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ABSTRACT
1

A study-Was undertaken to examine how the variables
that comprise,the Construct social-situation (interlocutor, setting,
and topic) influenced which language variety--standar4 English 4sEE----'.
or .black English (BE)--was chosen as a means of communication 'within
a bleCk English-speaking community and how that 1anguage Nariety was
used to elaborate topics.cf gvnversation..Twenty-eight Students at
the Ctty Universile,of New tork were.assigned-to,one gf Sbe eiglit
soaal situations deprived from 3. Fishman's comstruct'Of social -

Situation, whicb provided the social context. in which linguistic
variation was examined. Language use within the coritext of
ConversatiOn_waq examined with respect to-J. Dorelp analysis of how
topics arge changvd, extended, or resumed. The '4ndings su'ggested the
fol1ovin44., that language is used:across a aerie's of hierarchically
,arranged concentric contexts--those emphasi2ing a comiumity's use of
language and' those emphasizing the individual's, use'of aanguage; that
the variables of each clontext can prod e differing effehs on
-1.4nguage use.depending on what level f the 14erarcby lanctuage use is
belng studied and how these variab s interact with one vother;'*nd
that vi4ables that'are'astocia e with one context more then with
anotlIer can im no Way\ be extluded fro( influencing language in those
-rontexts where they are not a dominating influence. Outhcr/FL).
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Situational Var'tables

t

' Situational Vairables in Language Use

-The focus of this paper.is on the use of language in face-to-face

interaction and hoW it is.affected by those variablesthat constrain, a speech

community's choice and use of alternative language.varieties:'
A

More specifically,the focal interest is on how the variable that

coMprise the construct social, situation-l.interlocutor, setting, and topic--

influence whether BE or SE is chosen as the language Of communicatron,and

the str tegies BE/SE speakers use to elaborate topics of conversa-tion.

Whenever Iapguage is used for the puvose of, rnteraction, it'is used

in context. Alf interaction is produced in a context Which is made up of

features relevant to a group's use of Language and those relevant to face-

vto-face,,interactions. Individual speakers are also members pf a larger

societal group. They bring with them to each face-Ao-face interaction their

knowledge of copmunicatIon which iS based on this full range of contextal

featur s. !' This study therefore takes the point of view that while there
4

may exist context- ecific variables influencing language use on differing

levels, these va les'operate simultaneduSly and interactively with one

another(Fine, Note 2) and contribute to what is produced in the face-to-

ce interaction.

db.

- , Ple Is.sues -

IV -

Sociolingtdstics,' the study of the relation between la guage and social.
.

,

.context, has been concerned with two leverilbf analysis: (a} ) the macrh-

level, stressing the language behavfor of entire.speech omdunities; ind
. r. (b) the microlevel, stressing the.language behavior of individua4 in

,
)4..

3
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)

face-to-face interaction.(Fishman, f972). the two levels of inquiry
,

.., . .
.. .

are Aistinct because they differ ih theoretical purpose, methodologicM
..'

procedure,affd definition
e
of the Soci.al context (Fishman, 1972; (umperz,

1974). .However, in addi-tion to the.se two discreet levels of inquiry, thete
. .

are sociolinguistic studies tHai provide a miidle ground. or link between-
.

4

thdse studies that are primarily concerned with maci-o-structures andithose

focusing on micro-processes. These studies point up the interrelatedness

of gocietal regularities .and linguistic sttuctures.

De macro-level of analysis, originally the major concern'of'socio-

linguistic inquiry, stressed the speech communitY as the relevant'soeial,

context iA which language should be examined. Studies in this vein focused

on descriptions of the distribution and use of particulan speech varieties.

P
Digbossia is a'special instance of how a speech community may distribute

,.
.

those speech varieties,as used for communication.

, Societies characterized by diglossia use.separate languagesdiaiecks,

registers,-or differentiated language varieti'es (Ferguson, 1964) to coMmuni-

cate tWo existing classes of comptementvy values,,attitudes, and behayiors.

There-are L-(low) related.values of intimacy, solldarity, silontaneity, and

informa4ity.that are related to.the home and friendshipilemains. The comple-
.

. m
0

ent of-L-related values are H-(high) related values whiCh emphasize status.
. .

differences, J-Itual, and formalityrelated to religion, education, and

r

go'vernment. Language varietiesivor codes associated with L-r4lated values

are generally learned first in an informal setting, such as the home, while

varieties that are R-related are learned later,in a more formal settin44(

sbch as school.
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4

Fishman (1972) advances th noti9n ef diglOssia'16 his discUssion of'

sotial situations'and domains, with the- former being rera ed to_ the micro=

46e1 of socioli'nguistic ingui+y, and the'latter beinglelated to macro-.

1.

level concerns. .The social situation. is comprised,of rOle relationihipsr,
,

a 'ettinand ROle relatioQships are implicitly recognized and

accepted sets of mutual, righ.ts!'and obligations betweeb meMbers'of the .same,

sociocultural system. They are revealed via variation in the way member,.
,

, of the group talk to eacq otheri The signifitange of vhd..setting and tdpic.

,_most-appropriate, to the role relationship isalso shown via the language
4 l4

1
,

used'between the grpup members. While these,three components comprise the

construct'of social,situation,'the aggregate of the sallie kinds bf social
,

situations, appropriate to 'diffbrent societally reCogniZed functions,1com-
4 .

s 1. .
. "

,prise the construct of domain-. -the study of language aX the level of macro-
.

sociolinguistios. 'Domains,classIfy those seemingly different'stial *

. t ,

.
.

