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Abstrak

Kesan jantina dan umur pada pilihan leksikal dalam sosiolinguistik bahasa Arab
didapati bercanggah dan bermasalah. Ini adalah kerana dialek berprestij tidak
semestinya jenis standard, atau Arab Baku (SA), dalam dunia Arab. Objektif kajian
ini adalah untuk menyelidik unsur-unsur dalaman system linguistik Baghdadi dalam
usaha mencapai persefahaman yang lebih baik antara muka di antara sosial dan
linguistic dengan menambah pendekatan kognitif. Pendekatan kognitif dalam pilihan
leksikal memberi tumpuan kepada makna subjektif atau pengalaman pengguna
bahasa individu dalam lingkungan social mereka. Kajian kuantitatif ini dibuat
berdasarkan perbezaan dalam pilihan leksikal yang bergantung kepada jantina dan
umur di kalangan Baghdadi yang celik huruf. Corak pemboleh ubah leksikal dikenal
pasti mengikut pilihan lelaki/perempuan (24 orang lelaki/24 orang perempuan)
terhadap item leksikal baru penutur Dialek Baghdadi (BD). Kajian ini juga
mengenal pasti apa-apa corak perubahan berdasarkan tiga kumpulan umur (18-24,
30-40, dan 50-60) dengan membandingkan pilihan leksikal mereka. Informan telah
dipilih melalui prosedur persampelan penilaian. Pertuturan 48 orang penutur BD
telah diteliti dengan menggunakan temu duga bersemuka. Korelasi dan ujian-F telah
dikendalikan dengan menggunakan SPSS (Versi 18) untuk memproses data
mengenai pemboleh ubah bebas (umur dan jantina) dan pilihan leksikal. Kajian
memperlihatkan bahawa variasi tidak berlaku secara mekanikal atau automatik,
tetapi berlaku atas pilihan peribadi secara sedar. Kajian ini juga menunjukkan
bahawa jantina adalah salah satu factor sosial paling penting yang berhubung kait
dengan variasi leksikal. Di kalangan wanita Baghdadi, bentuk linguistik yang
berprestij didapati berkaitan dengan bahasa Arab Baku. Oleh itu, wanita yang
memilih SA diandaikan mewakili guru-guru bahasa Arab yang kompeten kerana
dari sudut linguistik, mereka lebih sedar tentang prestij berbanding penutur lelaki.
Kajian masa hadapan boleh menganalisis hubungan antara BD dengan SA dan

kesannya ke atas pendidikan di sekolah-sekolah Iraqg.

Kata kunci: Sosiolinguistik Arab, Pemboleh ubah leksikal, Pendekatan kognitif,
Penutur dialek Baghdadi, Pilihan leksikal



Abstract

The effects of gender and age on lexical choice in Arabic sociolinguistics have been
found to be contradictory and problematic. This is because the prestigious dialect is
not necessarily the standard variety, or Standard Arabic (SA) in the Arab world. The
objective of this study is to delve into the inner workings of Baghdadis’ linguistic
system in pursuit of a better understanding of the interface between the social and
the linguistic by adding the cognitive approach. The cognitive approach to lexical
choice is primarily interested in the subjective meanings or experiences of individual
language users within their social groups. This quantitative research is based on the
differences in lexical choices depending on gender and age of the literate Baghdadis.
Patterns of lexical variables are identified according to males’/females’ (24 males/24
females) choice of new lexical items of the Baghdadi Dialect (BD) speakers. This
study also identifies any patterns of change according to three age groups (18-24,
30-40, and 50-60) by comparing their lexical choices. The informants were chosen
using judgment sampling procedure. The speech of the 48 BD speakers was
investigated using face-to-face interviews. Correlations and F-tests were conducted
using the SPSS (Version 18) to process data on the independent variables (age and
gender) and lexical choices. It was found that variation is not mechanical or
automatic, but is based on personal conscious choices. It was also found that gender
is one of the most important social factors correlating with lexical variation. Among
Baghdadi women, the prestigious linguistic form was found to be associated with
Standard Arabic. Thus, females who opt for SA can be considered to represent
competent Arabic teachers since they are linguistically more prestige conscious than
males. Future studies can analyze the relationship between BD and SA and its

educational impact on Iragi schools.

Keywords: Arabic sociolinguistics, Lexical variables, Cognitive approach,
Baghdadi Dialect speakers, Lexical choices
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

The existence of linguistic differences in a speech community has been clearly shown in
linguistic research. It has been widely assumed that linguistic heterogeneity reflects
differences in the use of linguistic variants corresponding to social groupings. Therefore,
language is not a simple tool of communication used in the same manner by all people
in all situations. Language is beyond this since speakers mark their personal history and
identity in their speech as well as their socio-cultural, economic and geographical
coordinates. Thus, sociolinguistics argues that language exists in a social context and it

is the human instinct to establish and maintain social identity.

Sociolinguistics as defined by Schilling-Estes (2006, p. 312) is "the study of language
in its social context". Generally, sociolinguistics denotes the study of language as a
crucial part of culture and society development. Controversial debates on language and
social structure usually focus on the influence of the latter on the communication tool.
Labov (1966) argued that any such influence is marginal in terms of the linguistic
system as a whole. Labov (1966) pointed out that linguistic rules are quite remote from
any social value and social values are attributed to linguistic rules only when there is
variation. That means, those aspects of dialectal varieties which show variation can be
correlated with non-linguistic factors. In 1966, (Labov) concluded that “in general,

linguistic behavior and variations which have social significance can be considered



The contents of
the thesis is for
internal user
only



REFERENCES

Abd-El-Jawad, H. R. (1987). Cross-dialectal variation in Arabic: Competing
prestigious forms. Language in Society, 16(3), 359-368.

