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Abstract

This study deals with the impact of literacy on a sociolinguistic pattem of
variation in regard of four phonological variables found in Khasibi Iragi Arabic
thencelorth KA. the variets ol Arabic spoken in Abul Khasib, a rural area in the
sauthernmost part of Trag. By the application of o gquantitnise amalosis woa cormas
ol data consisting of tape recorded speech of 00 informants representative ol the
users of this spoken variety of Arabic. the present research has come to a
conclusion that that literate speakers of Khasibi fraqi Arabic appear to adopt the
prestigions linguistic forms of the four phonological variables in question in their

- speech much more than their illiterate peers. This inference conlforms o the resulis
of sume other stmilar stedies conducted inthree other Arabic using communitics,

I. Introduction

IL has been found that speakers who use KIA' vary in their speech as regards
Sour particidar phonological variables (DatTar, 1990). A general sociolinguistic
patlern has come (0 be revealed in this connection, Khasibi people who maintain
contact with Basra centre {hencelorth BCY tend to use the urban variants of {j), (q).
. 3 .
{a) and {@:),much more than those who have no such comact do (see tabie 1), The

urban variants of these four variables are respectively the | ‘g, ‘27 and /@,

[n addition, this pattern of sociolinguistic variation has been proved 1o be
affected by some other social variables, one of which is the speaket’s state of
literacy”.

The present study aims at re-reading and re-discussing the results detected by a

i crevious analvsis of data colleeted rom the real speech ol 60 Khasibl informants
. . . .4
who were selected 10 be a representative sample ol their speech community™. The
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The impact of literacy on Scciolingnistic Variation in Khasibi Iraqi Arabic

results under reference are 10 be re-investigated for the purpose of revealing and
Jscertaining the range of the clfect ob the speaker’s state of fiteracy on the choice of
the urban Yinguistic forms by KIA speakers.

Tabile 1. Effect of contact with BC on the choice of the urban
variants /jl. /g/, 18/, and /@:/ in the speech of KIA speakers

Urban Variant | Cont - Cont’_ Pvalue |
T T3 T 3827 P<0.000 ‘
_ o ip=0on |
‘q - 2.1 67.4 F=0.002 '
| (P <001
o R34 690 P = 0.003
Ll (P <0.00)
o el T s T p<odol
: ' (P <001}

Note: Cont’ = the average pereentages ol the oeeurrencees ol the urban variants in
the speech of Khasibi informants hay ing contact with BC
Cont = the average percentages of the occurrences of the urban variants in
the speech of Khasibi informants having no contact with BC

2. Methodology

Far the purpose ol re-apalysing the data empioved ina proviois v ork 1 Doty
19909, the present study similarly uses a quantitative analysis approach w hich

inphies:

4. The selection of the same phonological variables studied formerly. i.e. the (1h
) tar and (@ sariables. Pach ol these suriables has o pair of urhan v
Cariants which are used interctimgeably by KT speahers, Phan e | ovs d Lo
Godacvsiqfand G fvs fa respectively. Socially speaking, the urban variants
are considered the prestigious ones, whereas the others are regarded as stigmatized
forms. Furthermore. these variables are so salient that one of them, viz. the (J). 15
charactetized as a focal stereotype (ibid).

b. The individual percentage scores of the urban variants of the four linguistic
variables under investigation are tabulated into two main conirastive set o show
patterns of sociolinguistic variation in the speech of literate vs illiterate KlA
speakers. Such patterns were subjected to two widely familiar statistical techniques.
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The first. which is known as the paired t test, was used for the purpose of verifying
the significance of the patterns. 1T P is less than or equal o 0.01 (P < 0. 015, the
pattern of difterences is highly significant. If P ts more than 0.01 and less than or
caual 1o .05 (P 003, the pattem of differences i significant. In case Pis more
than G053 (P = Q.05 the differences are msiginicant.

The other statistical technique which has been applicd 0 this study is the
analvsis of variance {ANOVA). The F ratio vajue produced by the impiementation
of this technique has been emploved 1o prove whether or not any interaction of
<ome other social variables is valid in this respeet, If the F ratio appears higher than
the b owhle value”. it proves the validinn o the intersection (Alilroy. 1980 122
PButler, 1985 127-30),

3. The Analvsis of the Results
Iy this section, as in (DaflTar 19905 cach of the four Tincwstic variables m
quiestion is e be tackled separately, Bt s the scores ol the urban varants which are

to he taken mainly for the purpose of analyzing the data though those of the rural
ones dre not e be neeglected thoroughly.