. . 0 4
I

W
. ,

situations as. being recognizedas the same by each speech network or corn-
. , .

,

- .
.1' . .

. . .
2 .

i munity. Domain appropriate role relationshIps, settings, and'topics are
.

i
.

.

. thus 'specified by the groupil tggether of those similar social situations
. "1441 t

Found to Ue ,internally congruent with respect to their three components.
i,

..
.

.,

.

.
,

6pme relevant 'domains/for tie?cribing-lan9uage Ll%se,,in many multilingUal

741

soci\Ie ies would'include eamily,'4iendship, religion, educaion, work sphere,

'

. .
.

,

and government.

sociologtcally oriented study that 111Nustrated,the concept of

diglossla and bilingualism, Gre6.nfJel0 and Fishman (1968) examined languag

use In'reiation to person, plaCe,..and topic amolig NArto Rican OlinguaLs.
.

. , . %.
., ,

They found that Spanish was associated with values of solidarity and intimacy

/
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and was used "in such doma
,

ins as family, and friendship, while English was r?
,

........

./. ,

associated with tte'valwes of status differentiation and was used in such '
- 1 . .

doM ns as.i%eligion, education, and eillployment. However, these studies and

. ,

0
othe s concerned with micro-and macro-structures do not Oflect any systematic

attemptto examine .the constraints governing'the behavior of the parti.cipants

/in any one encounter (Gumperz, 1974). As a resuLt Gumperz suggested that

there is a need for a speaker-oriented theoq of languagAi focusing on
411.

strategies'governhig a speaker's full range of grammatical and sociolinguistic
\.

knowledge in the productioh of messages in conteXi.

At this microsociolinguistic level of inquiry, several approaches to
4

4
examining how language is used in face-to-face interaction have developed,

.

'including the study of speech-acts, turn-taking strategies, and interpretive

. strategies.

t
One strategy{ior examining language used in the context of face-to-face

4.

interaction combi4Ong si5eech.pct analysis, pragmatics, -and turn-taking rules

has been developed by John Dore (Note 1).
. With Dore's system,conversational

*

sequences are described In termi Of Oeir grammatical purpose. A\speaker

). who produces an utterance that tnitiates a -sequence establishes the toptc

of the sequence and "get% the floor." The utterances that follow must be

releva'nt to the initial utterance. The analysis d'veloped by,Dore includes

(a) segmenting princJples tha't classify aspects o( the conversation, and

(b) evaluating principles t t specify the pdrticular values of.the parameter5

of the conversation. Utter ces in a speaktng turn are segmeriad into one

oUseven speech act types which include requests, responses, acknowledgements,

dlifriptions statements, performatives, and conversational tJevice. These

6
,
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7.

. speech acts 'are identified on the basis of grajnmaticaI form, conten
, and.

t6nversational contingency. Thus, for Dore's segmenting purposes,a speech

act is an utterance which often expresses a propositional attitude dr per-
t

forms an elocutionary function in a conversatio The evaluating principles

consist of four fattors: ,topic, form,,function,-and,conterit.

Topic, the evaluating principle most important to this study, js

' coded in teems of shifts which flhclude chahges, extends, and resumes.

Changes are shifts from one topi0o another; extends are ufterances remain-

ing in the same semantic sphere but shifting to different aspects of that

sphere; resumes are returns to previous topics in the conversation. Dore has

observed that requests usually introduce new information ahd therefore

initiate S-eqUences.

The above discussion of macrti-sructures and micro-structures suggests

tharthe factors which influence language use and language-choite are context
,

specific. There exists a range of social Contexts in which language*Ocours,

each context having particular variables that influence languagf use.

Additionally tumperz 0974).argues for a distinction between group-oriented

5tudie5 and speaker-ori.eo-ted studies because of the theoreacal assumptions

and methodologicaLatiproaches to be considered. Yet the variables th4t

ihfluende language used.in one context cannot be isolated from affecting

language used in ah aeqatent context,

The particular langdage community of interest here is the black'

standard -English IBUSE) speech network. It.is amOng the many speech 416

,
.

,

communitiethaC have been examined with respect to miCro- and mcro-levels

'..of 5C1101in9uistic concern. In keeping with the tradition of group-Oriented
4.,
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8

. ,

studies, BE has been characterized and described structurally as a coherent
-

linguistic systdm, and'has provided the context out of-which many of the,-/-

early variability studies grew. These studies of the BE speech community

linking Macro- and.micto-levej concerns have 'described how the structural

s,

features of the.language are convlated with soclal variables-
.

Moreover, within the framework of the speaker-oriented tradition such

. ,

face-to-,,face types of 'interaotion as 1-itUal tnsults, rar,pin', and signifyin'

have- been identified and described. thus, the BUSE speech netwopk has

prOVided and continues to provjde a context in which,to exaMine issues

,

relevant to group-oriented as well as speaker-oriented concerns.
, 1

PI)
t

The ttern of language altecnation between BE and SE.arlows one to
. . ,

. % .

infer that. a diglossia-like situation obtains. 'Rot only are linguistic
.

.

variants subject to social constraintsthose of age, sex (Abrahams, 1972),.
t

.

and sootleconomic status--but it hpas been observed and demonstrated that

linguistic variants correlAte wi4 th those falueS that are associated with.

either intimacy or status differentiation (Labov, Cohen, Robins, & Lewis,

1968; Houston, 1969. DeStefano, 1971.,.MitchelL4Kernan, 1972, Straker,

1978). Those situations associated with the valOes of intLmacy, solidarity,

spontaneity, and informality, centering around family or friendship rela?ons,

require ;he use of BE. Those situations associated with status differentia-
.

