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A RE-EXAMINATION OF THE BLACK ENGLTSH COPULA*
John Baugh

0.0 ABSTRACT

A carefully gathered colloguial corpus of BEV data is re-examined with
exclusive attention to the “is" form of the copula. The investigation uses
the non-applications multiplicative nodel of the Cedergren/Sankoff computer
progran for multivariant 1inguistic analyses. Several additioral factors,
sone of which are new to this field of analysis, are analyzed. A1l of these
factors, those that had been examined previously as well as the new factors
introduced, are assessed independently, and the fit of rule prediction with
~ observation 5 so close as to place considerable confidence fn the assump-
tion of phonological and gramnatical independence.

These analytic techniques allow for a finer gradation of factors than
is found in previous BEV copula research; thus, the follawing grammatical
enviroments can be subdivided: the NP is separated into two factors,

1) W and 2) _deterniner #1P, By dividing the NP constraints in this
nanner, it can be Shown that NP's with determiners strongly favor both rules
(contraction and deletion), while NP's without determiners show no measur-
able inpact on either rule. It is further demonstrated that, in the case of
deterniners, the veriation must be attributed to grammatical forces.

The adjective and Tocative categordes, which were previausly analyzed
25 a single constraint, are also separated and.examined individually. In
jsolating these constraints in the synchronic re-analysis, structual paral-
Tels to Jamaican Creole English emerged, thus lending strong support to
Fasold's recent stages for the development of present tense be deletion in
Black English, as well as reinforcing the Creole origin hypothesis.

Finally, but possibly most importantly, this analysis further substan-
tiates the diachronic potential df the Cedergren/Sankoff program and demon-
strates that variable rules can effectively identify cases of Tinguistic

stability.
[

1.0 INTRODUCTICN

A1 facets of Afro-Aerican behavioral research have abvious social
implications. Undoubtedly the catalytic impact of the civil rights nove-
nent has influenced this social ordentation. In the case of linguistics,
however, some of the most significant theoretical advances of our time can
be Vinked directly with black English vernacular (BEV) research. In spite
of the fact that scholars have typically approached BEV in 2 delicate and
diplomatic manner, controversies rage at both professional and lay levels
with regard to the viability and legitimacy of BEV research. This 15 not
surprising, because BEV is a Stignatized dialect and as such represents 2
highly personal and consequently an emotional topic. Though there are strong
social concerns, and in some instances social consequences. involved in
BEY analyses, affiliated Vinquistic issues also continually crop up. As 3
result we are forced to review the limitations, appropriateness, and social
applicability of contemporary introspective linguistic theories. The pre-
sent discussion, although rooted in a socially important topic, will stress
Tinguistic concerns. This fs not to suggest that the social aspects of BEV
are being dismissed as unimportant, nerely that they are not of primary con-
cern here,

The present analysis re-exanines the nature of copula variation in BEV
and s cast in the tradition of the earlier copula research by Labov (Lg.
1069) and Wolfram {Lg. 1974). This analysis differs from previous examina-
tions, however, in that more constraints have bren introduced and the Ceder-
gren/Sankoff computer program for miltivariant analysis has been employed.

The data are from the Cobras, an adolesctnt peer group that was inter-
viewed by John Lewis (KC) as part of Labov's earlier BEV research. .Having
conducted fieid work of my own in a Los Angeles BEV community, I am aware
of the stifling effect that the interview can have on the vernacular COrpus.
After reviewing Lewts' interview, however, I feel that the authenticity of
the data is clear. At this point let it suffice to say that Lewis showed
an acute ethnosensitivity in all of the interviews that he gathered. Al-
though these daia are synchronic, the present analysis reveals some dia-
chronic implications as well. Tomy knowledge, this investigation repre-
sents one of the first times that miltivariant analysis has been used with
regard to BEV for historical purposes.



1.1 UINGUISTIC VARTATION AND LINGUISTIC THEORY

When the variable rule was first introducted (Labov, 1969}, the full
potential of this work for Tinguistic purposes could not be known. That
potential has been gradually maturing as seen in the works of Trudgill
(1971), G. Sankoff (1974), Cedergren and Sankoff (1974), Wolfram (1974),
Lavendera (1975), and others. Ina sense one might view variable analysis
25 traditional in linguistic research; after all, what could be more natu-
ral or traditional than entering the speech comunity, gathering 2 corpus,
reviewing the corpus for paradigns, and reporting the nature of linguistic
systematicity wherever it is found? In spite of this traditional orfenta-
tion, influential 1inquists have stressed the theoretical restric.ions
inposed by non-ideal corpora. As a resilt, systematic varfation--hence-
forth varfation==has typically been viewed as free variation. In this in-
stance it will be most beneficial to review affiliated theoretical and meth-
odological concerns as they relate to BEV,

The research on BEV differs from the mare formal research in 1inguistics
because the Tatter amalysis is usually inductive. Depending on one's the-
oretical perspection, this can be seen as a blessing or a curse, Whereas
the evolution of formal Tinguistic research has resulted in a condition
where many scholars turn to themselves as infomants, there are few, if any,
trained Tinguists whose intuitions about BEV are reliable for descriptive
purposes. Another difficult choice must be made. Should we strive tr train
speakers of non-standard English to become 1inguists so that they uan then |
introspect about their language, or should we strive to enhance our empir-
ical methodologies? Unquestionably, the only feasible alternative available
to SIV i5 to continue with the inductive tradition. In training non-standard
speakers to become introspective linguists we would inevitably bombard their
native intuitions with preconceptions to the point where the validity of
these intuitions would be questionable,

What, then, does this have to do with linguistic theory? Quite simply,
when we look at advances in linguistics, we see that the methodologies
enployed in introspective research are not generally applicable in
the first appraoch to a language, In turn, the scholar who is interested
in BEV and in related social concerns finds tha’ conterporary methodologies
and theories are often not suited to the task. This is not a new point by
any means; Hynes has repeatedly indicated that we must take ethnographic
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considertions into account when conducting linguistic investigations, sin-
ply because ethnographic factors directly affect the language (cf. Hymes,
1962).