3.1 The () Variahh:
Y previous anadysts of the data ander discussion has res ealed that Khasibis who

Table 2. Effect of contact with BC on the choice of /j /, the
urban variant of the {j) variable, by the male informants

Age Stale of Cont {unl -
) CLiteriey OGN GM JGN - GM
600 -~ 1 568 378 |
- 2 129 09 .
0-39 - 3 812 67.6
1 6 o
200 39 Syl 809
16 748 | 25.6
. P=0d12 (P <0.01)

Notes: GN = group number (M = group mean
Source: Daffar (1900 tahle: 4.1y
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Table 3. Effect of contact with BC on the choice of /j /, the
urban variant of the () variable, by the female informants

Age Statcof _ Cont Cont -
_ Litraey GN_GM JoN GM
60 + | 10D 7 53.8
o N P 3.
0-39 -3 973 49 349
N 4, 743 Jlo| 167 |
-39 + 51951 f11] 544
- .6 818 fl12 347
Tpzoo00n T P00ty

Soree: Datar (19900 table: 4.2

have close contact with BC tend to use the urban variant of the (j) vartable more
than their peers who do not have such contact do (ibid: 80). This is observable in
tables 2 and 3 abov g,

How ey er, @ more aveuriie look ot the results shown in ables 3 and 3 detects that
with the exception ol the last two cases ol the middle aged and younger generations
displaved in table 3. the choice of the urban variant in the speech of the literate
informants who have no contact with BC is more than it is in the speech of either
tvpe ol the illiterue intormants: those who have contact with BC on the-one hand
and those who have no such contact on the other hand. The superiority of the scores
in the cose of the lerate informants. who hive ne contact with BC. though with
lwo exceptions, indicates that the impact of literacy on the adoption of the urban
variant in question is greater than that of contact with B,

Tuble 4. The choice of fj /. the urban variant of the (j) variable, by three male
age eroups of Khasibi informants different as regards literacy (Lit) and
contact with BC (Cont)

TAge L& L& . Ltk
- Cont”  Cont™  Cont’
60 0% 129 378
40-59 a2 63 67.6

2039 6, 748 - 809
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this connection whereas the iliterate females have scored only 39.25 on the other
hand. In koth cases these results were caleulmed regardless of the cross sectional
impact of the social variable of contact with BC.

Tabte 6, Effect of literacy on the choice of the urban variant of
the (f} variable by men

Age Contact L F  Litm  Pvalue
withBC GN ~ GM FGN - GM i
60" 4+ 1 sex BT 129 5
- > - 378 g 05 |
i T s e E T e s 0000
S SRR RO | L 3
2039 =3 97.2 L. 748 (P=000)
L -6 809 f12 ¢ 256 |
Avg, 703 Avg, 333
Note: Lic = literate
o ilheerate

Souree: Dalfar (19U 1able 4.8
Table 7. Effect of literacy on the choice of the urban variant of
the {(j) variable by women

'-\:*L Lnniu.l . [ll Pl
with BC OGN WA

o b0
- 2 538

w030 ST 3 7 91 =0.015 |
_ 4 349 '

20039 Soon (- 0%
- £y 4.4

- .fh_‘&__._ T6.1
Source: Daltar ¢ 1990: table 4.9)

Howeser, the details in table 7 disclose the two exceptions already mentioned
above, It is alse clear that dliterate women ot the middle aged and younger
generations who have contact with BC adopt | . the urban variant, in their speech
more than literate women ot the same generations who no such contact do, which
means that the effect of contact with BC in these cases is more than that of literacy.




Ih.n ffar |

It is worth noting here that the implementation of the paired t test to these two
tables has proved that the patiems of differences in table 7 are significant (P < 0.0%)
and they are highly significant (P < 0.01) in the case of wble 6. The application ol
the ANOVA on U other lumd has indicated that the interaction hetween ses and
literaey Is valid. The t ratio which was obtained is 12,32 whereis the b labic value
ts only (1.999,

Figure 2 shed more light on this issue. It shows the proportion of the effect of
literacy 1o the effect of contact with BC on the choice ol § - by KIA speakers. This
~roportion s slightby more than 1.2 10 Tin the vase ol males and stightly more than
G o | i the case of females. This makes it clear that the impact ol lieraes on the
adoption of /] - is roughly speaking more than that of contact with BC in the case of
males but it is the opposite i the case of females.