Abramowicz, L. (2007). Sociolinguistics meets exemplar theory: Frequency and
recency effects in (ing). University of Pennsylvania Working Papers in
Linguistics, 13(2), 3.

Abu-Alfaraj, M. (1966). An Introduction to the Study of Language Comprehension.
Beirut: Dar Al-Nahda Al-Arabia.

Abu-Haidar, F. (1988). Male/female linguistic variation in a Baghdad community. In
A. K. Irvine, R. B. Serjeant, and G. R. Smith (Eds.), A miscellany of Middle
Eastern articles. Harlow: Longman, 24-83.

Abu-Haidar, F. (1989). Are Iraqi women more prestige conscious than men? Sex
differentiation in Baghdadi Arabic. Language in Society, 18(4), 471-481.

Ahearn, L. M. (2011). Living language: an introduction to linguistic anthropology.
London: John Wiley and Sons.

Al-Jawaheri, Y. H. (2008). Women in Iraq: the gender impact of international
sanctions. Portland: Book News.

Al-Khatib, M. (1988). Sociolinguistic change in an expanding urban context: A case
study of Irbid city, Jordan. Unpublished PhD thesis, University of Durham.

Al-Muhannadi, M. (1991). A sociolinguistic study of women's speech in Qatar.
Unpublished PhD thesis, University of Essex.

Al-qazzaz, A. (2004). "Baghdad." Encyclopedia of the Modern Middle East and
North  Africa Retrieved Jan 15, 2012, from Encyclopedia.com:
http://www.encyclopedia.com/doc/1G2-3424600402.html

Al-Shehri, A. (1993). Urbanization and Linguistic Variation and Change: A Socio-
linguistic Study of the Impact of Urbanization on the Linguistic Behaviour of
Urbanized Rural Immigrants in Hijaz, Saudi Arabia. Unpublished PhD
thesis, University of Essex.

Al-Wer, E. (1991). Phonological variation in the speech of women from three urban
areas in Jordan. Unpublished PhD thesis, University of Essex.

249



Al-Wer, E. (1999). Why do different variables behave differently? Data from Arabic.
Paper presented at the Language and Society in the Middle East and North
Africa, Surrey: Cruzon Press.

Al-Wer, E. (2005). Variation in Arabic. In the Encyclopaedia of Language and
Linguistics (2nd Ed.).Oxford: Elsevier.

Al-Wer, E. (1997). Arabic between reality and ideology. International Journal of
Applied Linguistics, 7(2), 251-265.

Alomoush, O., & Alfagara, W. (2010). The adaptation of English loanwords in
Jordanian Arabic. Journal of Language and Literature,, 27-39.

Androutsopoulos, J. (2003). Non-native English and sub-cultural identities in media
discourse. Den fleirspraklege utfordringa, the multilingual challenge, 83-98.

Anees, |. (1965). On the Arabic Dialects (3rd ed.). Cairo: the New Artistic
Publishing.

Ani, S. H. (1978). Readings in Arabic linguistics. Bloomington: Indiana University
Linguistics Club.

Annuri, M. (1982). Sentence Structure in the Modern Dialect of Nablus.
Unpublished PhD thesis, Cairo: Ain Shams University.

Ary, D., Jacobs, L., & Razavieh, A. (2006). Introduction to research in education
(6™ ed.): Wadsworth Pub Co.

Askildson, L. R. (2008). Phonological Bootstrapping In Word Recognition & Whole
Language Reading: A Composite Pedagogy For L2 Reading Development
Via Concurrent Reading-Listening Protocols And The Extensive Reading
Approach. PhD thesis, University of Arizona, Arizona.

Babbie, E. R. (1998). The practice of social research, (8th Ed.). Belmont, . CA:
Wadsworth Publications.

Badawi, S. (1973). Levels of Contemporary Arabic in Egypt. Cairo: Daar Elmaarif.

Bakir, M. (1986). Sex differences in the approximation to standard Arabic: a case
study. Anthropological linguistics, 28(1), 3-9.

Bandura, A. (1977). Social learning theory. . Englewood Cliffs, NJ Prentice-Hall.

Bandura, A. (1986). Social foundations of thought and action. Englewood Cliffs,
NJ: Prentice-Hall.

250



Bandura, A. (2001). Social cognitive theory: An agentic perspective. Annual review
of psychology, 52(1), 1-26.

Bassiouney, R. (2009). Arabic sociolinguistics. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University
Press.

Bell, A. (1984). Language style as audience design. Language in Society, 13(2),
145-204.

Bell, A. (1991). The language of news media. Oxford: Blackwell.

Bender, E. M. (2000). Syntactic variation and linguistic competence: The case of
AAVE copula absence. Stanford University Press, Stanford.

Biber, D., & Finegan, E. (1994). Multidimensional Analyses of Authors’ Styles:
Some Case Studies from the Eighteenth Century. Research in Humanities
Computing, 3, 3-17.

Black, T. R. (1999). Doing quantitative research in the social sciences: An
integrated approach to research design, measurement, and statistics.
Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE.

Blanc, H. (1960). Style variations in spoken Arabic - A Sample of interdialectal
Educated Conversation. In Ferguson, C.(ed), pp. 79-156.

Blanc, H. (1964). Communal dialects in Baghdad. Harvard University Press. ,
Harvard.

Bloomfield, L. (1926). A set of postulates for the science of language. Language,
2(3), 153-164.

BNC, B. N. C. (2009). 100 Million Word Corpus of British English Retrieved Jan.
2, 2012, from http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/

Britain, D., & Matsumoto, K. (2005). Language, communities, networks and
practices. Clinical sociolinguistics, 1-14.