Returning to the special problems confronting BEV, then, there is an ob-
vious need to enhance {nductive methodologies. One could arque that these
empirical methods have been in existence for many years, but in the case of
BEV there seems to be a sense of urgency; a desire to rectify methodologica!
and theoretical inadequacies does not Jead imediately to rapid revision
and reassessment. Nevertheless, significant strides are being made on sev-
eral Tinguistic fronts and can now be applied or reapplied as necessary. At
this point in linguistic evolution, that is, with the maturation of variable
research, 1t {s safe to say that the incorporation of vériable phenomena is
a requisite for thorough descriptive purposes. And the greatest value lies
in identifying the most significant constraints on these phenomena. A re-
lated concern must focus on what 15 meant by the term 'black English.' In
this instance, for the sake of brevity, black English s used to refer to
the vernacular dialtect, namely, that dialect which is native to most working:
class black Americans and which reflects the usage of "some or a1l of the
features which are distinctive” (in the colloquial dialects of these black
Anericans ).

If we refine the accuracy of variable rules in the linguistic realm,
the structuzl relations between standard Englisi (SE) and BEV will become
clearer. In turn, such findings will bear directly on educational issues
such as bi-dialectalism and Vinguistic/dialectal interference, Furthermore,
the common concerns associated with English research in general must be con-
sidered. Given that BEV fs structurally similar to SE, it stands as an im-
portant point of structural contrast and as such provides an excellent basis
for comparing aspects of lanquage change, lanquage acquisition, and concepts
of competence, both "Tinguistic" and "comunicative" (cf. Hymes, 1974].2 ‘
At present Vinguistics is able to address these highly emotional topics
with a high degree of objectivity. When valid linguistic correspondences
or differences can be revealed, we can hope to approach social and educa-
tional concerns with a higher level of accountability. [ am suggesting
that wherever svstematic linguistic relationships can be identified, no
matter how large or how small, those relationships should ultimately be
addressed. To the extent that a given linguistic phenomenon can not be



examined or substantiated at the level of the informants within 2 speech
comunity, one should question the legitimacy of the description.

The final point that I would 1ike to make with regard to Tinguistic
theory and variable 1inguistic phenomena is a personal one and closely re-
lated to BEV concerns generally. Many scholars who have little or no for-
mal linquistic training have used the non=standard speech of Afro-Anaricans
as an indicator of comunicative deprivation, cognitive linitation, and the
an&%mmmmmmmmJ%ﬂ.MmmMMHSMMmmﬂm
a linquistic perspective, the nature of contemporery introspective 1ingui-
stic methodology is coincidentally such that it implicitlj supports the pre-
smmwmmmmummwmemwmmwmm.umm

advacating, as & noral obligation, that we enhance quantitative methods; rather

it would seem that BEV and many other stignatized dialects throughout the
world camot be accurately described for social, educational, or other pur-
m%mmtmmmmmﬂmMﬁmoHMmmemmmMmdum
exposed.

1.2 FIELD HETHODS

Having confirmed that there 15 8 definite need tt re-establish strong
contacts in the Speech community, it is equally inportant to recognize
that the task of the field worker, espectally the urban field worker, is dif-
ficult and often precarious, and requires an intimate ethnosensitivity to
the speech community and to one's infornants. This may seem to be an added
burden, but in those instances where inductive evidence is the only legiti-
mate source of data, sociz! eterrents are unavoidable.

Scanning the prominent ofV literature over the past decade, one is
mmwmnmmummnmmmmmmmukmNMn
younger mebers of the comunity, usually gatheredby strangers (1.e., out-
Siders to the comunity) in non-native contexts. Efforts have been made

to justify these Timited procedures, because--for descriptive purposes-=ch1ld-

ren tend to be Yess formal than adults. Consequently, the vernacular corpord
of children have been viewed as representing the purest BEV forms. Such
HmmﬁmsMWb%nﬁnmmdmmm(d.%ﬁmml%hmemlWHam
need not be further discussed here. However, the role of the BEV field work-
er needs to be reviewed more -carefully.

The role of the field worker should be stressed if for no other reason
than the accuracy of  final empirical analysis, but for BEV the significance

of the field worker is critical. Ironically, there has been minimal con-
cern--at least in the overhelming majority of BEV research-=with the in-
wmmMMMMMWIMuMMHHMMMW&mmme
Janguage has taken precedence over the need to insure the accuracy of the
mm.mmMﬁMWmm4MMhMWMMMMMdmmM
at 211 social levels. But the gathering of the vernacular of the city
streets is fundanental for an accurate view of social, historical and educa-
tional issues,

Wost of the data have been Gathered by John Lewis (€.}, who is an
excellent field worker for BEV. Lewis, a bla:k men, has 1ived through
many of the same experiences as the Cobras, ind is therefore intimately
famildar with native topics of interest; he was able to arque with infor-
nants without social difficulty, These special skills sere particularly
useful to the present corpus because the Cobras lived in a situation where
the ability to handle oneself in verbal confrontations was highly prized.
Thus, Lewis" oun verbal skill clearly incressed his effectiveness as a
hMWWWWMMMWNMMWMS
interviews: his intinate understanding of his infomatns’ wmﬂpwwu-
tives, and his close contacts with the Cobras in + varfety of social situa-
tions--not merely in the intervies. |

BEV has been plagued by Shortcuts in the field and quiet dismissals
of large blacks of infornants for social reasons alone, Undeniably, the
task of gatherdng BEV data is often difficult and this too is a social fact,
bmifmimwdwawmsBWinawmﬂmmnyWMdmmw,mmwe
mnmmwﬁmwmmnmnuummmnnmm
MHMﬁmmmmmumuﬁnmﬂmmwmmﬂﬁmwm

. 2.0 THE BEV COPULA: A BRIEF REVIEW OF PREVIOUS RESEARCH

Before moving un to the current analysis, let us review the {mplications
of previous copula research, Although a variety of works on the copula have
energed in broader contexts, the pre ent remarks are intended primarily with
memmmanmmmmmmmmmImmummm
of the creole position, Bailey (1965) and Stewart (1969) proposed that BEV
had a zero copula. MmeWmmeammwwmmmmmMSm
zwmhwemmemms&nugmﬂWownumdBﬁhywdﬁ%ut%ﬂh
Tished the inportance of looking closely at the African and WIC roots of
contemporary gEv.3 Examining black/white Tinguistic relationships with

5 C:i



enphasts on the creolist position, Stewart reviewed the grammtical relation-
ship between SE and white non-standard dialects in opposition to BEY and qul-
Tah,.and found that the auxiliary had unique and similar markings in both
dialects. In addition, examining another distinctive BEV feature (be), he
questioned the possibility of European (Irish) influence:

But if that is the origin of the Negro-dialect use of be (i.e.,
borrowed by Negroes, let us say, from Irish imnigrants to North
Anerica), then why 1s it now 50 wide-spread among Negroes but
$0 absent from the still somewhat Irish-sounding speech of many
direct descendants of the 'rish Imigrants? (69:16)

For the purpose of the present discussion, concern necessarily con-
centrates on the historical influences which affect copula variation, ut
dialect borrowing need not be restricted to a single contact group. The
Irish presence as indentured laborers and their subsequent role as slave
overseers could easily explain the necessary dialectal contact, Mevertheless,
the creolist position appears to be quite strong as well, It is quite pose
sible and even likely that contemporary BEV dialects contain linguistic in-
fluences from both the Irish and the West Indians (cf. Traugott, 1972). These
historicai 1ssues, while relevant to the current discussion, will be pre-
sented in greater detail in Section 9.0,

Labov (1969) found variation in the copula to be the result of a series
of grammatical and phonological rules tha’ were parallel to those of collo-
quial deletion in SE. Deletion in BEY was possible only in environments
where contraction was possible in SE. Furthermore, the variable constraints
on the contraction and deletion rules were parallel except for the phono-
logical effects which opposed the deletion of a vowel to the deletion of
a consonant. Labov's initial amalysis has been confirmed and reduplicated
in several studies (cf. Lequm, et al., 1971; Wolfram, 1969; Kernan, 1971).4
~ Nevariheless, these examinations, while reinforcing the synchronic explica-
tion of the copula, have not resolved the historical questions in any sub-
stantive way. Carrying the research further by building on the work of Labov,
a5 well as aspects of his own resaarch in Detroit, Wolfram (1974) examined
the nature of copula variation in a comparison of white and black Southern
speech,

In spite of our synchronic understanding of copula variation, numerous
historical questions still remain unanswered. Recognizing the complexity
of the diachronic issues which surround this particular problgm, Fasold (1976)

proposes an alternative historical solution that takes both the Creole and
SE arigins into account. Citing evidence from Botkin' narratives (1945)
2 2 point for historical yeference, with the contenparary works

of Labov, Stewart, and his own discussion of the phenorena (1972), Fasold
posits that the copula may have originally been onitted as 2 gramatical
feature because of BEV's African and Creole origins, but that it wes later
transformed into a phonological rule. Furthermore, his argument suggests
that the transition from initial gramatical constraints to more current
phonological conditionings could have taken pace with mininal changes in
the surface forms. We will return to the Fasold's position shortly, but
for the monent, let us say that his argunent seems quite plavsible given

the strength of the arguentns that have been presented from both sides of
the diachronic debate.

3.0 THE PRESENT ANALYSIS

The Cobra data are excellent fron a synchranic standpoint owing ta the
handling of the data and the Cobra's collectivi- comand of BEV, but signi»
fizant strides have also been made beyond the r2aln of Field procedires,

It is, aporopriately, the advanced analytic teciniques that have been devel-
oped by Cedergren and Sankoff (1974) which now provide the negessary tools
to Took at these variable phenomena i more detail (cf. Labov, 1977; Griffin,
Guy & Sag, 1973; Cuy, 1974).

3.1 THE SAMPLE

ti2se data were gathered in the mid-1960's. Since that time, some of
the Cobras have ended up in jait or been killed or wounded in urban disputes.
Host of the menbers are now in their mid to late twenties and, a5 far a5 [
know, are sti11 Tiving in and around Harlem. 1 should also point out that

+KC did not record ai7 of the twenty~six taped conversations that comprise
the analyzed corpus. Some of the interviews were conducted by Clarence
Robbins,5 and some of the group interviews were successfully conducted by
combinations of black and white investigators. For the most part, nowever,
it was KC and the Cobras.

During that period of time the primary concern of the members was the
defense of their ‘turf' against rival adversaries, most notably the 'Jets, L
There came about a noteworthy philosophical change in the Cobras, however,
and all of the members of the group began to strive to becone more aware of
their plight as Afra-Anericans; consequently; they began to spout the rhetoric

1



of black awareness and cultural taboo;.7 These transitions in attitude

caused the fobras to question their outlock on society and several of the
interviews contain the theme of ‘the plioht of black America(ns).' Five
hundred seventy-eight tokens in all were located in these data (i.e., en-

vironments where we would anticipate the presence of a copula). The break-

down of the totals in ralation to the following grammatical constraints
appears below:

TABLE 1A
PROBABILITY OF RULE NON-APPLICATION; FEATURE WEIGHTS

Contraction Deletion
_gonfna) 1,000 601
_Vbting 1.900 402
Loc. 1,000 682
Adj. 16 1.000
i 0.000 0.000
dat. 4P 1,000 Jil
Misc. 1,000 1.000
thi Square 6,994 4.109
Hon-quest ion 0,000 0.000
Question 1.000 1.000
Ww_ 0.000 0.000
Pro_ 856 JU
_fons. 0.000 081
_Youl 408 0.000
Cons._ RyY 30
Vowel_ 0,000 0.000

TABLE 18

SAMPLE TOTALS FOR THE COBRAS:
BASED («f FOLLOWING GRAMMATICAL CONSTRAINTS

qon{na)  verbting  loc/ad] W omisc, = TOTAL
108 12 134 162 53 578
/I | \
locative  adfective NP _det.ANP
48 86 126 %

4,0 THE ANALYTIC PROCEOURE

The first version of the Cedergren/Sankoff program for multivariant
analyses was run on the Cobra data in two series of calculations: 1) cal-
culations that measured the same constraints as Labov and Woifram; 2) a
series of calculations that introduced new and subdivided constraints. Since
Labav's original analysis enployed an additive nodel, and Wolfran's analysis
concentrated on white informants, it was felt that the synchronic clarifi-
cation of BEV copula variation would be enhanced at this time by employing
the Cedergren/Sankoff pr*ogram.8

Once having conducted an initial series of calculations on the familiar
constraints, it was necessary to repeat the calculations fncorporating the
following adaptations:

1} Question/non-Question Each token was identified as either a ques-
tion or non-question and was submitted
under this new factor group.