"\LllLH Females

F— — — 5 r

-t
R :!___

| A B ¢ i A B c

Note: A = illiterate informants having no contact with BC
B = illiterate informants having contact with BC
= Jiterate informants haying no contact with BC
Figure 2. Proportion of the cffect of literacy to the effect of contact with

BC on the choice of /j /

The (q) Variable

I’or the purposc of getting a clear insight into the impact of literacy on the use of
the urban variant of the {q) variable, it is important to note:
This variable. as in some other Arabic dialects . hax several variams one of
which is the «q - which is considered o reflex of the veiceless vty stop foung I
Standard Arabic ¢ Abd-cl-awad, 1987 530611




The impact of literacy on Sociolinguistic Variation in Khasibi 1ragi Arabic

In KIA., the /q ¢ and /G / occur interchangeably onlv in words which are
residuals of classical Arabic. neologisms that are borrowed from Standard Arabic.

and some loanwords and proper nouns,

b. This variable has been undergoing an advanced phase of linguistic change in
progress Daffar. 1990: 84-85).

¢ The rural variant of this vartable appears to be stigmatized by most of KiA
speakers as well as the urbanites in BC (ibid: &84).

As in the case of the (j} variable, the analysis of the data in the previous study
has also inferred a similar pattern of sociolinguistic variation with regard to the (q)
variable. Tt has alse been found that “KIA speakers who have contact with BC
choose ¢ . the urban variant in theiv speech more frequentdy than those who do
nol have such comact”™ {ibid: 94). The pereentage scotes shown in tables 8 & 9
reveal the ditferences in the use of the /q ¢ between those two types of informants in
various groups.

Table 8. Effect of contact with BC on the choice of /q /. the
urban variant of the (g) variable, by the male informants

"TAge | Swateof | Cont’ Cont- |
o CLiteracy {GN: GM JGN  GM
60" + .1 848 7 70.2
A T X I 208
o0 - 3 wed Lo 827
T e en
Wi+ 546 i 88l
6 Tel |12 462

s vy Tty Vet

Sauree: DatTar 4 1990, abic: 40020
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Table 9. Effect of contact with BC on the choice of /q /. the
urban variant of the {g) variable, by the female informants

" Age : Staeof | Cont’ Cont - i
| literacy GNC GM LGN GM
T80+ o0 7 R&S
a roan R 481
T40-59 7 T2 T3 100 100 |
I 4 903 |10, 637 |
- 20-39 ST 5 o84 bl o974
! T T w3a i 673
P = 0.068 (P = (LO3)

Source: Daffar {1990, table: 4.13)

However, the percentage scores display ad in tubles 10 & |1 demonstrate a case
cimilar to the one found in the present study with regard to the (j) variable. yet
without any exception this time. [t is clear that the literate informants who have no
contact with BC exceed i their scores of adopting the g - thetr specch ther
illiterate peers who have such contact as well as the iMiterate who have no such
comnact.

Table 10. the choice of /q /, the urban variant of the (q) variable, by three
male age groups of Khasibi informants different as regards literacy and
contact with BC

 Age lic & Lit & LU &
. Com . Con _ Comt
60 o208 399 70.2
TT0-50 T 363 707 B2
2039 462 760 B&E

Table 10. The choice of /q /. the urban variant of the {q) variable, by three
male age groups of Khasibi informants diffcrent as regards literacy and

contact with BC

Age LU & Lit & . Lit &
: Cont’ Cont”™ : Cont~
0 208 . 399 ' 702 |
“a039 363 707 827 o
2038 462 &8.]

760
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The impact of literaey on Sociolinguistic Variation in Khasibi [raqi Arabic

This pattern, which implies the priority of literacy over contact with BC in
affecting the choice of /q /. the urban variant of the variable under reference. bv
KIA speakers is also indicated by the detatls ot figure 3. Disregarding the scores ol
the tierme nformants wlo Lave contet with BCL i is clear that the peaks of the
tse of the -g 7 by the hiterme informants without such contact are higher than the
ones pertaining to the illiterate informants maintaining such contact. This indicator
emphasizes again the superiority of the impact of literacy over that of contact with

BC.

