LANGUAGE VARIATION IN WESTERN AMMAN

BY

HAYA FADDA

BACHELOR OF ARTS, UNIVERSITY OF PETRA, 2016

THESIS

SUBMITTED IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS FOR

THE DEGREE OF

MASTER OF ARTS IN LINGUISTICS

IN THE

FACULTY OF GRADUATE STUDIES
TRINITY WESTERN UNIVERSITY

OCTOBER 2019
© HAYAFADDA, 2019



Abstract

The present study investigates two forms of language variation in Ammani Arabic: Qaf variation
and Arabic-English code-switching. After discussing the formation of the dialect of Amman and
identifying the input dialects, | address the following questions related to the first form of
language variation- Qaf variation: (a) whether a change from the traditional Jordanian [g] to the
urban Palestinian [?] is taking place in the city and is on its way to completion in the speech of
both genders; (b) what the uses of [g] are and (c) why there is an increase in its use as a variable.
As for the second form of language variation- code-switching, | investigate the functions of

code-switching in the speech of millennials in Amman and their frequencies based on gender.
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1. Introduction

0 L a n gistlze pp&d mapof a culture.lt tells youwhereits peoplecome

fromandwheretheyareg oi ng 0

-Rita MaeBrown.

Language is a key to understanding social structures and behavior in a given society. A
sociolinguist’s aim is to study language and how it is being used by speakers, rather than
focusing on language in isolation of its speakers. William Labov was one of the leading scholars
in this field. His master’s thesis on the island of Martha’s Vineyard (1963), and PhD dissertation
TheSocid Stratificationof Englishin NewYork City, originally published in 1966 and later
expanded in 2006, changed the way we study sociolinguistics. In his master’s thesis, Labov
(1963) introduced a model that helped us understand the mechanism of language change by
investigating the frequency and distribution of linguistic variants in different regions and among
different age groups, several occupations, and different ethnic backgrounds. He also argued that
we cannot understand languages, their development over time, and how they change without

understanding the community in which the language occurs.

Interest in linguistic variation rose in the 1960s with the rise of sociolinguistics.
Language variation looks at the different ways a language might be used based on regional or
social differences. Variability is a characteristic of human languages, as a single speaker might
use different forms of the language based on social contexts. Different speakers of the same
language might also express the same idea in different forms based on social factors such as
gender, age, and social class, to name a few. Thus, understanding linguistic variation is key to

understanding language use (Reppen et al. 2002).
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Mougeon et al. (2010) argued that there are two types of language variation: Linguistic
variation and sociolinguistic variation. With linguistic variation, the variation is governed by the
linguistic context in which it occurs; a single speaker might use “going” in a formal situation and
“gonna” when texting a friend. Sociolinguistic variation, on the other hand, is concerned with the
choices different individual speakers make when deciding which variable to use based on
different social factors in the same linguistic contexts. The choice is usually affected by extra-
linguistic factors such as the formality of the topic, the social status of the speaker, the setting, or
even gender; in this study it will be evident that male Jordanian speakers use [g] while female
speakers use [?] for Standard Arabic /qg/, which is an example of sociolinguistic variation. It is
also important to note that all aspects of language (phonemes, morphemes, lexical items, and

syntactic structures) are subject to variation.

Another way to divide language variation can be in terms of inter-speaker variation
versus intra-speaker variation. Inter-speaker variation is concerned with variation different
speakers exhibit between different languages and dialects. Intra-speaker variation, on the other

hand, is concerned with the speech variation of a single speaker.

The dialect of Amman is characterized by variation and this paper will investigate two
areas of variation found in the dialect. Two of the commonly noticed variations are Qaf
variation, which is a feature that emerged due to contact between Jordanian and Palestinian
dialects, and Arabic-English code-switching-- a result of globalization and the spread of English

through media and technology.

The question | want to address regarding Qaf variation is whether a change from form [g]

to form [?] is taking place in the city in the speech of Jordanian men. As for code-switching, |
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want to investigate its different functions as proposed by Gumperz (1982) and the occurring

frequencies of each function based on gender.

The literature review chapter will go over the previous work done on the topics to be
discussed in this paper. I will start by talking about the Arabic language in general, and then
zooming in on the Arabic language in Jordan. After that, | will cover some of the previous
research done on the sociolinguistic situation in Amman, and then cover our two topics of
variation: Qaf variation and code-switching in Jordan. In chapter three, I will discuss the
methodology and data collection. Chapter four will cover the data analysis and discussion of the

findings before I conclude with chapter five, where 1 will give a summary of the findings.

2. Literature review

2.1Introduction to the Arabic Language

Arabic is a Semitic language spoken by approximately 300 million speakers natively, and is the
lingua franca of the Arab world. Arabic is classified as a macro language that consists of 30
varieties, including the Standard and Modern Standard form (SIL.org 2019). The difference
between Standard and Modern Standard Arabic is a distinction made by Western linguists, unlike
Arabic speakers who do not distinguish between the two, but rather refer to both as Al-ArabyaAl-
Fusha“Standard Arabic”. Modern Standard Arabic is the fifth most spoken language in the
world, as it is the official language of 25 countries and one of the six official languages of the

United Nations.

The sociolinguistic situation in the Arab world provides an example of diglossia, a

linguistic phenomenon in which two varieties of the language are used in different social



12

situations. Standard Arabic and Modern Standard Arabic are the high formal written languages,

while the local dialects are the low form of the language used for everyday interactions.

The present study will investigate the low variety of Arabic spoken in the Jordanian

capital, Amman, which is one of the local varieties of Arabic in Jordan.

2.2 Previousresearchon the sociolinguisticsof Jordan

Jordanian dialects have not been extensively studied in our field yet. Nevertheless, a few studies
have been conducted that helped pave the way for further research. Among those who studied the

linguistic situation in Jordan are, Ray L. Cleveland, Hassan Abdel-Jawad, and Enam Al-Wer.

Cleveland (1963) was one of the first scholars to study the Jordanian dialects. He grouped
the dialects spoken in Jordan into four groups based on phonological variation on the one hand,
and lexical variation on the other. Abdel-Jawad (1981) and Al-Wer (2000, 2002, 2003, 2007,
2011) studied the Arabic spoken in Amman. They focused on some of the phonological features
and how they vary in comparison to other dialects spoken in the country and within the city of
Amman itself. In this section, | will discuss some of the major points argued in the above
mentioned studies respectively, starting with Cleveland’s classification of the Arabic dialects

spoken in Jordan (1963).

Cleveland believed that the Jordanian dialects can be grouped into four groupings- a
discovery he found to be surprising considering how small the country is. He argued that aside
from the groupings being based on linguistic features, they also correspond to socio-economic

stratifications and, in many cases, geographical locations within the country.
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Cleveland labeled the first group ‘y i ggwlpdjgi|] ‘he says’, pronounced as [joql] in
Standard Arabic. This phrase is used because it has the Standard Arabic /g/ phoneme and
Cleveland’s groupings were based on the realization of Standard Arabic [q] in the speech ofeach
dialect, which is [g] in the speech of this group. The most noticed phonological variation in
Jordanian Arabic dialects is the realization of standard Arabic /g/ as either [g], [K] or [?]. It will
be evident in this paper that the realization of Qaf in Jordanian dialects, namely Ammani, has

multiple sociolinguistic connotations.

The speech of the ‘yigul’ group is found among the Beduwho come from the eastern and
southern desert. It is also the speech of nomads who, back then, settled in today’s governorate of
Karak. It is believed that the dialect of this group belongs to Arabian Arabici due to its closer
relationship with the Najd dialects as opposed to the Levantine dialects. It is also argued that
among the four Jordanian dialects, this one is the closest to Standard Arabic (SA). The vowels
are different from those found in Standard Arabic but the consonants are the same, with the

exception of three. See the table below.

Table (1) The realization of the SA phonemes in the speech of the four groups

SA “yigul” group “bigul” group “bikul” group “bi’ul” group
d* of of o, d d, d
q g g k g, ?

te, k te, K te, K K

1 For more information on the different kinds of Arabic, see Versteegh (2014).
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Note that /k/ has two realizations [k] and [te] based on the environment the phoneme is
found in. It is also important to note that the lexical inventory found in the speech of this group is

more conservative than those found in other Jordanian dialects.

The second group, according to Cleveland (1963), is the ‘b i gguolpé- [bagil]. The
speakers that belong to this group are from rural areas in southern Palestine, the Jordan valley,
and nomads outside of the first group. The main difference between the speech of this group and
the first one is morphological-- they express the imperfect tense differently. The first group uses
the morpheme /j-/, whereas the second group uses /b-/. There are also differences in vocabulary

and idioms.

The third group is the ‘b i kguolip&- [bokdl]. This is the dialect of the village people
who lived around Jerusalem and central Palestine (Cleveland 1963). There are many similarities
between the speech of this group and that of the second. However, one of the differences is the
realization of standard Arabic /g/ which was [g] in the speech of the previous group, but is [K] in
this one. There are also lexical differences that make the speech of this third group closer to the

Levantine dialects than ¢ Arabian’ Arabic.

The fourth and last group is the ‘b i 6grouip & [ba?ul]. At the time in which Cleveland’s
study was published, this group had the smallest number of speakers in Jordan. A speaker of this
dialect is recognized as ‘modani’ ‘a city dweller’. Cleveland stated in his article that this dialect
‘diverges sharply from the other three groups’ (1963: 58). Most of the features found in this
dialect are also found in the dialect spoken in Jerusalem. It was the dialect of immigrants from

Haifa, Jaffa and Jerusalem who chose Amman to reside in. In other words, it originated from the
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urban cities of Palestine. This is the group we are most concerned with for this present study

since this is the group that represents Western Amman.

The most distinctive speech feature found in this group is the realization of /g/ as [?]. One
of the features found in the speech of the fourth group is also the SA voiced dental fricative /d/
becoming [z]. For example, [danb] ‘guilt’ would be pronounced as [zomb]. The nasal here also
assimilates to the stop’s place of articulation. The SA phoneme /6/ is realized as [t]. Take for
example the SA word [0010] “third’ that becomes [tult]. The phoneme /8¢ is also usually realized

as [zf] in the speech of this group. For example, [0°arf] ‘circumstances’ becomes [zorf].

Generally speaking, Cleveland’s classification of the Jordanian dialects can be regrouped
into two groups. The first is Eastern and Southern dialects of Najdi Arabic that is closer to
Standard Arabic and had a larger number of speakers at the time in which he conducted his
research. The second group would be the Northern and Northwestern dialects that classify as
Southern Levantine. In her paper, Al-Wer (2007) further subdivided Cleveland’s second group
into two subgroups. The first is the Hourani dialect in the far north; a good example of this
would be the dialect of Ajloun. The second is the Balgawi dialect in the northwest; an example

of that would be the dialect of As-Sult.

While Cleveland’s work tackled all Jordanian dialects in an attempt to provide a
classification of them, Abdel-Jawad and Al-Wer focused most of their research on the dialect(s)
spoken in Amman. The rest of this chapter will look at their contributions that helped explain the

linguistic situation in Amman.

Abdel-Jawad (1981) studied lexical and phonological variation in Ammani speech by

eliciting data from 160 Jordanian and Palestinian speakers in Amman. He studied four speech
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styles: public style, which represents formal speech such as religious speeches; formal style,
which was present in interviews during which a range of formal and informal topics were
discussed; informal style, in which the speakers shift from informal language to formal language
to discuss certain formal topics in an informal setting; and casual style, in which the vernacular

language is used.

Abdel-Jawad (1981) followed the Labovian approach and used variable rule statistical
analysis to examine the extent to which processes such as leveling (koineizing) and
standardization are expressed or suppressed in the spoken language of Amman. He also studied
two phonological variables [K] and [q] and found a correlation between the variants and some
extra-linguistic factors, such as gender, ethnicity and education (Abdel-Jawad 1981: 348). Abdel-
Jawad also found that the standard variant [g] is used more by male educated speakers in formal

situations.

Another scholar who contributed largely to the study of Jordanian dialects, in general,
and the dialect of Amman, in particular, is Enam Al-Wer. Other than her multiple publications
(Al-Wer 2000, 2002, 2003, 2007, 2011), Al-Wer launched a project in 1998 in which she
investigated the Ammani linguistic situation to make sense of the unsystematic mixture of
features found in the dialect. She focused on analyzing phonological and morphosyntactic
features and found that this dialect, which emerged as a result of Jordanian and Palestinian

dialect contact, contains new features and patterns that are not found in the input dialects.

In her paper, Al-Wer (2007) studied the formation of the dialect spoken in Amman and

compared features found in Jordanian and Palestinian dialects. Al-Wer examined data she
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collected from three generations to trace the dialect formation, and argued that the Ammani case

is a ‘textbook case of new dialect formation” (Al-Wer 2007: 7).

She stated that the speech of first generation speakers, who moved to Amman as adults,
can be easily traced back to the speaker’s original Jordanian or Palestinian town. However, the
development in the speech of this group is clear. The development started with what Trudgill
calls rudimentaryleveling(Trudgill 2004: 89-93); it is when the most marked features found in
the speech of a specific community are leveled out. A great example of this would be the
leveling of the /k/ affrication, which is a feature from the Jordanian side found in the As-Sult
dialect. In the traditional dialect, [K] becomes an affricate before a front vowel; for example,
[ke:f] > [tfe:f] ‘how’ (Palva 1994). However, when Al-Wer examined data she collected in 1987,
she found that this feature was absent from the speech of the first generation of Jordanian
speakers. The oldest speaker did affricate the /k/ in the feminine suffix /-ik/, and in some words
where /k/ was preceded by a front vowel /a/ or /e/. Although this feature is being leveled out, it
has not disappeared completely. In another speech sample collected in 1997, Al-Wer found some
tokens of affrication in the speech of male youngsters. Al-Wer (2007) argued that this change
probably started taking place before migration; the dialect contact merely accelerated the
process, and the absence of affrication in the Ammani dialect is viewed as a continuation of the

change that was already taking place.

