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mNTRODUCTION

Ferguson (1959) states that &very speech com­
munity has current attitude and beliefs 'about the
language of the community as weلl as about other
languages and language in geeral "0l. He labels
these attitudes and beliefs « myths » and deals with
« the set of myths about Arabic current in the
Arabic speech cormunity (} Ferguson's conclu­
sions are based largely on « infoal observation »
through his « professional assoclation with Arabs in
conection with language problems. According to
Ferguson, and attempt at « foral elicitation of
reactions » was made in some istance3)و ), THis
paper wil examine some of Ferguson's fndings.
Fommal methods of eliciting reactions from Arabic
peakers have been used, and the quantifcation ofه 

these reactions is presented below.
--ted Arabic peaker8ه generally tend to

ow ل native sdcial or regiona٠٠ ,:م·
ai ectل5 » of some prestige

peaker8, forه n=dز 
»,tandardه «Ha, theمت. l،fمد عاند.هيا ة 

 aهر مية مىie ما هةrفل وماقذنه."TH فن
« standard » wariety is rarely, if ever, spoken habi­
aut yلل 0r as a native language.

THis study eplores the attitudes of eduated
Arabic speakers toward the « standard » as well as
some other regionقl or social warieties of Arabic.
THis is a preliminary stage of a larger study that is
currently in progress in Rhich the author is exami­
ning attituidinal questions conceming ArabiE spea­
kers in the JordanRPalestine region (of the Arab
world).

TBe Lnguistie problem :

The eperiment focused on one sound in
« standard» Arabic, namely /ql, the voiceless uvwلar
stop and its three most common regional variants in
the Jordan.Paleatine areas, [g], [?] and [k]. Ln some
nomadic (bedouin) comminities, another wariant of
thو sound eists, but its occurrence. seems to be
dimنnishنng, poaslbly through wider contact sita­
tions and the Lmpact of sedentarization., iHT soundو
is [] as in [aasim] for the name [gمaa im] Ln standard
Arabic or [gaAsim], [kaasim] or [Raasim] in the other
three varietles.

Cantineau (1946 : 81) in his study of the diلa ects
of Horan .(9 Arabic presents the Classical Arablc
sounds and their reflexes in the various .aid ectsل Of
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concer to this study is the claمsicl / nd /و ه  ttق
that are currently in use inم antا foretioned varع 

the Jordan-Palestlne region. According to Cantineu
(1946 : 125), [g] has replaced the Claمsicl / nd و ه  ما
a eعliet caracteristic of the Horan diمlects.  Hم

.·report o this phonologicمl feature ndicatesا the
total abeence of lq/ whether in rellgiouم ا anguAge or

.peech or the language of admlnistratlonه iteraryا 
Cantineau (1946 : 126) mentions that / /و i realizedم

in theمع k] tn central Paleatne Arabic as wel[٥ع 
.in North horanف peech of some villages and towه 

The aituation whereby we have a « standard »
aoun and other lعd ectئaل variants is by no means
restricted to /g/ and {ts warlants. This'dichotomمuo 

'falrly coumon tn Arabic. My choice of{م ituntioaه 
l, andلا [g], [k] and [?] isJust one case stdy that w/و/ 

it iو hoped, encourage others to investigate other
soundو and their sociolinguistic implications.

Lnguistic variants detemmined byم bitنeh/و/ 
social wel مة as regioعl factors. Th tic مingui من ا
aituaton aAsociated ملأ with dثferet attitdeم by

e wariants, wbich would iake anم peakers of theم 
t teretingج and valمu ble case study o Languمge in
society. 0·

bited و00, other retexeث toricallyexhلمhو/ فمط/ 
Arab sources bave polnted out the existence of two
warietle related to wedetary 78. bedouin aince the
eleventh centry @BLhe, 1964 : 29). Iba Khمldun in
ht fourteenthع century not oلa y polnted out the
idespread use of the /g/ warianمt spoken at hls
time, but cpounded at length the sociolinguistic
aignifcance of the diference of these reflexes by
dلferent groups. The Bedouلn pronunclation,
according to Dbn Khaلdu, was at that time the
ariety مerp tlglo7م t tم wedentarie attempted to

(.ne, 1964 : te م29 @Blمالصها 
Whle iht paperم i byم no mمnae an eamination

of the Bistorical changes of / /و into the various
reexes over the centuries, it is {nteresting to note
diachronically the sociolingulstle attitudes wsso­
clated with some relexمe of ./و/ It is plaمu lble to

waniants inم ituaton of /q/ and itه pecuLate that theه 
moder day Arabic L lmDlAr ه to the ituatlon ه of  tظiو
sound in Arabic since before the spread of Islam to
the present time.

