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1. Introduction

Methods in Dialectologythe triennial international conference, continues
attract large numbers of high-quality papers arneérimationally-known participants.
Some figures and facts: during five days of meatiMethods 14at the University of
Western Ontario (London, Canada) attracted over @aflicipants from different
countries: Canada, United States, Belgium, Japanitetd Kingdom, Germany,
Denmark (to name just a fewNlethods 14yathered together young academics (doctoral
students and postdoctoral researchers), establgtdars and many leading figures in
dialectology and connected fields.

In addition to the four plenary sessions (Julie &uglraditional Speakers,
Militants, and Language Chang@&eth MacDougall-ShackletorBirdsong dialects:
engines of speciation, epiphenomena, or somethimgoatween;? Fumio Inoue:
Improvements in the sociolinguistic status of ditdeas observed through linguistic
landscapes;and Keren Rice: Variation and change in Dene, Athabaskaeight
excellent workshops on different themes and langsagere organized by scholars

from a range of countries:

I. Dialect and Heritage Language Corpora for the Gao@eneration(Isabelle
Buchstaller, Karen Corrigan, Adam Mearns and Hemndnisl)

! We are grateful to David Heap and Barbara WhiteHe revision of the earlier version of this paper
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ii. English and European Historical Dialectologyarina Dossena)
iii. Dialogue on Dialect Standardizatio{Carrie Dyck, Karen Rice, Tania
Granadillo and Jorge Emilio Rosés Labrada)
iv. Dialect and Regiolect SyntdRAlexandra Lenz, Helmut Weil3, Jurg Fleischer)
v. Gabmap — A Web Application for Measuring and Viirad) Distances between
Language VarietiesJohn Nerbonne et al.)
vi. Methods in Malagasy Dialectolodileana Paul)
vii. Atlas Linguistico de la Peninsula Ibérica (ALPl)edsons and Perspectives
(David Heap et al.)
viii. Nouveaux corpus de francais of&obert Papen, Raymond Mougeon, Jacques
Durand, Chantal Lyche)

The central aim oMethods 14is to promote research on different dialects (in
general) and to share acquired knowledge on topics methodological issues in
specific dialects. The variety of thematic sessionsdata, analyses and techniques in
dialectology are firm proof of the degree of instrm this field of dialect research:

- corpus technologies: geo-informed dialectometry;psnand mapping and

techniques, web-based linguistic analyses;

- study of dialect formation, dialect boundaries apdtial variation;

- variation and change (grammatical and discoursatian);

- variation: analysis and techniques;

- contact and interaction;

- variation and ethnicity.

Due to the large number of conference presentatinddimited space available in
this report, unfortunately, we cannot cover altted papers; much exciting research will
not be mentioned here and we refer the readeredtbceedings of Methods 14

appeain the Bamberg English Linguistics Series (in pragan).

2. North American English and French

In this section, we report on some variation anénge studies focused
primarily on North American English and French framsociolinguistic perspective.
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2.1. Data and methods

The debate about which statistical tools to usedia analyses is a perennial
topic at sociolinguistic conferences. The geo-imfed dialectometry thematic session
(facilitated primarily by John Nerbonne and Williakretzschmar), makes a major
contribution to this debate/discussion by explorthglect variation from the point of
view of new technologies, modern empirical methaad sophisticated statistical tools.

Joseph Roy in his tallSociolinguistics Statistics: The intersection betwe
statistical models, sociolinguistic theory and engai data provides an outline of
different statistical models and their technicauasptions, and then gives examples to
compare a number of linguistic variables analyzed four different statistical
technigues. The author emphasizes the fact thathtbiee of a statistical tool is driven
by an understanding of what statistical technigqueost appropriate for the hypotheses
being tested. Although sophisticated statisticatkpges are able to give results on
statistical significance, it is a sociolinguistbjto read the values and to interpret the
(socio)linguistic phenomena appropriately.

Jack Grieve and Costanza Asnaghi in their pafiee Analysis of Regional
Lexical Variation Using Site-Restricted Web Seasatemonstrate the utility of a novel
method of site-restricted web searches for anadyzgional lexical variation.