Another example of rudimentary leveling that Al-Wer (2007) mentioned in her paper is
found in the dialect of Nablus, Palestine which is the raising of [&] to [¢] or [e]. An example of
this vowel raising can be found in words like [?omme:n] to [?2omme:n] ‘Amman’, [mbee:rih] to

[mbe:rih] ‘yesterday’, and [sa:?a] to [se:?a] ‘hour or watch’. Raising the Standard Arabic /a/ isa



18

stereotypical feature of Palestinian dialects, especially in Jerusalem; however, third-generation

Palestinians in Amman ended up yielding to the Jordanian [e].

Al-Wer (2007) then moved on to talk about another first generation speech development
that mainly concerns female Jordanian speakers and male Palestinian speakers. Traditional
Jordanian dialect speakers used the following phonemes: [0], [8], and [g]. Both male and female
speakers would use those traditional phonemes. The traditional Palestinian’s dialect counterparts
were: [t], [d], and [?], and both men and women would use them. However, when both dialects
came into contact, Al-Wer found that some Palestinian men started using [g] instead of their
traditional [?], while Jordanian women started dropping their traditional [g] in favor of the
Palestinian [?]. Jordanian women and Palestinian men are the ones who deviated the most from
their traditional dialects, and this divergence was later found to be an important sociolinguistic

patterning.

Looking at the speech of the second generation, it appears to be chaotic because of the
mixing of multiple dialects. However, it was still possible to trace the speech back to its
Jordanian or Palestinian origin. Also, some sociolinguistic correlations started to emerge, such as
gender and origin. As mentioned above, the speakers who deviated the most from their
traditional dialects were Jordanian women by using [?], and the Palestinian men by using [g].
They would also use the stop variants instead of the interdentals, while maintaining the Jordanian
vocalic features. They would also use Jordanian and Palestinian pronominal suffixes
interchangeably. For example, they would mix -humandi hon,-ku andi kon and the Jordanian
pronoun [?rhna] with the Palestinian [nthna] ‘we’. In the speech of Palestinian men, the plural
pronouns and the pronominal suffixes were mostly Palestinian. Jordanian men and Palestinian

women held on to their traditional speech for the most part. However, the third generation does
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not make use of the same features; instead, they set new patterns and features that were not found

in the previous mix.

In JordanianArabic 6 A m m AhWer 2011), Al-Wer classified the residents of Amman
into two groups: Jordanians and Palestinians. However, it is important to note that those two
groups are heterogeneous and intermarriages between the two are common (2011). This
classification is used to trace the origin of the speakers who were born and live in Amman.
Informal reports indicate that Jordanians from Palestinian origins form the majority of Amman’s

population. Some even argue that 80% of the Ammani population is of Palestinian descent.

Al-Wer (2011) discussed in her paper the degree of variability found in Jordanian and
Palestinian dialects and gives the classic example of [g], [k] and [?] variation. She also stated
that in Palestinian speech, the trend is to favor the madani (urban) [?] over the fallaft (rural) [K].
This trend carried on to Ammani speech and the competing linguistic features are between the

Palestinian moadani [?] and the Jordanian East Bank (Bedouin) [g].

Al-Wer then moved on to discuss the formation of the ‘Ammani’ dialect based on
Trudgill’s outline on dialect formation (1986). She studied the speech of three generations,
starting with the first one to settle in Amman in the late 1990s. She argued that the first
generation spoke dialects with distinct features that can be easily traced back to their original
Jordanian or Palestinian towns. With the second generation, due to the constant contact between
speakers of different dialects, the speakers started to use a mixture of both, and the
sociolinguistic correlations started to become more complex. However, the speech can still be

identified as Palestinian or Jordanian.
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Al-Wer (2007) focused on the speech of the third generation in her paper. Looking at the
speech of the third generation and those who came after, a reduction in the mixture and variation
is found in the speech of the generation and an order started to form in their linguistic behavior.
In addition, new features that are considered to be ‘Ammani’ started to emerge, such as gender

neutralization of the -kumclitic in favor of the masculine forms (see Al-Wer 2003).

Due to those new ‘Ammani’ speech features, the city began to form its own native
identity for the first time in modern history. The younger generations, born in the 1990s, now
call themselves AmniChiyyn, which is a derivation meaning that they are native to the city
‘people of Amman’. However, their parents, even those who were born in Amman, would still
associate themselves with their original hometowns and refer to themselves as ‘sukkan Amman’

‘inhabitants of Amman’ (Al-Wer 2007).

In sections 2.3 and 2.4, | will talk about the history of Amman and its development, then

discuss the structure of the Ammani dialect: mainly consonants and vowels.
2.3 The Jordanian Capital: Amman

Amman is known as the city of immigrantsandrefugeesThe city was first called Ammon when
it was home to the kingdom of Ammonites during the Iron Age. During the Greek and Roman
periods, the city was named Philadelphia. It was finally named Amman during the Islamic ruling,

and has kept that name ever since.

The city’s importance declined after it was damaged in several earthquakes in the mid-
8th century and people decided that it was uninhabitable (Kassay 2006). However, modern
Amman dates back to the late 19th century. It was first inhabited in 1878 by a handful of

Circassian immigrants from Southern Russia who survived the Circassian genocide. They settled
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around the old Roman ruins (Abdel-Jawad 1981, Hamed-Troyansky 2017). Al-Wer states that by
1906, Amman became home to a handful of Circassian settlers who at that time, only spoke
Adyghe, a language that belongs to the Northwest Caucasian language family and is still used at

home by Circassian till this day (Al-Wer 2011).

Originally, As-Sult was the capital of the Emirate of Transjordan, but because of
Amman’s strategic location along the Hejaz Railway, the Hashemite King Abdullah I designated
Amman to be the capital in 1921 instead. As the capital, Amman received a lot of attention. By
the 1930s, 5000 additional migrants from the Balga region in Northern Jordan, and from Karak
and Madbaz in the Southern region settled in Amman. Among the 5000 were also migrants who
came from Palestinian cities like Haifa, Jaffa, Nablus and Hebron. A few merchant families from
Damascus also chose to settle in Amman, as it was better for business and trade because of its

location en route to Hijaz.

The migration from Jordanian and Palestinian towns kept increasing over the following
few decades. By the year 1933, the population of the former village was estimated at 6000; 1700

of which were Circassians, according to the British reports (Mackey 1979: 82).

The biggest, most sudden increase in population was a result of the Israeli occupation of
Palestine. The Palestinian refugee migration came in two waves; the first wave of Palestinian
refugees started pouring into the city after the Arab-Israeli war in 1948. Within five years the

population almost doubled from 60,000 in 1947 to 110,000 in 1952. However, the population

2See Appendix A for the location of the cities in the research with respect to Amman.

3Report by His Britannic Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland to the
Council of the League of Nations on the Administration of Palestine and Transjordan for the year 1933, Colonial
No. 94, His Majesty's Stationery Office, 1934, p. 305.
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reached its peak with the second wave of Palestinian refugees entering the country after the Six-
Day War in 1967. According to a U.N social survey done in 1966, it was reported that of
Amman’s population aged 15 and over, only 28% were locally born (Abdel-Jawad 1981: 35).
This means that fewer than one in four were native to the city at that time. By 1970, the

population was estimated at 550,000 and kept growing until it reached 850,000 by 1981.

Jordan witnessed another influx of refugees that also came in two waves due to political
unrest in the region. The first wave was in the 1990s in the aftermath of the Gulf War where the
number of Iraqi refugees in Jordan was estimated to be between 250,000 and 350,000. By the
late 1990s the population reached 1.6 million. The second Iragi wave started after the 2003 US-
led invasion of Irag. The exact number of Iraqi refugees cannot be determined due to a number
of factors- the first of which being that Jordan did not conduct any solid statistical studies. The
second is that Jordan did not require prior entry visas from Iragis for the purpose of making it
easy for them to enter the country. The Jordanian government insisted that the Iragis are guests
and not refugeeswhich made it difficult for humanitarian agencies to collect accurate
information about an ‘invisible’ refugee population. However, the United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees estimates that 750,000 to 1 million Iragis fled to Jordan after the war

(“Iraqi refugee timeline,” 2008).

The third, and soon to be the biggest refugee crisis in Jordan is the Syrian one caused by
the Syrian civil war which started in March 2011. According to the United Nations fact sheet
published in 2018, the Syrian refugee population in Jordan consists of almost 751,275 living in

urban areas and 126,131 in camps (UNHCR fact sheet, 2018).
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Jordan’s total population, as of September 2019, is 10,122,744 according to the
Worldometers website (Worldometers, 2019). According to UN reports, 60 percent of the total
population lives in Amman. 2,918,125 (30.6%) of Jordan’s total population is non-Jordanian.

This number has multiplied more than 10 times over the last 55 years.

From the discussion above, it is apparent that the whole population of Amman is
considered to be immigrants as they either come from other Jordanian towns, Palestinian cities,
or are refugees from Russia known as Circassians. It is also argued that there is no native dialect
to Amman merely because the Circassians who settled there in 1878 did not speak Arabic; they
managed to maintain their identity and language till this day and do not consider themselves to
be Arab. The drastic population growth has provided us with a heterogeneous speech community
characterized by variation. The dialect spoken in Amman represents a number of neighboring

local dialects, which makes it an ideal location to study dialect contact and dialect formation.

For the Qaf variation portion of the paper, the focus will be on the two groups that played
a crucial part in developing the city and its dialect. The first group is Jordanians who migrated
from other towns and villages, and spoke indigenous Jordanian dialects. The second group
consists of Palestinians, which in turn is divided into two subgroups based on the time of their
arrival in Amman. The first subgroup consists of Palestinians who migrated to Amman in the
early 20th century before the war. The second subgroup consists of war refugees who fled from
the Israeli occupation of Palestine. It is important to note that both groups are considered to be
Jordanian and hold Jordanian passports. However, since the Qaf variation section will discuss
dialectal features that are specific to either indigenous Jordanian or Palestinian dialects and the
result of their contact, | will refer to the speakers and feature by either Palestinian or Jordanian,

based on their origin.
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The following section will discuss previous sociolinguistic research done on Jordan to
give a better understanding of the situation there. It will also discuss the Ammani dialect and
give an overview of some of the features. Qaf variation in Amman and Arabic-English code-

switching will be further discussed as well.

2.4The Ammani dialect

This section is designated to give a description of some elements of the Ammani dialect focusing
on the Jordanian - Palestinian competing features. In a dialect contact situation, similar or
counterpart features from the opposing sides compete for a place in the newly-formed dialect.
The result of this competition either ends up with the recession of one feature and the thriving of
the other or, in some cases, the survival of both features. When the latter happens, a new
distribution has to be established. It is what Britain & Trudgill (2005) call reallocation.
Reallocation is defined as when “one or more variants in the dialect mix survive the levelling
process, but are re-functionalized, evolving new social or linguistic functions in the new dialect”
(Britain & Trudgill 2005: 183). The chapter will also provide a comparison between the

consonants and vowels of Ammani Arabic (AA) and those of Standard Arabic (SA).

2.4.1Consonants

I will start off by comparing the phonemic inventory found in Standard Arabic to the one of
Ammani Arabic. There are 28 consonants in Standard Arabic in nine places of articulation, while
there are 31 in Ammani Arabic, four of which are non-classical. See tables (2) and (3) below.
Note that Classical Arabic in the table below is the same language | refer to as Standard Arabic.
Some linguists find the term “Classical” to be problematic as it implies that language is old and

no longer in use.
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Table (2) Consonantal phonemic inventory for eighth-century CE Classical Arabic

Labial Labio Inter Dental Palatal Velar  Uvular Pharyngeal Laryngeal
dental dental alveolar

Plosive b t/d ds k q ?
(emphatic) tf

Fricative f 0/0 s/z /8 h/S h
(emphatic) o sF

Nasal m n

Lateral I

(emphatic) t

Tap r

Glide J w

Note: The classicalArab grammarians included alif (/a/) to give twenty-nine phonemes(Sibawayh1982:431; Al-Nassir
1993:11).
Taken from Watson (2007:13).



Table (3) Consonantal phonemic inventory of Ammani Arabic
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Labial Labio Dental Inter Alveolar Post Palatal Velar Pharyngeal Laryngeal
dental dental alveolar
Plosive b t/d k/g ?
(emphatic) tS/d¢
Fricative f 0/0 s/z I3 /8 h/S h
(emphatic) o s/ (25)
Affricate &3
Nasal m n
Lateral I
(emphatic) 1
Tap r
Glide w J

Taken from Al-Wer (2011:3-4).
Phonemebetweenbrackets is my addition asit existsin my sample.
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The plain and emphatic interdentals are in a state of variability in Ammani speech due to
the Jordanian - Palestinian dialect contact. The emphatic interdentals are a Jordanian feature,

while the plain ones are an urban Palestinian feature.