Tbe method :
Ln t tudy من ه a Lngle ه entenceن .iu edم awم  ihTو
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sentence ٣as repeated u ingم ech variaton of ./ /و
Thقu , the fret wentence tn the eperument contained
the voicelممe uwular top, the tandard ه » /g/. The
wecond wentence contained the glottal stop, [], a
sound uمed widely tn urbمn centeio uch ه as
, ucsamaDه Aman, Jeruمعle and in certمin
regiمuo umong woen, in pمrtlcular. The third
wound aw theف voiced relar atop, [g], widely used in
Jordan, pمtra of southern Sia and the Arabian
ninnep andمuهل other areas. The last was the voice­
less velar stop, [k], which occurs in some Palestinian
local dialects (7,

Sentence (I) below was chosen as a natural
utterance, which avoids artifciality of the test sen­
tence (8) The folowing are transliterations of thعe
« standard » Arabic sentence and its three variations
as spoken in the region selected for the experiment :

(1) a. qaaذala Taariو Sadiiga-hu tawfiو qabla
LmuHaaDara @h). .
met Tarوe friend his Tawfو before the
lecture.
"Tarenet h.friend, Tawfd, before the
lecture'.

b. ? lعabة Taari ? Sadنi • uh tawfi ? Mabl
LnuHaمDara @h).

afig gablا gaabal Taarig Sadiig • uhع. 
(.muHaaDara (hا 

d. aaHalا Taarik Sadi.uh tawfiik kabl
(.aaDara (hا muHا 

The four sentences were then recorded in this
order on a cassette player by one male student­
teacher at Yammouk Uaiverdity, Irbid, Jardمn. The
peaker recording thee sentences also attempted toه 

approximate the production ot[?] [g]and [k] tn ech
of the d ectsلمئ noted above so not مد to blas the res­
ponses of the subjects on whoa the eperiment  awم
conducted later ".

It must be noted here 4٠"
any of the /و/ variants ٣

n _م theم اegn tychللuaب 
gement about the speech variEfy dehvee . در-
from / و/ and its variants.  ة

These sentences were Later used to elicit the
ubjects' reactions toward these four differentه 

ide in theه ide byه peech warieties, which are usedه 
aame peech ه community. Two assumptions ahould
be made here. First, peech ه warieties are functio­

located, in that a certain wariety could beل y aللهم 



restricted to specialized functions. Second, code­
switching is always present in multilectal speech
communities.

The questionnaire :
The subjects for this emperiment were each

given a copy of the questionnaire in Arabic, which
requested (exrtensive) biographical data and pre­
sented two types of reaction-eliciting statements
(see Appendicee). The first was an Indirect Test
(IT) consisting of four identical sets of (Judgement)
statements about Arabic organized according to the
five-point Likert scale ranging frum Strongly Argee,

Agree, Neutrةl, Disagree to Strongly. Disagree.
These statements pertain to the respondent's 0wn
use of language. The second was a direct Test (DT),
which involved erplicitly naming the dialects based
on region(s) where these dialects are predominantly
used. For example, subjects were iمformed that the
fourth speaker on tape Ras employing a Palestinian
rural dialect, whثle the frst speaker used the
« standard »., The four sentences were presented in
the same seguence ('standard', dity, Jordanian and
Pةlestinنan) each time and without significant inter­
ruption. After listening to the four diلa ects, subjects
were asked to judge the speakrer of the dialect, by
placing an K in the appropriate space.

The Direct Test was desiged to fnd out if the
results obtained match thoee of the Lndirect Test,
and to detemmine if, by mentioning the name of the
region where a particular dialect is used (i.e. by
name of the dialect) the ubjects ه xpress ع any socio­
linguistic prejudice in favor of their ow7, or against
any other, .aid ectل Admittedly, once the subjects
heard the [k] ,peakerه for exanple, they would
immediately associate that speaker with some
Palestinian dialect (l9}. Tn other words, The Direct
Test was a form of a doublecheck to see if attitudes
vary with the actual mention of the dialect name.

The subject8 were asked to react to each
recorded etق of stateniienمt pertaining to a given
speaker recorded on the tape. The purpose of the
experiment, as a study of the language role in
society, was only briefly explained to the gToup of
subjects in order not to bias their responses. Then
the first taped sentence was played and the subjects
were aske to wTite down their reactions to what
they heard by placing an K in the appropriate space
on their answer sheet. And so on with the second,

the third and the fourth sentences. Nert, the Direct
Test was presented, and the subjects were epected
to record their reactions in the manner described
above.