1'
tion and formality, centering around unfamiliar interlocutors, require the

use of SE. To speak SE when 'the 0Opm of appropriatenesS summons BE is felt

to mark one as unduly proper, untriendly, dittant, and phony To speak BE

lir '

when the norm of appropriateness summorg.E is elt to mark, the speakerThs

ignorant. .4
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9

The BE 'speech. network. is one of several subpopulations of-a larger SE

"speechiD5MmunitY that is constdere-d monolingual. The'BE segment of this

speech-community is differentiated by'its use of linguistic varjants not

used by OthersubPopulations (for example,-MultIple negation, copula derletion,

tense-marking, Inverted syneax, etc.). Because the speakers,of the BE

network alternate among SE the dharticular linguistic variants shared by

BE and SE speakerslitSH), and BE td indicate-changes in social situations,
t

it has been Suggested that the Bt speech network is diglossic (Straker, l978):.

The issue of diglossia is ofinterest here because the study of the

'Bc/SE speech community within thisjramework further validates the concept

that social variables reflect th9 distribution and use of language within

avspeech network. Moreover;
0

tlfe data of talk elicited to examine the

distribution and use of° I n age. ,al so al loWed mire- recent concern of

.
speaker-oriented studies ,&be examinedconversational strategies. The

I .

/
.BE/SE speech network wis therefore examined in t-his study lor indications

/
,. ,

. .

of how contextual v4iiables specific t'o macrovciolinquistics influence
: . 5

,
,

if

/ language used witOn,the framework of rosociolinguistics.
.

More speciiically, it was predicted that those variables that comprise
4

M1

r ' 'the construct/ or social situationinterloc4r, setting, and topicand
k- .

,,
, S.

influence the chorce between SE and BE would influence.the strategy inv,olved

t.
in accomplishini conversatlins.

, Method.

SubjeEts
6

'.Twentie-eight freshmen studlants enrolled 1 the SEEK Pro§rm at York.

,Coliege of the City Pniversity of.New York participated-as interlocutArs
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in this study. Studen

to the one in which Wo

BE and SE. These stud

stud.' h4ve low sdcioe

%

I

Situatiorlal Varobles..

s in the SfEK Program come-frocti-,a POpulation)similar
.

fram (1969). pound a greaf deal Of variation betwben

nts, like many,of the respondents.in the-Wolfram,

-

onomic backgrounds. While meeting other eligibility
4

requirements-for the S EK Program, these students muSt Vive'ip designatee-

.*poverty areaS, come from families with res.tricted incomes, and be under 30
.

years old. Therefore, it is likely that their sPeech would exhibit. a great 14.-

r

deal of variation between BE and SE features .

Materiars
a

tto

Eight social.situations deriVed from F,ishman's construct of'social

4

/
. .

situation (Fishman, 112; Greenfield & Fishman, 1968) provided the social 7
. .

context in which linguistic variation betWeen SE and BE could betexamined.
..=, 1 .

,

Insert Table 1 about here.

The components that were representative
t.

*-

«

Al,

the intimacy value cluster
ktv

included: (a) student as interlocutors; (b) 'The worst experience that,. ,\

I have ever expei-ienceki or witnessed" os the topicyand (c) the student

lounge.as the setting. This yi.elded acongruent social situatkon reprersen-
-

4
tative,of the intimacy value. The components that,were retre.senttative of *

dr
the-status differentialtron cl,uster included.: (a) student gnd instructor

.

as interlocutors; (b)leducational aspirations as the lopic;.and .(c) thd_

id.,

.,o
I

instructor's office-as the setting. This yielded a'congruent social situ-
.

.

.

ation,representative o;f the status differentiation,iyalue. TnereforeiAthe

-,'

hrpe intiltacy valtie.components and the three status value 'compbnents
... ,.

. -

.

..;..) ''

. ..
. 1 O.

V.

II

respectivelY yielded No, Congruent social sitUations..



In order

..-components on

.

Insert"Table 2 about herd.

41;
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.. II.

a

to study, the' independent'ffect of ach of the Situational .

language variabilifj,, six additional incongruent social

, situation., were generated by combining each status interlocutor, place, and,

topic with each intimate interlocutor, place, and topic. Of these six addi-

tional inCongruent social situations, three had two congruent

tomponents ahd were saieto.be representative of the fntimacy,

three hadtWo congruent :status tomponents.an.d were Sald to.be

intimacy

value, and

represeritative

of the status #ifferentiation value: Thus, there were.eight social situa-.7

tions, four representing the,intimacy value 'and four representing the status
.

Of\the four status-related situations, one was congrueht and.three

ii
q

were'inpongruent. Of the four intimacy-related situations, one

and three. wOre incongruenti

ProcedUres

The participants,

as tohgruent

tik

were approached in the group settilig of their; repet-

tive classes and asked eo volunteer one half hour of their free time.to

Itake part 4n an experiment designed to test
,)..

meMO .y.

long,terM and shortikt"erm

The 28 subJecsyiere randomly asSigned to-etght social tituations

that'' there were fOurtsubjects per social situation: The Subjects were

4
grouped r'at interlocutdr pairs with either a status-related ointImacy-

,

such

related topi'and'instructed to discuss the topic in the student ldunge or

exp.erimenters office for approximately,30 fiinutes.'