There is a good amount of overlap when it comes to comparing the phonemic inventories
of different Jordanian and Palestinian dialects to one another. However, in the process of forming
the Ammani dialect, the competing features are fighting for a permanent place in the dialect. The
main competing features are [g] versus [?], interdentals versus stops or sibilants, and [d3] versus
[3]. All Jordanian dialects traditionally have [g], [6], [0], [0°] and [d3]. Urban Palestinian dialects,
on the other hand, have [?], [t], [d], [d‘], and the sibilant counterparts [s], [z] [z] and [3] just like
other major dialects in the Levant. Al-Wer reported in previous research that the dialects spoken
in the major Jordanian cities As-Sult, Ajloun, and Karak showed variation in the interdentals and
[d3]. She argued that those features were already undergoing change (Al-Wer 1991). The speech
of the third generation in Amman showed that those originally Palestinian features, [t], [d], [d]
(or the sibilants), [3] and to a large extent [?], became Ammani features, making the dialect of
the city identical to other dialects found in Levantine cities in regards to the consonantal system.
The main focus of this paper is on the speech of Western Amman. Older, traditional features can
still be heard in parts of Eastern Amman. There is no ethnic split between the two rather slightly
different values and ways of life, as Eastern Amman takes on a more traditional lifestyle than

Western Amman does.

As mentioned in chapter one, Qaf variation is one of the main and most studied features

found in Arabic dialects. In some cases, it is used to label dialects. Al-Wer and Herin write:
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Thus, one finds labels such as “gilit” dialects to refer to the Mesopotamian dialects which
use the variant [g] traditionally (e.g. Muslim Baghdadi), ‘geltu’ dialects to refer to those
that use [q] (e.g. Christian & Jewish Baghdadi), and [?] dialects (e.g. Jerusalem) and [k]
dialects (e.g. rural central/northern West Bank Palestinian) to refer to dialects that use [?]

and [k] respectively (Al-Wer & Herin 2011: 60).

However, what makes the Qaf variation in Amman stand out is its social reallocation.
The new-found social function of this variation will be further discussed and investigated in the

upcoming chapters.

2.4.2\owels

Moving on to vowels, the Standard Arabic vowel inventory consists of three short vowels: /a/, /i/,
/ul and their long counterparts: /a:/, /i:/, /u:/, in addition to two diphthongs: /aj/ and /aw/. See

tables (4) and (5) below.

Table (4) Vowel inventory of Standard Arabic

Short Vowels Long Vowels
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Table (5) Vowel inventory of Ammani Arabic (Al-Wer 2011: 4)

Short Vowels Long Vowels

In Ammani Arabic the vowels /e: / and /o:/ sometimes replace the Standard Arabic
diphthongs. The diphthongs are maintained only if followed by a glide, like in [majjil] ‘drop by’.

See table (6) below.

Table (6) Comparison between SA and AA diphthongs

Standard Arabic Ammani Arabic gloss
bajt be:t ‘house’
sfawt s‘o:t* ‘sound’

Standard Arabic /u/ is realized as [v] or [e], or lower in Ammani Arabic, for example
Standard Arabic [ru:h] ‘spirit” would be realized as [re:h] in Ammani Arabic. However, a
contrast between Standard Arabic [0] and Ammani Arabic [o] can be found in some cases.
Consider the example of [?2amo] ‘he removed it’ versus [?amu] ‘they removed it’. [0] is used for

third person singular masculine while [v] is used for third person plural (Al-Wer 2011). This
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grammatical contrast is found word-finally. Another contrast can be found on the lexeme level.

[ru:h] means ‘spirit” in Standard Arabic and means ‘2S.M-go’ in Ammani Arabic.

While the Ammani dialect leans more towards [v], neighboring Levantine dialects,
including Jerusalem, use [1]. For example, [?umm)] versus [?imm] ‘mother’. However, this
contrast can produce minimal pairs in Ammani Arabic in some cases. Consider [hubb] ‘love. N’

and [hibb] ‘love. V’ which are both in Ammani.

The Standard Arabic vowel /a/ in the Ammani dialect can range from back [a] to front
[]. However, it is realized as [e] in the speech of first generations who are from Palestinian
origins. You would hear those speakers say [famma:n], [fammae:n], [Samme:n], or [famme:n]
‘Amman’. In the speech of younger generations, this variation was levelled out and we almost
only hear [&] or [a]. The only case in which we hear the realization [¢] for Standard Arabic /a/ is
word-finally in words like [hilwe] ‘beautiful’. However, an exception is made if the preceding

sounds are either velar, pharyngeal, or emphatic. Consider [bif%a] ‘ugly’.

The next two sections of this literature review will cover previous work done on the two
types of variation in Ammani speech we are concerned with in this paper: Qaf variation and

code-switching.

2.4.3Qaf variation in Western Amman

Labov (1964) introduced and developed the concept of linguistic variable as the major linguistic
unit by which the sociolinguistic structure of a language can be studied and measured (Suleiman
1985: 17). Linguistic variants, phonological, syntactic, or semantic, in a given language/dialect
variety fall into specific patterns and do not occur randomly (see Ervin-Tripp 1964; Ferguson

1959; Gumperz 1967; Labov 1964, 1965, 1966, Suleiman 1985).
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Qaf as a variable is one of the most studied sociolinguistic variables in Arabic, as it has
many social connotations attached to the use of each of its variables. This study will investigate
/g/ variation in Amman, as Standard Arabic /qg/ can be realized as [?], [g], [q], or [K] in Jordan.
Our knowledge of how the change happened from form [g] to the other varieties in Jordanian
dialects has many gaps (Al-Wer and Herin 2011: 59). Some try to fill these gaps by using
Labov’s evaluation-problem discussion and resorting to notions such as prestige and stigma
while failing to investigate the factors that played a role in the emergence of those social factors
that motivated the change. Weinreich et al argued that the level of social awareness is a major
property of linguistic change (1968: 186). Stereotypes in Amman associated with the use of each
variant started to emerge (Al-Wer and Herin 2011: 60), which proves that there is, in fact, a level

of social awareness when it comes to Qaf use.

Al-Wer and Herin stated that it is more difficult to analyze social factors and conditions
after a change has already taken place. They gave the example of the Nabulsy dialect, as there is
little to no analysis of the change from [q] to [?] that took place since the change is in an

advanced stage in the direction of [?] (2011: 59).

Qaf variation is still affecting a number of dialects in the Levant, mainly the Ammani
dialect. It is evident that the variant [g] is yielding to [?], which is perceived to be the target,
more prestigious variant. The earliest record available of the linguistic features of the dialects
spoken east of the river Jordan is Bergstrasser (1915), and with respect to Qaf, the whole region

was designated as a [g] speaking region.

While [g] is a feature that belongs to Jordanian indigenous dialects, the Palestinian

dialects share the [?] feature with other major dialects in the Levant region as a whole, such as
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dialects of Damascus, Beirut, Aleppo and Jerusalem. In this sense, [?] can be considered to be a
supra-local variant. The notions supra-local versus localized features were first introduced by
Milroy et al. (1994). Supra-localization refers to the process in which a linguistic variant
becomes more widely adopted at the expense of a locally-specific form due to dialect contact
(Britain 2010). The variant [g] is a characteristic of less dominant, more provincial dialects. In
the Levant region, [g] is considered to be a localized feature. In Arabic dialectology [g] is
commonly referred to as a Bedouin feature. It is important to stress here that while designations
such as ‘Bedouin’ and ‘sedentary’ may be appropriate for a general classification of Arabic
dialects, they are superficial and can be misleading in sociolinguistics since they carry no
explanatory value. Note that while the variant [g] is localized in the Levant and Egypt, it is
supra-local in the Gulf region, which explains its marginal status in the former region but

dominance in the latter.

A study conducted by Al-Wer (1991) on a number of speakers including 117 women
covering an age range of 18-90 revealed that, roughly speaking, Qaf emerged as a variable
among the native speakers of Jordanian dialects in the provincial towns only during the late
1970s, and its use in 1987 was confined to a few individuals in the location nearest to Amman
(As-Sult). Al-Wer (1991) found that the distance from Amman showed a correlation with the
absence or presence of [?]. That finding indicates that Amman is probably where this innovation
started. The variation was also only found in the speech of women, which strongly suggests that
the use of the glottal stop in the provincial towns was an innovation introduced by the female

speakers (Al-Wer & Herin 2011: 63).

Al-Wer (2007) discussed those new social functions of [g] versus [?]. The initial [g]

versus [?] distribution was at first regionally governed: Jordanian speakers used [g] while urban
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Palestinian speakers used [?]. In the second generation, the competing features became gender-
bound: female speakers used [?] and male speakers used [g]. It is in the speech of the third
generation where the social meaning behind the variation expands. The third generation
maintained the gender association they inherited from the second generation, but new social
patterns started to form, especially with male speakers. Female speakers kept using [?],
irrespective of their origin. The linguistic behavior of male speakers, on the other hand, set a
range of new meanings related to this variation; their choice now is determined by the social
context. Al-Wer (2007) stated that Jordanian boys were the speakers who used [g] the most;
however, in some cases, when talking to girls, for example, they would use [?]. On the other
hand, Palestinian boys would use [?] at home, when talking to close Palestinian friends, and

when talking to girls. However, they would use [g] when talking to other Jordanian boys.

Moreover, the use of [g] in ‘fights’ and conflicts is highly meaningful as [g] symbolizes
‘macho’ characteristics in Amman. Al-Wer interviewed a number of boys who claimed that a
boy who uses [?] in fightsist ~  &from French tante ‘aunt’ (Al-Wer 2007). It is a way of
saying that this boy is not tough or is ‘a girl’. What is interesting is that the boys interviewed by
Al-Wer are not claiming that a boy who uses [?] in his everyday speech is not masculine, but
those who cannot make the situational switch to [g] in fights and conflicts are. Al-Wer (2007)
also found that girls share the same expectations. Although they would rather be courted in [?],

they think a boy who uses the glottal in a fight is a mahzalémockery’.

Al-Wer (2007) also found an association between [g] and political influence. She
reported that the boys in her sample who come from families where their fathers served as
cabinet ministers use [g] across the board, even when interacting with girls. The variant [g]

gained a social value; it is old fashioned but attractive by association with influential positions.
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This variation has spread to more locations in the country, which indicates that a change
from [g] to [?] may be in progress. In fact, the change to completion can be seen in the speech of
females in Amman and is spreading to other cities. The youngest speaker in Al-Wer’s sample
grew up in As-Sult in a [g] speaking environment but used [?] consistently with no variation (Al-
Wer 2007). Al-Wer and Herin (2011) argued that a change from [g] to [?] may be in progress as
the [g] ~ [?] variation is spreading to more locations in the country and is increasing in the

speech of different social groups within a single speech community.

Abdel-Jawad (1981) investigated [K] as a variant of /g/. This realization is found in the
rural dialects of Palestine (Jinin, Qalgilya, etc.). | am not investigating this variant in the speech
of Western Amman since the use of it is rapidly decreasing, as its speakers are abandoning it in

favor of [g] or [?]. This leaves us with three variants for this study: [q], [g] and [?].

It is also important to discuss instances in which [q] is not considered to be a variable of
Standard Arabic /g/. Al-Wer and Herin (2011) give the example of the dialect of Damascus
where the glottal stop [?] is the normal realization and the use of [q] is restricted to lexical items
borrowed from Standard Arabic in semi-casual/formal speech. In such cases, we cannot claim
that [g] is a variant of the same phoneme, since there is no systematic variation (unlike most
dialects of Tunisia, Algeria, Morocco, and parts of Yemen and Oman where /g/ is part of the
vernacular dialect). Haeri (1997) also studied the distribution of [q] in the dialect of Cairo and
found that the occurrences of [q] in her sample are governed by lexical choice as well - mainly
lexical borrowings from Standard Arabic. She argues that the occurrence of [q] in the dialect

should not be perceived as ‘restoration’ of Standard Arabic /q/.
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Al-Tamimi argues that the use of [g] as a variable among Ammanis spread through
education. Education in Amman was crucial for associating [q] with formal semantic domains
and topics that require borrowing lexical items from Standard Arabic due to its formal nature

(Al-Tamimi 2001: 76).

Al-Wer and Herin (2011) argue that the situation in Amman contrasts with the situation in
Damascus. While the use of the variable [q] is governed by lexical choices in both dialects, /g/ in
Ammani Arabic is a variable that can occur in the same lexical item as its variants [?] and [g]
based on the speaker’s background. I, on the other hand, argue that the case of Amman is a
mixture of both, as we can find variation in a single lexical item, but at the same time there are
borrowings from Standard Arabic that form a [g] word class, which functions as a parallel

system within the dialect.

2.4.4Arabic-English code switching in Western Amman

Gumperz defines code-switching as a .. .juxtaposition within the same speech exchange of

passages of speech belonging to two different grammatical systems or subsystems” (1982: 59).
Weinreich (1953) stated that in the early 50s, code-switching was perceived to be sub-standard
and an indication that the speaker lacked good education. This attitude changed throughout the
years and code-switching is now seen as a natural behavior among multilingual speakers (Brice

and Brice 2009).

In his early work, Gumperz (1967) divided code-switching into situational and
metaphorical switching based on the factors that motivate the switch. Later on, he added
conversational code-switching in Gumperz (1982). Metaphorical code-switching occurs when

the topical emphasis changes, while a situational switch is triggered by a change in participants
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or strategies (Hymes & Gumperz 1972: 409). Both previously mentioned switches require a
conscious decision by the speaker. Conversational code-switching, on the other hand, occurs
subconsciously when the speaker is faced with factors that motivate the switch within the

conversation.