2) Miscellaneous factor for 1t was necessary to introduce @ miscel-

following gramatical Taneous category for those instarces where

constraints the arbitrary factors were insufficient,
For the most part these were adverbs of
manner,

3) The subdivision of W Previously following NP has been calca-
lated as 2 single factor. The secondary
calculations divide this factor into:

a) W
b) Tdet.#NP (1.¢., a and the)

8) The separation of _Loc/  Heretofore, the analysis of _Loc/hdj. ap-
Adj. peared as a single constraint owing to
quantitative confines. The independence of
the calculations that is provided by the
Cedergren/Sankaff progran, however, has al-
Towed for the present separation of these
features.

5.0 THE COMPARABLE CALCULATIONS
At first blush the need for a comparable series of caleulations might

seem dubious, and cumbersome, but it was felt that a parallel series of
calculations would substantiate and/or clarify previous synchronic assess-
nents and show whether the original relations were preserved in 3 milti-
variant analysis with extended (i.e., finely divided) constraints. Thus,
the first series of calculations was purposely designed to mesh with the
previous analyses of Wolfram and Labov, in that identical factors have been
analyzed, Parenthetically, Cedergren and Sankoff developed their computer
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methods--at least in part--by re-examining Labov's 1969 data, and they found
that their it of prediction with observation rellably identified those en-
vironnents which favored both contraction and deletion.

Table 2 shows that, a5 in Labov (1963), a precedfng pronoun subject
heavily favors contraction and sonewhat less strongly favors deletion. The
phonological effects do not Show the reversal for contriction ard deletion,
but preceding vowels still tend to favor both rules. However, the differen-
tial effect on both rules will emerge as the analysis proceeds. The fol-
lowing phonoTogical seqnent appears to have an increased effect, but this
will diminish in Jater analyses as well (see Table 4). The significant
revisons in this analysis of the original exanination concentrate on the

following gramiatical constraints and will therefore be of primary concern
here,

TABLE 2

FEATURE WEIGHTS FOR THE CONPARABLE SERTES
OF CALCULATIONS FOR ALL MEASURED CONSTRAINTS

Contraction  Deletion

*_ 0.0,  0.000
A 6 23
K 465 525
¥ 0.000 0,000
w_ 0.00  0.00
Pri_ 919 62
_gon(na) 1.000 561
“Viting 1,000 35
_PALoc 3% 868
» A0 0.000

The percentages of full, cantraced, and deleted fomms of is accord-
ing to the preceding and following «-amatical enviranments (from Labov's
original research for the Cobras) appear below in Figure 1.

Iy

FIGURE 1

PERCENTAGE OF FULL, CONTRACTED, AND DELETED FORMS OF 15
ACCORDING TO PRECEDING AND FOLLOING ENVIROKMENTS
FOR THE COBRAS

NP -

= 40
= 4

WP _PAloc  _Vbting  _agon{na)

Nurber of Forms:
N 58 10 13
Pro -
1.00 —
R P -
7

50 //
.25
0.00

P _Phloc  _Vbtng _gon(na)
Hunber of Forms:
8 65 0 3l
(Labov 72:92)

The current contours, based on feature weights from the non-applications
probabi ity nodel, appear below (Labov's 11lustrated contours are Separated

with regard to preceding gramatical constraints, while the present analysis
does not need to make this kind of separation),
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FIGURE 2

PROBABILITY OF FULL, CONTRACTED, AND DELETED
FORMS OF is BASED ON FEATURE WEIGHTS
ACCORDING TO FOLLOWING GRAMMATICAL CONSTRAINTS, FOR THE COBRAS

1,000
750
=K
00 X))

0,000
W PMoc  _Vbeng _gon(na)

Feature_heignts:

¢ 40 3% 1.000 1,000
0 0.000 68 378 567

With the exception of the PMLoc.9 the orderings are Substantfated with regard
to the relative impact of following gramitical constraints on the contraction
and deletion rules. Wolfram's analysis of white Southarn speskers reflects

similar patterns as well:

The patterning of is -deletion, although restricted in terns of
the proportion of Tnformants who realize the rule and the fre-
quency with which it occurs for these infomants..does appear
£0 be a process found anong sone white Southern dialects. From
a qualitative viewpoint, it appears to be a process quite simi-
lar to the one observed for VBE, (Holfram, 74:514)

FIGURE 3

PERCENTAGE OF 15 ABSENCE IN Pro_ AND NP_
BY FOLLOVING ENVIRONMENTS
FOR WHITE SOUTHERN SPEAKERS
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(Wolfram 74:514)

Before shifting the focus to the secondary series of calculations we
might ask ourselves about the structural similarities and what they mean,
First of al1, given the increased potential and analytic accountability of
the Cedergren/Snakoff program, we see that, by and Targe, previous assess-
nents were legitimate in their rule orderings. More than that, the present
confirnation now allows us to look at the nature of each constraint more
Closely, Thus, n addition to the factor revisions which were presented in
Section 4.0, the remtining constraints are the same (see Fiqure 4 below),
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Beginning with the preceding phonological constraints, we find the

following (see Table 3 below):

TABLE 3

PHONOLOGICAL CONSTRAINTS
Feature Neights

Contraction Deletion
Labov: =K 410 800
Sy 900 A0
Present
anelysts: <k _ 0.000 .06)
1 A08 0,000
_k 52 i
_¥- 0.000 0.000

i

It is inportant to recall that -K_ factors appear less frequently than
do -¥_ constraints. Nevertheless, the comparative findings clearly indicate
consistencids with previous implications for the preceding phonological con-
ditionings: namely, that -V__ favors contraction over deletion, while the
reverse 1§ true for -K_, The difference that 15 1lustrated here, however,,
would indicate that although the conditioning are similar with respect to
previous research, the phonological constraints are not the stongest with re-
qard to either rule. At the same tine the weighting for -V_ (408 contrac-
tion) is the strongest phonological constraint by far, and this accentuates
the comparability with previous assessments,

The following phonological factors, in spite of the vocalic appearance
25 2 "slight® comstraint (see Figure § below) are significant because they
confirm the preference of a CVC pattern (cf. Labov, et al. 1968; Labov, 1969).
The naintenance of a CVC pattern 1s further supported when we consider that
much of the evidence of pidgins.and creoles has suggested that CVC contours
are qenerally present in contact vernaculars (cf, Hall, 1966). From the
standpoint of a more general picture of the phonological conditioning for
BEV, consider the case as stated by Labov (see Table 3): "In any case, the
way in which contraction and deletion are opposed with respect to the pre-
ceding vowel clearly deononstrates that both contraction and deletion are
phonological processess..." {Labov 72:106). The present research, while
still upholding this position, does not enphasize phonological conditioning




in a prinary Sense. The point will be exanined further with the independence
of phonological and gramatical constraints 15 reviewed in Section 8.23, but
for the monent it is significant to note that the phanological conditioning
{s naintained although it does not recefve prinary emphasis.

