- . . N / -
/ o

/ .
Postvocalic Comsonant Clusters. Simplification of postvoecalic Consonant
clusters is a frequently dccuring nonstandard form (Labov 1968). Preschoolers

evidenced two patterns of simplification: a) deletiofl of the fipal consonant

element, e.g., /1.s/ for' last, or b) deletion of both cdnsopant‘cluster elements,
‘ - L // - ,

/1»7/ for last. The loweg-socioeconomig groyp -employed simplification of the

a Y

’ S hudd




e

v . »

N -

final element 87% of the time while both aspects of the cluster were deleted

o

in the remaining (13%) nonstardard pfdductions. The final element of the cluster
was deéleted 92% of the time while both portions were deleted 8% of the time

in the middle-socioeconomic children's nonstandard produetions. In both groups

N

the consonant cluster form most frequently simplified was /nd/ £ owed bysa

a . - - ) ﬁ@
/st/, /nt/, and /pk/ respectively (e.g., /£.28/ for fast, /fren/ for friend,
- 3

/s 1¢fan / for elephant, /Orzg/ for thank). : .

o

. Postvocalic /1/. The most consistent nonstandard form used by the lower-

'socioeconomic preschoolets was the centralized /< / for postvocalic /1/ (897).

i .

Ia some environments the lip-rounded /u/ (6%) and /o/ (4%) forms were observed.

Q

.

\ - . B
.Similarly, the middle-socioeconomic children employed the central /<[ form

in ‘90% of their nonmstandard reductions. The /u/ and /o/ réductions were each

~

observed approkimately 5% of the time. Typical examples are /bae /[ for ball,
/bad s / for bottle, and /tatdd / for turtle. -
Postvocalic /r//3/. Analyses revealed a higher incidence of ‘nonst andard ;

reduction in syllabic /u/ (637) than consonantal /r/ (37%7) settings in liwer-
\___/ . {,; . - ’

socioeconomit children.. The central /3 / was the most consistently (91%) iu-

plemented nonstandard form. The judges did, however, note the /u/ and [of
p e
/
reductions. The middle-socioeconomic children also displayed a gredter tendeacy
; , i

“toward nonstandard reductions.on the /&% (66%) than /r/ (247) itﬁmS.% In approo-

imately 90% of the nonstandard productions the central /- / was used vet the

- -
o . )

lip-rounded vowels were ;lylsn evident (cv/‘.;',.v . /h*'. me / for hammer, [ d.o /[ tor
“BIUE;E’ /s -p-/ for supper, /dfa / for deer).
Postvocalic [ﬂ/. Three xu)nst:n1dn}(l forms were uscd by the progchonba oo
postvocalic /0] items; /ft/, /t/Qg and deletion. Iﬁkancr—snrinuvunumiw chii Ldzer
® - . .
FHf was used in 85% of the nonstandard instances while deletion aund v/ odor

¥

postvocalic /8/ was noted 127 and 37 of the time respectively,  Similarly,

middle~soc ioeconomic children uscd nonstaundard /€7 767 of the time while dedot o

2

‘11*'

s/
s

|
;




. and /fate/ for thought. ' ) o ‘ R

) forms were n&ted in preSchoolers'ﬁormulations; a) /bv/ for (v/, for examplé;

j/b;clé:ntacﬂ;u/ for valentine,. /bazol=t. n/ for ¥iolin, /sa b= n/ for seven, and
z % —_— —_" , —

and. /t/ for postvocallc /9/ occured 22% and 2% of the time (e.g. /tif/ for

tceth, /bof/ for both, /b;of/ forzﬁath /bot/ for both).
Q

= Prevocallc Aand Intervocallc /e The lower—soc1oec0nomic preschoolers
- &

used four nqpstandard forms in thlS gh\ﬁologlcal category, /t/ /d/ £/,

N \a o

and /s/. Elghty—four percent [t/ fbr/brevocallg /67, -12% /d/ for Prevocalic
/e/, and 47 /f/ for prevocallc /e/ 1tems were not;d inlthe lower socioeconomic
group. On the 1ntervoca11c /9/ ltems the /e nonstandard form oecured 83%

of the tlme, /d/ J7A.of the time ‘and ¥s/ 1% of the time. In the middle-socio-
economic\;roup the /t/_for prevocalic /G/ was noted in 80% of the nonstandard
productions"while /d/ ?18%) and;/f/ (27) were observed less frequently. The
nonstandard forms forllntervocallc /6/ items were less consistent in the