Gumperz (1982) also proposed a number of functions that code-switching fulfills. Some
of those functions are: interjection, mainly used when a speaker wants to better express himself
and can also be used as a filler; reiteration, when a speaker repeats his message literally or in a
somewhat modified form for clarification; message qualification, when a different code is used
in order to clarify the message; and personification and objectification, which is a switch that

reflects the speaker’s opinion depending on the context.

Although some scholars use the terms code-switching and code-mixing interchangeably,
others managed to draw lines that distinguish between the two. It is argued that the act of
changing languages is called code-switching when the two codes retain their monolingual
characteristics; whereas, code-mixing is when the two are being somewhat combined (Hmeadat
2016). Both code-switching and code-mixing often coexist in a single discourse and overlap in
some instances; thus, creating confusion when trying to parse the two out. Another distinction
made between code-switching and code-mixing is on the sentence level. Sridhar and Sridhar
(1980) and Bokamba (1988) reserved code-switching for changes that go beyond sentences,

while code-mixing is the alternation that happens within a sentence.

Meisel (1989), on the other hand, referred to the blending of two grammatical systems as
code-mixing, and code-switching as a pragmatic skill that allows speakers to select the language

according to topic and context (Gardner-Chloros 2009: 12-13). Hoffmann found a correlation
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between age and code-switching/ code-mixing; she noticed that mixing can be found more
frequently in the speech of young bilinguals. Meanwhile, switching appears to be more frequent
in the case of older speakers (Hoffmann 1991: 75). In this present study, the term codeswitching

will be used to refer to both ‘mixing’ and ‘switching’.

Myers-Scotton (1993) introduced the terms matrix language and embeddedanguage. The
matrix language is the most dominant language used in a given utterance while the embedded
language is the language that has the lesser role. For example, when two native Jordanian
speakers have a conversation in Ammani Arabic and switch to English, Ammani Arabic is

considered to be the matrix language while English is the embedded language.

Scholars, such as Sridhar and Sridhar (1980), Mustafa and Al-Khatib (1994), and
Bautista (2004) have argued that the main reason speakers code-switch is in order to convey their
messages in the easiest way with the least effort. Other reasons like socio-cultural authenticity,

emphasis, and the excluding or including of people from a conversation were also considered.

When discussing code-switching, it is also important to consider the difference between
code-switching and borrowing. Di Pietro defined code-switching as the ‘use of more than one
language by communicants in the execution of a speech act’ (1978: 275). Borrowing, on the
other hand, is defined as a ‘conventional term for the introduction into language [a] of specific

words, constructions, or morphological elements of language [b]” (Matthews 2007: 43).

Both linguistic phenomena, code-switching and borrowing, are results of language
contact; however, the difference lies in the speaker’s awareness (Gumperz 1982). When a
speaker is code-switching, he is fully aware of his use of two languages, and the speaker is

making a conscious choice to utter this exact word or phrase in that specific language. Using
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borrowed words, on the other hand, can go unnoticed by the speaker. It is also important to note
that when a word is borrowed, it is phonetically adapted to the pronunciation of the host
language and usually speakers are not aware that it is a borrowed word. For example, a
monolingual Jordanian Arabic speaker might use the word [sandwi:she] ‘sandwich’, which is
adapted phonetically to the Arabic pronunciation, without having the slightest idea that the word
was borrowed from English. However, when an Arabic-English bilingual speaker says ‘thank

you’, the speaker is aware that the expression he used is English (Abu Mathkour 2004).

Arabic-English code-switching in the speech of Western Ammanis is another type of
language variation in the city. English is perceived by Jordanians, and the rest of the world, asa
global language that facilitates communication worldwide. Knowing English means better job
opportunities since it is used in different domains like media, school, and the government. A
great example of this would be the establishment of King Hussein Business Park in Amman.
This business complex was established to provide growth and development for local, regional
and international businesses. The complex has over 50 international companies such as
Microsoft, Samsung, USAID, Aramex, Cisco, MasterCard and many more. Establishing this
business complex provided hundreds of jobs for Jordanians, and the common qualification that is
found among all job listings is fluencyin English English also has a certain prestige in Amman;
thus, teaching English at school is emphasized by the Jordanian government and Ministry of
Education. A curriculum for English as a Foreign Language was developed in 2005 for grades
one to twelve. A document was also drafted that stated the skills students are expected to acquire

in each grade (Hmeadat 2016).

The increasing knowledge of English among Jordanian speakers, especially those who

live in Western Amman, made Arabic-English code-switching more common. A number of
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studies have been conducted on this linguistic phenomenon. Some of the scholars who studied
code-switching in Jordanian contexts are Bader (1995), Hleihil (2001), and Abu Mathkour

(2004).

Bader (1995) and Hleihil (2001) wanted to study the factors that trigger Jordanians to
code-switch, especially the frequency of code-switching among the speakers. The main factors
that Bader found to play an important role in code-switching were region, education, age, and
gender, with education being the most significant factor (Bader 1995). When he investigated the
reasons why Jordanians code-switch, Bader (1995) found that need and prestige are the main
reasons. Hleihil also investigated the reasons to why Jordanians code-switch and found that “the
easiness of the English terms in the absence of Arabic equivalents” was a common reason as well

(Hleihil 2001:70).

Abu Mathkour (2004) conducted a study that investigates code-switching among
Jordanian speakers. His study was based on data gathered from six hours of tape-recorded
programs that aired on Jordan television JTV. His sample consisted of 33 Jordanian speakers- 15
males and 18 females. He found 82 instances of code switching, 47 of which were found in
female speech. The speakers were artists, doctors, hairdressers, designers, drivers, musicians,
tailors, etc. From the data, Abu Mathkour wanted to study the functions of code-switching

proposed by Gumperz (1982) and how frequently they occur based on gender and profession.

In the code-switching portion of this paper, | will look at the frequency of code-switching
in the recordings | have and investigate the different functions they fulfill. I will then compare

the frequency of each function used and its correlation to gender.
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2.5 Conducting sociolinguistic research: sociolinguisticvariation

The interaction of social and linguistic phenomena is in the heart of sociolinguistic research.
Labov was the first linguist to include social and stylistic variation in language description. The
study of sociolinguistic variation emerged in the 1960s as an approach to studying dialectology.
Labov is an American linguist who was the first to develop the study of variationist
sociolinguistics. His study of dialect patterns on the Lower East Side of New York City is
considered to be a breakthrough. In his study, he demonstrated that linguistic variation correlates
with social class, ethnicity, etc. Labov used a systematic quantitative approach in which he relied
on recording informal conversations as a data collection tool. Labov (1996) emphasized the
importance of data collection when studying sociolinguistics because it is the way to fully grasp
people’s language use rather than relying on intuition as a source of information. This
quantitative approach helped uncover linguistic behavioral patterns that were not seen

previously.

Dialectologists in the 19th century were concerned with studying regional variation in
language such as variation in the lexicon, grammatical constructions or even differences in
pronunciation (Chambers & Trudgill 1980: 18-23). Dialectologists in the 20th century shifted
their focus from a diachronic to a synchronic approach in studying language variation. The aim
became to study lexical or phonological variation within the same variety of language/dialect.
One of the challenges such studies present is investigating linguistic features that are still
undergoing change. In the past, linguists were only able to study completed changes. This was
true until Labov developed his method of quantitative comparison of speakers belonging to

several generations. This approach helped reveal the intermediate stages of linguistic change.
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Labov’s research paradigm for studying language variation and change relies heavily on
the observation of language use. Variationist research is concerned with revealing speaker
patterns when using a linguistic variable. The best way to go about this is by using the
quantitative method, as it shows how frequent one form appears in speech versus the competing

form.

Labov proposed the following process (Cornips & Gregersen 2016):

e Choose a sample of speakers and record them under somewhat controlled conditions.

e Conduct a systematic analysis of the data.

e Identify the tokens to be studied. Labov gives the example of a syntactic variant, the
copula BE.4 He first identifies the total number of occurrences and potential occurrences -
ranging between 0 and 100 percent in the variable environments (Weinreich, Labov and

Herzog 1968: 70).

e The final step is to use the results to identify social factors in that environment that affect

the distribution of the variants.

The first step in the process mentioned above refers to the sociolinguistic interview
Labov developed. The sociolinguistic interview is considered to be the foundation of
sociolinguistic research. The goal of the interview is to elicit data in different contexts starting

with the informal portion of the interview to elicit the vernacular. The formality of the interview

4See Labov (1969: 717) for the examples.
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is then elevated to elicit the formal or standard language. This technique has been utilized in

sociolinguistic research (Holmes et. al 1991).

Linguistic theory has, as one of its goal, the task of accounting for the capabilities people
have using language. In the area of choice and optionality, it is important to decide just how
much capability speakers have as far as influence on variability is concerned. Language users
tend to make their choice on the basis of familiarity and proficiency. Linguistically speaking,
these factors draw heavily on the speaker's mastery of phonology, morphosyntax, and the

lexicon.

Weinreich et al (1968) argued that dialect variation is governed by ‘orderly
heterogeneity’ and is not random. It is often noticed that this structured variation consists of
regularly-occurring patterns that correlate with social structures. Labov’s aim when he developed
this method of investigating language was to show how language changes spread in a society. He
wanted to prove that linguistic change is led by specific social groups- usually the upper working

class.

With that, | conclude the literature review portion of this paper, where | covered the key

ideas that will be discussed in the data analysis section.

3. Methodology

When dealing with human subjects, researchers are obliged to follow guidelines set by research
ethics committees to ensure that the data is being collected in a way that does not harm the
participants. The researcher obtained the research ethics committee’s approval before starting the

data collection process.
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For this study, 20 native Ammani speakers from Western Amman were recorded. The
aim of the recordings is to collect multiple examples of the linguistic variable Qafto see how this
phoneme is realized in the speech of different speakers. The differences in speech between
different speakers, in this case, is quantitative rather than qualitative, as they are not using
different dialects but using different variants that exist in the same dialect. These quantitative
differences can be very obvious to the speakers, and often using a certain variable can associate
the speaker with a certain social group. Thus, quantitative differences can be key to

understanding social information about a certain society and vice versa.

From the recordings, | also investigated English-Arabic code-switching in Ammani
Arabic spoken in Western Amman and its frequency based on gender. | also studied the different

functions code-switching fulfills in a given context.

3.1 Sampleand data collection

20 people were interviewed: 10 men and 10 women. The sample consisted of millennials
between the ages of 22 and 325 who live in Western Amman. This sample was chosen because
Western Amman has played a significant role in dialect innovation due to socio-economic
factors. Residents of Western Amman are looked at as the trendsetters and the representatives of
modern lifestyle. Another reason dialect innovation is found there is because of social ties. In
Eastern Amman, family ties are stronger and the social networks are denser. As a result, dialect
preservation is more common and there is less room for innovation. The case is different in

Western Amman where it is more common for friends to spend time with each other than they do

sSee Appendix B for the specific ages.
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with family. There are more places to go (malls, cinemas, cafes, pubs, restaurants, etc.) and
spend time with friends. The result of this constant contact (keeping in mind that the people of
Amman come from various backgrounds) is dialectical innovation. For those reasons, residents

of Western Amman were chosen for the sample.

Because the researcher currently lives in Canada, a volunteer was asked to recruit
participants for the sample. For all 20 recordings, the participants were asked to tell a story about
themselves or discuss a topic of their choosing while the volunteer recorded them. The stories
were between 5 and 7 minutes long and were recorded in a relaxed social setting to ensure
natural speech. The volunteer knows the participants on a personal level and sees them regularly.
Some of the interviews were recorded during lunch breaks at the company she works for, while
others were conducted during social visits. She asked if they would be interested in participating
in this study, and those who were, sat down with her and talked about their interests, jobs, etc. I
asked the volunteer to recruit participants that I do not know in order to remain objective in my

analysis.

The sample consists of ten female speakers and ten male speakers. Five of the female
speakers are originally Jordanian while the other five are Palestinian. Three of the men are
Palestinian and three Jordanian. Two of the male speakers (a pair of twins) come from a mixed
background (the father is Palestinian and the mother is Jordanian). The last two speakers were
Circassian and Syrian, respectively. The Syrian speaker was born and raised in Amman; his
family was one of the families that settled in the city in the 1930s. The sample has its limitations
and is open to criticism, as one or two speakers are not enough to represent a whole group of

speakers.
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4. Data analysisand discussion

4.1 Qaf variation

Based on the data gathered from 20 speakers in the capital city of Amman - particularly Western
Amman, | investigated Qaf variation among the speakers according to a few social factors -
origin, gender, and age. The question | addressed is whether a change from the traditional
Jordanian [g] to the urban Palestinian [?] is taking place in the city and on its way to completion
- a prediction Al-Wer made in 2007. 1 also investigated the use of the variable [q] in the speech

of Ammanis.

The analysis of the findings in this chapter will be divided into two sections discussing
the speech of each gender separately and conclude with a Final remarkssection where | compare

the speech analysis of both genders.

4.1.1FemaleSpeech

The female sample consisted of 5 Palestinian and 5 Jordanian speakers. All 10 recordings
included 133 tokenss of Qaf. The women used [?] predominantly (103/133 tokens), while the

other 30 tokens were [q]. None of the female speakers used [g]. See table (7) below.