7.0 THE IMPLICATION OF EXTREME WEIGHTINGS

In an effort to anticipate further discussion of the analytic efficiency
of the Cedergren/Sankoff program, it will be helpful at this tine to Took
at sane of the factors which report extreme weightings, Interestingly
enough, two of the new categortes, 1) the question/non-question factor group,
and 2) the miscellanecus factor for following gramiatical elenents, behave
in such a mamner. The situation with regard to questions 1s fairly complex,
owing to the phonological, morphofogical, and syntactic fssues that relate
to the general class of questions proper and the issues that relate specifi-
~cally to those questions occurring fn copuia constructions, From the stand-
point of phonology, final gs clusters have been Shown to have a unique ef-
fect on rule application; it's, that's and what's have been onitted in this
type of analysis--as is the case here (cf. Labav, 1969; Wolfram, 1974).

In Hght of the inportance of what in the broader conteat of questions,
however, the phonological conditioning that 1s responsible for what omission
necessardly Tinits the extent to which the Tnpact of guestions can accurately
be assessed with regard to contraction and deletion. Also, considering the
exclusive focus on is here, the scope of the question factor is further re-
stricted.

Consider the intersection between the present analysis and the broader
lass of questions as illustrated in Figure 5.0 Plane () represents &
intersecting grid of Vinguistic variables that might be taken into account
in copula research. Within this hypothetical plane we have examined those
questions that occur with 1, the shaded area. At the outset the identi-
fication of Wh_#isd...§(4)] structures would seen to be desirable. How-
ever, the concise inpact that questions have on contraction and deTetion
requires an accurate understanding of question formation, which brings us
o plane (B). Plane (B) depicts the general class of questions of which
[Wh_fis#...#(¥)] is a proper subset (again identified by the shaded ared).
By connecting the shaded areas n planes (A) and (B), we identify that sub-
set of questions which have been accounted for in the present research.

Keeping the phonological omission of what in mind, we can turn to the
qramiatical restrictions that occur in [Wh_isk...(f)] constructions, Figure
6 consists of sub-planes (A} and (B). (A)y represents the following grame
matical constraints that have heen analyzed here in conne:tion with is,

" while (8)y consists of the [WH_Hisf...(F)] sentences tha appear in the

shaded area of plane (B). The broken Tines correspond t0 the most favored
[WH_fisk...4(F)] sentences: those that Occur with a following HP. The
explanation for this Jies in the fact that the subject is not merked in
the Wh_ forn. The noteworthy exception, represented by the solid Tines,
is restricted to Hho, where acceptable sentences can be made with a1 of
the forms in (A)7. Additional morphological considerations might narrow
the picture even further: for example, _en and _ere are bound to wh_
and th_ exclusively (cf, Harris, 1951), However, further factor constric-
tion s not necessary to clarify the point at hard, |
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In light of the extreme weightings that appear in Table 4, and the phong-

| logical, morphological, and gramiatical issues that have been presented, it

would be extremely difficult to draw definitive conclusions about questions
andfor their affiliated inpact on variable deletion of the copula. A similar,
but opposing problen emerges with regard to the miscellaneous factor grouwp
(again, see Table 4). Because of its 'catchall’ status, the findings in this
instance aie far too general for descripfive purposes, which explains the ex-
trene weightings,

TABLE 4

EXANPLES OF FACTORS WHICH REPORT EXTREME WEIGHTINGS
FOR BOTH CONTRACTION AND DELETION

Feature Weights
The question/non-question factor group Kiscellaneous Factor

Question non-Question
( 1,000 0.000 1,000
0 1.000 0,000 1.000

Athough the inplications of these results would appear to be obvious, owing
to their extrene nature, we should concentrate on the mpact of these findings
on the overall analysis; additiona] advantages of the Cedergren/Sankoff pro-
gram are revealed.

In the past, analysts were cofined with regard to the depth and breadth
of factors which could be analysed because each constraint was obligatorily
accounted for in the final analysis. At the present tine the problen of fac-
tor selection has Joosened up somewhat because of the independence of cal-
clations, It is important to Stress, however, that the extreme welghting
reported here--although minimally i}luninating in retrospect--seened Signi-
ficant at the outset. More than that, and more importantly, the introduc-
tion of these factors has not interfered with the other constraints in the
final analysis,

8.0 THE GRAMMATICAL CONSTRAINTS

The grammatica] argurents surronding copula variation are by far the
mst interesting. In the past, it has primarily been the qrammatical con-
straints, and, more specifically, the explanations surrounding various gram-
natical conditionings, that have lent viable support to both the Creole and

[l{fC 23 &

English diachronic perspectives, Although the historical alternatives are
not of primary importance at this point in the discussion, it is significant
to note that the grammatical issues cover @ tremendously wide range of dia-
¢hronic and synchronic territory, This is clearly the case becavse scholars
have been able to construct feasible, yet different, explanations from simi-
Yar synchronic evidence. With the complexity of gramiatical features in mind,
the nature of thefr conditionings follows.
8.1 PRECEDING GRAMMATICAL CONSTRAINTS

(onsidering the precedented inplications of Wolfram and Labov, it 1 in-
portant to note that a preceding pro_ favors both rules, with contraction
receiving prinary emphasis. This is not surprising given the discussion
surrounding pro_: .

... 1t 15 plain that contraction i heavily favored when the
subject 75 a pronoun, But the effect {s much stronger than
for other noun phrases ending in vowels. In the case of
deletion, it can be seen that the rule operates mich more
often when a pronoun precedes. .. (Labov 12:106-107)

The significant finding here, when compared with prévious analyses, s
the lessened impact of preceding NP__. Whereas olfram and Labov examined
the nature of following qramatical conditionings based on separate analyses
of the preceding factors, the present analysis has the advantage of being
able to identify the overall conditioning. We can cherefore see the relative
impact of preceding gramatical elenents without sacrificing other facets of
the analysts.