The ubjects ه :
This eperiment was conducted on the premises

٥f Yammnouk University in the summer of 1982. The
total number of participants was 223, university لله
students, of whom 115 were male and 108 female.
Their academic status ranged from frst to fourth
year. There was also a small number of 21 non­
degree student-teachers who were preparing for a
special diploma over the summer months. The
majority of the participants were pursuing degree
in the humanities : but some were in the sciences.
They were also a mixture of Jordanنans and Pales­
tinians representing a cross section of speakers of
the three diلa ects, the [gl, [?] and [k]

There are a number of reasons for having
chosen this experimenلat grouping. First, at the
practical level, the convenience of having a large
population in one place at one time minimizes the
problems of recruiting subjects for any experiment
Second, although one can argue that the university
cormunity is not a true representation of the popu­

-ation at large, this group of subjetts is heterogeا 
neous in terms of social and economic backgrounds,
age level, national identifcation (Jordanian / Pales­
tinian), urلnab nurةl backgrounds, felds of study,
etc. These subjects bring in to the university life
7aried erperience shared by , لله namely their edu­
cational erperience. The implication is that this
population is sensitized more toward language, and
this eperiment consegueitly prowides us with per­
ceptions of edueated grups.

Rمe ulمt and dlمcusalog :
THe fndings of this study point to the presence

of attitudes among Arabic speakers toward the
« standard » variety a٥ wel as the various dialects

.sed in one Arabic speaking areaس 

The conclusions suggest folowing : (1) The
« standard » is used primarily by the educated sector
of the society. THis wil be discussed in (1) below. (2)
The standard variety is not restricted to a particular
country or domicle. Tbese findings wl be pre­
ented below in (2). (3) THe standard is perceived byه 
university students to be aesthetically far more
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·ppealing than, and favored over, regionهl .id ectsلم
th wl ملuع مما scueaedلd عط in (3). ( ه) THe tandard ه  iم
preمcntbed for e and wiewed و} more poeltvely
thمn other regionعl or scial warieties, which are
perceived t ehibltض negatve attributes. The results
of th tudy من ه wil be preeiited below tn (4).

The rمtlse of it atudyم are discuased below as
they relate to the warious questions, with the diو -

٣٣ 44

cمaion of the results folowtng each question or eet
af related .euq tlonsم

1. Language wariety and education level :
Do Arabic peakersه associate the « standard »

fom of Language with ahigh level of education ? Do
-y use one particular wariety in preللق peakers actuه 

ference to others in specialized contets ?

is perceived to be used/و/ hows thatه Table  )م1
by the teaching profeaaions. For eample, 154
(69.1 %) of the totقl sbject٥ (N udged د223) ز the

,opeaker to be a univerdity profesor. Similarly٩إ/ 
110 (49.3 %) thoght that the peaker ه was lkely to
be a school teacher. Theمe results are not surprining

tandard » wariety tends to be widely used inه «theمع 
forفl dituations such sع lecturing in a classroom.
Also note the Low fgures (percentage) for the rest
of the professioas in the table, and the zero value for
cccupatiمno such ,frers ع construction labores,,
ete. THis fndlng the supports the claنm ht tم thع 

y asociated with educatioa andل tandard Ag/ 1s bighه 
i٥ reatricted to peciallaedه fnctons.

The above situation reveals interesting results
whe judgements are made about the [?], [g] wnd [k]
warietie. [?] percelved 1و to be used mainly by
·ecretariمe as 82 (36.8 %) Judged the [?] peaker ه to
be in a secretarالقl profeaaion. HT canمل be eplained
partially by the fact that [?] is generally favored by
٣omen and city dwelens as a sign of social and cl.
turهl sophisticaton. 49 (22 %) judged the [?] speaker
to be a nu veraltyل profeمsor, tolowed by phyaician
(48) (20.6 %), aerchمnt 37 (16.6 %) and school tea­
cher 34 (15.2 %).

How cمn we recouclle the relatvely high numn­
bers for uirereity protfeesor and school teacher bere
wben in the previous paragraph these two profes­

THis sltuation?/لو l group were rated high forع loaه 
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becomes clearer when we recمll the diglossic nature
of the Arabic peakingه scdiete. Ferguمon (1959)

-ttaه digloaaic situntion, i.e. aم pointed out thiمعط 
ton which ها two tcفinguiال foms edist . tمimulه
aeouly aide by dide ech of which is used for dif.
rent functions. A teacher or a wniversity professor
could be a nayve[?] speaker, yet he dr ahe would use

in conducting his lectures. The experiment/و/ 
population has heard unlversity professors using
both varieties, depending on the situation.