,.t

A
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1.2

All sessions were-lape recorded with a visible4tape r,Forder.

The students were told that the, contents of the tapes'would .be confi-
%

dential.

Scoring
k

To ekamine lan-guage use as a function of the social situation, each

half hour of taped conversation was transcribed. From each cOnversation
v:

with a status/student ioterlOcutor pair; a series of utterantes totaling.:

approximatelY 1,000 words were selected far grammatical analysis. For- those

conVersation-s ip which there were two student interf4cutors, 500 words

per speaker were seletted. The.sentenceswere. chosen frOm.the beginning,
.

.middle, and end:of each transcription. Each senterite included the 1,000
,

.

or 500 'words was analyzed for the occurrence of BE, SEand shared'dialeCt t

grammatical features, Appendix A. detines gyaMmatical usage with respecl
.

4 to BE, Si.; and shared dialecefeatures. BE'fdatures.werp adopted from the'

Baratz,(1969), Dillard (1972),.Fickett (1970), Labov. et al. (1968)., Labóv

(1969), and scott (1973) formulations.. SE features were defined as'approxi-.

mate translations. of BE features, and 'shared dialect inctuded grammatical

, features that are nePther.characteristically. Bt.-nor-SE b4,t for whith there
A 1_

is no'substitution hi eithervariety. Each' occurrence of BE, SE, or'shared:,

dialect was noted.

lagert Table Iabout

.

.,In order to examine the possible strattgies used to tndiaate when. topic*
'

a
are shifted or elaborated:during discOur,e, tHe sentences in the first:nine
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v.- - , .. .; ....

. ,:,
. ,

.

.

.

7 V
,.
.- ..! lc.

. .- ,- . , ..-
1..- %. - . -4,

.......
.

minuies Ot d'a"ch trnscri&tion we're4'examined. Eachexchange wAs then nuMber4.
, .

.

. 1 ..

-. 40 4 ..

.

Within each exchange each Clause wii marked anA received 0 desionation.based.
.

.

. on Dore's 4Note t) method of conversatiosonnalysrs (see Appendix. B,°which.
. .

k,
.

.
.

defiles,the seven categories\ oficonversational acts).
.

1.-

, .,

13
,

Both the.graMmaticai. and_the conversatioftl analysos were scored twice.
,

The results for the ewo scorers-were coMpared via KendaU's,Ilank Correlation

Coefficient; Rho (p).c%whi.th indicateS the degree of correSponencel)etween

/the judgmjts of,t;io raiers. 1P.:

Insert Table 4 about ;here

Design

Grammatical An.N.,y<is

'The eight.socjat situa:tl'ons defiled.the rhdePendent V,ariable. The

dependent NAariable language usel Was defined in terms of BE and SE features

(Ap LaNuage variation vith respect lo domain was-measured by

. the frequency of occurrehce of BE, SE, and shared dialect features in the

:status-differentiate44itualions and in the intimate social situations.

Ttre'infrequent us of.BE features ahd the frequenti uSe of SE fea res,i
. .

. ,

,tituation fOor-proviolled a measure of BE's unrelatedness a d SE

relatedneis to social Mtuat4ons associated'with the status differentiation
. .

.

, -

value. The. freguent use of BE featur'es and the infrequeht use of'SE

features in situations five to eight pr ovided a measure of BE's reTatedneSs

untelateqiness to situetions associated with the intimacy value.

4
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In order'to'assess the significance of the acUrrence of'BE features

iii relalioy to the in timacy value 4nd the SE features in nelacion to,

statds va*ue, chi square arjyses were performed. ..

ft

Conversational Analysis

.00

Language use within the context.of discourse w", examined wiih respect

to how topics wereelabora/ed. Tdpic was coded in terms of change, extend,

and resume, as qutlined above. Change reterred to shifts to different

semantic domains. Extend referred to sequences which remained in the

s'ame semantic domain but shifted to different aspects of this"domain.

Resume referrecito retur to "revious.topics in the conversation (6ore,
P

.

Notel), Because requests usually'introduce new informatidn and thus initiate

sequences, the 'number of requests provided a measure of the formal use of

language. Other..speech acts 'asSociated with topic elaboration and self-

determined turns provided a,measure of.the informal Use. of,language. The

eLght-..,social situations were then comp,ared to one a nother ill order to discover

whether Significant differences in language use might occur according to

the components of.the social situation.

S., ' Results

.In examining the,use of-BE:SE, an'el SW with respect to the social

situation, the following pre.dictions were made:
0

1.-'BE wOuld occur moee freciuently lithin the context of the intimacy

value cluster.
O.

2. SE would occur more frequently- within the context of the status-'

differentiated value cluster.
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3. SH would occur more frequently within the context of the status-

differentiated valUe cluster.

, 4. Eacfi independent coNponent o( the.social situation (setting;
. *

.

1 interlocutor, and topic) would,have anseTfect.on the use of lnguage withic.
.

r

given situation.
A

The chi square analyses comparing (a) language use by value.cluster,

(b) grammatical features by value clu6i'er, (c) language use by social

situation by 'value cluster, and (d)the effects of the'situational com-

ponents on language use by value cluster were all significant at.or beyond

the .05 level.