Charles Boberg’'s pape8ome quantitative methods in the dialectology ef th
U.S.-Canada bordecontributes to a better description and understgnof the role of
political boundaries in creating and maintainin@lgguistic transitions. His aim is to
explore the extent of the phonological and lexjaiticularities in the Canadian and
American varieties of English in their situationtcdns-border contact.

Alex D’Arcy in her studyWhen variation isn’'t available: Lexical conditiomgn
in English adjective comparisaeveals the need for considering a large corpusder
to define the (non)existence of variability in lingtic systems, as well as emphasizing
the importance of considering as many linguistid aocial factors as possible. She
draws her conclusions based on her study of vanati English adjective comparison
forms (ex.: happiest/the most happy; happier/ nmaq@py) in the vernacular speech of
New Zealand English.
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Sali Tagliamonte and Cathleen Waters’ paper on ousthfor identifying
innovators and their repertoires in the speech coniiypexamines leaders of linguistic
change and their characteristics. They questiontivenghe leaders of one change are
the leaders of others, and if being a leader infteguency of linguistic use implies

being a leader in the direction or category ofuiistic change.

2.2. ldentity

Methods 14 also brought together researchers addressing dlaionship
between variation and ethnicity. Papers from themitic session oidentity raise
interesting issues regarding local identity, stgqees and their correlation with dialect
features.

The paper by Susanne Wagner and Gerard Van Hexi dialect feature to
local identity marker: Converging patterns of verbs in two Newfoundland
communitiesdiscusses the local dialect features in Newfourdll&nglish and their
relation to social motivations and speaker aspinsti The authors point out the dangers
of generalizing, noting that exceptions can be otegkin situations of rapid social and
linguistic change. Studies in two different villagendependently discovered the
tendency of young Newfoundland English speakenssto non-standard variants while
older speakers show a decline in such usage. The &kshaped path is observed by
Barysevich in her papdtrexical variation in contact language situation:eratity or
social conditioning?in the francophone community of Vieux-Hull youuébécois
prefer the use of the stigmatized foctmarto the more common variaatito.

Gerard van Herk and Becky Childs in their papaperstars and bit playefid
that the usage of ‘salient’ locally-identified faegs (interdental stopping and verksl
marking) is being maintained or even increasing ragndocally-affiliated people.
However, this is not the case with ‘non-salienthretigmatized features. Past-habitual
marking and Canadian-raising remain stable or adirdng gradually. The authors
conclude that the increase in rates of local festus correlated with their salienas
local identifiers the meaning and the trajectory of features ateroened by local
linguistic attention, rather than by broader glabatms
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The paper by Jennifer Thorbu@o-variables and saliency in coastal Labrador
is a complement to the two above presentations ewfdlndland English. Thorburn
examines whether salient covariables show the smttern in the variety under study,
and whether these patterns correlate with nonsgafeatures. She concludes that the
relationship between these co-variables cannotxptai@ed based solely on saliency.
Her study of three salient and stigmatized featvesbal s marking e.g.l loves i),
interdental stopping in voicedhémpronounced adgen) and voicelesstliing asting)
contexts; and the non-salient word-final /t, dfediein, andpronounced akan) in data
from Nain, an Inuit community in Labrador, showsattlother factors, such as speaker

agency, may be more suitable as explanations.

2.3. Dialect contact: the case of French

This section looks at papers on varieties of Fremthlanguage-contact
situations. For example, Anne-José Villeneuve in peperRegional French as the
study of a linguistic intersectioaxplores the impact of the influence from Picaad (
regional Gallo-Roman dialect) on French in the shes Picard-French bilinguals and
French monolinguals. Several linguistic features axamined: word-final cluster
simplification and the reduction of the relativeopounqui, among othersln orderto
ascertain a regional language effect, Villeneuvatpoout the need to consider both
linguistic features which exist in the regionaldaage, but which and were taken to the
French variety as well as features which remaimiasom other varieties of colloquial
French.

Anne Violin-Wigent looks at phonetic variability ifDoes the scope of
regionalisms affect their retention? A case studynasal vowels and the double
compound past in Briancoishe questions whether the wider geographicatilgigion
of grammatical features could potentially contréotd the retention or loss of regional
features. She concentrates on the study of thegbicovariability in the pronunciation
of nasal vowels and on the use of the double-compqast in main clauses in the
variety spoken in Briangon, a small town in therfete Alps. The results of this study

show that in a situation of strong contact witmdtrd French and hence its predicted
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strong influence, the geographical factor is nasigaificant as was hypothesized in the
process of dialect leveling.