Brownlee, K. A. (1961). Statistical theory and methodology in science and
engineering. New York: Wiley.

Buckwalter, T. (2003). Qamus: Arabic lexicography Retrieved Feb. 12, 2011, from
http://www.gamus.org/

Butler, C. S. (1985). Systemic linguistics: theory and applications. London:
Batsford.

251



Bybee, J. (2006). From usage to grammar: The mind's response to repetition.
Language, 82(4), 711-733.

Bybee, J., & Eddington, D. (2006). A usage-based approach to Spanish verbs of
‘becoming’. Language, 82(2), 323-355.

Bybee, J. L. (2000). The phonology of the lexicon: evidence from lexical diffusion.
Usagebased models of language, ed. by Michael Barlow and Suzanne
Kemmer, 65-85: Stanford: CSLI.

Bybee, J. L. (2001). Phonology and Language Use. Cambridge Studies in
Linguistics 94. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Bybee, J. L. (2003). Mechanisms of change in grammaticization: the role of
frequency In Brian D. Joseph and Richard D. Janda (Eds.). The Handbook
of Historical Linguistics (pp. 602-623). Oxford: Blackwell.

Bybee, J. L. (2007). Frequency of Use and the Organization of Language. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Cameron, D. (1997). Demythologizing sociolinguistics' in Nikolas Coupland and
Adam Jaworski (eds). Sociolinguistics. A Reader and Coursebook (pp.55-
68). London: Macmillan.

Cameron, D. (1998). Performing gender identity: Young men’s talk and the
construction of heterosexual masculinity. In J. Coates (Ed.) Language and
Gender. . A Reader (pp. 270- 284). Oxford: Blackwell.

Campbell, A. (2003). Some Thoughts on Methodologies and Practice Research
Networks. Australian and New Zealand Journal of Family Therapy, 24(1),
51-52.

Cassidy, F. G., & Hall, J. H. (1996). Dictionary of American Regional English.
Oregon: Belknap Press of Harvard University Press.

Central Organization for Statistics and Information Technology — lIraq [cosit].
(2010). Retrieved from: http://cosit.gov.ig/english/index.php (accessed at
Dec., 2010).

Chambers, J. K. (1995). Sociolinguistic theory: Linguistic variation and its social
significance. Oxford: Blackwell.

Chambers, J. K. (2003). Sociolinguistic theory: Linguistic variation and its social
significance. (2nd Ed.). Oxford: Blackwell.

252



Chambers, J. K., & Trudgill, P. (1998). Dialectology (2nd Ed.). Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Chandler, S. (2002). Skousen’s analogical approach as an exemplar-based model of
categorization. In R. Skousen, D. Lonsdale & D. Parkinsin (Eds.),
Analogical modeling (pp. 51-105). Amsterdam: Benjamins.

Chomsky, N. (1965). Aspects of the Theory of Syntax. Cambridge: MIT Press (MA).

Coakes, S. (2005). SPSS Analysis without Anguish: Version 12.0 for Windows.
Singapore: John Wiley & Sons Australia.

Coakes, S. J., Steed, L., & Ong, C. (2009). SPSS: Analysis Without Anguish Using
Spss Version 17.0 for Windows. Singapore: John Wiley & Sons, Inc.

Cofer, T. M. (1972). Linguistic variability in a Philadelphia speech community.
Unpublished PhD thesis, University of Pennsylvania.

Cooper, D. R., & Schindler, P. S. (2001). Business research methods. New York:
McGraw-Hill.

Cordesman, A. H., Mausner, A., & Derby, E. (2010). Irag and the United States:
creating a strategic partnership. Washington, DC: Center for Strategic &
International Studies.

Coupland, N. (1980). Style-shifting in a Cardiff work-setting. Language in Society,
9(01), 1-12.

Coupland, N. (1985). Hark, hark, the lark: Social motivations for phonological style-
shifting. Language & Communication, 5(3), 195-227.

Coupland, N. (2001). Dialect stylization in radio talk. Language in society, 30(3),
345-376.

Creswell, J. W. (2003). Research design: Qualitative, quantitative, and mixed
methods approaches (2nd ed.). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Creswell, J. W. (2009). Research design: Qualitative, quantitative, and mixed
methods approaches. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Cutillas Espinosa, J. A. (2004). Meaningful variability: A sociolinguistically-
grounded approach to variation in Optimality Theory. IJES, International
Journal of English Studies, 4(2), 165-184.

Daher, J. (1998). Gender in linguistic variation: The variable (Q) in Damascus
Arabic. Amsterdam: Benjamins.

253



De Saussure, F. (1974). A Course in general linguistics. London: Fontana.

Deuchar, M. (1988). Pragmatic Account of Women's Use of Standard Speech. In J.
Coates & D. Cameron (Eds.), Women in their Speech Communities: New
Perspective on Language and Sex (pp. 27-32). New York: Longman.

Dillman, D. A. (2001). Mail and internet surveys: The tailored design method (2nd
ed.): John Wiley & Sons Inc.

Dirven, R. (2004). Major strands in cognitive linguistics. LAUD Linguistic Agency,
634, 1-44.

Dittmar, N. (1996). Descriptive and explanatory power of rules in sociolinguistics.
In R. Singh (Ed.), Towards a Critical Sociolinguistics (pp. 115-150).
Philadelphia: John Benjamins.

Downes, W. (1984 ). Language and society. London: Fontana.

Dubois, S., & Horvath, B. M. (1998). From accent to marker in Cajun English: A
study of dialect formation in progress. English World-Wide, 19(2), 161-188.

Duranti, A. (1997). Linguistic anthropology. Cambridge: Cambridge University.
Duranti, A. (2008). A companion to linguistic anthropology. London: Blackwell.