M} . o
mlddle soc1oeconom1c black preschoolers than the 10wer—soc1oeconom1c group; /t/

(D

(57%), /d/ (40/), and /s/ (3/) Representitivé examples are: /tzn/, /dzn/

or /£ n/ fgr th1n, /tj:gk/ for thlnk; / £n1t;r9/ or /é;nldjfg/ for anzthlng

Prevocallc, Intervocallc, Postvocalic /v/ Two consistent nonstandard

b) deletion of 7/v/, for example, /fa1/ for five and /dr2iZ/ for drive. In the .

N

/v/ (ezg.,'/bzakumkli na / for vacuum ¢leaner). Both nonstandard /b/ and deletion

- M <

were noted for intervocalic /v/ items. Eightthw% percent of the time /b/ for
; ] v .

L% - - ) .
/v/?was employed while 18%Z of the time the /v/ was deleted by the preschoolers

(e.g., /s; beon/ for seven, /tibi/ for t.v.). In postvocalic position, /v/ was

consistently deleted (85%). TFor exahple,_/fai/ was used for five, /mu/ for

L] ) 3 L3 =1 : . o ’ 3 - .o
move and /sto/ for'stove. The remaining #lonstanflard forms in lower-socioecconomic

~

1ower—socioeconomic group 100% of the prevocali¢ ndnstandard forms were /b/ for

children took the /b/ for. /v/ form (e.g., /stob/ for stove). Middle-socioeconomic

children'alsodused nonstandard /b/ for prevocalic /v/ items -exclusively. On .




N ~ ~ ) —
. . ]
" [

intervocéiié'%y] items the children éﬁcoded /b/ foxr /v/ in 96% of their. nodstandard
N N
utterences.. Only 4% of the nonstandard forms were deletions. Also, on post-

i -
- .

. vocalie /v/ items 88% of the nopstandard forms were deletions while 12%
were /b/ for /v/ formulations. ' ; .
Prevocalic /Y. Nonstandard production of prevocalic / ¥/ items took one .

N

form in both preschool groups; /d/ for /Z /. Representitive examples are; /d< /
- . r N N /
for the, /d& m/ ror them /den/ for then, /dgr/ for their and /doz/ for

those.
%
s LN}
Intervocalic, Postvocalic /5'/. Three nonstandard dialect forms were obsgrved;

/&/ or /v/ for intervocalic and postvocalic /¥/ items in” addition to a deletioh

of /2¥/. Ninety-eight percent of the lower-socioeconomic group's nonstandard
')

forms for intervocalic’/ﬁf/ items took the apical /d/ form (e.g., /fad?® / for? e
father, /é d=/ for other). Nonstandarqipeffnrmance on postvocalic /277 items- ‘
was not similarly co?sistent as 52% of the foqmulatioﬁs were /v/ for /2¥/ while
47% were deletions. Typical examples are /smuv/ gr /smu/ for smocth. Less
thar 1% of the time /d/ was noted in’postvocalic / F7 items, for example, ;smhd/ ,
for EEQQEE-' The middle-socioeconomic children used the noﬁ;tandard /d/ 88%
of the time and /v/ 12% of the time in theisr nonstandard praductions for inter=-

: vocalic /25/ items. - Usage of /v/ for pdstvocalic /7| items was observed in
68%25f the nonstandard forms whilé’the deleted form was also evidenced frequently
(30%) - The.épical /d/sfor postvocalic /2?/ was evidenced in 2% of the non-

standard productions.

- / 2 | Vowel. Nonstandard production for /.#/ took one form; /q{ for /x/.
. . . X
For example,/kent/ was regularly used for can't.
. ~ ) e E s
Negation. Children's nonstandard responses to three negative forms are
- “ . : - '
: % presented: doesn't, isn't, and didn't. In the lower-socioeconomic group /don/
! or §991§ for doesn't items occured over 787 of the time (e.g., She don't want
; any food). Double negative forms were usgd 10% of the 'time in nonstandard com-  /
' s o
S N 4 sk .
| . p iady

i
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structions for dodsn't items (e.g., She don't eat no food, He don't get no more).