Ruth King in her talkBack in Time and Space: The Linguistic Trajectdrarm
Old Borrowingtraces the integration of the English intransitprepositionback into
Acadian, Laurentian and Louisiana French from @idiest (1890) attestation through to
its use in recently-constructed sociolinguistic poya. The author builds her
observations concerning the integrationbatk based on comparisons of quantitative
apparent and real time analyses within a dialenty between dialects. She first
concludes semantic reanalysis of the English bamgpwack into French precedes
syntactic reanalysis. Second she points out theapdrticlebackis fully integrated in
varieties of French with long-term and strong contéith English, while the opposite is
true for the communities undergoing language shiftth varieties undergoing
concomitant morphosyntactic erosion.

Philippe Comeau examines variation between theofifee subjunctive and the
indicative in the Acadian French of Baie Sainte-iaNova Scotia. Using multivariate
analyses (GoldVarb X) he studies the contributioh#nternal and external factors to

the maintenance of the subjunctive in this variety.

2.4. Ethnicity and variation

A session orEthnicity as a variable of sociolinguistic investigation ogpd
results on the relationship between ethnicity, eliact and variation in US and Canada.

Malcah Yaeger and Christopher Cieri presented & tad An evolving
perspective on the concept of ethnal@ttey noted that language represents the identity
of a person as well as of the group to which thésspn belongs. They raised
methodological issues of sociolinguistic metadatad achallenges facing all
sociolinguists in their analyses. The authors hgghéd the need to expand
questionnaire protocols for fieldwork in order tworporate attitudinal factors (such as
propinquity, identity—based accommodation; theuafice of intergroup attitudes on the
individual speech in a given community) into analsintegration of attitudinal factors
into questionnaires will contribute to a better ersianding of the impact of the
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relationship between a speaker’s personal and caomtynidentities on their speech
behaviour.

Ethnicity in Canada has only recently begun torvestigated, and primarily for
urban, middle class groups, such as in Montreali§ingBoberg 2004) and Toronto
English (Hoffman & Walker 2010). Naomi Nagy, Joar@iaociej and Michol Hoffman
delivered a talk orAnalyzing Ethnic Orientation in the Quantitative c&dinguistic
Paradigm The authors explore the possible reasons (sucbsaarch methods or type
of variables) for the disparate patterns of coti@ta emerging between linguistic
variants and measures of Ethnic Orientation. Thep address the question of
correlation or co-variation between generationlider to determine whether Ethic
Orientation patterns are changing or stable aaagseaker’s lifespan.

Nicole Rosen and Jeff Muehlbauer investigate the wf ethnicity in the
variation of vowel space and rhythm in French om Bmairies Ethnicity as a variable
on the Canadian prairigs Following the methodology of previous studiesolfBrg
2004; Hoffman and Walker 2010), they investigatéhéd generalizations drawn on the
basis of larger communities (Montreal, Toronto) cae observed in smaller
communities. Their results show that in contragatger communities such as Montreal
and Toronto, where the impact of ethnicity is weedd across generations, in smaller
communities (Canadian Prairies) the role of etlyi@ strong across generations, and
ethnic influences do persist past the second geoer@t least). They suggest that this
maintenance of ethnicity impact is due to the retageographic isolation and lower
social mobility on the Canadian Prairies.

All of the papers presented at thethnicity session make an important
contributions to the investigation of the relatibips between ethnicity, ethnolect and
variation in the US and Canada. The papers pregentéhis section emphasized the
utility of considering the role of ethnicity amomgher social and geographic factors
contributions to the linguistic variation. Finallyre papers in this section encourage the
use of smaller case-by-case studies in order teaeltommunity-specific evaluations

of linguistic variation.
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3. Asian Languages

At the Methods in Dialectology 1donference, 14 papers dealing with language
variation and change in Asian languages were ptede@ompared wittMethods 13
the number itself is more or less the same. WhatadterizedMethods 14was, on the
other hand, that one of the plenaries dealt wifadase sociolinguistics. Although this
was not the first opportunity for Asian sociolingtics/dialectology to become a topic
of a plenary lectureMethods 14was especially significant for its inclusion of a
presentation by the noted Japanese sociolinguishid-Inoue, one of the most active
Japanese delegates at Methods conferences.