Eckert, P. (1989). Jocks and burnouts: Social categories and identity in the high
school. London / New York: Teachers College Press.

Eckert, P. (1991a). New ways of analyzing sound change. San Diego: Academic
Press.

Eckert, P. (1991b). Social polarization and the choice of linguistic variants. New
ways of analyzing sound change, 213-231.

Eckert, P. (1999). Comments on Don Kulick’s paper ‘Language and
Gender/Sexuality’. LanguageCulture Symposium. Retrieved from http://
www.languageculture.org/archives/mailinglists/Ic/199911/msg00004.html.
(accessed at May, 2009).

Eckert, P. (2000). Linguistic variation as social practice: The linguistic construction
of identity in Belten High. Oxford: Blackwell.

Eckert, P. (2003). Language and adolescent peer groups. Journal of Language and
Social Psychology, 22(1), 112-118.

254



Eckert, P., & Rickford, J. R. (2001). Style and sociolinguistic variation. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Edwards, J. A. (1992). Design principles in the transcription of spoken discourse. In
J. Svartvik (Ed.), Directions in Corpus Linguistics. Proceedings of Nobel
Symposium 82. Stockholm, 4-8 August, 1991. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter.
(129-147).

El-Dash, L., & Tucker, G. R. (1975). Subjective reactions to various speech styles in
Egypt. International Journal of the Sociology of Language, 2, 33-54.

El Hassan, S. A. (1977). Educated spoken Arabic in Egypt and the Levant: a critical
review of diglossic and related concepts. Archivum Linguisticum, 6, 112-32.

El-Gindi, A. (1983). Al-lahjaat Al-arabyya fi al-turath. Cairo: Aldaar Al-Arabya
Lilkitab.

Elgin, S. H. (1992). What is Linguistics. Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall.
Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall.

Ellis, R. (1994). The study of second language acquisition. Oxford, USA: Oxford
University Press.

Emerson, T. I. (1966). Toward a general theory of the First Amendment. New York:
Random House.

Fasold, R. W. (1984). The sociolinguistics of language. Oxford: Blackwell.
Fasold, R. W. (1990). The sociolinguistics of language. Oxford: Blackwell.

Fasold, R. W. (1996). The quiet demise of variable rules. In R. Singh (Ed.), Towards
a Critical Sociolinguistics (pp. 79-97). Philadelphia John Benjamins.

Feagin, C. (2002). Entering the community: FieldworklIn. In J. K. Chamber (Ed.),
Sociolinguistic Theory: Linguistic Variation and its Social Significance (2nd
Ed.). Oxford: Blackwell.

Feagin, C. L. (1979). Tense Making in Black English: a Linguistic and Social
Analysis. Arlington,VA: Centre for Applied Linguistics.

Ferguson, C. A. (1959 ). Diglossia. Word, 15, 325-340.
Ferguson, C. A. (1972). The role of Arabic in Ethiopia: a sociolinguistic

perspective. In J. B. Pride and J. Holmes (Eds.). Sociolinguistics (pp. 112-
123). Harmondworth: Penguin.

255



Fischer, J. L. (1958). Social influences on the choice of a linguistic variant. Word,
14, 47-56.

Fishman, J. A. (1965). Who speaks what language to whom and when? La
linguistique, 1(2), 67-88.

Freud, S. (1901). Psychopathology of Everyday Life. Online Version. Retrieved
from http://psychclassics.yorku.ca/Freud/Psycho/index.htm. (accessed at
Nov., 2011).

Gal, S. (1979). Language shift: Social determinants of linguistic change in bilingual
Austria. New York: Academic press

Garrod, S., & Anderson, A. (1987). Saying what you mean in dialogue: A study in
conceptual and semantic co-ordination. Cognition, 27(2), 181-218.

Gass, S. (1979). Language transfer and universal grammatical relations. Language
Learning, 29(2), 327-344.

Gass, S. M. (1997). Input, interaction, and the second language learner. New
Jersey: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Geeraerts, D. (2001). On measuring lexical convergence. In A. Soares da Silva (Ed.)
Linguagem e Cognicdo, Braga: Associacdo Portuguesa de Linguistica. (pp.
51- 61). Berlin Mouton de Gruyter.

Geeraerts, D. (2003a). Cultural models of linguistic standardization. In R. Frank, M.
Putz and R. Dirven (Eds.). Cognitive Models in Language and Thought:
Ideology, Metaphors and Meanings (pp. 25-68). New York Mouton de
Gruyter.

Geeraerts, D. (2003b). Usage-based implies variational. On the inevitability of
cognitive sociolinguistics. Ms, University of Leuven.

Geeraerts, D., & Cuyckens, H. (2007). The Oxford handbook of cognitive linguistics.
Oxford University Press.

Giles, H., Coupland, J.,, & Coupland, N. (1991). Contexts of accommodation:
Developments in applied sociolinguistics. In H. Giles, J. Coupland, and N.
Coupland (Eds.) Contexts of Accommodation: Developments in Applied
Sociolinguistics (pp. 1-68). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Giles, H., & Powesland, P. F. (1975). Speech Style and Social Education. . London:
Academic Press.

256



Glass, G. (1996). Introduction to quantitative methods. . Retrieved from:
http://seamonkey.ed.asu.edu/~gene/502/home.html (accessed at Nov., 2011).

Gordon, E. (1997). Sex, speech, and stereotypes: why women use prestige speech
forms more than men. Language in Society, 26, 47-64.

Gorman, K., & Johnson, D. (2012). Quantitative analysis. In R. Bayley, R. Cameron
& C. Lucas (Eds.), The Oxford Handbook of Sociolinguistics. (chap. 11):
Oxford University Press.