2'

Insert Table 5 about here.
4

These findings illustrate the following:

1. BE is associated with the ilitimacy value cluster (L-related values

that emphasize intimacy, solidarity, and spontaneity)and is used more

'frequently in those situations representative of the intimacy value ctuster

)
(home and friendship), while SE'nd SH are associated with the status value/

.

cluster (ft-related'values that emphasize status differences, ritual, and

forMality) and are used more frequently in those situations representative ..,

:'of the status differentiation vplue cluster (religion, education, Anegovern-
. ,

4
%

1\

ment). (See Table 5, Part 1)

.2. Specific BE grammatical features, including negation, Verb forms,

pronoun)prms, and Specific syntactic structures occurred more frequently

the intimacy-value-related situations. Speilflc SE grammatical features;

v



Situational Variables
A

16

4

including negation, verb forms, and syntactic structurei0 occurred mRre,fre-

quently in-the status-related situations. (See Table 5, Part II)

"3. The use of BE, SE, arid SR dialect varied across the sock] situations,

such.that in thQse situations associated with the intimacy value cluster
7

(situations 1-1V), BE fe tures occurred more frequently; and in those situa-.

tions associated with status-differentiat icirf ciuter (situations V-011.)

SE and SH features occurred more frequently (sea Table 5, Part III A, B, 0).

Not only did language use vary between value clusters, but language use
1"

varied within valVe clusters. Note in Table 5, Part III D and E, the compari-

sons of SE, SH, and BE features withi the status differentiationlpnd Lntimacy

clusters. Ultimately,Table 5, Part III E, comparing the use of SE, SH, and

.BE across all eight situations,points up that language use varied across

all situations.

14. Within the status value cluter, topiPc and interlocutor tre signifi-

can.t factots in influencing the use of SE and SH lahguage varieties. Withim

the intimac value cluster,all three situational components--topic, inter-
.

locutor, and place--are significant factors in eliciting the use of BE.

$ (See Table 5, Part IV).
Ctr,

Thus, BE seems to be associated, with the intimacy valve cluster,-ansl

its use is elicited by the situational oamponents (topic, interlocutor, and

setting) alld thdse social, situations.associated with the intimaq valve.

cluster., SE and SH seem to,be associated 'with the sCatus value cluster,

.and its use is elicited by the situational components and those situations

associated with the status value cluster.

s;*
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. Situational Variables

Language.usk within the conteXt.of conversation was exa*neit with

respect to.Dores analysis (Note 1) of how topics are zhanged, extended, or .

resumed. It wa5 predicted that topic elaboration stirategy is related Ao .

vatue cluster in.such a way that (a) the frequency of RQ structures would be

4
geeater in-the status.differentiation value cluster and its related flactors,

(1,). .the frequency 451. self-determined turns would be greater in the' intimacy
.

V
value cluster and,its related factors.

The chi 5quare analyses comparing,(a) topi.c elaboration strategy with
%-

value cluster, (b) topic elaboration strategy with situational context,

and (Z) topic elaboration strategy with the situational Comporient5 were a 1

.
.significant at the .05 level.'

Insert Table 6 about here.

't

1. RQ structure5, formal questions asked in order to shift, extend,

or resume tp topic of conversation, -are associated-with the status value'

iduster anj used more freqUently in thoSe situations representative of the'

status value cluster. SD structures, self-determined torntaktnb,and other

types of speech acts which cau5e the'topic of conversation to shift, extend,

or resume, are associated with the intimacy value cluster end used more

frequently in those situations representative of the intimacy value cluster..

(See Table 6, Parts ) and II)

2. Within the statu, Fnode, topic and interlocutors are Significant

factors in Akuehcing the topic elaboration strategy. Within the int4macy

mode,oniy Setting is a significant factor in influencing the t ic elabora-

tion strategy. Thus, it is indicated that those situational components

It-

Jk
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influencing which language'variety is used in a social situation also

influence how language is used during the course of.conversation. (See

Table 6, Part.lII)

-The strategy used to elaborate topics of conversation, then, is associ-

ok.

ated with the situational cont , its 'components, and the related value

,cluster.' Self-determined shifts
0

topic are related,lo the intimaty.value,

cluster, the social situations related
. .

corresponding situational components.,

td the inthilacy value cluster, Ad the

Formal questions en:citing answers

are asso,ciated with the status value clustet,.the social situations related

to this cluster, and the corresponding situationatcomponents.:.
.

4.1

1 Discussion

This study exaMined how the sociolinguistic variables associated with

diglossia (person, setting, and topic) influenced language use in the context

.of macro- and microsociolinguistics. In the acrosociolinguistic context

emphasizing the speech community's use of language, these variables described

which language variety would be'used. In the microsociolinguistit context,

emphasizing the tndividual's use of language, these variables described

p.

EaTNersatiobal structures would be used. The results seem to imply -

,that language is used across a range of contexts\, each context having par-

QP

'Ocular variables that Iluence language use. The variables of each context

can, produce differing effects on language use, depenCling on the dbntext in

which language use is being studied and how these variables interact §ith

one another. Variables that are associated with.one-context more than with

anOther:can in no way be excluded from influencing language use in thos\:-

cOntexts where they are not a dominating' Influence...Therefore, contexts
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,63:

\,_._ 1%,"
, /1

...,are Kit uttily exclusive. Face-to-face interaction ma)1 6e the most cgmplex
. , -',.