120 -
100

80 +—2 A /\ M
60 4 '\\ //KV/A\V//A\\YX/ ‘\ :’f [~ conts]

I
n L : : — S : . — ' .
L il L4Q-il40- L 20- 4 20- L it LAC- <7 L20-il 20-
60+ 60+ S9mS58m 39m 39 m 60+F 60+ 557 591 39F 3G°
m m

Figure 3. Ihstribution of the urban varianr ol the {q) vanable: the effect of
literacy |

The results shown In tables 12 & 13 reveal the same pattern of sociolinguistic
vartation in this connection. It 15 afso apparent that erate informants without
ot wii BO end o ciwoese g L the urhan varsens e thenr speech moere
requenthy than dhiterate oxlormunts whe do e sacly contact, I addition, table 15
discloses two distinguished cases in one of which both types of the literate female
informants, those who have contact with BC and those who do not have such
vontiact, have scored the same number of occurrences of the /g 7 in their speech. i.e.
N0 {see groups S & 6 in table 130 In the other case 1t i clear that while the
Hlerale femate informants who maintain contaet with BC have used the g 798 4%,
their literate peers whe do not have such contict hase approximated to this same
result in their choice oi this variane. The differerce is nothing but one (cf. groups 3
& 6 in tabie {3). As such, the elfect of contact in these cases appears to be nil or
trilfe. '
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Table 12. Effect of Hteracy on the choice of the urban variant of
the (q) variable by men

Age  Conmtact LU _I Lit~ _ Pajue
_____ __withBC GN__ GM__JGN _ Gal
60 - '. g1& | 7 39
- T2 ] 8 208 |
40-39 - 3904 5  70.7 P=0.002
- + 8.7 |0 363
20-39 - S 946 11 61 {P<00D
Y TR |
we, M0 LA ___._J-' >

Source: Daﬁ'a:_' t1990: tabTe -1"! -

Table 13. Effect of literacy on the choice of the urban variant of
the {q) variable by womcen

Age Contact Lit Lit’ __ Pralue
with BC_GN _ GM fGN GM
600 _ ~ 1L 100 7o 7o
. R 5 SR
0.9 - 3 o0 o a3 P=o00d
| - 1100 10 63T
20-39 ~ 3 98.4 11 824  (P<0.01)
- 6 974 12 623
Avn. 974 JAva 673

It is worth noting here that when tables iZ & |3 were subjected to the paired t
test. it was found that the P value is 0.0} in both of them. which means that the
patterns of differences are highly significant. The application of the ANOV A on the
other hand has produced the F ratio value of 28 .92 which. when compared with the
i 1able value of 0.9993, proses that the interaction oY =y w ith literacy is valid, in
this connection. the resulis. which are dispiayed in wabies 12 & 13, show that all

nvpes of the female informants axceed their male peers with respect to their
randency to avoid the rural variam of the variable under discussion,

11+




The impact of literaey on Sociolinouistie Yariation in Khasibi lraqi Arabic

This may indicate that Khasibi women stigmatize /G /, their local variant, more
than Khasibi men do. And hence. it corresponds to what Ttrudgill (1974: 94) states
irt this respect, that women. due to their status consciousness, wend to use the more
prestigious linguistic forms in thetr speech.

Figure 4 itlustrates this pattern of sociolinguistic variation more evidently. It
apparently shows that literacy has more effect on the choice of the /q / in the speech
oi Khasibi people than their contact with BC does. The proportion of the influence
ol literacy to that of contact with BC is slightly more than 1.3 to 1 in the case of
men and approximatels 1.5 to 1 oin the case ol women. However, this does not
contradict the inlerence. which has alrcady been menvoned above, that the
tendency of the female informants to use /q / is prior to that of their male peers.
Actualty. that interence has been established by comparing the percentage scores of
the literawe informants tn both cases. [n other words. it indicates sex differentiation
as regards the offect the speaker’™s state of Titeracy on the choice of this urban
variant, On the other hand, the use ol the proportions given here does not aim at
confirming such a case of sex dillerentiation. These proportions indicate the effect
of literacy on the choice of /q ¢ by each sex separately, i.e. men and women when
thev arc treated as two separate unrelated categories. The objective behind these
proportions 1s 10 show the influence of the variable of fiteracy on the choice of the
yrhan variunt ander discussion. The lag of the proportion of the effect of literacy in
Ure case of Temales can be esplained by the dominant use of the /g ¢ vartant not
only by the literate women but also by their illiterate peers who do not have contact
with BC. a cas¢ which consequently makes the difference in the scores of such
tvpes of informants decrease and hence the difterence in the propoertional value.

Nades Females
o e e ; - :
3 J, 3
2 ; ; ! b2y
! ! ; o i .
i [ Y :——_l........._.___ P A ; r ;__,. I
N : o E A R
o o || | |  JE S A r .
A B C | A B c

Figure 4. Proportion of the effect of literacy to the effect of contact with

BC on the choice of /g /
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3.3 The (&) Variable

As regards this variable. the analvsis of the results in Daftur {1990:98 & 10H
have shown a pattern of sociolinguistic variation similar to the one found in the
cases of the (j) and (q) variables (see 3.1 & 3.2). Yet, the reading of the numerals
<ct in tables (14 & 15) offers another finding. It indicates that literate informants of
various age groups who have no contact with BC take the lead in the adoption of
‘% 1, the urban variant of the (g} variable. They choose it in their speech more than
their illiterate peers who have such contact do. This means that they follow the
same sociolinguistic pattern ol variation which they preserye with regard to the ()
and (q) variables as concerns literate vs. iliterate.