Gumperz, J. J. (1966). On the ethnology of linguistic change. In W. Bright (Ed.)
Sociolinguistics (pp. 27-38). The Hague: Mouton.

Gumperz, J. J. (1982). Language and social identity. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Habib, R. (2008). New Model for Analyzing Sociolinguistic Variation: The
Interaction of Social and Linguistic Constraints. Unpublished PhD thesis,
University of Florida.

Haeri, N. (1991). Sociolinguistic variation in Cairene Arabic: Palatalization and
the'gaf'in the speech of men and women. Unpublished PhD thesis, University
of Pennsylvania.

Haeri, N. (1997). Why do women do this? Sex and gender differences in speech. In
G. Guy, C. Feagin, D. Schiffirin and J. Baugh (Eds.) Towards a Social
Science of Language (pp. 101-14). Amsterdam and Philadelphia: Benjamins.

Haladyna, T. M. (1999). Developing and validating multiple-choice test items. New
Jersey: Erlbaum Associates.

Halliday, M. A. K. (1973). Forward to Basil Bernstein’s class, codes and control. .
In J. J. (Ed.), Language and Society (Vol. 10, pp. 221-223): in the collected
works of M. A. K. Halliday (2007).

Halliday, M. A. K. (1975). Learning How to Mean--Explorations in the
Development of Language. In E. Arnold (Ed.), Explorations in Language
Study (chap. 2,3,4,7). Volume 4 in the collected works of M. A. K. Halliday
(2004).

Hamed, A. (1990). The Arabic Dialects: establishment and development. . (2nd Ed.).
Cairo: Al-Azhar Publishing.

Holes, C. (1983). Bahraini dialects: sectarian differences and the sedentary/nomadic
split. Zeitschrift fir arabische Linguistik(10), 7-38.

257



Holes, C. (1987). Language variation and change in a modernising Arab state: the
case of Bahrain. London and New York: Kegan Paul International.

Holmes, J. (1998). Response to Koenraad Kuiper. Journal of Sociolinguistics, 2,
104-106.

Horvath, B. M. (1985). Variation in Australian English. The Sociolects of Sydney.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hudson, R. (1980). Sociolinguistics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Hudson, R. (1996). Sociolinguistics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hudson, R. (1997). Inherent variability and linguistic theory. Cognitive linguistics,
8, 73-108.

Hudson, R. (2007). Inherent variability and Minimalism: Comments on
Adger'sCombinatorial variability'. Journal of Linguistics, 43(3), 683.

Hulstijn, J. (2001). Incidental vocabulary acquisition in a second language: The
construct of task-induced involvement. In P. Robinson (Ed.), Cognition and
second language instruction (pp. 258-286). Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Hymes, D. (1979). Soziolinguistik: Zur Ethnographie d. Kommunikation (Suhrkamp
Taschenbuch Wissenschaft) (German Edition). Germany: Suhrkamp.

Ibn-Jinni (1952). Al-Khasa'’is. Beirut: dar al-kitab.
Ibn-Khaldoun. (1958). Mogaddima. London.

Ibrahim, M. H. (1986). Standard and prestige language: A problem in Arabic
sociolinguistics. Anthropological linguistics, 28(1), 115-126.

Ibrahim, Z. (2006). Borrowing in Modern Standard Arabic. TRANS. Internet-
Zeitschrift fur Kulturwissenschaften, No. 16/2005. Retrieved from
http://www.inst.at/trans/2016Nr/2001_2004/ibrahim2016.htm. (accessed at
May, 2009).

Ismael, J. S., & Ismael, S. T. (2000). Gender and State. In S. Joseph (Ed.), Gender
and Citizenship in the Middle East. (chap. 9). New York: Syracuse
University Press.

IVSL. (2006). Iraq Virtual Science Library Retrieved March 3, 2010, from
http://www.ivsl.org/

258



Jaber, R. S. (2005). The Effect of Nassiryah Speech Community on Speakers of
Kuwaiti Arabic: a Sociolinguistic Study on Phonological Language
Variation. Unpublished Master thesis. University of Basra.

Jaber, R. S., & Krishnasamy, H. A. (2012a). A Quantitative Approach to Speech
Communities: Fieldwork Strategies. International Journal of English
Linguistics, 2(2), 165-170.

Jaber, R. S., & Krishnasamy, H. A. (2012b). Political and Social Impact on the
Linguistic Behavior of Iragis: A Gender-based Study on Lexical Innovation.
International Journal of English Linguistics, 2(2), 10-20.

Kachigan, S. K. (1986). Statistical Analysis: An Interdisciplinary Introduction to
Univariate & Multivariate Methods. . Michigan: Michigan University Press.

Kelly, A. E., & Lesh, R. A. (1999). Handbook of research design in mathematics
and science education. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Khayyat, S. (1990). Honour and shame: women in modern Iraq. Beirut: Saqgi Books.

Khtani, A. S. (1992). The Impact of Social Change on Linguistic Behaviour:
Phonological Variation in Spoken Arabic, Asir, Saudi Arabia. Unpublished
PhD thesis, University of Essex.

Kiesling, S. F. (1998). Men’s identities and sociolinguistic variation: The case of
fraternity men. Journal of Sociolinguistics, 2(1), 69-99.

Kojak, W. (1983). Language and sex: A case study of a group of educated Syrian
speakers of Arabic. Unpublished Master thesis, University of Lancaster.

Krishnasamy, H. N. and Jaber, R. S. (2012). The Effects of Word Frequency on
Teaching: Theoretical Perspectives. In The 12" International Language
Literature and Stylistics Conference (18 — 20 October 2012). Turkey:
University Balkan Campus, Edrine.