.,4 of all contexts, for,it Is in this context that all of the variabl-es of the.
. .

w.other contexts exert'their influence: If a variety of factors affeCt how

language is used, then in talk we sho-uld be able'to extract meaning at

several levelsculturai, social, and interactional.
. wove

f

4
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Table I

Situational Variables

General jutI ine of the Social Situations

Value Clusters and Associated Components

Intimacy Status Dilfferentiation

InterlocuAr Student/student Instructor/Student

Nace Stpdent lounge, Instructor's offie

Topic . Worstexperience Educational aspirations

I

Fe(

,1
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t
Table 2

Specific Outline of Ihe,EightSocial Situatjódi

Situations' ,JnterlocutorS Place Tqpic

Status

Value:

I I I

b

Intimacy

4. ., ,

1

.Student/instructoY Inst. off. Aspirations
4.

Student/instructor Office ExperienCe.c."

Student/student Office Aspirations'
..

. Student/instructor Lounge ',,, Aspirations'

.s.

.

Value: Va Student/student Lounge Experience

4

VI
b

Student/student Lounge' Aspirationsc

yll Student/iAiructor Lounge Experience3

VILI
b

Student/student - Office E*perJence

. a
. Coogruent socia situation--all'components are representatiye of

one value.
.

"

-.b
Incongruent social situationscomponents are;representative of both °

valves.

c
Indicates those.particular components' causing the situation to be

anoma 1 ous teems of Co-occurrence relations.

4.

, 9 4

a 0

v
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Table 3
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Summary of Score Reliability Computed FAm

'-Kenda1Js Rank Correlatioh Coefficient Rho (p)

.(Grammacical Analysis)..

'Hypotheses 4.7

6

Probabilities Associated
with Observed ValUes of S

P value

. .

1. Association of rankings of 5 ittammatleal,

features of BE.

2. As-sotiation of rankings.df 5 grammatical

featurrs of SE.

3.Associatioh of rankings 0.5-grammatical

features for MX.

A sociation of ranki,ings of BE features

s 'Tiatons 1-8. . '

Association of rankings of SE features

in situations 1-8.

a

Association of rokings of MX feature$,_

in si,tuation 1-8.

.0083

I.

.042

J

-.0083

.,%008

*.

.000025

9r;
v.

. 4

rt
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Table 4

SiituatLorial.Variablesi
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26'

'Summary of Score Reliabili.ty Computed frorn

Kendal 1 's Rank Correlat,ion Coeff i cient Ai* (P)

'5

(Conversational Analysis)*

)

r

Or-

"

Type of Score
,

Probabilittes Associated
wi th .01:MItr4d Values of S

P value

1. Association of raings

of RQ strUctur'es

situations 1-8'

2. 'Association of ranki'ngs

of SD structures in .

frituaftiOns 1.8

,

e/

-

-;

)-

.06025

"

.00 71

4
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Summary of Chi Squat=e AnalySis Grammatical Features,
-

Part I

'4 Comparisons X
2

I. 9verall language/value clut.ter

A.

B:

11: Gra

,

.

r.

BE vs. SE by value ctuster 3.7,

BE vs: SE vslr..SH by,value cluster' 19,9***

4
atical featiures/value ctuster

BE status vs. BE intimacy '13,8**

SE status,vs-. SE intimacy
.

SH status 4s. SH intimacy 25.8***

BE vs. SE vs. SH status 465.3**.**

BE vs. SE vs. SH Status 714.5**

Total language vs. situation by
value cluster.

A. BE intimacy;vs. BE status 53.2***

. .5E intimacy. mc. SE status 17.4***

C. SH in'timacy vs..SH status 18.6*14

D. BE vs. SE. vs. SH statu's' 17.2**

E. BE vs". SE vl. SH intimacy 104.6***

F. 14 vs. $E vs. SH across all
shuat ns 162.6:**

4

4 .
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Table s5 Cont'd.

Compartsons

Av. Effect of situational component ys.
language within value cluster

I.

4

).c

A. Status value'cluster

1. livs. II effedt of'topic

2. I vs. III effect of interlocutor .

3. I vs. Iv effect of setting

B. -Intimacy value cluster.

1'. V vs. Ail effett of topit

2. V vs. VII effect of interlocutor.

3. v vs. yilt effect of setting
,

R.< .05

p < ,.01 ,

p < . 0 1 -

56.6*4

/8.0*A

A.4***

t

t-
o
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Table. 6

Summarjf of, Chi Square Analysis

Topic Elaboration Str:ategy,

Part II
Z

X2Comparisons

I. Topic elaboration strategy by,,
value cluster'

1.1.

, RQ vs. SD by,value cluster

Topic elaborations strategy by
situation

4.2*.

,1

A. RQ status vs. RQ Intimacy '73.5***

B. SD statalbvs. SD intimacy 8.l*

C. RQ vs. SD status

D. RQ vs. SD intimacy

III. Iffect of si tuationalr -componen-t vs.
topic elaboration strategy within':"^-
val ue cl uster

A. Status Value Cluster

.4

4.

6

1. 1 vs. II effect of topic

2. I ",. III effect Of itaior1pcutOrv.1.9:..3***

3"
,

rvsr IV effec.t lof.Asetting

B. Intimacy Value Cluster. A
.-

I. V vs`.-VI effect,of .tOpic

2.1. ;V vs. VII .etfect of inte,rlocutar
,

-3. .V vs. VIII effedt.of setting

*
**

.901

09;. .41
1 1

s,

4

4.

41
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Apper)Oix A

Part 1: Features of Black English 4

I. Negation

A. *Single

. B. Multipie

.1. concord

.v

She not singing.

She ain't singing.

She don't sing.

She don't be Singing.

S.

I ain't never had no troubLe with none
fi.#

/ of iem:

IS

Vrio

4

2. quantifier She.ain't in no seventh )3rade.