The same children consistgntly used ain't on the negative isn't items (e.g., It

ain't big, .He ain't my friend). For approximstely 277 of the nonstandard isn't

{

formulations double negative constructions were employed. Typical examples

13

were; He ain't no baby, It ain't no good. Children's nonstandard responses were

4

also analyzed for didn't items. Over 53% of the nonstandard constructions took

-

the form not for didn't, for‘example, He not go, or She not go. Approximately

21% of the didn't items were formulated in double negative form (e.g., He didn't

want no food, I didn't bring 10 toys}. The middle-socioeconomic black children

to

employed either /don/ or don't on 89% of the nonstandard doesn't constructions

‘while 10% of their formulations took the double negaﬁive form. Furthermore,

ain't for isn't was used in 90% of their nonstandard productions. Only 4%

double negagive forms were used for isn't items. 1In 70% of the nbnstandapg
v o

negative constructions don't was used rather than didn't {e.g., Mommy don't see

o,

me today, for Mommy didn't see me today). N

Third Person Singular. 1In both groups only one type of nonstandard morpho-—

g
logical form was evident; zero marking. = In each nonstandard instance the /-s,~-2z/

verb marker was not noted by the judges (e.g:, He run fast, for He runs fast,

She eat her food, for She eats her food)./
Copula or Auxiliary is. 1In bath groups the zero copula or auxiliary form

was the single recognized nonstandard form. All contracted forms of the verb

fell within the standard English category.

DISCUSSION

he

For those phonological and grammatical measuresjexamined, black preschool

- 3
children from lower and middle-socioceconomic backgrannds used bothiponstandard

3

and standard English formulations coqéurtently in their spontaneous, paragraph

.. 0615 . .
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_completion

. o4 N o co. o L// A
and sentence repetition task responses. While the middle-socio-

T ) _ Hhile .

economic preschoole?s evidenced Fewer nonstandard®phonglogical and grammatical .
. S A ! T . .

. X LY . . Y
lower-socioeconamic gfgup, their primary dialect was . . -

constructions than the
e .

|
£” | o i
black hongténdard Eng;ish. The middle-sociweconomic children more often inFer— -
spersed thé coexféting standaFd Egglish formSin thsiq nonstandard code, po;sib%y ,
aS'a‘resuli of mdré\freqpenh éontacts»with whiteas;:hdard_English speaking
adults in Chicago's Squth Shore community. Altefnately, paFenEQnof childres: .
from the hiddi;—socioeconomic group may gwphasize those language form;%iéta?dagd L
English, which ﬁhey*féel do néijhinder upward sociéé;:educational,vapd ecpnFif r
omicumobilitylfn ?heir childéen. The diffeience in'pérc;ntage oéwﬁsage~o;-

&

LS N .
o - N v

nonstandard variations between the lower and middle-socioceconomic. groups ‘was o
. v B .

striking as the agalyses for the phonological .and grammatical measures displayed

N -
v .

significantly higher nonstandard usage in lower-socioeconomic children. Tt-is
’ . I " g A
&

ndbt suggested, however, that there is only cne lower or middle-socioeconomic
a o

g
&

a

‘black dialect, only %hat sociéi status differences influence black nonstandard

gspeakers in most metropolitan settings. Also, it is proposed that the group -

data presented is su{§i¢iently ¢5mprehensive to be directly applicable for pre- -
‘ . a

B

school screening or in depeth sﬂeech and language assessment activities.
‘ . N ’ B I
Sex influenced the frequency of usage of nonstandard forms on the phonological i

. . B "

N
s

structures samp1ed. Although not statistically significant (p = .OBL boys
« - =
used more nonstandard grammatical forms than girls. Inspection of Tables 2 and
4 ! ,
5 revealed that while boyé employed substantiallg more nonstandard pﬂénologica] \/
» ,—9 i

and ‘grammatical - constructions than*girls, this effggg‘wasfmost noticeable in 4
o : - '

black lower-socioeconomic preschoolers. -~ D : ° )
. o

i

Research has shown thai\children become conscious of racial differences
in others as early as threel\years of age in lower and middle-socioeconomic
black communities (Clark and (£lark 193%, Landreth and Johnsén 1953, Goodman

Il f
1966, and Williams and Stabler 1973). Prerequisite to the establishment of a°

. - i : i

@ - .