The Asian languages covered Methods 14were Japanese, Chinese, and
Singaporean English; these papers discussed vaagpescts of linguistic variation;
geolinguistics, the linguistic landscape, koinenfation, real-time language change,
honorifics, prosodic variation, tone systems, ayotax. This section provides a brief
explanation of each area with some examples framdlevant papers.

3.1. Geolinguistic studies

Two papers focused on geolinguistic studies: TakadDnishi’s paperA New
Theory of the Formation of the Distribution of Japae Dialects and Chitsuko
Fukushima’s paperRevisiting Regional Variation on an Island afterifjh Years
Onishi utilized nation-wide Japanese dialect daltected by the National Institute for
Japanese Language and Linguistics (NINJAL), to @arphow the distribution of major
Japanese dialect divisions were formulated. Basedthlos, he discussed these
distribution patterns in relation to relevant pipies such as the ‘principle of adjacent
distribution of dialects’. Chistuko Fukushima ralsboth geolinguistic aspects of a
Japanese dialect in the southern island of Tokumasin the Kagoshima prefecture.
Based on two surveys (one in 1976-1977, and anath2008), she tries to render a
real-time change especially in the dialect distitou She argued for both dialect

change and its maintenance in several categories.
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3.2. ‘Linguistic landscape’

Two papers raised this topic in Japanese-spealongmnuinities: Daniel Long
and Seiichi Nakai's papeResearching Non-standard Dialect Usage in Lingupssa
and Fumio Inonue’s plenary lecturBmprovements in the sociolinguistic status of
dialects as observed through linguistic landscapg®idies on linguistic landscapes
started early 1990s, and have been one of the awtige and popular research topics in
today’'s Japanese sociolinguistics. Long and Naksjser raised a methodological issue
in their studies on linguistic landscape, which #nghors call ‘linguascapes’. The
meaning of the use of non-standard forms in sigrdsgathe role and function of
senders and receivers of such messages, the @agigrepresentation of non-standard
forms, and language attitudes were discussed. maqulenary lecture on language
landscapes focused on the sociolinguistic statuganbus Japanese dialects, claiming
that linguistic landscape should be one of the Keysepresent their status. Raising
examples from his fieldwork data, he explainedrammgase of the dialectal usage of the
linguistic landscape can be observed over the pésyears. He also discussed the

advantages of the use of ‘Google maps’ to investitfze use of dialectal forms.

3.3. Koine formation

Two papers raised this topicMethods 14Yoshi Asahi’'s paperSame dialects,
similar dialect settings, and different sociolingtic histories and Mie Hiramoto’s
paper,Phonological Change of Téhoku Dialedsahi’'s paper discussed similarities
and differences amongst three Japanese regionak kiai the northern islands of
Hokkaido, Sakhalin, and Kuril, in both Japan and$ta He claimed that each had very
similar immigration dialect contact situations altigh the average community-age
varied. Hiramoto focused on another Japanese yai@bad, Hawai'i Japanese. Based
on sound recordings made in the late 1970s ang £#880s of first-generation Japanese
immigrants from the Tohoku region, she conductediatinguistic analyses of the
sound changes observed in this variety of Japaistseargued for the possibility that
the second dialect acquisition of the local hogpadase dialect is based on the
Hiroshima dialect, one of the major dialect grourpblawai’i.
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3.4. Real-time language change