Table 14. The choice of /& /, the urban variant of the (&) variable, by three
male age groups of Khasibi informants diffcrent as regards literacy and
contact with BC

Age Lir& | Lic & | Lit & |
- i Cont’ Cont™ | Comt™
o0 289 372 ¢ 801
TTese T a05 T ai 896

2039 465 . T9 ] 889

—_— ) ————— ———

Table 15, The choice of /g /, the urban variant of the (g} variable, by three
male age groups of Khasibi informants different as regards literacy and
contact with BC

Aee L& L& | Lit& |
'\ Cont- | Cont’ Cont~
60" 422 56.9 89.7
3050 58 0 886 965
20-39 76.8 813 100

As such, it 1s apparent that literacy appears to have more obvious effect than
_ contact with BC as regards the adoption of the urban variant of the (&) variable by
KI1A speakers.

This finding is clearly shown in figure 5. The uraph in this figure asceraing thal

the peaks of the percentage scores of the literate informants without contact with
BC are higher than those of their illiterate peers whether or not having such contact.
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& A . . .
. ._'\\_ ,j VAN SNV [ conts
-. \ ;’/ M | —=— cont-

L it L40-i140- L20-il20- L il L&#0-H 40 L 20- il 20-
60+ GO0+ 59m §9m 39m 3% m 60+f 60+F 59f 59f 39f 39f
m m

Figure 5, Distribution of the urban variant of the (g) variable: the effect of
literacy

In tables 16 & i7. oeee lizhe is cast or the details of this soctolinguistic pattemn
ol variation as regards the use of the urban sartant of the variable i question. It is
evident that the percentage scores of the literate yaunger female groups are egual.
100% in both types of the informants: those with contact with BC and those
without such contact. This case indicates that the impact of contact with BC is nil
.as far as the choice of /g / by these two younger female groups of the infokmants is
concerned. However. this 1s only a specific case which does not contradict the
seneral sociolinguistic pattern formerly pointed our as regards the cffect of contact
with BC on the use of the urban variant of the () variable by Khasibi informants®,

Table 16. Effect of contact with BC on the choice of /g /, the
urban vartant of the (g) variable. by the male informants

Awe Sute ol Cont Com-__ !
. Literacy .GN, GM  JGN: GM |
e L o+ 1 ;917 B0l
- 21372 ]38 289 |
40-39 1+ 30023 19 896
4720 B0 403
20-39 0+ 5 987 11| 889
i . 6] 79 12 | 46.5
| P =0.034 {P <0.05)
S

ource: Datfar {1990, 1able: 4.22
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Table 17. Effect of contact with BC on the choice of /g /, the
urban variant of the (&) variable, by the female informants

Ape  Suae of . ] ___
: . Literacy
) 6 - ) + !
I
30°39 |+
20-39
P=0.062 (P>00%)

Source: Daffar (1990 table: 4.23)

Similar to the twvo cases of the (i and (4g) Lariables, the proporion obtained by
fiegure 6 indicates that the etfeet of lilwaacy on the choice of /g / is also more than
hat of contacy with BC. (U is slightly less than 1.4 10 | in thc case of men am
approximately 1.25 to 1 in the case of wornen. This shows that the range of the
impact of literacy on the choice of the urban variant by women is not so much as it
< in the case of men. Actually. this is due 1o the faet that women in generild
(whether litefate or illiterate) are more stalus conscious and henee tend o use the
more prestigious linguistic forms (Trudgill, 1974: 94), and it consequently indicates
that the rural variant of the (g) variable is 5o much despised by most Khasibi
women regardless of their state of literacy.