. oL T - : - 3
. code-switcliing capability with clinicians of another race, children must
& . .
/gbifome aware ofvand be able to distinguish salient racial and also personal

n *

[V .

-~ 7 - characteristics in testers. It -has been assumed that bidialectalism is established ‘
. 2 . £ > ! . o !
about tﬂe time. the child 1is eleven years of age (Houston 1970). Undoubfedly,

a code-switching may ‘be dnamaﬁipglly displayed at this age. ,0Older children
f g o . . - ; Al

. -
LI . £

<

v

should exert gréater conkrol over their-language style in vdrious ‘situational

’/gﬁhgéxts than younger children. The speech sound data from this study suggest, i
23

howeve%% that black @hildzén in later preschool yeags>display the fifst.signs & - ‘
|
|

ek ' . . . . . @ .
{@f altering their linguistic codes in light of their percépmtions of rac1%}

§ - . - . . S,

differenées in black”and'white female clinicians. Both middle and 1owér—

\, .
socioeconomic children ué%d a higher percentage of ‘nonstandard phonological . ‘
L) =4 . N .
|

e g

’ . . : . T ) : . °
- constructions w1t@xb1ack rather, than white clinicians. It is likely that®bi-~ .

~

0 i .
dialectalism is a progressively established vepbal skill, the development of
=~ ) - R .

P

which is influenced by factors such as linguistic experience, séc¢ioeconomic
« = N \,\ ) . t 5
status, communal and parental standards of speech, family gize, and frequency

,> or intent of adult-child interactions. While the lower-socioeconomic children
displayed more nonstandard forms with black than white female clinicians, the

Y : .
code-switching effect was more pronounced in the middle-socigeconomic group from

Chicago's South Shore. It is 1ike1y‘Ehat parental cultitation of a bidialectal
: g . : ’
style of Sspeech, made possible by a smaller family constellation which allows

greater amounts of time for teaching children, accounts for the more pronounced Y

code-switching in middlg—socioecopomic black preschoolers. {Also, more frequent
. : k ) 4 |
exposure to white standard English models in the middle-socioeconomic black
|
|

=

community may exert an influcnce on the children's learning different. speech , i:/
1 [P ' ;
= ;

styles. , 'u_/;\\\

} . In summary, for those measures examined, socioeconomic status and sex of
; ° ; , |
1)

r'd

|

a ¢ . - \

the child influenced black preschool children’s nonstandard language perﬁg:gf \
7.

ance. More striking, the beginnings of a bidialectal capability may be ident~

ifiable for certain speech sound forms in four- and- five-year-old black children.
. I} .

A
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APPENDIX
- The paragraph completion task consisted of 56 easily completed, open-ended

|
|
|
|
'par;graphs with colorful matchiﬁg pictures while the sentence r?pepition task "

was made up of 108 sentences, %our, five, and six wo(ds'iq length. The

[ .

following are examples from those tasks.
. Paragraph Completion Task: , Standard English Full Form
- (Stimulus Paifgraph) o of* Scored Responses
: R
I see Fido the .dog. : Prevocalic /&F/ '
. Fido ate the bail. . . Postvocalic /1/
A The dog ate (the ball). .
3 v S
She is my mother. She ' . Copula is in Noun Setting
a&ms ‘dinmner. The woman . " Intervocalic /2 /
other. The lady (is mother).’ ‘ Postvocalic /@
N Look ag/harol The dog b1tes . Third Person Singular Marker
Carol. Yes, £he dog bites people. “ Postvocalic /1/

People must bé careful because
the daog (bites people)
Sentence Repetltlon Task:
(Stimulus Sentence)

MotHer is very thin. T : Copula is with Adjectlve
. ) : g Prevocalic /0/ '
Prévocalic /v/

’

He isn't the last. ‘ F . _Negative (isn't)
Prevocalic /& /
Postvocalic /st/

s

Mother is in the hall. Copula is with Lpcative
Prevocalic /7 /
Postvocalic /1/

Ed doesn't like to swim. Negative (docsn't)

3
o ks

The baby sits in the chair. » Third Person Singular Marker:
Postvocalic /r/.
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