TABLE 5
IMPACT OF PRECEDING NP__ OR Pro_ ON CONTRACTION AND DELETION
Feature Weights
Ww_ Pro__
¢ 0,000 855
) 0.000 . T

8.2 FOLLONING GRAMATICAL CCSTRATATS

8.21 Unchange Factors
The only factors to remain the sane in the following grammatical factor

growp are: 1) _gon(na) ang 2) _Vh¥ing. Both of these factors reflect the
sane condftioning and rules orderings that have been identified in the past.
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_bon{na) strongly favors contraction and has a significant effect on deletion.

WbHing also favors contraction with a somewhat lesser effect on deletion, ag
in previous analys's.

TABLE 6

EFFECT OF FOLLOWTNG __gon{na) AAD Yb*dng ON CONTRACTION AND DELETION
Feature Weights

_gon{na) _Vbting
( 1,000 1,000
)] .00 A02

Stated simply, in the final analysis the relation of _gon(ma) and _Vbing to
other constraints remains unchanded when a1 analyses are considered.
8.22 The Subdivision of Following _p |

With the complementary factors fndicating similar rule orderings, we can
Now veviex the fmplications of the adjusted factors beginning with the fol-
Towing _NP. Previous analyses have examined P a5 a single constraint.
The present analysis, however, has subdivided _NP into two factors,

FISE 7
LABOY/OLFRAM THE PRESENT ARALYSIS
S i M
> _ Gt e the' P
N // // >

Thus, the nplications that have been posited with regard to a following
NP can now be reviewed nore closely, Consider the rule sonditionings that
have been suggested thus far (e Figures 1, 2, and3). As these findings

stand, their impact would suggest NP as the least favored environment-~speci-

fically within the realn of following gramatical factors--for the application

o either rule. Upon division of the factor, however, another picture emerges.

TABLE 7
EFFECT OF A FOLLONING _NP OR __det. 4P ON CONTRACTION AND DELETION

Feature Feights
_ _det.inp
¢ 0.000 1,000
0 0.000 J4

We can see, therefore, that 1t 15 necessary to subdivide NP in the preceding
manner because the true nature of the conditfoning has been camouflaged unti
now,  The significance of vtis separation i further amplified because _det. MNP
nok emerges as a primary factor in the application of both rules. The other
side of the cofn finds _NP as o low level comstraint; in fact, NP is the
Teast favored following grammatical factor.

8.23 Further Confimation of the Independence of Phonological and
Granmatica) Conditiontng logical and

At this stage of the discussion, {t 1s beneficial to Took back at some of
the concerns that have been raised with regard to the independence of phano-
“0gical and grammatical constraints (cf. Fraser, 1972), In this regard I have
enphasized the independence of calculations, but for the moment the implica-
tions of independence for the actual constraints will be reviewed. In spite
of the importance of the vazious historical options which have been aired,
there still remains some cenfusfon--and some justifiable concern--as to the
independence of analyzed constraints, We find grammatical criteria and phono-
logical criteria, and nuwerous questions as to thelr mutual dependence or in-
dependence. The subdivision of our _ NP constraint, however, clearly empha-
sizes the {ndependence of previously discussed phonological factors, namely,
the preference of CVC sequences {Section 6.0). ‘The phonological conditioning
s clear, but, more than that, the present analysis confims and consequently
}‘einforces precedented phonolagical findings. Turning our attention to qram-
matical concerns, then, we are again faced with the prospect of an either/or
hypothesis: gramar or phonology. The re-weighting of the subdivided NP
constraints, however, would suggest that an either/or approach 15 insufficient;
consider the phonological relations as i1lustrated below:

FIGURE 8
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Given the rule favoring strength of the _det,#P factors (i.e., contrac-

tion [1.000], deletion [,741]), we clearly see the overriding impact of the
gramiatical conditioning. This being the case, the obvious questions shifts
to what might be perceived as a conflict between the preference for CVC con-
tours and the gramatical conditioning. The point that 1s being emphasized
here 15 that no such conflict exists; rather, these finding suggest that both
qramtatical and phonological conditionings are operating sinultaneously. Un-
doubtedly, this sinultaneity 1s selectively conditioned and therefore should
not be generalized. Thus, the present analysis, while providing additional
insights into the synchronic nature of copula varfation, ha also confirmed
that phonological conditionings and gramnatical conditionings are operating
simultaneoulsy. It will be necessary to return to this point with regard to
Fasold's historical discussion, but for the moment it {s significant to note
the independence of gramar and phonology=-that 15, the reconfirmation of
their independence and, more nportantly, the fact that both condition rule

application n selective ways.

8.3 THE SEPARATION OF LOCATIVES AND ADJECTIVES

The final gramnatical features that must be reviewed are the following
Tocatives and adjectives. Heretofore, PA/Loc. has been neasured as a single
constraint. The limitation in the past was sinply 2 quantitative barrier,
"Because the total number of forms 1s considerably reduced for each group
(even when single and group styles are combined), the following predicate
adjectives and Tocative are given together.” (Labov 72:92) Wolfram also
neasured locatives and adjectives as a single constraint, stating:

Although there may be justification for categorizing this set
on a different basis (e.g., considering adjectives as verbs,
treating locatives as a separdte cateqory, etc.), it (1.6,
the classification of factors) i considered here in the more
traditional classification for the sake of comparability with
previous studies (Holfram 74:505).

Whereas previous samples may have been considered too small, they are not so
rare that their isolated conditionings cannot be accurately assessed at this

time.
Tn the case of locatives, the conditioning is sinilar to the rombined

conditionings that have been reported in the past (see Table 8 below). The
© contraction rule is strong and is also favored over deletion. In addition,
the ordering of these rules would strongly suggest an underlying copula, at
Jeast in this environnent. With adjectives, an unexpected result appears.

u

The rule orderings are enphatically reversed. Reflecting momentarily on the
inplications of the conbined constraints, we see that the true nature of the
conditioning was previously shrouded, It is of course important to indicate
that previous efforts conbined these factors out of proceddral necessitys
however, with the separation now revealed, we nust turn to the more conplicated

questions of how and why.