In coaمart t. with the / nd /و ه [?] , dnuosم it iو of
intereat to eamlne the [ ]ى and [k] fgures wiEh
regard to the profeasioمn asaigned to their apeakers.

It 'cear ما fom Table I that jobs generally asso­
ciated . yith the lower rungs of the profesioal

%(adder eet high ratings for [s] nd [k}. 121  ا54.3)
fammer, whereas 106٤peaker to beه ]udged the [gز 

(47.٠5 %) did the wame thلng tor the [k] .peakerه
Simنلarا y, 70 (31.4%) idكه the [g] peaker ه was a
taxidriver contrasted with 55 (24.7%) for the [k]

peaker to be aه ]peaker. 48 (21.5%) rated the [gه 
cمno truction laborer ; 42 (18.8%) a merchant . &4
(28.7%), and 62 (27.8%) made the meس Judgemeat
for the [k] speaker for thoce joمb , reapectively. One
eton thatم the cchool teacher cteg0ry geمt cloee
numbero for both [g] and [] : 42 (18.8%) and 48
(21.6%), reopectively. A mas polnted ot above, the
reson for this could be the diglossic nature of the
woclety.
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Strongly Strongly Miaمing
Agree Agree Neutal Disagree Dieagree Infomaton

22 /و/ 106 64 22 3 6
9.9 $ 47.5 % 28.7 % 9.9 % 1.3 % 2.7 %

٨/ 3 17 62 81 57 3
1.3 % 7.6 % 27.8 6 36.3 % 25.6 6 1.3  ا6

/٤/ 3 13 72 83 46 6
1.3 % 5.8 % 32.3 6 37.2 % 20.6 % 2.7 و

١

٨/ 3 13 77 76 49 5
1.3 % 5.8 % 34.5 % 34.1 % 22.0 % 2.2 %

Table 2
Speaker talks in a way that reveals high ة level of education

b. The association of a particular Linguistic
7ariety with the attainmer of a certaln educationa]
level can be ascertained by examining table 2,

We notice that the / و/ speaker gets the highest
ratings of the four. If the numbers of those agreeing
that /gl hxe bitsن higb education level are added
together, the totai of Strongly Agree and Agree ،
reeponees would amount to 128 (57.,4%) compared
t٥ 25 (11.2%) in totقl disagreement. On the other
hand, there is a wide consensus among the respon.
dents that [?], [g] and [k] speakers do not reveal a
high education level. Thus the total number of those
who atrongly diمagree and disagree about the high
eduمc ton level of [R] peaker ه i٥ 138 (61.9%), 129
(57.8%) for the [g] ndه 125 (56.1%) for the [k] ­ هepم
kere. It i worthم mentioning that the number of neu-

 ر٣ ر

trهl reeponses is roughly within the aame range for
the four opeakere. WHile the Lack of commltmentلله 

toward [?], [g] and [k] iمut toمn could be eplained
by way of the diglossic situation referred to earlier,
it is puzzling to see that 64 (28.7%) reaponوes have
not taken any position on / و/ as a marker of high
education levels.

Nonetheless, these figure clerly indicte that
there i aم tangible separation between the tandard

on one hand, and on the other hand, the other/و/ 
three nonstandard phoneme, [?] [g] and [k] in coa­
Junction with the level of education that they he bitت
on the other. Arab b veم argصrnmمذnم hiatoricمlly
wiewed /g/ being ٥ع uperior ه to 'other regloمl (or
social) varieties.

c. The conficting figure٥ in Table 3 present a
serioمu problem that reauires further Lnvestigation.
The tatings 0f / /و as opposed to [R] present a rel
dllemma with regard to the role that each plays as a
ocial class marker. Note, however, that there is aه 

clear separation between [g] and [k] as markers of
high social class on one hand, and / و/ and [?], on the

•• other. Both [g] and [k] are perceived to be low social
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mعrkers inceه their retea are 9(4.0%) and 16(7.1%),
reapectively.

Clearly from Table 3, [?] rates higher than lو / as
the total of positive reoponses for [?] is 135 (60.5%)
compared to 61 (27.3%) for ./ و/ If / و/ reveals a high
education level as was maintained in sections (a) and
(b) above, how can we then reconclle the situaton