Nales IFemales

51 5
4 4o 4
3 3 —
2 i
il i
uTi . : : | o+ | . | . . ]

A B c A B c

Figure 6. Proportion of the effect of literacy to the effect of contact with

BC on the choice of /87
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3.4 The (a:) Variable

In connection with this Variable, the same aforementioned study of
sociolinguistic variation in K1A (Daffar, 1990: 107} has inferred a general pattern
of sociolinguistic variation similar to the ones pertingnt to the (j). (q), and (g)
variahles. It has been found that Khasibi informants who have contact with BC
adopt the urban variant of the of the variable under reference much moere than those
who do not have such contact (sce tables 18 7 1Y)

Table 18. Effect of contact with BC on the choice of /a: /, the
urban variant of the {a:) variable, by the male informants

Age | Stateof  Cont’ qaht- ]
. Literacy GN GM JGN: OM
R N S I ML
T N
SRR 3owe o 74
4661 F10 ] 423
20-39 | -5 86 FU| 738 |
| 6 77 12 52.5 ~
] S Tome T loon

Source: DalTar (1990, ble: 4.30)

Table 19. Effect of contact with BC on the choice of /a: /, the
urban variant of the (a:) variable, by the female informants

Age CSute ol Cont Cont-
Literacy GN GM__FGN: GM
600+ 1 857 Q7| 409
| 2 168 B8 1 93
T I R S WX 9 i 513
3Ty e 262
20-39 o+ 5T pu s
T T e 468 [120 340
N P=0.012 (P <0.05)

Source: Daffar (1990, table: 4.31)

124




Daffar

However, the re-tabulation of the same numerals analyred in that study can
indicate another pattern of sociolinguistic vartation. Tables 200 & 21 evidently show
that titerate informants without contact with BC incline to adopt the urban variant
of the (a) variable more than their illiterate peers including those who have
contact with BC. There is only one exception here. [t is the case in which the
illiterate vounger age group of male informants who have contact with BC exceed
their litcrate peers who have no such contact in the use of fa: { in their speech.

Table 20. The choice of /a: /, the urban variant of the (a:) variable, by three
male age groups of Khasibi informants different as regards literacy and
contact with BC

Ave L& L& Lick
- Cont” Lot - Cont

B R £ % T2 S B
4039 0 423 661, 734
Topa9 0 s2s 077 738

Tuble 21. The choice of /a: /, the urban variant of the (a:) variable, by three
male age groups of Khasibi informants different as regards literacy and
contact with BC

T Age | LIt & Lit" & Lit" &
' - Cont” Cont”  Cont’
60 93 6.8 409
S 059 262 A7 513
2039 340 468 57 |

L—

Figure 7 illustrates this sociolinguistic patern with respect to the variable use of
4 more evidently. 1L is apparent that the peaks o the scores ol the use of Jat + by
literate K1A speakers are higher than those of their illiterate peers. 1t indicates that
literacy has remarkable effect on the choice of /a: / by KIA speakers.
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90
5 NS A AN
o= /AN
50 = \ Vo N —— cont+
e NN/ 4 \.\\ ANV
20 \Vs‘x i N . cont
2 AV N/ L

0 \

10

L 60+ il 60+ L 40- il 40- L 20- il 20- L 60+ il 80+ L 40- il 40- L 20- ¥ 20-
m m 63m 5%m 39m 39m f f 59f 59f 39f 29f

Figure 7. Distribution of the urban variant of the (a:) variable: the effect of
literacy

Tables 22 & 23. which were subjected to the paired t test, have ascertained the
hizh significance of the sociolinguistic pattern of variation as regards the variable
under discussion. The P value has been found o be less than {H ] {1 = 001 N
reads 0.005 in the case of men and 0.004 in the case of women.

Table 22. Effect of literacy on the choice of the urban variant of
the {a:) variable by men

_zi'_\ge TContact | Lit’ Lit~ P value
. |withBC TGN | GM |GN [ GM | ‘
60"+ 11 _] 66l 7 | 306 |
T s § 181 |
30-59 .3 U8ty f 9 eel P=0.008
B - RN BUREES
036 1 % . 5 [ g6 |1l 77 1(P<00L),
| - 6 | 73.8 | 12 525 |
FORRANE ERar Tr

Sowree: Datlar {19‘)[} ldhlei 34}

126



Iyadfur

Table 23. Effect of literacy on the choice of the urban variant of
the (a:) variable by women

Age Contact 1.1 Lit '_; B P value

: _ with BC OGN . GM ;

Te0 |+ ] 168 | C

| R 9.3 |

T40-59 ¢+ 3 427 P=0.004

- 3 BECR ;

Jal{ % I 5 36g P00l

S 341 | |

_Ave o3

Qimilar to the way followed in weating the (). tgy and (g) rariables. fisure 8 1s
employed here to illustrate the proportion ol the effect of literacy to that of contact
with BC on the choice of the urban vanant of the (a) variable. It is only slightly
more than 1.16 to 1 in the case of men whereas itis 1.4 to ] in the case of women.