3. postposing We ain't write over no street1nothing,.

4. preverbal The Negro doesn't know.about the Negro

and neither d9(es the white man know about

inversion

II. Copula
#

A. Deletion

the Negro.

Can't nob* break up a fighi'El

1. noun phrase She the first one started us off.

pred.41dJ. He fast in every thing he do.

3. locative

NEG

5. V (ing)

You out the gaMe.

But everybody not black.

He just.feet like^he gettin' cripple up.

, 6. gon He gon try to get help.

7: question -. Mho' he7
,
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Part 1- (Continued)'

' B. Invari'ant "be"

1. be + VERB + ing

?. adj.

3. past participles

4. prep. phrase

,5. imperative

6., aUXiiiary

J

III. Verb Forms'
.

. A. Present Tense

Situational,Variables

31

'Cause sometimes I be sleepipg: . .

Everybody, be happy and _shit. . .

They be mixed -up all kinds of ways.,

Sometime I be wi.th Ruby.

Don't be jiving around.

Fred be comin'..

4

1. agreement Mary go Ilome when she get ready.
1

B. Past Tense

1.. irreg. verbs

2. agreemeAt We was
. V.

3. past. participle I seen three police.

4. past perfect

5. passive got/was

6. -been + VERB

7. ,done + VERt

In the mean time the fellow had went'hOme.

I got promoted.

betn wash the dishes.

I done wash' the dishes

8. beerlfdone + VERB I been done wash the dishes

9. done been + VERB; I done been wash the dishes.

10. pro. agr. We was going.

0. Future

1. 'marker I'm a throw it.
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"61-... . Part I (continued)

t.

IV. Pronouns
/N-

A. Appositive Marsha,4she.

B. Possessive The students put they books away.
A

C. I/there-

D. Reflextive

E. Them/those

V. Possessive:

A. Noun Juxtaposed
4.

B. Pronouns.(see IV, B
above

.it was some fellas shootin' craps'
low

in the street.

I got me a new tow truck.

They have them.bars.

John book

VI. Altetnate Syntactic Structures

A. If Construction ,I asked didhe do it.

.' B. Questions Why yOu don't know?

C. Dol./have I got me a tow.t.fuck.

D. Modal Modification

E. ? Do Deletion

They useta could beat you.

What you want me to do?
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4

Part 2: Features of Standard English
.

I. Negation

. Single She is not singing (now),

.She is not singing (now or ever).

B. Multiple

I. concord

2. quantifier

3. Obstposing

4. preverbal

She doesn't sing.

S'he isn't singing (habitually)...

.4

I have never hadyouble with any of them.

She's not the 'seventh-grade.

We didn't nything over the street.

The Negto doesn't.know about the Negro nor

does ihe white man..
.4't

5. inversion - Nobody, can break up a fight.

II. Copula

A. Deletion

I. noun phrase

2.. predicate adj.
,.

3. locative

4. NEG

5. V(ing)..

6. ___gon

7. question

She is the first one who started us off.

He's fast in everything he does.

You Ire put of theOme.

But everybody is not black.

He jusi)feels like he.is getting crippled.

He is going' to try- to get hejp.

Who is he?

1
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Part 2 (Continued) A

B. Invariant "be"

1. be. + VERB + ing Because sometiTes when I Am sleeping.
4

2. adj. Everybody is happy and shit..

3. past participtes They are'mixed up in all kinds of ways. .

4. prep. phrase Some'times I'm with Ruby..
.

.,1*
.

,5.. imperative oon't jive around.

6. auxiTiary Fred will- be coming.

III. Verb Forms,

1 0

4

A. Present Tense

1.. agreement

B.' Past Tense

Mary goes Nome when she\gets ready.

1. irregular-verbs
p.

,

2. agreement

3. past participle

We Were.

saw three-policemen.

4. past perfect In the mean time the felkow Dad gone home.

5. passive got/wp I.was promoled
4

6. beem + VERB . I washed the Jis,es (a while ago):

7. done + VERB I washed the dishes (recently)

8. been done + VERB I washed the drshes (finished a ole.ago).

' 9. done.been + VERB I washea the dishesqrecently. finished).

10. prog. agr. We were going.

C. Future

1. marker
.

l'm going to throw IA.,

3 ,1

5

o
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,

A. APpositive Alarsha. .

B. Pbssessive 'Thestudents put their books away:

C. It/there
.

. .,.there were some felloWs shootiAb craps

in the street.

D. Reflexive, .1 have a new tow truck.

E."-"Them/hose They have those bars.

V. Possessive

A. Nouns Juxtaposed John's book

B. Pronouns (see IV, B
above,"

VI. Alteenate Syntactic Sfructureg

A. tf Construction

B.- Questions

C? Got/have

D. Modal Modification

I asked if he &Wit.'

Why don't you know?

I have a tow.truck.

-01

They used to be able to beat you.

E. 7 Do 'Deletion What do you want me to do?

r

4.

4

35
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I. ,NIspation

A. Sin0e

Copula

Verb Forms

'Situational Variables
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.,

Part 3: FeSitures of Shared D10.ecta,

A. Pretent Tense

It wasn't bothering me.'

It won't stop bleeding.

, ,
1. AgreeMeni I, you, we or theytlo home.

B. Past Tense

rrregular verbs He drove. He.went. I 'came.

2. agreement

10. prog. agr.

IV. Pronouns

1. appostive

2. possessive

V. Possessive

I, he was,

v

.1

I,'he was going.
41 v.