Strongly
Strongly Missing

Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Disagree Infommation

19 /و/ 42 93 50 12 7

8.5 % 18.8 % 41.7 % 22.4 % 5.4 % 3.1 %

٨/ 42 • 93 55 19 12 2

18.8 % 41.7 % 24.7 % 8.5 % 5.4 % .9 %

/٥/ 2 7 68 85 56 5

.9 %. 3.1 % 30.5 %0 38.1 % 25.1 % 2.2 %

٢ل 3 13 96 67 39 5

1.3 % 5.8 % 43.0 % 30.0 % .17.5 % 2.2 ٩

Table 3
Speaker belongs to a High social class

where / و/ is not clearly marked for high social class ?
Is not a high level of educatior bound up with high
social class ? A possible answer to this concerns the
role of education in traditional societies. While in
developing ،societies education tends to help in
transfomming university graduates financially as
well as socially, in traditional societies one is likely
to find deep.rooted attitudes toward certain ele­
ments of the population. Itis the belief of this author
that city speakers who generally tend to be [?] spea­
kers in the Jordan-Palestine regions are traditionally
viewed culturally superior to country, town or vil­
lage residents. Since [?] is associated with urban
centers, and since urban centers are wiewed as cلu ­
turلla ly superior, this may explain why [?], in this
case, receives the highest ratings as a marker of
high social class.

٣e tmn now to examine the results obtained in
the Direct Test to see if we can find there corrobo­
rations of the findings above. We must bear in mind
that the DT included basically similar statements to
those in the 1T, but the subjects were asked to
chdose the speaker to whom the statement applies.
Additionally, the DT was an immediate follow.up of
the IT, and new instructions were provided before
the speakers were rated. The results for the two
statements about which speaker exhibits high edu­
cation level and high sccial class are in Table 4
below. 210 (94.2%) rated /g/ as the utterance that

shows the highest level of education. The rates for
[?], [g] and [k] are almost negligible, as speakers of
these warieties. are not viewed as highly educated.
On the other hand, 124 (55.6%) said that / و/ sug­
gests high social'status. This seems to contradict the
figures obtained in Table 3. Evidently, fuنrther
research is needed to explain this contradiction.
However, [?] rates relatively high in the DT with
respect to high social status. Whie 99 (44.4%) in the
DT is 1ower than 135 (60.5%) as in Table 3, itshows
that there is some tendency toward viewing [?] as a
high sNcial class marker.

The discussion thus far seems to support the
claim that speakers of a language tend to view cer­
tain Linguistic elements, in this case phonologica!
elements, as carriers of some sociological characte­
ristics. The subjects in this eperiment are awars,
through their ratings of these speakers; that ,/ /و for
example, tends to be restricted in its use to certain
dpmains such as educational settings. This is clear
fom Table 1 where a high freguency of the / و/ use is
designated to university professors and school tea­
chers. Similarly, the use of / و/ is also wiewed as a
sig of a higher level of education from the other"
wariants of ./ و/

Ln contrast with this, two regioلan variants of
i.e. [g] and [k] are assigned, through the ratings/و/, 

of the eperiment subjects, to speakers representing
the lower rung of the social ladder, such as farmers:
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/nوا/ 

peech isه 

evels the most masculine
that uttered by

ways to

bows the highest level ofه 
uttered by

hows a high social taمut 

t utteredbyمtpeecn  ه1٥

/٤/ ٨ل

frdt second
peakerه peakerه 

215 7
96.4 % 3.1 %

140 62
62.8 % 27.8 6

156 • 6
70.0 % 2.7 %

196 14
87.9 % 6.3 %

210 19
94.2 % 8.5 %

124 99
55.6 % 44,4 %

208، 2.'
93.3 % .9 %

Table 4 : Direet Test

These speakers are judged to hawe a low educationلa 
level.

It i ofم interest though ht tم [?]. wiewed 1و poaiti­
vely ws a dig ofhigh eocial claمs. ihT situationم was
explined above in met ofم the tadltioمl percep­
tio of the city sع spericr culturally.; coeeuently،
the. city inglnticال varالمnمt wcgulre preatige.
Secoaلd y, and th relewant مل ملأ to the fret epمnal ­
ton, there seمe to be dchotomy ع betReen
country warietie repreaented by [g] and [k] and a
city wariety a in [7]. / /و iم٥ eeparate etity ht tم

.peclal.categoryه taAnds alone as aه 

.8

These findings correlate with arلimi ه results
obtained by El-Dash and Tucker (1975), who report
that Classical Arabic was wiewed by the subjecمt of
their experiment to correlate wlth a high level of
eucation. They lsoه found that diclمlaت Arabic is
7iewed to be more suitable for wee at echool, ٥t
work, on radio and on televsion thمn diمlecلat 
Arabic. However, Classical Arabic was rewed leas
suitable for wse at home.

.2. lzatonمL cم of varالamt opeech soud4م 
Do Arabic peAkersه view particular sound ike م لا

// and iمt variAnts as pecullar to one doalclle or
region ?