Kvale, S. (1999). The psychoanalytic interview as qualitative research. Qualitative
Inquiry, 5(1), 87-113.

Labov, W. (1963). The social motivation of a sound change. Word, 19, 273-309.

Labov, W. (1966). The social stratification of English in New York city.
Washington, D.C.: Centre for Applied Linguistics.

Labov, W. (1969). Contraction, deletion, and inherent variability of the English
copula. Language 45(4), 715-762.

259



Labov, W. (1972a). Sociolinguistic patterns (Vol. 4). Oxford: Univ of Pennsylvania.

Labov, W. (1972b). Some principles of linguistic methodology. Language in
Society, 1(1), 97-120.

Labov, W. (1994). Principles of linguistic change: Internal factors (Vol. 1): Wiley-
Blackwell.

Labov, W. (1998). The intersection of sex and social class in the course of linguistic
change. In J. Cheshire & P. Trudgill (Eds.), The Sociolinguistic Reader (pp.
4-47). London: Arnold.

Labov, W. (2001). Principles of linguistic change: Internal factors (Vol. 11). Oxford:
Blackwell.

Labov, W. (2006). A sociolinguistic perspective on sociophonetic research. Journal
of Phonetics, 34(4), 500-515.

Langacker, R. W. (1987). Foundations of cognitive grammar: Theoretical
Prerequisites (Vol. I1). Stanford: Stanford University Press.

Laufer, B., & Hulstijn, J. (2001). Incidental vocabulary acquisition in a second
language: The construct of task-induced involvement. Applied Linguistics,
22(1), 1-26.

Leedy, P. D., & Ormrod, J. E. (2001). Practical Research: Planning and Design
(7th Ed.). New Jersey: Merrill Prentice Hall.

Lewis, M. (1997). Implementing the lexical approach: Putting theory into practice.
Language Teaching Publications 3(1), 223-232.

Linares, L. O., Rosbruch, N., Stern, M. B., Edwards, M. E., Walker, G., Abikoff, H.
B., et al. (2005). Developing cognitive social emotional competencies to
enhance academic learning. Psychology in the Schools, 42(4), 405-417.

Lippi-Green, R. L. (1989). Social network integration and language change in
progress in a rural alpine village. Language in Society, 18(2), 213-234.

Llamas, C. (2007). Field Methods. In C. Llamas, L. Mullany & D. Stockwell (Eds.),
The Routledge companion to sociolinguistics (pp. 12-18). London:
Routledge.

Lyon, J. (1968). Introduction to theoretical linguistics. New-York: Cambridge
University Press.

260



Lyons, J. (1981). Language, meaning and context. London: Fontana.

Macaulay, R. K. (1977). Languages social class and education. Edinburgh:
Edinburgh University Pres.

Makiya, K. (1991). Republic of fear: the politics of modern Iraq. New York:
University of California Press.

Malt, B. C., Sloman, S. A., Gennari, S., Shi, M., & Wang, Y. (1999). Knowing
versus naming: Similarity and the linguistic categorization of artifacts.
Journal of Memory and Language, 40(2), 230-262.

Marinellie, S. A., & Chan, Y. L. (2006). The effect of word frequency on noun and
verb definitions: A developmental study. Journal of Speech, Language, and
Hearing Research, 49(5), 1001.

Marinellie, S. A., & Johnson, C. J. (2003). Adjective definitions and the influence of

word frequency. Journal of Speech, Language, and Hearing Research, 46(5),
1061.

MccCafferty, K. (2001). Ethnicity and Language Change. Northern Ireland: Derry.

McNamara, R. P. (1994). The times square hustler: male prostitution in New York
city. Westport: Praeger Publishers.

Mercer, N. (2000). Words and minds: How we use language to think together:
Psychology Press.

Mesthrie, R. (2000). Introducing sociolinguistics: Edinburgh University Press.

Miles, M. B., & Huberman, A. M. (1994). Qualitative data analysis: An expanded
sourcebook: SAGE publications, Inc.

Miller, K. (2005). Communication theories: Perspectives, processes, and contexts:
McGraw-Hill.

Milroy, J. (1992). Linguistic Variation and Change: On the Historical
Sociolinguistics of English. Oxford: Blackwell.

Milroy, J., & Milroy, L. (1978). Belfast: change and variation in an urban
vernacular. In P. Trudgill (Ed.), Sociolinguistic Patterns in British English
(pp. 19-36). London: Edward Arnold.

Milroy, J., & Milroy, L. (1997). Varieties and Variation. In F. Coulmas (Ed.), The
Handbook of Sociolinguistics (pp. 47-64). Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell.

261



Milroy, L. (1980). Language and social networks. Oxford: Blackwell.

Milroy, L. (1987). Observing and analysing natural language: a critical account of
sociolinguistic method. Oxford: Basil Blackwell.

Milroy, L., & Gordon, M. (2003). Sociolinguistics: Method and interpretation.
Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell.

Milroy, L., & Milroy, J. (1992). Social network and social class: Toward an
integrated sociolinguistic model. Language in Society, 21(01), 1-26.

Mitchell, T. F. (1986). What is educated spoken Arabic? International Journal of the
Sociology of Language, 61(1), 7-32.

Morgan, P. S. (1997). Self-presentation in a speech of Newt Gingrich. Pragmatics,
7, 275-308.

Mufwene, S. S. (2005). Language evolution: The population genetics way. In G.
Hauska (Ed.), Gene, Sprachen, und ihre Evolution (pp. 30-52).
Universitaetsverlag Regensburg.

Mullany, L. (2007). Speech communities. In C. Llamas, L. Mullany & D. Stockwell
(Eds.), The Routledge Companion to Sociolinguistics (pp. 84-92). London:
Routledge.