My, your; his, her, our

VI,' Al ternate Syntactic Structures

a
These features have been designated as Shared dialect. They are not

dfrect translations of BEinto SE, bul features thaf both BE and SE

speakers use/

36
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Codes, Definitions, and Examples of Conversational Acts

CODES, DEFINITIONS AND EXAMPLES OF CONVERSATIONAL ACTS

REQUESTS solicit informatioh, actaion or acknowledgement.

RQYN 'yes-No Questions.seek.true-false judgments about

propositions; " s.this an apple?"

RQWH Why-Quest4on seek ecific factual informatidh (include /

tither-or'and fill-in-fhe-blank question forms):

"Where's John?" 0,

RQCL Crathication Questions seek clarification of the content

. of a prior utterance:. "What did you say?"
.

.

RQAC Action Re,uests solicit a listener to RerfOrm (orjcease to)

an act .(o prOcess): "We me some juice!"'
. -

. .1
I

to

s.

IRQPM *Permissioir? Requests solicit a isAener to grant permission
. ,

4

lo the sPLaker to perform an act: "May I go?"

..RQRQ .Rhetoricail.Questions seek an acknowledgement from a listener .

Aw
to allow the speaker to continue: "You know'what I did?" ,

,

RESPONSES provide information directly complementing

prior requestA.

.RSYN Yes-Nb AnsWers supply true-false udgments of propositions:
1 .

RSOI: Wh-Answer 'supply the solicited factual. information:

"John's ere."

p.
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4

RSCL Clarification; supply the relevant repetition:

"I said MD." 4

-RSCO CciMpliances verbally express acceptance, deniaL or

acknowledgement of a'prior Action or Permission Request:

"Okay, I'll do it."

RSQL Qualifications supply non-canonical information in

* " relation to the soliciting question:

the one who did it."

"But I wasn't

RSRP"' Repetitions repeat parts of prior Utterances.

.DESCR PTIONS express observable (or vemifiable) fact,

,

past o present. i

V. amn

DSID Identific tions label objects, events, etc.: "That's

a house."

DSEV . Events desCrib acts, events, ftocesses, etc.:

making pizza."

DSPR Properties describe aits or condikions of objects, eventsf.

etc.:.""That's a red hou e."

DSLO Locations express direction 'location of objects, events,

etc.: "The zoo is far away."

DSTI Times report phrases of time: t happened yesterday."

STATEMENT expresslacts,_rules, attitud s,: feelings,

beliefs, etc.#

I a

t.

'`,S:3
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:

.Rules express rules, procedures, definitions, facts, etc-.:

- -"You have'to share.your things with others."

STEV Evaluations expre&svittituagS,. judgments, etc:.:
. .

.11That's nice."
I es.

STIR 4nternal Reports- express emotions, se ions, mental

.vvents, etc.: "I 4 ike to'play." also include rntents

to Perform future acts.),

-STAT Attributions report beliefs about another's internal .state:

"He doesn't know the answer."

Co

STEX. ExpLaOttions express resons, tauseS,and predictions.:

"It will fafl."

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS recognize and.evaluate.retponses and

non-reque.stives.
0

ACAC &Acceptances neutrally recognize answers or non7requestives:

"Yes,"
t

V'N'Is
OS ACAP Apkovals/Agreements positively recognize answers, etc.:)%1P

41

"Right," "Yes."

ACDS Disapprovals/Dfsagreements negatively evaluate answersor

non-requestives: -"No," "Wrong," "I disagree."
1 $ a

, f 1.,
. .

4 ACRT Returns acknowledge rhetoridel questionS and some non-..
.

.

requestives, returning,ihe "floo r".to the speaker:
,

"What,11 "Real ly.':
p.

3
fA
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,

, ) .

ORMNIZATJONAL.'DEVICES re4ulate cbgtact and conversation.
. .4,,,

.

Stetia'tional Variablo

40

ODBM :.I*dary Markers indicateopeningsiclosings, and other
t

stWicant points:in the iconversatioh: "Hi," "Bye.,"

. "Kt tile viay.y 6%)
.1,

.,)

_
'.,

. .

)

ODCA Call solicit'attentionl "Hey, John."

\ ,
,

opss. Speaker. Selctions explicitly label sp6aker of next turn:

,

.O1J0:416/1111110(j."

ODPM PoirteneSs, Markers indicate ostensible politeness:

.'!ThaVs," 'Sorry:"
6

".

ODAC AccOmpanimlents; mainta,in verbal conta0, typically .comleying "

infoeMation redundant with respeetto COnte)q.:
*

01

,

-'4'Here you re,"
.

-.D.,

.k i
T

&..

'':

,

PERFORMATIES accomplish facts by being said.

PFPR Protests r gister complaints a,bout the listener's

behavior: "Stop."
"..

.,

PFjO Jokes display non-belief toward:a proposition, for a. . .

.- ,
. .

humorous effeCt: "We throwed-the\*Gup in the,ceiling."
24 .._

, PFCL Claims establish rights by beihg"said: "That's mine,"

"I'm first."

PPWA liteRings alert the listener of impending harm: "Watch out.

PFTE Teases annoy taunt, or prayfully profoke a listener:
A

"You'can't do it"

A.

,t 4 1)



; I 0

'r

4,

NOAN

UNTP Unihterpretoble or unintelligible; incomplete,.or *
4

anomalous utter es.

MISCELLAKOUS CODES

,

ituationaa Variables

No Abswers: to clestions (after,twooseconds of sjlence).

A.

e

-

a

,

a
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