Refgee
Camp

Any of the
Preceding

5
2.2 %

0.13
5.8 %

٥

016.
7.2 %

84
1.8 %

11
4.9 %

Desert
Vilage City Bedouin

Settlement
 ا«

71 /و/ 127 7
31.8 % 57.0 % 3.1 %

٨ 8 214 1
3.6 % 96.0 % .4 %

./٤/ 148 6 53
66.4 % 2.7 % 23.8 %

٢ل 181 14 5
81.2 % 6.3 % 2.2 %

Table 5
Speaker is fom (a).village (b) city (c) bedouin settlement

locale.free education marker.

Secondly, the [k] was rated as peculiar to the
willage with negligible fgures assigned to other
locales. In the Lrbid area (Jordan) there exist at least
three Palestinian refugee camps, some of which
have developed in a village-like settlement with  لله
Palestinian populations. Why does the refgee camp
category get only 4 (1.8%) responses ? Is it because
the respondents did not include any university sتut ­
dents coming from these refugee' camps ? 0r are
there other reasons ? The answers to this problem
ie, in the author's 7iew, ia the fact that while [k] isا 
wiewed defnitely as Palestinian (96.4%) (see Table
5A below), people would ascribe tظis sound to the
rural areas in Palestine, i.e. to the village. A second
reason could be in the fact that some of thesecamps
grew into permanent rillages and the subjects view
these camps a willages. Thirلd y, the questionnaire
faتled to include the refugee camp category.
However, once this was brought to the author's
attention in the frst run of the experiment, in the
net run, the author verbلla y asked the subjects to،
add the refugee camp category on their guestion­
naires. The low rates indicate that either the sub­
jects ignored this fact or they interpreted refugee
camps to mean willages.

The fgures in Table 5 indicate that the subjects
are able to identify a particular sound with the spe­
cifc area where that sound is prevalent in the

%(peech of that area's population. Thus, 222  ه99.6)
positively rated [?] as a sound whose provenance is
the city. [g] is identifed with village speakers as well
as desert and nomadic groups : 154 (69.1%) rated [g]
as peculiar to wilage and 53 (23.8%) to bedouin sett­
lements. Simnilarly 195 (87.5%) identifed [k] with
the Palestinian willage.

Two more points stand out : frst, 127 (57.0%)
assigned lو / to the city and 71 (31.8%) to the willage.
The high city rating is not surprising because cities
tend to be the education centers. Since lq/ reveals a
high education level (Table 2), it i perceivedف that
there are more educated people in the city, hence
the relatve high rating of the city as far as / و/ is
concemned. O the other hand, the somewhat bigh
willage rating is kil elyع to be indicative of current
changes taking place in the willage. More and more
7ilagers attend schools and graduate from univer­
sities. Conseuently, the / و/ speaker is lkely to be
an educated villager and this is reflected in the
guoted fgure. Ln other words, /g/ does not seem to
be as identifable regionally as the case is with the
regional [k] and [g]. s /و1/ wiewed as a relatively

 و



Other Arab Any of
Jordan Puletine Country Above Miممing

151 40 13 17 2
67.7 % 17.9 % 5.8 % 7.6 % .9%

62 51 89 19 2
27.8 % 22.9 % 39.9 % 8.5 % ،9 %

182 19 8 11 3
81.6 % 8.5 % 3.6 % 4.9 % 1.3 6

6 215 0 1 1
2.7 ٩ 96.4 % .4 % ،4 %

TABLE5A ،
Speaker is fom (a) Jordan (East bank) (b) Palestine (West Bank)

(c) Other Arab country

L geمugnم peakers ه tend to associate one parti­
cuلar sound with a particular region or country in, at
least, two cases. Of the four speakers on tape, [k]
٣as decidedly believed to represent a Palesتaنnit 

(peech for (see Table 5A abowe). 215  ه96.4%)
identifed the [k] peakerه .PalestiniAn مه Similarly,
182 (81.6%) assigaed [g] to Jordan. THee findings
are of intereat and reect the actual linguiatic reality
in those regions. [k] is peculiar to some central
Palestinian regioمn anid is not attested among indi­
genoمu Jordnnians. [g] dnet toم be predominAnty .
feature of opeech in couthern pمtra of SyriA, ws well
as Jordan and some regioمn in (but not the whole of)
Palestine. '

[?] nd ,/ و/ however, present a more complex
tion. 89 (39.9%) rated [?] to be peculiar to otherع ituه 

Arab countries ،compared to 62 (27.8%) who assi­
ned it to Jordan and 51 (22.9%) to Palestine. Whileع 
the percelred association of [?] to Jordan and Pales­
tine is cloue and in both [?] eمni tancم tends to be
associated with cities such as Amman or Jerusalem
it is apparent that [?] is identifed highly with other
regional dialects.