Males Females
|_5 I L]
4 | E |
N8 |
p; _ s 9 e em mem o — ce o
0 | . 1 . | 11 e | 4‘ — . | ]
\ A B .t A i c

Figure 8. Proportion of the effect of literacy to the effect of contact with

BC on the choice of fa:/

16. Explanatory Hints

Two important points are o be handled in this section. The first is the naradox
which the sociolinguistic pattern of variation already inferred brings about as it
ceemns at first sight to contradict the results found in the writer's previous study (el
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Daftar. 1990). The other point is the correspondence between the present inference
and a few other findings brought out by some similar studies.

As for the first point, it is worth noting that the pattern of scciolinguistic
variation which the previous study has brought out was arrived at by analyzing the
speech of four main different groups of informants. They are the literate who have
contact with BC. the illiterate who have contact with BC. the bierate who have no
contact with BC and the illiterate who have no contact with BC {(Dafiar, 1990:
47).The use of such categories was necessary for the study of effect of contact with
BC on the pattern in reference. However, that study has shown some incidental
cases wherein the speaker's state of literacy exerts a very clear inter sectional effect
on the main pattern (iid: 129}

Thus, for the purpose of studying such an intersectional effect, the tirst of the
four aforementioned categories of informants has been excluded to demonstrate
cmphatically the impact of literacy on the sociolinguistic pattern of variation in
gquestion. This exclusion of the literate group of informants who have contact with
BC iy indispensable to such a concentrated study that aims at finding out the effect
of the social variable of literacy on the pattern in reference. [t makes difterence in
the data and consequently in the results of the analysis. As such, this pattern of
sociolinguistic variation was looked at from two different perspectives which
though unlike, are not incompatible. On” we contrary, it was possible by this
intentional chanee in the selection of the categories of the informants to show the |
clTeet ol this social sariable. e, the speaker's state of fiteracy. Actuatly, such social
variables as contact with city centres, the speaker's age, sex and state of literacy, etc
operate together simultaneously to express ditferent identities {Milroy' 1980: 114-
3. This means onc and the same pattein of sociolinguistic vartation may be
correlated with an unhmited mass of soctal variables which makes it possible aind
considerable to be studied (rom various prospects, Thus. the present sty has
disreparded the category of the literate inlormants who maintain coniact with BC as
an attempt to demonstrate the cffect of literacy on the pattern of sociolinguistic
variation separately.

I'urthermore. my previous study which concentrates on the effect of the social
variable of contact with BC by no means denies the etfect of the speaker's state of
literacy on the pattern of the variable use ol (j). (q), (2} and (a:) in the speech of
KIA speakers. On the contrary, it refers to several cases in which literacy exerts
much more impact on this pattern than contact with BC does (Daffar, 1990: 129).
Neither does the present study refuse the conclusion arrived at in my former study.
Actually, the present interence. which has been come up to hv reprocessing the

128




Daffar

results induced from previous data. is a further emphatic indication of some
incidental cases that have been come across formerly.

Tuming 1o the other point it ts tmportant o note that the inference whereby the
present study has proved the significant effect of literacy on the patiemn of
sociolinguistic variation under reference and its direction has some considerable
evidence from other similar ficldwork studies conducted in some other Arabic
using communities. Such studies ascertain that the speaker’s state of education (or
litcracy) alfects their choice of one or the other variant of certain lingustic
variables in the direction of their prestigious forms (see abdel-Tawad. 1981 & 1983:
hojak. 1983 mentioned in [brahim. 1983 Holes. 1980 & 1986,

Ibrahim. (1984: 1550 reported that both Abdel-Tawad (1981 & 1983) and Kojak
(1083) have studied the case of some particular phonological variables in the
speech of @ number of Arabic speakers from Amman in Jordan and rom Damascus
and [ama in Syria respectively, Kojak (1983 "investigated the phonetic realization
of three interdentals (8). (dY and ()" whereas Abdel-Tawad (1981) added to them
"the voiceless uvutar plosive () as well as some lexical forms.” Each of them has
concluded that their cducated subjects in general tend to use the prestigious
Hneuistic frms despite the ses ditferentauon whereby Thrabim distinguishes
hetween (w0 sors of prestizious linguistic forms (19840 135) This conclusion
qp rarently implies that the speaker's state of education affects the choice of the
prestiph ta T in tl i seeech, And if Teducation” is employed to mean the exact
cquivalence of 'literacy'. it indicates that Kojak and Abdel-Jawad's conciusivil
conforms 1o the inference of the present study.,