6 See Appendix C and D for the words.



Table (7) The occurrence of /g/ variables in the speech of females

Palestinian Jordanian
F1 F2 F3 F4 5 F6 F77 F8 Fo F10
Age 26 32 26 24 24 25 28 25 22 23
[?] 10 9 2 15 10 8 3 9 14 23
[a] 3 2 2 2 10 1 3 5 2 0
[a] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

The data is consistent with Al-Wer’s findings, as it shows that women show no [g] ~ [?]
variation (Al-Wer and Herin 2011). However, our focus for this section will be on the female

speakers’ use of [q].

The 30 tokens of [g] appeared in words that seem to be semi-formal and are used in semi-
formal domains like when talking about one’s job, for instance. The use of [q] in the dialect of
Amman indicates some knowledge of Standard Arabic and represents the speech of educated
speakers, since it has to be learned. Speaker 5 recorded the highest use of [q], as she kept

alternating between Ammani Arabic and Standard Arabic.

Based on the data | have gathered, I will divide the use of [g] into three main uses: semi-
formal/formal semantic domains, [q] retention in borrowings from Standard Arabic, and [g] in

proper nouns.

Because of diglossia in Jordan, the formal language (Standard Arabic) is always

associated with formal settings and domains. Due to that association, it only makes sense that the

7The mother of speaker M7 is Circassian.
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use of [q], a phoneme that is perceived as a representative of the Standard language, be also
associated with those domains. One of the recurring formal semantic domains | came across in
my data was ‘work’. Both male and female speakers used [q] in words like: 8 Hga:tti:y ‘my
resignation’, mo w aga ‘Bpproval’, maga:wla:t ‘contracting’ as in ‘contracting company’, and
YKp baa “relations’ as in ‘public relations” when talking about their jobs. I will now go over [q]
occurrences in the female speech that | believe fall under the first use: semi-formal/formal

semantic domains.

Speaker F8 was talking about her day-to-day life, and her job came up. She said that the
company she works for is hiring, and mentioned the interviews they conducted the previous day.

The speaker started off by saying:

(1) [ka:n €m:a mba:rth Interviews ga : b pna:sfiainhom ka:no kotoki:t]

“We conducted interviews yesterday weinterviewedpeople, some of which were very
nice.’

The use of [q] inga : b pshowsihe association the speaker has between the Standard
pronunciation and formal settings. Note that the word for ‘meeting someone for the first time ina
social setting” and ‘meeting with someone for a job interview’ is the same as in Ammani Arabic
(Standard Arabic root: g-b-1). However, when talking about a social interaction, Ammani
speakers would say [t?a:balna:] or [tga:balna:] but when talking about a job interview, the SA [q]

is used [ga:balna:].

The association speakers have between formal semantic domains and standard
pronunciation is a result of diglossia. Standard Arabic is the high variety of the language and the

one speakers read and write in. As a result, speakers, females and males alike (F1, F3, F8, M5,
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M8), from all backgrounds use [q] for any words/derivations related to ‘reading’ S ¢p p 3qgf & p

because of the formal, elevated status they attach to reading and writing.

We will now shift our focus to the second use of [q], which is [q] retention in borrowings
from Standard Arabic. Standard Arabic is seen by its speakers as a poetic, expressive language.
Thus, speakers might resort to borrowing some words to better express themselves and get their
ideas across. Another reason for borrowing, | found in my data, was a result of speakers paying
close attention to their language. There were instances in which speakers wanted to sound more
formal or reduce their code-switching to English. Labov (1969) argues that when speakers pay
attention to their language, they result in using a more formal form of the language. More

examples on this will be discussed further.

Our first example of Standard Arabic borrowing is found in the speech of speaker F2. She
was talking about her career shift from graphic design to management. She spoke fondly about
graphic design and how it was an outlet for her creativity. However, she left that field of work

because she felt restricted by the companies she worked for. She says:

(2) [ ma: bjaSto ?1l di’' zamnar hor: i:to bistoydimo &z o tul w how:e ma: b &l pj¢tfi: kol
godra:to]

‘they don’t give the designer his freedom (of creation), instead, they use him as a tool
and he ¢ a rgidetit all he is capableof.’

Arabic expresses the concept of capabilityusing the root g-d-r in addition to the
appropriate affixes for tense and person. For example, ‘he can’ would be j qul yirr Standard

Arabic. Note how the speaker above used [q] for godra:to ‘capabilities’, but used [?] forb &l p r



‘he can’. In fact, all female speakers in this sample used [?] to express PN+can

below.

Table (8) Examples of PN+can from the collected data

. See table (8)

Speaker | Word Morpheme breakdown Gloss

F1 ba?dar FUT.3.S.M-can ‘he can’

F2 br2dar FUT.3.S.M-can ‘he can’

F4 trodar 3.PL-can ‘they can’s

FS br?doro FUT-can-3.PL ‘they can’
ba?dar FUT.3.S.M-can ‘he can’

F6 ?a7dar FUT.1.S-can ‘Ican’
ba?dar FUT.3.S.M-can ‘he can’

F9 jredar FUT.3.S-can ‘he will be able to’

F10 br?dar FUT.3.S.M-can ‘he can’
?a7dar FUT.1.S-can ‘I can’

Also note that the male speakers in this sample showed the same patterns as female

speakers. They used either [?] or [g] to express PN+can (4 [?] and 4 [g]) with the exception of
when one speaker who used [q] to say [qa:dir] ‘he is capable’. It is evident that when Ammani

speakers want to say ‘capable’ they use the Standard Arabic form and retain the [q]. However,

when they want to say PN+can they use the vernacular realizations of /q/.

F2 speaker shows another example of Standard Arabic borrowing when she uses the

word [rawnaq] ‘beauty’ to describe art. There is a common consensus among Arabic speakers
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g [tr?dar] is usually used for a singular female ‘she can’. However, in this case it is being used to refer to a group of

people. The speaker said [?m na:s tr?dar t€a:1r3] ‘people can heal’.
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that the Standard Arabic language is beautiful and poetic. That attitude is what drives the
speakers to use Standard Arabic to express beautyin a poetic way. That is also why speakers in
Amman use the variable [g] in the word ‘music’ mo:si:ga. Speaker F4 was talking about music

as a kind of therapy. She said:

(3) [tr?dar tSa:li3 na:s Son téari:? Mo:si:ga biSzifo:ha lojSa:130: ?1ktr?a:bhom]

‘can treat people using musicthey play to treat depression.’

The other token of [q] in the speech of F4 was uttered at the beginning of the recording. It
is because of her attempt to avoid speaking in English. The speaker chose to talk about the
difference between goaland purpose My guess is that she learned about that topic from English

sources. She started by saying:

(4) [boha:wilgp d?rl-?rmka:n ma: ?ahki: bil ?mngli:zi:]

‘T will try asmuchaspossible not to speak in English.’

It is important to note that both parts of the phrase gp d& ¥ 1y mk‘a much as possible’
are in Standard Arabic. It is actually very unlikely for a speaker to say half of that phrase in
Standard Arabic and the other half in Ammani Arabic. Labov argues that speakers are more
likely to use the standard form of the language when paying closer attention to their speech. This

was one of the theories he tested in the New York City study he conducted in 1969.

Speaker F5 started the first sentence of the recording using Standard Arabic, as she felt
there was a sense of formality to the topic she was discussing. After a few sentences, we see that

the formal use of the language starts to decrease in favour of the vernacular. The speaker could
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not maintain that level of standard use and switched completely to the vernacular. As a result of
the mixing, a heavy use of [q] in this speaker’s speech is found. A discrepancy is found in the
use of /g/ in the Standard Arabic word ma n t ‘*placaj. See the two sentences below; (5) was

said at the beginning of the recording, while (6) was said towards the end.

(5) [?11-?ordon hija mant‘igatoStabar bil farq ?1l-?aws‘at’]

‘Jordan is a placein the Middle East considered to be.’

(6) [1o?mo lomma tfo:f mona:t1? zajhek]

‘because when you see placeslike that.’

Note that the entire first sentence (5) is in Standard Arabic while (6) is in Ammani.
Speaker F5 moved on to talk about why Jordan is a great place to visit. She said:

(7) [moSzfom ?1l na:s Serfi:nha bil bahr 11 maj:it W bil phitra: wil:i hij:e mmn Xp o ad:ydly b
donjad s a lbvitbohr 211 moj:at Sofon:o & 6 f rjogl ~ bidSalam]

‘most people know it (Jordan) by the Dead Sea and Petra which is one of the Seven
Wonders of the World and the Dead Sea which is the lowestpoint on earth.’

The two phrases in italics are in Standard Arabic. The speaker’s choice to utter those two
phrases in Standard Arabic is due to learning about them through formal education (Petra being
one of the 7 Wonders and the Dead Sea being the lowest point on earth). As a result, those two
phrases has become fossilized in the speech of Ammanis, as there is no other familiar way of

saying them.
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The speaker also talked about one of her favorite places, Wadi Rum. The phrase b y tgp a :
r b wk a ‘spirifugl enekfy’ is a somewhat formal phrase that was used in this context to paint a

beautiful, poetic image in the listener's mind. See example (8) below.

(8) [wa:di ram min 203mal 211 2oma:kin bithis b y tgpr & :w k aw yar §op yorbb 21
Jams WH 0 g fams]

“Wadi Rum is one of the most beautiful places where you can experience spiritual energy
other than the sunset and sunrise’

Another example of [q] retention is that Standard Arabic borrowings can be found in
speaker F6’s speech. She was talking about how busy her life is now that she is a new, working
mother. She was discussing how she does not have time for the little things such as cooking. She

said:

(9) [jSni: kont my toXMgaPim:i ?o?dar 2oloh:1? ha:j 21l ?afja:? bos la? mif Som bo?dar kti:r]

‘I mean | thoughtl would have time for those things but apparently no, I don’t.’

The last two tokens of [q] | will discuss here were used because they are part of a proper
noun. The first instance was in Barqy Fname of a forest in Jordan’ when Speaker F5 was talking
about her favorite places to go hiking. The other token was uttered by speaker F7. She was
explaining that her accent is a bit heavier than other Jordanians because her mother is Circassian
and they use a different language (Adyghe) at home. However, people assume that she is Iraqi.

She said:

(10) [?ona trobet 2oktar moS ?1f forkas fo moya:rr3 ?1l horo:f $indi: ?at?al . na:s kti:r bos
jismoaSo:ni brhko ?m:o ?ona Sindi: 'bak graond XKy qyg]:: H
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‘I grew up with the Circassians so my pronunciation is a bit heavier. A lot of people say |

have an Iraqgi background when they hear me talk.’

With this, | conclude the discussion of Qaf variation in the female speech. The next

section will investigate the variation in the male speech.

4.1.2Male speech

Now we shift our focus to the male speech in this sample. In the men’s speech, there were 125

tokens of Qaf: 52 were [q] while 44 were [g] and 29 were [?]. See table (9) below.

Table (9) The occurrence of /g/ variables in the speech of males

Palestinian Jordanian Father: Palestinian |Circassian [Syrian
Mother: Jordanian
M1 | M2 | M3 | M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 M10
Age | 29 23 32 25 29 26 26 26 27 23
[?] | O 8 3 0 1 0 6 5 0 6
[l | 2 1 0 2 6 7 6 11 16 1
[@ | 2 0 0 3 10 19 5 2 3 0

The table above shows that Ammani men in Western Amman in this sample, especially

those who are Palestinian or come from a mixed family, are moving away from the idea that [g]

is more “manly” as the stigma surrounding the use of [?] among men is declining. I will not

focus on the words that had [g] since, although a change from [g] to [?] might be taking place in

the speech of men in Amman- especially those who are originally Palestinian- [g] is still

considered the norm for male speech just like [?] is the norm for female speakers. One of the

three Palestinian speakers used [g] exclusively. That speaker went to Al-Balga™ Applied
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University in As-Sult where the speech community maintained the use of the traditional

Jordanian [g].

A study conducted by Al-Wer (1991) on the dialect of As-Sult showed that only 5 out of
40 speakers used [?], all of which were women. Other research carried out by Al-Wer (1997) in
As-Sult showed that young male speakers only used the local variant [g] and showed no
variation. In her 1997 study, Al-Wer also investigated the interdental variation in the dialect of
As-Sult and found that male speakers participated in that variation. This is an indication that the
men in As-Sult participate in linguistic variation in general, and their refusal to participate in the
/g/ variation is meaningful. Another study conducted on /g/ variation in As-Sult was done by
Herin (2010).9 Again, Herin found no variation between [g] and [?] in 15 hours of recordings.
Al-Wer argues that this shows the ‘social constraints of ‘gender’ and ‘localness’’ in the city (Al-

Wer and Herin 2011: 64)

The studies mentioned above explain why among the Palestinian speakers, M1 was the only
speaker to use [g] - as he was surrounded by speakers who only used [g]. However, more tokens

need to be elicited in order to make a concrete conclusion.

The same speaker, M1, used two [q] tokens that both occurred in the same word. He was

talking about his reasons for leaving company X to work for company Z. He said:

(11) [1a:zim tko:ni mwa:kbe moaS ?1f firke 21l gb w y fp nodHt ?m:o X ka:nat gp wyfp :
?mtogalt €oleha bas ti1l¢at moglab]

‘you have to keep up and be with (work for) the strongocompany so | found X to be the
strongone so | left my old job to join them but it ended up being a mistake.’