Neuman, W. L. (2000). Social work research methods: Qualitative and quantitative
approaches (4th ed.). Boston: Allyn and Bacon.

Nida, E. A. (1981). Meaning Across Cultures. N.Y: Orbis Books.

Osborne, J. W. (2001). A new look at outliers and fringeliers: Their effects on
statistic accuracy and Type | and Type Il error rates. Unpublished PhD
thesis. North Carolina State University.

Owens, J. (2001). Arabic sociolinguistics. Arabica, 48(4), 419-4609.

Pajares, F. (1996). Self-efficacy beliefs and mathematical problem-solving of gifted
students. Contemporary educational psychology, 21, 325-344.

Parikh, R. (1994). Vagueness and utility: The semantics of common nouns.
Linguistics and Philosophy, 17(6), 521-535.

Paris, S. G., & Paris, A. H. (2001). Classroom applications of research on self-
regulated learning. Educational Psychologist, 36(2), 89-101.

262



Patai, R. (1962). Golden river to golden road: Society, culture, and change in the
Middle East. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania.

Patrick, P. L. (2001). The speech community. In J. K. Chambers, P. T. and & N.
Schillinh-Estes (Eds.), The Handbook of Language Variation and Change
(pp. 573-597). Oxford: Blackwell.

Patten, M. L. (1998). Questionnaire research: A practical guide. Los Angeles, CA:
Pyrczak Publishing.

Patten, M. L. (2004). Understanding research methods: an overview of the
essentials (4th ed.). Los Angeles: Pyrczak Publishing.

Payne, A. C. (1976). The acquisition of the phonological system of a second dialect.
Unpublished PhD thesis, University of Pennsylvania.

Peacock, J. L., & Kerry, S. M. (2007). Presenting medical statistics: from proposal
to publication: a step-by-step guide. USA: Oxford University Press.

Pedhazur, E. J., (1997). Multiple Regression in Behavioral Research (3" ed.).
Orlando, FL:Harcourt Brace.

Phillips, B. S. (2006). Word frequency and lexical diffusion. New York: Palgrave
Macmillan.

Piaget, J. (1977). The development of thought: Equilibration of cognitive structures.
New York: Viking.

Pierrehumbert, J. B. (2001). Exemplar dynamics: Word frequency, lenition and
contrast. Typological studies in language, 45, 137-158.

Poplack, S. (1985). The care and handling of a mega-corpus: The Ottawa-Hull
French Project. In R. F. a. D. Schiffirin (Ed.), tLanguage Change and
Variation (Vol. 29, pp. 411-440). Amsterdam and Philadelphia: John
Benjamins Publishing Co.

Prince, P. (1996). Second language vocabulary learning: The role of context versus
translations as a function of proficiency. The Modern Language Journal,
80(4), 478-493.

Ricoeur, P. (1976). Interpretation theory: Discourse and the surplus of meaning.
Fort Worth: Texas Christian University Press.

Romaine, S. (1980). A critical overview of the methodology of urban British
sociolinguistics. English World-Wide, 1(2), 163-198.

263



Romaine, S. (1994). Language in society: An Introduction to Sociolinguistics.
Oxford Oxford University Press.

Rosch, E. (1978). Principles of categorization. In E. Rosch & B. Lloyd (Eds.),
Cognition and Categorization (pp. 27-48). Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates.

Rott, S. (2007). The effect of frequency of input-enhancements on word learning and
text comprehension. Language Learning, 57(2), 165-199.

Runyon, R. P., & Haber, A. (1976). Fundamentals of behavioral statistics. (3rd Ed).
MA: Addison-Wesley.

Salkind, N. J. (1991). Exploring research. New York, NY: Macmillan Publishing
Company.

Sankoff, D., & Labov, W. (1979). On the uses of variable rules. Language in
Society, 8(2), 189-222.

Sankoff, D., & Sankoff, G. (1973). Sample survey methods and computer-assisted
analysis in the study of grammatical variation. In R. Darnell. (Ed.), Canadian
Languages in their Social Context (pp. 7-64). Edmonton: Linguistic
Research Incorporated.

Sapir, E. (1921). Language: An introduction to the study of speech. New York: :
Harcourt, Brace.

Schilling-Estes, N. (1999). Situated ethnicities: Constructing and reconstructing
identity in the sociolinguistic interview. Proceedings from NWAVE, 27, 137-
151.

Schilling-Estes, N. (2002). Investigating stylistic variation. In J. K. Chambers,
P.Trudgill & N. Schilling-Estes (Eds.), The handbook of language variation
and change (pp. 375-401). Oxford: Blackwell.

Schilling-Estes, N. (2006). Dialect variation. In R. Fasold & J. Connor-Linton
(Eds.), An introduction to language and linguistics (pp. 311-341).
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Schmidt, R. W. (1986). Applied sociolinguistics: The case of Arabic as a second
language. Anthropological linguistics, 28(1), 55-72.

Schoer, L. A. (1970). Test construction: A programmed guide. Boston: Allyn and
Bacon.

264



Schunk, D. H. (1998). Self-regulated learning: From teaching to self-reflective
practice. New York: The Guilford Press.

Seidman, I. (1998). Interviewing as qualitative research: A guide for researchers in
education and the social sciences (2nd ed.). New York: Teachers College
Press.

Share, D. L. (1994). Phonological recoding and self-teaching: Sine qua non of
reading acquisition. Cognition, 55(2), 151-218.

Share, D. L. (1999). Phonological Recoding and Orthographic Learning: A Direct
Test of the Self-Teaching Hypothesis. Journal of Experimental Child
Psychology, 72(2), 95-129.