WTth regard to ,{ و/ it iم diffcلu t to eplaln 151
(67,7%) reaponses to JordAn versus 40 (17.9%) t٥
Palestine, epeclally aince that /g/ tenمd to be an
educated rather than regional feature. In other

. Arabic-opeaking areas, / و/ is used dialectally as in
the Dunuze dialecمt of SyA and Lebanon and in
Palmyra and other regioمn tn Syria. To the best of
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the author's knowledge, no Jordanian dialect makمe 
u eم of /g/. However, some loمl area in Palestine

makeم lee and the city of Nabluثل uch as upper Gaه 
use 0f /g/ dialectally.

Herbolieh (1979) repoمtr مht t the Egyptian 'sub­
jمtce in hلs study were, by and ,argeا' able to cori.
rectly identify peakero ه of Egptan Arabic.
However, these peakersه faLled to identify the
n tonalityم af non-Egyptlan upekenro in either of the
two eciug thatم they poke ه : (1) their tveمم rوme ­
cلمr guie and (2) the Egyptan veaacuلar guiعe,
which these speakers attempted to emulate. El.Dash
and Tucker (1975), on the other hand, report ht tم
70 % of the subjects in their erperiment correctly
identifed the natioعlity of aeker of Arable,
when peaking ه either Clasaicl or cologuشمl.

3. Aeathetمc of opeech sounds :

Aمe theticمlly, bow do speakers iew the
tandArd م? w in oppoaition to the.other warieteه «

The IT licitedك reactions concering the beauty
(Arabic , لثثصد} « beautifl », «pretty ») of the
four 'varieties ; the degree of pretention (Arabie
taDhaahur) and affectation, and the degree of effe­
minacy (Arabic ? unuutha), revealed by the four
sentences in the eperiment. (See Table7,6م , and8,
repectively as well as the DT renults in Table 4).



Missing
Infommatio

Strongly
Disagree. DisagreeNeutrله Agree

Strongly
Agree

7
3.1 %

2
.9 %

14
6.3 %

37
16.6 %

47
21.1 %

 /و/

٥
2.2 %

35
15.7 %

58
26.0 %

47
21.1 ٩

116
52.0 %
 ا

72
32.3 %

6
2.7 %

7
3.1 %

43
19.3 %

70٥

31.4 %
52

23.3 %
46·

20.6 %
5

2.2 %

٨?/

/٤/

٥
2.2 %

51
22.9 %

73
32.7 %

58
26.0 %

31
13.9 %

5
2.2 %٠

٨ل

Missing
Infommation

trongly
Disagree

TABLE 6
Speaker's dialect is pretty

DisagreeNeutrلa Agree
trongly
Agree
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 .ة#4

29
13.0 %

117
52.5 %

34
15.2 %

25
11.2 %

6
2.7 %

5
2.2 %

8
3.6 %

33
14.8 %

53
23.8 %

89
39.9 %

35
15.7 %

6
2.7 و

51
22.9  و%3

106
47.5 %

43
19.3 %

15
6.7 %

2
.9 %

3
51.3ة

46
20.6 %

118
52.9 %

39
17.5 %

14
6.3 %

3
1.3 %

TABLE7
Speaker speaks in a pretentious and affected manner

Mlissing
Information

Strongly
DisagreeDisagreeNeutralAgree

Strongly
Agree

6
2.7 %

130
58.3 %

72
32.3 %

13
5.8 %

2
.9 %

0

2
.9 %

13
5.8 %

24
10.8 %

30
13.5 %

108
48.4 %

46
20.6 %

8
3.6 %

111
49.8 %

94
42.2 %

8
3.6 %

2
.9 %

0

٥22 %4

81
36.3 %

111
99.8 %

٥15
6.7 ٩

8
3.6 6

11
TABLE8

Speaker speaks in a way that reveals effeminate characteristics



Ferguson (1959) points out that one's w lan­
guage .tends to be wiewed as superior to other lan­
guages. In so far sع Arabic is concerned, he points
out that « Arabs feel that their language is beautifl
and provides a list of features thAt make Arebic
superior from the Arabs' wiewpoint. The ratings in
Table 6 lend support to Ferguson's claim, especially
in regard to /g/. The three other varieties do not rate
nearly as high as /g/. However, the retings indicate a
hierarchical order of the beauty of these varieties.