9 Herin’s study (2010) was not confined to As-Sult and included a nearby town called Al-Fuheis.

10‘strong’ in this context means the better company or a company that shows promise.
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The second Palestinian speaker used the token [g] once in the word qy s ‘department’.

The use of [q] in that word falls under the formal semantic domain ‘work’.

(12) [Som baftayil ‘odot br qy S ?mh' markatim]

‘I am working in audit in the marketing department.’

Speaker M4 used two tokens of [g] as he was talking about the different shops the

company he works for is planning on opening. He said:

(13) [fotohna: tola:te lohl:a? tala:t faps joSni tolat mota:3ir wil yot*:o 21lmo b o | 1y |
niftoh ?okOar]

‘we opened three stores so far and the futureplan is to open more.’

The speaker here started by sayingt p |Hai:plisee shops’. He then realized that he
switched to English so he immediately saidt p Imp t a‘threeyhops’, substituting the English
word ‘shops’ with the Standard Arabic word mp t a Th& switch falls under the function of
reiteration. Code-switching will be further discussed in section 4.2. This again shows that when
speakers pay attention to their language, they end up using the more standard form. As a result,
the following phrase ¢ o p3 ynlo sgib [p | “fujure fthn’ was uttered in Standard Arabic as well,

thus, using the standard variable [q].

Speaker M5 used the token [qg] 6 times, two of whichwereb p q r fnédrhpaq rwhichd
are ‘I read it” and ‘readable’, respectively. This shows the formality associated with reading in

Amman. In fact, just like all the female speakers used [q] to talk about reading, male speakers
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showed the exact same pattern. Reading was mentioned three times by two different male

speakers, and in all three words [q] was used.

Another token of [q] speaker M5 used was int ¢v i : vihjehnis equivalent to the use of
‘one might say’ in English. This is a filler word used by male speakers often in Amman. In fact,
that word was used a total of 11 times by 4 speakers-- 10 of which were with a [q] while the

other one was said with a [?] by the Syrian speakert Jp i :.b p n

The last token of [g] in the speech of M5 was in the word & dgrab ‘closer’. The speaker
was intrigued by my study on the Ammani dialect and wanted to share his own thoughts about

the way he speaks. He said:

(14) [bmn:1sbe lomawd o:§ ?1lohja:t hasa ?ana baStabir ha:li lohjeti: motada:yile joSni
mor:a:t bohki fos*ha Sorabij:e fos*ha bizo:z bisabab kutob baqro?ha: 2ow ?1l mohi:t® ?1l:i
Aawalaj: W mor:a:t bitko:n motomodine W mar:a:t bitko:n 8 dgrab ?1la ?1lfsl:a:hij:a 2ow
?1l:ohze ?1l?ordonij:e ?1l gadi:me tbSan ha:j ?1l ?afja:? bisobab ?1l 'mn fluonsoz ?1l ?msa:n
bifak:1l foys‘i:t‘o ra?jo W koala:mo min 8 ¢rab yoms ?5fya:s® ¢ale]

‘in regards to the topic of dialects, now I consider my dialect to be a mix. Sometimes |
speak Standard Arabic. Probably because of the books I read and some of the people in
my life. However, | also have an urban dialect and in other times my dialect would be
closerto the rural dialect or the traditional Jordanian dialect. That is due to different
influences such as one’s personality, ideology, and also the way the five closestpeople to
him talk.’

Notice how this speaker said that word once with a [q] and the other with the [g]. Note
that the phrase [?1la ?1lfol:a:hij:a] that followed & ¢prab is in Standard Arabic. What came before

and after & grab, on the other hand, was in the vernacular.
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Speaker M6 used the filler wordt v i : thejmost (6 times). The other instance of [q]
was in the word b yga y ‘bullet points’. The speaker wanted to talk about a typical Friday in

Amman. He said:

(15) [roh 2agolko ?1j:azha b ygA y Sbfwa:?1j:e joSni yer morat:abe]

‘I will say it in bullet pointsrandomly, | mean it will not be in order.’

The two phrases b yga yXXp H waanddCyHmo Hp tare ip $taedard Arabic. That was
towards the beginning of the recording when the speaker wanted to show some level of
formality. Shortly after, he switched to the vernacular completely and maintained it throughout

the recording.

Speakers M7 and M8 are a set of twins who come from a mixed family (Palestinian
father and a Jordanian mother from As-Sult). Right from the start, we see a lot of mixing
between [g] and [?]. Speaker M7 was talking about his job at a bank in Jordan as a contact agent.

He said:

(16) [?11 kol "senta- ho biko:n yali:na nrhki: Sa:mo:d 21l f qfp r ta:€ 21l bank joSni: ho ?1l
mowso:Sa biSraf kol ?1l moSlo:ma:t Son ?1l bank w b &glar jrhki: kol ?1l hoki: lal Somi:1

b y t galfohiiha]

‘we can say that the call center is the bank’s backbonebecause it is like an encyclopedia

that has all the information about the bank and canalways deliver these pieces of
information to the client ina properway . 6

His use of [q] in >Ka : ndoy:diglir ‘backbone’ is not surprising, as almost everyone in
Ammani use the variant [g] for that phrase. We learn that term in school where teaching is in

Standard Arabic. It is one of the Standard phrases that became fossilized in the vernacular. This
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kind of mixing is frequent throughout the recording. Yet what | found to be even more
interesting is another sentence he said towards the end of his recording that included the word

‘can’; however, instead of saying it with an [?], he said it with a [g]. See the sentence below.

(17) [btihki w:al 0 d?bha ?msa:n §oz°i:m ?mo gd Yy hil mofa:kil na:s]

‘you would say, wow! Howgreat | am that | wasableto solve people’s problems.’

The other four tokens of [q] M7 used were in the words d {: ga ‘accurate’, mo w: ¢pad p
‘documented’, and gp r doan’. The speaker was talking about his responsibilities as a contact
agent working for a bank. Because of the formality of such situations, he used Standard Arabic
words. | also think that was part of his training, which he would have received in Standard

Arabic.

The last [q] token this speaker used was in the word gp r doan’. You would almost
never hear anyone say ?p r ar'gpb r ebpecially when a minimal pair exists. Take for example

?p r which means ‘earth’.

Speaker M8, M7’s twin brother, also used a mix of all variants. However, the most
predominant variant was [q], as he talked about his job a lot. In fact 7 out of the 11 [q] tokens fall
under the formal semantic domain ‘work’. He said that he worked for a company that did
‘financial and real estateinvestments’ [?1stidmara:t malij:e w XK@a : r]yThree &f the six
remaining tokens were t |gich, mo dpy,andb p gigowhich are different derivations that mean
‘auditing’. The other [q] tokens were ink o B W d a‘fovtball’, mp n a ‘plcesy and

mosiqy j ‘mukjcal’.
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Like his brother, speaker M8 said the same word twice, each time with a different variant.

He said:

(18) [ y #tinjdn ?1f firke ?1t ta:bifa lof firke ?11 2om w baSdicha 8 y galt Pla firket X]

‘I transferredfrom the subsidiary to the parent company | then transferredto X
company.’

| think this is the effect of being brought up in a mixed family where both forms exist.

Speaker M9 maintained a level of formality in his speech, as his entire recording was
about his job. Two of the three [g] tokens were in the words t ggar and n gdar ‘you can’ and ‘we

can’ respectively. However, just like Speaker F2, he wanted to say ‘capable’ hesaidga : d y r

Speaker M10 used [?] predominantly with the exception of one word, 8 y @alt ‘p

resigned’ as this word belongs to the formal semantic domain ‘work’.

4.1.3Final remarks

From the findings and discussion above it is evident that origin and gender are the factors that
affect Qaf variation in Western Amman the most. Female speakers do not show a [?] ~ [g]
variation as they have already completed their shift to [?]. The variation that needs to be
investigated in female speaker’s speech in Amman is the [?] ~ [q] variation. It is also possible
that age is a factor if we were to investigate this variation across generations. Al-Wer (2011)
mentions an earlier study were she investigated this Qaf variation among first generation
Ammani women and found that Jordanian women used [g] 10% of the time; whereas, the women

in my sample used it 0%. In the same study, she found that Palestinian men used [g] 50% of the
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time; whereas the Palestinian men in this sample used it 4.5% of the time. However, in order to

investigate age as a factor properly, we need a much bigger sample with bigger age gaps.

I will now recap the findings here and compare the female [q] use patterns to the male
ones. Before I do so, | will sum up the [?] ~ [g] variation in male speech. See figure (1) below for

the number of occurrences.

® females ® males

115(7
110
105
100
95
9
85
80
75
70
65
60
55
50
45
40
35
30
25
20
15
10
5

Frequency

0

W 2

Figure (1) The occurrence of [?] vs. [g] in female and male speech from the sample
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The male speakers were the most innovative, as they showed complex patterns of /g/
variation where multiple social factors (mainly gender and origin) interacted in a complex way.
The speakers that show almost no variations are those of origins other than Jordanian (i.e.
Palestinian and Syrian). The one Palestinian exception had social factors that explained the
divergence from the norm. The Jordanian men, on the other hand, still use the traditional [g]
almost exclusively, with the exception of one speaker (M5). I think it was a slip of the tongue.
As expected, the set of twins who come from a mixed family show a mix of patterns. The
Circassian speaker (M9) showed the same patterns as Jordanians, as most Circassian speakers
do. I believe it is because they have lived with Jordanians the longest and hold a high status in

the royal court and other army and intelligence forces.

It is evident from the data that male speakers use the [g] token more than females. Of the
86 tokens of Qaf found in the speech of men, 39 were [q] (45%). Women, on the other hand,
scored (22.5%) with 30 tokens of [g] out of 133 total. In Al-Tamimi’s (2001) study (mentioned
in section 2.2.3), she compared the frequency of [q] use between the two genders in Jordan and
also found that male speakers use this variant more than female speakers do (Al-Tamimi 2001.:

77).



In her study, Al-Tamimi compared the frequency of [g] use between the two genders in
Jordan and found that male speakers use this variant more than female speakers do (Al-Tamimi

2001: 77). The results of my data confirm this finding. See figure (2) below.

® females @ males

581
56

[T\

Figure (2) The frequency in [g] use based on gender
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4.2 Codeswitching
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As mentioned in section 2.2.4, Abu Mathkour (2004) investigated the different functions of

code-switching in Jordanian speech, based on the functions Gumperz proposed in 1982. In this

section, 1 will look at the multiple instances of what | argue are conversational code-switches

found in my data (a total of 92 times) to examine the correlation between gender and the

different functions of code-switching. Note that Gumperz has proposed additional functions but

the ones mentioned are the only ones found in my data. Also note that the fifth function found in

the data, which is the use of professional terms, is my own and was not mentioned by either

Gumperz (1982) or Abu Mathkour (2004). See table (10) below for the summary of finding

followed by the discussion.

Table (10) Summary of the occurrences of each of the 5 functions of code-switching in the data

Function of codeswitching | Femalespeakers Male speakers
Interjection 16 6

Reiteration 2 4

Message qualification 9 2
Personification 4 0

Professional terms 14 34

Totals 45 46




64

4.2.1Interjection

The first function of code-switching found in this sample is interjection.Gumperz (1982) argued
that this function is used so that speakers can better express themselves or clarify their message.
This type also functions as a ‘sentence filler’. This function is widely fulfilled by code-switching
among Jordanian Arabic speakers, as they use a lot of English words as sentence fillers such as
OK, yes/no, please, thank you, already, maybe, hi, and bye in their Arabic speech (Abu
Mathkour 2004: 7). In my data, 22 of the 92 instances of code-switching were in fact used for

interjection purposes.

‘Thankyou’ was used three times and so was ‘still’. Words like “finally, actually,
especially obviously basically,adding,and plus’ were used as fillers as well. Refer to the

following examples from the data.

Speaker F1, a 25-year-old female, recorded the highest number of code-switching in
general. Education is an important factor in code-switching and this speaker holds a master’s
degree in English literature from the UK. When she was talking about the struggles she faced

before landing a good job, she said:

(29) [bs LT a Yofidpal [tdyalt bi pro’dakfon 'kampani]

‘but finally after that | started working at a production company.’

By using the word ‘finally’, the speaker made it clear to the listener that she was anxious
to find a job. When the same speaker was talking about her hobbies and what she does in her
spare time, she said that being healthy and going to the gym is one of her New Year’s

resolutions. See the three sentences below regarding this part of the conversation.


https://tophonetics.com/
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(20) [s*ora:ha ka:n wan Av mar reza'lufonz las sane ?1l 3di:de w p | &nSo ?ona ?1ltozamt
bil d3im ]

‘to be honest it was one of my resolutions for the New Year and plus | committed to
going to the gym before.’

(21) [bohub ?oSmal medaterfon kti:r ?w "eekffusli s*orli fotra mif Sa:mle bas]

‘I like to do meditation a lot, or actually it has been a while since I last did but.’

(22) [bohib ?oqra? s‘irt® kti:rp Hus okl Ml Fi:zja]

‘I, now, love to read a lot, especially about physics.’

‘Plus’ and ‘actually’ were here used as filler words since a similar meaning was conveyed
in the Arabic portion of the sentence; [w] and [?w] respectively. The use of ‘especially’, on the

other hand, served the purpose of clarifying that she likes to read about physics.