Four real-time language change studies were ablsepted: Kenjiro Matsuda’s
paper, Observing the Transition of Honorifics for 55 yeaGhitsuko Fukushima’s
paper (see 8§ 3.1); Fumio Inoue and Akemi Yamaghi@hange in the use of
beautiflying “0” and late adoptionJames Stanford®lethods in Tone Dialectology

| have already reported Fukushima’s work in “Geglirstic studies” above;
however, what should be emphasized here is thaadbgted a real-time approach. She
utilized the same survey methods to collect hea dae in 1970s and the other one in
2008), thus her paper can be also categorized ameahggme language change studies.
Kenjiro Matsuda’s paper dealt with another realdgifanguage change study on
Japanese honorifics based on the three sociolitigy@srveys conducted in Okazaki
City, Aichi prefecture by the National Instituterfdapanese Language and Linguistics.
He discussed honorific change and its implication®lation to such social variables as
sex and educational background, and to lifespamgdalnoue and Yamashita also
explored a change in the ‘beautifying o’ in Japankenorifics in both the apparent-
time and real-time frameworks. Details of theirdstuwvill be described in the next
section. James Stanford investigated variatioroine tsystem in the Chinese language,
comparing his research data collected in the 2@@®sa 1950s survey, Shuiyu Diaocha

Baogao. Again, details of his paper will be illaséd in a later section.

3.5. Honorifics

Two papers dealt with Japanese honorificdViathods 14 those by Kenijiro
Matsuda, and Fumio Inoue and Akemi Yamashita (¢les eibove). Matsuda discussed
sociolinguistic change in Japanese honorifics, evinlboue and Yamashita focused on,
one of the major categories in Japanese honorifimsautification’ (1t &, or
bikago). They looked into its change and acquisiby adults. Matsuda'’s paper looked
into the degree of politeness in panel data: heneld that middle-aged female panel
showed a downward trend in their honorifics white male panel stayed at the same

level of politeness.
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3.6. Prosodic variation and tone system

Two paper raised issues in prosodic variation, mmdapanese and the other on
a tone system in Chinese: Ichiro Ota, Shoji Tak&htmshi Nikaido, Akira Utsugi, and
Yoshi Asahi’s paperyVariation in prosodic phrase of Japanese diale@sd James
Stanford’s paperMethods in Tone Dialectologyta and his colleagues focused their
attention on the prosodic subordination phenomankpanese dialects of Kagoshima,
Fukuoka, and Sapporo in relation to the Tokyo dtald8ased on sociolinguistic
interviews with both older and younger age groupsach locality, they found that
language change in tone level is in progress; yage groups tend to have a similar
trend in all localities. They also discussed thpliapbility of the ‘cookbook method’
when seeking correlations between social variadnheklinguistic variation.

Stanford focused on one Chinese dialect, i.e. #lect of Southwest of China:
it is said to have six tones whilst standard Chenleas four. He claimed that regional
variation is observed in Tones 1 and 6, and thagtws more, Tone 6 was more stable
than Tone 1, which has shown some real-time changes

3.7 Syntax

Lastly, one paper focused on syntax in a new waoétSingaporean English.
Mie Hiramoto’s paperCan Construction in Colloquial Singapore EnglistubStrate
Reinforcement and Semantic Broadeniegplained that can in Colloquial Singapore
English (CSE), has a different function from th&Standard English. She claimed that
in CSE can have the meanings ‘competent’ and ‘gKagth of which are equivalent to
meanings In substrate languages, including ChiaeskMalay. She also argued for

some syntactic constraints on the use of can in.CSE

4. Conclusion

A diversity of theoretical frameworks, empiricalpgpaches and methodological
viewpoints interacted with each other during fivaitful days of at theMethods 14

165

©Universitat de Barcelona



A. Barysevich & Y. Asahi

conference. We are glad to notice increased irttdresand willingness to share
(socio)linguistic data between scholars, and a grgunterest in web-based corpora.
Methods in Dialectology 14lso saw contributions emphasizing the interadbienveen
synchronic and diachronic research methods asaseatbntributions with new methods
in dialect research. However, there are a couplsugfjestions we could consider in
near future, perhaps at tMethods 15

During Methods 14 we noticed an under-representation of less-studied
languages, and small community-specific dialectsenmm®l under-represented.
Phonological variation is still a major area inlda@ research, but more attention paid to
research in other areas would be welcome. We alsoueage the participation of more
researchers from different parts of the world (clochg perhaps from less-developed
countries in order to acquire a more global perdpemn dialect research and to
contribute to its development around the world).

Methods 15will take place at the University of Groningen (Nerlands) in
August 2014. We look forward to seeing you all gher

166

©Universitat de Barcelona