“ TABLE 8
INPACT OF A FOLLONING _Locative AND _Adjective ON CONTRACTION AND DELETION

Feature Weights
_Locative _hdjective
( 1,000 6
] 682 . 1,000

For the Sake of discussion, Tet us assume for the moment that the un-
expected did not occur: that Tocatives and adjectives reported sinilar
weightings and, by extension, indicated rule orderings as suggested in pre-
vious analyses. The situation would merely be one of synchronic ¢larifica-
tHon. Since the rules are enphatically reversed, the historical question
o an underlying copula fn BEV becones more complicated and, by extension,
requires further diachronic perusal. Now that adjective have been shown to
favor deletion fn a rather convincing nanner (D= 1,000 € = J116), the
crossover battern of the rule orderfngs suggests dialectal influence from at
Jeast two sources (see Figure 3). The inplicatfon for adfectives s that
deletion must have taken place before contraction (nsertion?).

Based on the fllustrated examples, we can seé that previcus assessments
suggest consistent rule orderings with regard to al] of the following gram-
matical constraints (Figures 1 and 3), Moreover, the historical implications
that such an ordering supports would lead one to the conclusion that an under-
lying copula was a general feature of BEV at an garlier point in history.
However , with adjectives favoring deletion over contraction, it is quite pos-

sible that a zero copula did exist in proto forms. This possibility is fur-

ther reinforced by the relatively sight influence that adjectives have on
the contraction rule, This does not inply that we should pasit a zero copula
in ali enviroments any more than that we should assune an underlying copula
was automatically present. Rather, the new locative and adjectival findings
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would again suggest that phonological and gramiatical conditionings are oper-
.ating independently yet simultaneously; of course, with emphasis on environ-
mental--and possibly historical-selectivity, The diachronic implications of
these findings are unavoidable given the rule reversals that nave been identi-
fled. It is inportant to maintain caution in this diachronic regard, and to
recognize the 1imits that such speculation has previously brought to bear,
Wolfran states the case concisely:

This 15 the historical question of how VBE and Southern white

speech arose, and how the relationship between black and white

speech has developed since the settlement of the United States.

In spite of the polemic with which the varfous historical op-

tions have been aired, evidence at this point still tends to

be fragnented and ancedotal (Wolfram 74:522).
9.0 SOME HISTORICAL IMPLICATIONS

In this instance my proposed historical explanation is not based on
speculation alone, Recalling the orientation of Fasold's recent discussiun,
nanely, that both gramatical and phonological influences can account for
fluctuations in the BEV copula, we can see that his position receive further
confirnation based on the final analysis presented here, Let us now consider
aspects of Fasold's discussion: '

Proponents of the Creole history of Vernacular Black English

 often disagree with linguists who have studied the dialect
synchronically over the degree to which decreolization has
progressed... Accepting Labov's analysis of the modern dialect
15 not tantamount to @ denial of the Creole orfgin hypothesis,
oot simply o recognize that VBE has reached a late post-Creole
stage,

Fasold goes on to outline 2 "hypothesized development of present tense be
deletion in Black English," For the purpose of the discussion at hand, his
concluding remarks are {!luminating:

It is interesting to notice, 1f I am correct in the historical
analysis of be forms, that while substantial changes in rules
are going on in the background, the surface foms change 1ittle,
From Stage 3 on, once da is relexified as is, there continues
to be varfation between is and deletion up to the present day.

As the situation stands now, with Fasold's position reinforced by the
present analysis, we would posit that European versus African perspectives
on the diachronic origins of BEV are far too simplistic, Hhat is needed 15
evidence which substantiates a position that further considers both the
African and European influence, but for the moment let us consider the 1inguis-

tic consequence of West Indian contact.

Based on a comparison of two Creole varieties, Holm (1975) examined the
gramatical hierarchy of folloving gramatical constraints, Concentrating on
Jamaican {Le Page and De Camp, 1960) and Turner's description of Gullah (1949),
Holm found that the syntactic enviromments where copula deletion were favored
differed from the orderings initially identified by Labav. The amalysis is
{luninating and the constraint orderings that he nad identified appear be-
low:

TABLE 9
GRAYMATICAL HIERARCHY BASED ON % O “ELETION FOR JAMAICAN AND GULLAH

Jamaican 4 aullah 3
_Mdj. 66 _gonna 88
_gom X M 82
_ 2 B 52
. 17 o, 2
o W w1

Holm's research 15 quite similar to the present analysis because of his
quantitative methodology, But more imediately relevant to my purpose s
Holm's demonstration of the importance of separating locatives and adjectives.
The orderings which Holm has identified would thus tend to confirm the altered
grammatical conditionings that have been identified in the present analysis.

In an effort to further resolve the fssue, lat us turn our attention to
Bafley's (1966) description of Jamaican Creole English {JCE). Bailey has
{dentified the nature of Tocatives and adjectives in JCE as follows:

2) Locatives: “the locating verb (V) de, "be"... must be followed
by a Tocative ccmplement or modif%er." (Emphasts my own)

1} im de 2 yaad She 1s at home
2) jan no de ya nou John 15 not here now,
3) wan trii de batamsaid me hous  There 15 a tree below my house.

b) Adjectives: The adjectives in JCE operate similarly to those used
by the Cobras, that is, the be form s absent.

1) df kaafi kuol The coffee is cold.
2) di thicha qud The teachers 1s good.
3) df bos faas The bus {s fast,
(Bailey 66:43, 64)
2 9
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If we keep in mind the inverse relationship observed in Table 9 and how
the present assessnent differs from the implicit historical perspective pre-
sented by Labov (see Figure 1), the diachronic aspect of this variation be-
cones clearer, In the case of locatives, the _detloc. constructions that
Bailey has outTined in JCE are structurally stuilar to the overriding number
of full and contracted forms that have been used by the Cobras, (One would
necessarily attribute this to an underlying copula, a5 seen fn JCE. Thus,
this particular enviroment unquestionably reflects structural similarities
to JCE (see the relationships which are presented in Figure 9):

FIGURE 9

THE IMPACT OF FOLLONING GRAMMATICAL CONSTRAINTS
ON DELETION IN JAMICA, GULLAM, & HARLEM (THE COBRAS)
[See Table 9)
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FIGURE 9 continued
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The argunent is further strengthened when applied to adjectives because
with the imact of the deletion rule now revealed, related historical con-
cerns must come to the fore, This being the case, the adjectival evidence
from JCE, which s structurally similar to the corresponding evidence from
the Cobras, Tends additional support to the position that there was no copula
before adjectives, Tnis also reinforces the Creole origin hypothesis. When
ve consider the overall implications of the preceding investigations, the
quantitative confirmation which energes from the present analysis establishes
the Creole ancestry of contemporary BEV beyond any doubt.