This speaker (F1) also used okayand thankyou Another example of interjection can be
found in the speech of speaker F2. She was saying that although she had a career change from

graphic design to management, she is still in touch with her creative side. She said:

(23) [s b m K ts*@rayhsrbahib ?o¢mal di'zain hek fram taim tu tatm bafmal da:jmon
op'dett ol'nalods ?1l:i: Sindi: lisa:tni mihtame bed di'zam jSni: howe part min foysfi:tiw
S tmpw3zo:d]

‘sometimes | like to create designs from time-to-time I always like to update the
knowledge | have | am still interested in (graphic) design because it is part of who I am
and I still have it.’


https://tophonetics.com/
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‘Still” in example (23) was used to clarify that she never lost interest in design. What is
interesting is that at first she said: [lisa:tni:] ‘I still’; however, when she said: [part min [oys®i:ti]

‘part of who | am’ she completed the sentence using the English word ‘still’.

Another speaker who used code-switching for the function of interjection was speaker
F4. As she was talking about the difference between goal and purpose she said that part of our
purpose as human beings is to help others, give back, and to leave a print after we are gone. She
said:

(24) [jiydim ?imn na:s w rah jitrik ?o0ar ?mo bas jro:h hada ?1l boni:?adam min wif 21l

?ord® howe 21l moyza mn 211 wojo:d w Hu b d?ynofBowe 211 ?¢fi: 21l:i: ?enta la:zim tsow:i:
kobani:?adam]|

‘to serve people and leave a print after you leave this earth, that is the purpose of life.
And adding that, this is what you are supposed to do as a human being.’

‘adding’ in the example above served as a filler word to help her introduce a new idea.

Speaker F9 used code-switching for interjection three times. She was stuck in traffic

before the interview so she chose to talk about the issue of traffic we have in Amman. She said:

(25) [b e y $mpakeinii kont mSal?a bil 2ozme fa roh ?ohki: ?on ?1l 2ozme fi: fom:an]

‘basically since | was just stuck in traffic, | will talk about traffic in Amman.’

She moves on to talk about what contributes to traffic in Amman and says:

(26) [w '3 bi vp ®&lii: brsa:him bil ?ozme ?11 mow30:de bif fowa:ri§ ma:fi 2oma:kin yo¥ni
?21f fowa:ri§ ?1l:i: fi:ha kticr yodoma:t ]

‘and obviously what contributes to the traffic we have in our streets is the lack of space
like the streets that have a lot of services.’
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(27) [?m naql ?11 €a:m bil ?ordon bid:o ?19a:dit tofki:r lo?mo Hoa H p rrdh wal §uza
20zme]

‘public transportation in Jordan needs rethinking, otherwise we will always have this
traffic.’

‘Basically’, ‘obviously’, and ‘otherwise’ in the above examples also function as filler
words that helped the speaker navigate her way through the conversation by introducing ideas or

moving from one to another.

Speaker F10 spoke about her experience in England where she got her master’s in
Management. She said that her BA is in Business Administrations and that she wanted to get a

higher degree that is different but somewhat related to her field. She said:

(28) [ha:wlt ?1l tnen jko:no ?ra:b Sola baSad® ben ?1l 3a:mfa wil ‘'mastorz $ofa:n lom:a
Parzal ?oftryel ma: ?otyal:ab kti:r 2ow moslon ?ala:?i ?1fi s triylditid 1o nafs 21l fild]

‘I tried (wanted) both (degrees) to be somewhat close between the university one and the
master’s one so that when | come back, it won’t be hard to find a job and find something
that is related to the same field.’

‘Still’, again, helped the speaker better explain herself in that she wanted to study

something new yet related to her field for her master’s degree.

Only 6 of the 22 interjection code-switching instances were produced by male speakers.

As speaker M2 was talking about his job, he said:

(29) [Jtoyolt w s tjafnli Som baftoyil moShom fom baftoyil ov'det br gism ?1l "'markotin]

‘I worked and I am still working with them. | am working as an audit in the marketing
department.’
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‘still’ is also used for clarification here. The speaker started by using the past tense of

work but then wanted to clarify that he still works at that company.

Speaker M5 was talking about himself when he used code-switching for interjection. He
said:

(30) [kont ?aftayil br firke P1stmha X Hum ei §¥mi: Imnigdar nrhki toyas‘os'i howe
kom'pjutor mnfor 'meifon ‘sistomz ?ond‘imat 21l maSlo:ma:t ?1l ha:sobij:€]

‘T used to work in a company called X mainly, we can say, my major is computer
information systems’

Speaker M10 used code-switching as a filler as well. He was talking about his job and
paused for a second before saying his job title in English. During that pause he said 6 o k. 8eg 6

the sentence below.

(31) [?ona baftoy1l maf firket X &8z o am U 0 & eekoedi ogrofor]

‘T work with company X as a umm as a videographer.’

Table (11) and (12) below provide a comparison in the use of code-switching for the

function of interjection between female and male speakers.
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Table (11) The occurrence of interjection function of code-switching in the female sample

Speakers F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10
Age 26 32 26 24 24 25 28 25 22 23
Occurrences 7 2 0 0 1 1 1 0 3 1
Total 16

Table (12) The occurrence of interjection function of code-switching in the male sample

Speakers ML |M2 |M3 [M4 |M5 |M6 |M7 (M8 [M9 |M10

Age 29 23 32 25 29 26 26 26 27 23

Occurrences 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 3 0 1

Total 6

It is evident from the tables above that age does not seem to be a factor for this function
of code switching; however, gender is. Females tend to use code-switching for interjections more
than men do. Since this function is mainly using filler words, it could be because women tend to
be more hesitant when speaking (Lakoff 1972). This function of code-switching also shows that
Jordanians prefer to use what they assume to be the more prestigious pattern of language use.

Moreover, using English is considered to be an indicator of education (Bader 1995).

4.2 2Reiteration

The second function of code-switching is reiteration. It is when a speaker may speak in one code

and repeat the same message in another code. The repetition could be literal or in a modified
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form. This can be done for clarification or emphasis. | found five instances of reiteration in my

data, four of which were used by men. Refer to the following two examples.

Speaker F4 who was discussing the difference between purposeand goal wanted to

clarify what purposeand goal are in Arabic. She says:

(32) [?1] for1? be:n ?1l bisommi: purpose..?1l moyza: min ?1l wozo:d wil hadaf howe ?1l
goall

‘the difference between what is called purpose .. purpose and goal which is goal.’

Speaker F5 was talking about her experience camping overnight in the Wadi Rum desert

in Jordan. She said:

(33) [bil lel ?rdinja to?ri:ban ‘'ma y Wl jpdsroza:t hora:xros a :tlpylba : t H

‘at night the weather is approximately minus three degrees, temperature minus three.’

Note how the speaker said L ma ydirfallwed by s a : tllpya B ntint three”.

Speaker M2 was talking about some of the struggles he faced at work and that although

things might not work out the way we want them to, we need to be persistent. He said:

(34) [ma:fi hada momkin ji:[ hoja:to zaj: ma bid:o ?ow tko:n hojaitomy jb:yy j @ H
rpHI] Of ykt

‘no one can live his entire life the way he wants or for his life to be a hundred percent
perfect.’

Saying my jb:yniHy j “a hdpdred percent” in this context gives a similar meaning to

perfect.

Speaker M5 was talking about his interests and said that he often ponders. He said:
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(35) [fandi: ?1htima:ma:t bil folak wil hoja: bifakil Caxm 21l f p ru | S3psiy flpi | Bla f H
Ca:me]

‘I have interests in astronomy and life, philosophy in general.’

Note how the speaker above said f p H | “ph8ofophy” followed by the Arabic word 8 y |

f p | ‘phldsddhy”.
Speaker M8 was talking about his family, mainly his brothers. He said:

(36) [2oy0:j: 21l tow?am biftryil bil bank X bil kol "sentor w ?andi: ?oy ta:ni tyor:a3 min
zamSit 21l phatra ‘far naens ha:j hijze mawgf poal: iy y | t i

‘my twin brother works at bank X at the call center department. | have another brother
who graduated from Petra university and studied finance. This is my family.’

Note how speaker M8 in (36) said marf P n‘my fimily” followed by XXa : Fmpyl t i

family” in Arabic.

The last instance of code-switching for the purpose of reiteration is found in the speech of

speaker M9 when he was talking about his previous job. He said:

(37) [w kont mos?0:1 monas‘a:t® roqomijje ?w digital platformsofficerw ka:n ha:d ]

‘and | was a digital platforms officer and it was...’



Table (13) The occurrence of reiteration function of code-switching in the female

sample

Speakers F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 Fo F10
Age 26 32 26 24 24 25 28 25 22 23
Occurrences 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Total 2

Table (14) The occurrence of reiteration function of code-switching in the male sample

Speakers ML |M2 (M3 (M4 (M5 |M6 (M7 (M8 |[M9 [M10
Age 29 23 32 25 29 26 26 26 27 23
Occurrences 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0
Total 4

Similar to the previous function, it is evident from the tables above that age does not

affect code-switching. Male speakers in Amman use code-switching to reiterate more than

female speakers do.

4.2.3Messagequalification

The message qualification function of code-switching occurs when speakers want to add
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additional information to the topic they are discussing. The speaker would introduce the topic in

one language then comment, clarify, or expand using the other language. In my data, | found 12
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occurrences of the message qualification function of code-switching, only three of which were

found in male speech. Refer to the following examples.

Speaker F2, who was talking about her previous job in graphic design and how much she

learned from it, said:

(38) [boSmal da:jmen p p Hu2Kp |t rP1Bi:lS1pdé ]

‘T always like to update the knowledge | have.’

The speaker above was explaining that although she had a career change, she still
practices her passion. She wanted to clarify that by saying that she always updates her

knowledge p p Hu2Kp | tu riupdhtdney knowledge’.

Speaker F7 was talking about her previous job and why she left it. She wanted to better
explain her reasons by saying that it was a beedy n Huv a y bad envirgnmeint’ and that the

field she is inis d H'dead’. She said:

(39) [joSni hora:m homa baedy n ruv a \ w hlfiebd Pl ?ona: baftoyil fijjo howad Hd

‘I mean poor them (the company) they had a bad environment also the field that I am
(was) working in is dead.’

Speaker F8 also used code-switching for the function of message qualification when
clarifying that the contracting company she works for only specializes in K ysendgaes'oil and

gas’. She the sentence below.

(40) [baftoyil br firket moga:wla:t hije firke joSni: moytista bil K \gseindgae$

‘T work at a contracting company that specializes in oil and gas.’
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The same speaker also said that she loves her job and wanted to clarify that she loves it

because of how nice this experience has been. She said:

(41) [joSni 11y k HuS phyweli p n's

‘I mean the experience is very nice.’

Speaker F9, who was talking about traffic in Amman used the phrase public
transportationtwice to fulfil the function of message qualification; however, in this case she

used English to introduce the topic and Arabic to further expand. Consider examples (42) below.

(42)[wilp @ bTtyrkb n s pPpbodant?obogan Ip: jomkin ?1l ?1$tima:d Saleha:]

‘and public transportation is very unreliable.’

There were two instances of message qualification in the male speech. Speaker M1
wanted to clarify the reason he left his old job, which was because of the drop ‘drop’ the

company witnessed. He said:

(43) [s*a:rat® ti¥mal drop]

‘it (the company) started to drop.’

Speaker M8 was saying that he likes being outdoors but wanted to specify that it is the

feeling of being in an "oupan 'speis ‘open space’ is what he likes. He said:

(44) [bohib ?aro:h §ala hek ?oma:kin "oupan 'speisoz]

‘T like to go to places that have open spaces.’
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Table (15) The occurrence of message qualification function of code-switching in the female
sample

Speakers F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10
Age 26 32 26 24 24 25 28 25 22 23
Occurrences 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 3 2 0
Total 9

Table (16) The occurrence of message qualification function of code-switching in the male
sample

Speakers M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 M10
Age 29 23 32 25 29 26 26 26 27 23
Occurrences 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Total 2

From the examples above it is also evident that age is not a factor in this function either.
Gender, on the other hand, is. Female speakers used this function more, as women tend to

clarify, explain, and expand more on the topics they are discussing.
4.2.4Personification vs. objectification

The fourth code-switching function proposed by Gumperz (1982) is personification vs.
objectification. This function is considered to be a stylistic phenomenon, as it varies based on the
context (Coogan 2003). This function is used when a speaker wants to assert his opinion, state a

fact, or refer to something specific. There were four instances of personification vs.
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objectification in my data, none of which were found in male speech. Refer to the following

examples.

Speaker F1 was talking about how important it is for her to go to the gym. She says:

(45) [boha:wil 2mn:0 2aro:h tolat mer:a:t bil 20sbo:§ §al d3im Safa:n 2olSab ma§ ?mn:i 2ona
¢ola fikra nhi:fe bas yalos® bohib ?oro:h Tafa:n ?1l shapingha:d ?1l ?1fi hilo w healthy
Poktar]

‘Although I’'m thin, | try to go to the gym three times a week to train. | like to go for
shaping and because it is good and healthier.’

The speaker code-switched here to personalize her reason for going to the gym. Most
Jordanians still reserve going to the gym for weight loss, so by switching, she communicated the
message that although she is thin, she has personal reasons to go to the gym. The same kind of

switch was produced by the same speaker when she talked about one of her interests. She said:

(46) [bohib ?ofmal mHd p Hktie]y H p n

‘T love to do meditation a lot.’