The toاal of thaمe agreeing to the statement
regarding the beauty of speech of.the frst speker,
1.e. the / و/ wariety, i73.1)163و %) compared to 16
(7.2 %) disagreeing (Table 6). Of the three other
varietiمe , the positiwe ranking of [?] i35.0)78م %)
compared to 93 (41.7 %) negative ratمe . The totمl of
the positive reمet for [g] wnd [k] is 51 (22.8 %) and 46
(16.1 %), reapectively. lg/ in other words is favored
ower the other warieties by ٥ wide margin. Theae
fndings correlate with a study mAde by El-Dash and
Tucker (1975) on reactions of Egyptians toward
various peech ه tyles ه in Egypt. They found tat
classical Arabic was generally more positively rated
than colloquiعl Arabic with rمe pect to intelligence,

uitabilty atه ,biity, religiouane, leaderehipم ikeلا 
school, on radio, on television and in foral siعut ­
tions،

The subjects in a stdy by Herbolich (1979) "
rated Cairene Arabic speakers the most favorably.
According to erbolich, eht eم subjecمt rated ­penه
ker of other Arabic vemaculars ih a hierarchicl
order based on these speakers' linguistic varieties.

In reaction to the statement that the (respectve)
,and affected mannerم lks in a pretentiouم peakertه 

one may note in Table 7 ht tم there a ما dIvergent
rating between [R] peiker ه o one hand and the / /و
aصd [g] and [k] ,peaken0ه on the other. 124 (55.6%)
(the totعl of Strongiy Agree and Agree) rated.the [7]

(ffeeted. 31 peaker دpretento مwnd ع13.9%) aه 
7iewed /و/ a٥ sueh, a٥ opposed to 146 (65.5%)
(Strongly Disagree and Diمagree reoponses) that did
not see the /g/ peakerه as revealing signs of preten­
tion.: These figure seem to indicate that three
7arieties are more positiwely viewed, and [?]is rated
negatively. eo notمlhT dو eeem to be ,urprising ه
especially when we beAr in mind the location of this

-tudy, i.e. a traditiondlly non .[R] region. This iegeه 
tive reaction is in many ways predictable when one
remembers .iht factم It wold be of tnterest to

12

duplicate lقht attitudinمن eperient et orمi diم
regions where [?] is predominمnt.

Since [?] iم generaلly favored by woen  aم)
oppoeed to men) as wel as by dty ,peake ه '1}, and
since the speaker on tape in this eperiaent was a
male, one could bypothesize that iht factم may have
contributed to the negative attitudes toward his
peech. For a.more complete study, an eperimentة 

with a women peaking ه these four varieties would
probably yield different results of people's attitdes
toward linguistic varieties.

The negative attitdes towards [?] as seen in
Table 7 are fuurther show in Table 8. Reactions
were elicited concerning effeminacy (Arabic
?unuutha), as show by one variety or another. lql,
[g] and [k] were not construed to be effeminate (see
Table 8) a90.6)202ف %) marked Strgnely Dieagree
and Disagree about the /g/ speaker, copared to 205
(92.0 %) for [g] followed by 191 (86.1%) for [k].
However, 156 (69.0%) identifed [?] a ف marker of
efeminacy. These ratings eeem to indicate negative
attitudes among the subjects toward [?]. A was
mentioned before, the reAsمno for this could be that
the region where the experiment was conducted is
predominantly not an [?] area. Additionally, the fact
that the stimulus was in a man's woice could have "
drawn this negative reaction.

The DT included two items about the beuty
(Arabic ?ajmal 'more beautifl") and the mمعculine
chمracteristics (Arabic Slfمat rujuملu ) of the

peech /و/ variety. In table 4, 140 (62.8%) rate theه 
.peaker to produce the most beautiful opeech, folه 

lowed by 62 (27.8 %) for [?], 35 (15.7%) for [g] and
22 (9.9%) for [k]. On the question of masculinity, we
notice that 156 (70.,0%) rated // the moet magcu­

tinglyم ine, followed by 82 (36.8%) for [l. Lntereلا 
enogh, only 6 (2.7%j.,rated [R] a reweling masc­

t bdicateم e reult at leم ine characteristics. Theلا 
two things : (1) peakers ة of a lnguage aeem to
aasociate certain sounds with a peclfc ه gender. The
uهe of that sound by the 'wrong' gender brings with
it sociolinguistic attitdes upheld in that sociey. (2)
Speakers of a language seem to rate Ln a hierarchy
related sounds in terms of this attached sociolin­
guistic value. Thus, in thiو eperiment / /و is the
most masculine, [?] is the leAst, and [g] is in between.

In summary, the subjects' ratings of the four
sentences favor /و/ over [g], [k] and [R]. / /و is wiewed
a aestheticallyم more appealing, and its uAe @n tوث 