At this point, however, {t 15 wise to look at the historical inplica-
tions a little more closely. Although it 1s necessary to recognize that
Creole orfgins have been posited before, it is equally important to recognize
that many of these positions were presented prior to concise verification
of the historical, enpirical, o quantitative facts. The present confirma-
tion, then, stresses the need for this type of validation, especially given
the soctal inportance of these historical questions and the avaflability of

new analytic techniques.

10,0 CONCLUSTON
The historica] perspective that is present here can be simply stated in

spite of the rather elaborate steps that have brought us to this point, It
appedrs that the synchronic status of BEV copula variation has been influ-
enced by Hest Indian Creoles, as well as by SE, Based on the evidence pre-
sented, this seems to be the only feasible alternative. Moreover, when a1l
of the structurd] and phonological facts are weighed, argunents for African
versus European origins must again be Seen as overly simplistic.

4]
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There are unavoidable Timitations to the diachronic scope of research on
stigmatized Tanguages. This 1s simply because many of today's stigmatizgd
dialects and 1anguages were the languages of the poor and uneducated ¢lasses
of yesteryear. The present analysis and discussion attempts to take a step
forward with the recognitfon that new diachronic tools must contindally be
forged for stignatized languages. Me have Justifiably been distracted by the
Tinguistic machinery that seems to operate so quickly, cleanly, and efficient-
ly in nore prestigious lanquages. The question is, are we to let the efficien-
¢y of prestigious 1inguistics dictate the focus, direction,'and overal] develop-
ment of these.new and special tools?

The fact that BEV should not be viewed fn a mono-genetic fashion fs not
surprising considering the wide range of enbryonic explanations which have
been debated at such length. The difference that I wish to stress focuses on
accountabiMity. Basep on the needs of 1{ngui stics,' and for that matter those
of a1l the behavioral scfences, as well as the needs of those who are the
object of our scentific investigations, we must continue to strive to maxi-
mize the level of accountability before we neglect available data from real
world contexts.

It 15 easy to sea how Vinguists, influenced by de Saussure's langue-parole
distinction, have in large part tried to avoid the descriptive 1imitations
inposed by inductive corpora, Howeyer, we must focus our efforts on thorough
linguistic descriptions. As long as scholars are willing to dismiss empirical
eyfdence under the banner of ‘performance’ our descriptions will never reflect
the complete structure of 'langue.' As Tong as systematic variation exists,
and as long as these phenomena are beyond the introspective grasp of the
analyst, we must be wiliing to re-establish the empirical traditions that will
expose such phenomena; otherwise, our descriptions cannot possibly represent
langue' fn an actual sense.

In the case of BEV, however, the situation is even more comples, The
social inequities and problems that were responsible for the initial hubbub
about Afro-Anericans research, or lack of it, are still with us today, In
fact these concerns are more vital than evar bacause many Afro-Americans
sti1] suffer from poverty and, by extension, from its social and cultural
side effects, The unemployment figures from any urban city in the United
States will substantiate my point. Those of us who are concerned with the

social consequences of linguistic research are confronted with several decisions.

L)

Even when confined to the realm of obligatory empirical research, these deci.
sions cannot be taken 1ightly, The need to enhance methcdologles and theories
fs clearly desirable whenever and wherever possible, espectally considerdng
the subjective tradition within the field,

When one considers the extraneous factors that can influence the impetus
and direction of future BEV research, it 15 important to recognize the ynique
position in which Tinguistics finds itself, In the case of BEV, we should
make every effort to capitalize on strict linguistic principles to insure that
our soctally relevant concerns are not dfstorted by preconceived notions. We
have a rare opportunity to make precise statenents about an aspect of human
behavior. Furthernore, we can hope that such information will benefit native
menbers of the speech comunity.
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FOOTNOTES

I have expanded Fasold's definition fn an effort to fncorporate an imp1icit
interactional dinension nto the definition, It s, after all, the inter-
actional component that Bloomfield has identified as instrumental in defin-
ing the speech conmunity (cf, Bloamfield 33:42.)

This does not inply that we should stay at the Tevel of analyzing purely
linguistic constraints. Rather, I suggest that we take full advantage of
an accurate linguistic statement prior to incorporating constraints that
cannot be defined with the same accuracy as linquistic phenomena,

Again, we must appreciate that the sacial atmosphere was such that their
remarks cane at a tine when the ‘awareness Tevel,' if you will, of many
blacks was such that African origins were nut only palatable but preferred,

A sertes of other works centering on the COpula has also been examined in
broader Tinguistic and soctal contexts, for example, Day's work on Hawaiian
Creole (1972) and Ferguson's multilingual comparative survey on the absence
of the copula (1971.)

Clarence Robbins worked closely with John Lewis in gathering BEV data,
Robbins was also one of the co-author's of Labov's 3288 report.,

The, Jets were also studied in Labov's orfginal wark and a detailed descrip-
tion of the peer group can be found in Laboy's 3268 report. .

)
I am using "black rhetoric" here because the Cobras were obviously imi%at-
ing popular rhetorical styles and as a result would often contradict
themselves on a variety of fdeologtcal points, /

A the 1976 WWAVE conference at Georgetown University, Pascale Rousseay
presented advances in the computer program; the revised program fs avail-
able for general use at this tine, She and David Sankoff are most vespon-
sible for the many technical fmprovenents in vartable rule research.

Those who'are familiar with previous analyses will {mediately recognize

that the new implications for the PA/Loc. veversal are not a trivial matter.

The situation has changed, or rather, the assessnent of the situation has
changed, because of a conplete analysis. Please recall that previous
analyses for the Cobras did not account for a1.of the available data:

... the data presented here do not exhaust a1l the material

shich is available for the Jets and Cobras {emphasis my ).
~Tlabov 72:91)

The present analysis does exhaust: the Cobra data, & the difference that
has emerged results from the thorough analysis. It is fnportant, there-
fore, that the difference illustrated in Figure 2 is not construed as
conflict with earlier research.

10. The question formation grid which appears in plane (B) is presented for
i1ustrative purposes only, and in not intended to represent an exhaust
ive set of possible question canstructions,

11, Traugott (1972:5) has discussed the 1inits of an ither/or perspective
with regard to the historical fssues before, The new ndings present-
ed here tend to reinforce her position,

KK
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