As for Holes (1980 & 19863, they also appear to be in agreement with the
present study, They both have come to the samg conclusion that the speaker’s state
of titeracy affects their tendency 10 use the prestigious forms in their speech. Holes
(1980) has explored the effect of literacy on the distribution of the 4/ variant {4
voiced alveolar affricate} in the Arabic dialects of Bahrain. [tinfers that:

the variation between [j] and [v], allophones of /i/, is not free
but constrained in a way which reveals ... the linguistic
dominance of ... the supra-dialecial influence of literary
Arabic in the speech of those who have been exposed to it in
the course ol their education (ibid: 5&).
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Later Holes added another phonological variable t0 the one he had studied
before. It is the {0} variable (see Holes, 1986: 35). By means of investigating these
two variables, he induced that literate speakers as compared to their nonliterate
peers from all the Bahraini communities which he studied appear Lo be moving
towards the modern Standard Arabic (ibid:49). which he himse!f considers a
prostigious variety of  Arabic {Holes. 1983 435). This also points out the
conformity of the inference of the present study as much as the effect of literacy is
concerned to what Holes states in this connection (op. ¢it.).

5.Conclusion

The present study has disclosed a pattern of sociolinguistic variation in KIA
whereby literate KIA users appear to adopt the prestigious linguistic forms in their
speech more than their illiterate peers. The superiority in the choice of the
prestigious linguistic forms has been found to be correlated with the effect of the
speaker's state of literacy. This inference appears to be compatible with the results
arrived at by some other stmilar ctudics which were formerly conducted in three
other Arabic using conmmunities.

Notes

1. Khasibi Iraqi Arabic is an Iragi Arabic variety spoken by the natives of
Abul-khasib, @ roral district which lies o the south of the urban centie of
Lo D e S mer (1 g o Tarther miormation witn this

respect, sev  Daffar, 1990: 31-37).

For the description of these variables. the reader is referred to (Daffar,
1990 34621

1J

i

Literacy i5 considered an effective lactor to which linguistie variation is
linked specially in a diglossic situation such as that found among Arabic
using speakers (Abdel-jawad. 1986: 83). It affects people in their choice of
particular linguistic variants which are usually associated with the high
variets of theldr language.

In the present study literacy is seen asa factor which influences the choice of
the linguistic variants usually associated with the urban dialect of BC. It
functions as an influential factor in the approximation towards the more
prestigious behaviour commonly related to the urban dialect of BC. [t is not
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taken here in the sense of Ferguson (1959} as a factor that affects linguistic
variation in the direction of the adoption of the linguistic forms which are
usually associated with the high variety ol the speaker's lapguage in a
diglossic situation (cl. Ferguson, 1959,

In this concern . Ibrahim {1984) and Mitchell (1986) stale that the effect of
literacy can be noticed in the process of approximation to the prestigious
urban linguistic forms regardicss of their closeness to or identity with the
standard forms. This point of view has heen supported by fieldwork studies
of Tinguistic variation in Bahrain (holes. 1986} and in Jordan ( Abdel-Jawad.
1986,

The principle adopted here for defining the informants as literate 1s based on
the fact that standards of Tieracy in such o community is Abul-Khasib are
relative and connected with the different des elopmental stages of the society.
For instance. Khasibi people of the irst two generations who have had only
nine vears of schooling are defined as literate whereas people of the third
peneration who have not continued their schooling bevord this leve! of
learning are generally regarded as illiterale,

Cor lurther information in this respect. the reader is referred ToTIJATTAr. 199w
30-34).

P iprobability vulue) is obtained by the implementation of the paired t test.
For more details with this respect. see (Milroy, 19800 121-2 & 1987: 138-9},

An I table value is a siatistical value which can be obtined out of an I
distribution table. For further information, consult (Milroy, 1980: 122 &
Butler, 1985: 127-36).

Forthe variable use of (q) in some other Arabic dialects. see {Johnstone.
1967 Blane, 1969: Matar, 1909 26331 Al-Ani. 1978 1000 Hofes, [9R3 &
Abdel-Jawad., 198¢).

The application of the paired t test to table 17 indicates that the set of
differences secems to be insignificant here, ie. (P> 0.05). However, itis
worth noting that the little variance is possibly due (o the high average
percentages of the occarrence of ¢ in the speech of all the lemale
informants apart from the effect of literacy and comact with BC. As such,
this may refer to the feeling of contempt which all groups of Khasibi women
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bear towards ‘q -, the rural variant of {2) variable.

9 For more examples of such studies that provide a similar notion, the reader
is referred to {Bakir, 19860).
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