Shuy, R. W., Wolfram, W., Riley, W. K., & university, M. S. (1968). Field
techniques in an urban language study (\Vol. 3). Washington, DC: Center for
Applied Linguistics.

Sibawaih (1917). Al-Kitab. Haroun, A. (ed.). Cairo: dar al-galam.

Smith, E. E., & Medin, D. L. (1981). Categories and concepts. Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press.

Smith, J. A., & Osborn, M. (2003). Interpretative phenomenological analysis. In J.
A. Smith (Ed.), Qualitative psychology: A practical guide to research
methods. London: Thousand Oaks; New Delhi.

Stansfield, G. R. V. (2007). Iraq: people, history, politics. Cambridge Cambridge
University Press.

Starks, D., & McRobbie-Utasi, Z. (2001). Collecting sociolinguistic data: Some
typical and some not so typical approaches. New Zealand Sociology, 16(1),
79-92.

Suleiman, S. M. K. (1985). Jordanian arabic between diglossia and bilingualism:
linguistic analysis. Amsterdam and Philadelphia: Benjamins.

Tabachnick, B. G., Fidell, L. S. (1996). Using Multivariate Statistics (3rd
ed.). New York: Harper Collins College Publishers.

Tabachnick, B. G., Fidell, L. S. (2001). Using Multivariate Statistics (4th
ed.). Needham Heights, MA: Allyn and Bacon.

Tagliamonte, S. (2006). Analysing sociolinguistic variation. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

265



Tannen, D. (1994). Gender and discourse. New York: Oxford University Press.

Taqgi, H. (2010). Two ethnicities, three generations: phonological variation and
change in Kuwait. Unpublished PhD thesis, Newcastle University.

Taylor, J. R. (1995). Linguistic Categorization: Prototypes in Linguistic Theory.
(2nd Ed.). Oxford: Clarendon.

Taylor, S. J., & Bogdan, R. (1998). Introduction to qualitative research methods: A
guidebook and resource (3rd ed.). New York: John Wiley & Sons Inc.

Terre Blanche, M., & Kelly, K. (1999). Interpretive methods. In M. T. Blanche & K.
Durrheim (Eds.), Research in practice: Applied methods for the social
sciences (pp. 123-146). Cape Town: University of Cape Town Press.

Tosca, S. (2002). The everquest speech community. In F. Mayra (Ed.), Proceedings
of Computer Games and Digital Cultures Conference (pp. 341-354).
Tampere, Finland: Tampere UP.

Trask, R. L. (1999). Key concepts in language and linguistics. London: Psychology
Press.

Trudgill, P. (1972). Sex, covert prestige and linguistic change in the urban British
English of Norwich. Language in Society, 1(02), 179-195.

Trudgill, P. (1974). The social differentiation of English in Norwich (Vol. 13).
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Trudgill, P. (1986). Dialects in contact. Oxford: Blackwell.

Trudgill, P. (1996). Language contact and inherent variability: The absence of
hypercorrection in East Anglian present tense forms. . In J. Klemola, M.
Kyté & M. Rissanen (Eds.), Speech Past and Present: Studies in English
Dialectology in Memory of Ossi lhalainen (pp. 412-445). Frankfurt and
Main: P. Lang.

Trudgill, P. (2000). Sociolinguistics: An introduction to language and society. (4th
Ed.). London: Penguin.

Trudgill, P. (2002). Sociolinguistic Variation and Change. Edinburgh: Edinburgh
University Press.

Van Dijk, T. A. (2008). Critical discourse analysis and nominalization: problem or
pseudo-problem? Discourse & Society, 19(6), 821-828.

266



Van Dijk, T. A. (2009). Society and discourse: How social contexts influence text
and talk. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Van Eman, L. M. (2009). Academic adjustment of gifted fifth, sixth, and seventh
grade children placed in accelerated math courses. Oklahoma State
University, Oklahoma, USA.

Versteegh, K. (1997). The Arabic Language. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University
Press.

Vygotsky, L. S. (1978). Mind in society: The development of higher psychological
processes. London: Harvard University Press.

Wallen, N. E., & Fraenkel, J. R. (2001). Educational research: A guide to the
process. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Wardhaugh, R. (1986). An introduction to sociolinguistics. Oxford: Wiley-
Blackwell.

Watt, D. (2007). Variation and the variable. . In C. Llamas, L. Mullany & D.
Stockwell (Eds.), The Routledge Companion to Sociolinguistics (pp. 3-11).
London / New York: Routledge.

Weinreich, U. (1963). Languages in contact: Findings and problems. Mouton: The
Hague.

Weinreich, U., Labov, W., & Herzog, M. (1968). Empirical foundations for a theory
of language change. In W. Lehmann & Y. Malkiel (Eds.), Directions for
Historical Linguistics (pp. 95-188). Austin: University of Texas Press.

Wilkinson, S., Kitzinger, C., Harré, R., & Moghaddam, A. (2003). Constructing
identities: A feminist conversation analytic approach to positioning in action.
In R. Harre & F. Moghaddam (Eds.), The self and others: Positioning
individuals and groups in personal, political and cultural contexts (pp. 157-
180). Westport, CT: Praeger Westport.

Winford, D. (2003). An introduction to contact linguistics (Vol. 33). Oxford: Wiley-
Blackwell.

Wolfram, W. (1973). Objective and subjective parameters of language assimilation
among second generation Puerto Ricans in East Harlem. In R. Shuy & R.
Fasold (Eds.), Language Attitudes: Current Trends and Prospects (pp. 148-
173). Washington, D. C.: Georgetown University Press.

267



Wolfram, W. A. (1969). A Sociolinguistic Description of Detroit Negro Speech.
Urban Language Series, No. 5. Arlington, VA: Centre for Applied
Linguistics.

268