There are two reasons for the switch here. The first being the negative perception some
religious individuals have towards meditation as a practice that belongs to non-monotheistic
religions. By switching, the speaker communicated a personal choice. The other reason for
switching might be the amount of English literature that exists on meditation and spirituality.
The speaker probably learned about the practice from English sources, thus yielding to the

English word meditation
Speaker F2, when talking about her previous job, which was her true passion said:

(47) [s*ora:ho bohib ?ofmal di'zamm hek f r & mfumaly m
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‘I like to create designs from time to time.’

The last example of code-switching that fulfilled the function of personification vs.

objectification is found in the speech of F10. She said that she studied management in the hope

of landing a job at a bank. She said:

(48) [bohib koma:n ub P AksyH&Ej:d foyol hilo]

‘T also like the banking sector, it is such an appealing career.’

Table (17) The occurrence of personification vs. objectification function of code-switching in
the female sample

Speakers F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10
Age 29 23 32 25 29 26 26 26 27 23
Occurrences 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Total 4

The personification vs. objectification function did not occur enough to draw any
concrete conclusions regarding age and gender as factors. From the data, however, it is evident
that this function is used exclusively by women. It could be because females talked more about

some personal topics, whereas men stuck to the general, work related topics.
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4.2 .5Professionalterms

This function was neither mentioned in Gumprez’s (1982) nor Abu Mathkour’s (2004) studies.

The speakers in this sample switched the most (47 times total) to say their job titles, majors or

fields of study, and names of the companies they work for. | am not considering these switches

to be borrowings since the speakers are clearly bilingual and know those terms in Arabic yet

choose to utter them in English. The pronunciation of the terms was not adapted to the host

language and the speakers were fully aware of the switch. For privacy purposes, | will not name

the companies. However, | will review the instances in which the speakers code-switched to say

their job title and major of study. See tables (18) and (19) below.

Table (18) The occurrence of code-switching for professional terms in the female sample

Speaker | Age | No. | Words and phrases

F1 26 |2 English literature, production company

F2 32 |5 procurement manager, legal department, graphic design, design (twice)
F3 26 |2 production design, film industry

F4 24 |0 -

F5 24 |1 |Jordan Trail

F6 25 |0 -

F7 28 |1 |enterprise systemengineering

F8 25 |0 -

F9 22 |0 -

F10 23 |3 business administration, agency marketing, management
Total 14
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Table (19) The occurrence of code-switching for professional terms in the male sample

Speaker | Age | No. | Words and phrases

M1 29 (0 |-

M2 23 |7 | *named company*, marketing (twice), business management, marketing
and social media, audit (twice)

M3 2 (0 |-

M4 25 |4 | *named company*, sales (3 times)

M5 29 |3 | computer information systems, mobile industry, business

M6 26 (0 |-

M7 26 |5 |call center (twice), contact agent, agent (twice)

M8 26 |4 | *named company*, call center, finance, credit

M9 27 |4 | *named company*, account executive, digital platforms officer, projects
coordinator

M10 23 |7 |videographer (twice), promoter (twice),supervisor, marketing, marketing
team

Total 34

Hleihil (2001) argues that speakers who live or work in Jordan’s metropolitan city,

Amman, tend to code-switch to English when discussing work. Since the use of English in

Jordan, especially Amman, is considered to be prestigious, it only makes sense for speakers to

refer to professional terms such as education and job positions in English. However, a more

specific reason would be their exposure to those terms. As mentioned in a previous section,

although the language of instruction in universities varies between Arabic and English,
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specialized textbooks are in English. Thus, students are used to referring to their majors in

English (i.e. Accounting, Marketing, IT, etc.).

As for job positions, most speakers in this sample work for international companies

where English use is normal and, in some cases, expected of the workers.

4.2.6Final remarks

The figure below shows contrast between male and female use of the different functions

of code-switching.

jz M Female
g M Male

Number of occurrences
13

o e
-\;\‘“‘» 10 \\
= QoY \,‘\\\a’
~
AP

o
oo

™

o
ety U

o \
A
o

R
\\.,-&%"
pes

Function of code-switching

Figure (3) The occurrence of conversational functions of code-switching in this sample
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Abu Mathkour (2004) found that the most frequent function of code-switching among Jordanian
speakers is interjection This is also evident in my data where interjection scored the second-
highest frequency and occurred 22 times. He also found that interjection is more common in
females’ speech, and once again my data shows the same result; females used interjection 16
times, whereas males used it 6 times. Females have a tendency to use prestigious styles (see

Ibrahim 1986).

Reiteration scored the second-highest frequency in Abu Mathkour’s (2004) study, while
mine was message qualification with 16 occurrences. It is possible that reiteration scored higher
in his research because the conversations were televised. The fact that not every Jordanian
speaks fluent English has to be kept in mind, especially if you are speaking on national
television. To illustrate, if a guest says a word in English because it comes naturally to them,
they will have to follow it with the Arabic term. In some cases, the host might say the Arabic

term if the guest fails to recall it.

The most frequent function of code-switching present in my data, which occurred 48
times, was used to mention professional terms. Words and phrases like ‘Englishliterature,
Graphicdesign,EnterprisesystenengineeringBusinesand IT, Marketing, Computer
informationsystemsand Finance were used when the speakers talked about their studies. They
also used the following phrases to refer to their job titles: ‘contactagent,videographer,
promoter,audit officer, accountexecutivedigital platformsofficer, projectscoordinator,sales,
and procurementmanager.This is probably due to education and the heavy presence of

international companies in Jordan.
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5. Conclusion

This study investigated two aspects of the variation in the Ammani dialect: Qaf variation and
Arabic-English code-switching. After reviewing the previous research done on those topics, the
methodology in which | conducted my research was covered. 20 native speakers from Amman
were interviewed in a relaxed context. They were asked to tell a story or share an experience of

their choosing.

After analyzing the data, | accounted for all the tokens of Qaf in the 20 recordings to
investigate its variation in Amman. It was mentioned in the literature review that this variation
emerged due to dialect contact (Jordanian and Palestinian). The indigenous dialects of Jordan
have [g] while the Palestinian ones have [?]. After the contact, the previously regionally-bound
features became gender-bound. The data shows that all women, irrespective of their origin, use
[?]. This supports Al-Wer and Herin’s (2011) claims that the change from [g] to [?] is complete
in the female speech in Amman, and might even be spreading to other major cities in Jordan (see
Al-Wer 1991). The more complex use of the variation was found in the speech of men; they used
a mix of [g] and [?] based on their origin and sometimes even the topic of discussion. The
different uses of Standard Arabic /g/ were also discussed in the Qaf variation section. | have
found that the use of [g] might be limited to semi-formal/formal semantic domains, borrowings

from Standard Arabic, and proper nouns.

Although it might seem from the data and some previous research done by different
scholars that a change in the speech of Western Ammanis is taking place from [g] to [?], | hardly

think that [g] will disappear from the Ammani dialect. [g]’s macho characteristics are engraved
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in the speakers’ brains, and it is still very much present in other Jordanian cities and towns which

will prevent its extinction.

In the code-switching sections, five functions of code-switching were reviewed, and the
code-switches found in the data were categorized based on those functions. The frequencies of
each function were then compared between the two genders to determine the correlation between

that social factor and the different functions.

Female speakers used code-switching more than male speakers, as code-switching
symbolizes prestige in Amman. The male speakers caught up to the female speakers’ frequency
of code-switching with the near-exclusivity of English use for professional terms. I think the
motivation here is showing the level of education rather than prestige. This can also be evident

with the males’ extensive use of SA [q] as a variable.
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Appendix A: Map of Jordan

The Mediterranean Sea

City Distance From Amman:

AsSalt 23Km
Madaba 30Km
AlKarak 90Km

Figure (4) A Map of Jordan showing the cities referred to in the paper



Appendix B: The Sample

Spealer | Origin Age | Education

F1 Palestinian 26 | MA in English literature

F2 Palestinian 32 | BAin Graphic design

F3 Palestinian 26 | B.Eng. in Architecture Engineering

F4 Palestinian 24 | BA in Media, information and techno culture
F5 Palestinian 24 | BAin Accounting

F6 Jordanian 25 | BAin Arabic language and Translation
F7 Jordanian 28 | BA in Computer graphics and animation
F8 Jordanian 25 | B.Eng. in Industrial Engineering

F9 Jordanian 22 | B.Eng. in Industrial Engineering

F10 Jordanian 23 | MA in Management

M1 Palestinian 29 | BA in Information technology

M2 Palestinian 23 | DIP Marketing and business management
M3 Palestinian 32 | B.Eng. Engineering

M4 Jordanian 25 | BA Marketing

M5 Jordanian 29 | BA in Information technology
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M6 Jordanian 26 | BA in English language and translation
M7 F:Palestinian | 26 | BA in Management information systems
M:Jordanian
M8 F:Palestinian | 26 | BA in Accounting
M:Jordanian
M9 Circassian 27 | BA in Management
M10 Syrian 23 | DIP Airport management
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Appendix C: Female Qaf-words

Speker

[ 7]

[a]

F1

usfas® ‘stories’

Yode:[ ‘how many’
?00dt ‘stayed’

?0da:j?t ‘I was upset’
Pa:Qde ‘stayed’

PoGdet ‘stayed’

(9372 ‘messy’

ba?dar ‘I can’

ba?adim ‘I introduce’
to?riban ‘approximately’

(ola:ga:t ‘relations’
2oqra? ‘I read’
mowa:foga ‘approval’

F2

?00dt ‘stayed’
Pod:amt ‘I applied’
(x2) Pabel ‘before’
br?dar ‘he can’
ba?bal ‘I agree’

?bilt ‘T agreed’
Yora:jbi ‘my relatives’
1a?¢:t ‘I found’

qudra:to ‘his capabilities’
rownaq ‘beauty’

F3

Pa:lotelna: ‘she told us’
Pol:azjet ‘An Arabic dish’

?0Qra? ‘read’
bagra? ‘reading’

F4

(x2) far1?’diffirence’
yalo?na: ‘created us’
(x2) wa?rt ‘time’
(x2) tiori?it ‘way’
tSori?’path’

trodar ‘you can’
fo:?’above’

nfor:e? diffrenciate’
nil?a ‘find’

minla:?a:hom ‘we find them’

gadr ‘as much as’
mo:si:qa ‘music’

FS

br?daro ‘they can’

(x2) to?riban ‘approximately’

mona:t‘e? ‘places’
ba:?i ‘left’

ba?dar ‘he can’
bit‘ari?a ‘in a way’
mo§?0:le ‘posible’
Y0sas ‘stories’

mont1ga ‘place’
Jarg’East’

(x2) tasal:oq ‘climbing’
mitqawqi§ ‘confined’
gofiz ‘jumping’

Barqif ‘Barqish Forrest’
t'a:ga ‘energy’

Joro:q ‘sunrise’
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Co?Pabe ‘Aqaba city’

noqgt‘a ‘point’

F6

be?robli ‘my relative’
Paora:be ‘relatives’

(x2) wa?it ‘time’
ba?ad"i ‘I spend’
?o7dar ‘I can’

?loh1? ‘make it on time’
ba?dar ‘I can’

mitwagSa ‘I thought’

F7/M-Circassian

(x2) ?at?al ‘heavier’
Pod:omt ‘applied’

Crra:qu:e ‘Iraqt’
?P1stiga:lti ‘my resignation’
gor:ort ‘I decided’

F8

(x4) to?riban ‘approximately’
ba:?i ‘left’

n$93070: ‘got confused’
Po4dt ‘I stayed’

obil ‘before’

o4:0d ‘I stay’

moga:wla:t ‘contracting’
ga:balna: ‘we interviewed’
baqra? ‘I read’

(x2) ?aqra? ‘I read’

F9

m¢§al:?a ‘stuck’
toro?’ways’

jiodar ‘can’

Pow?a:t ‘times’
tori?’way’

wa?it ‘time’

sa:j?a ‘driving.F’

(x3) sa:ji?’driving. M’
sow:a:?i:n ‘drivers’
jso:?’drive’

swa:?itha: ‘their way of driving’
swa:?a ‘driving.N’

jitnaqg:al ‘commute’
naqil ‘transportation’

F10

(x4) wort ‘time’

(x3) Poda:m ‘in front of’
(x3) brdar ‘can’

(x2) ?ola:?i ‘I find’
Yra:b ‘close’

Yablo ‘before that’

(x2) ?an?0l ‘transfer’
Yod:e’how much’
Pobil ‘before’
jomro?’pass by’
jradar ‘can’
jitna?:al ‘commute
tr?balo ‘approve of’

b
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?o7dar ‘I can’
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Appendix D: Male Qaf-words

95

Speder [ ?] [a] [a]
M1 (x2) gowij:e ‘strong’ ?mtaglt ‘transfer’
moglab ‘prank’
M2 Yad ‘as much’ gism ‘department’
jredar ‘can’
(x2) 1a?0da:m “in the
future’
(x2) jho?r?ha: ‘make it
come true’
¢a?10 ‘his mind’
t'ri:7a ‘way’
M3 ma?lo:be ‘Jordanian dish’
Polbik ‘your heart’
wa?it ‘time’
M4 mostagbalij:e ‘future’ ga:¢di:n ‘we hang out’
sfadi:q ‘friend’ gobil ‘before’
fo:g’above’
M5 obilha ‘before it’ (x3)tagri:ban’approxemtly’ | mnigdar ‘we can’
baqra?ha ‘I read it’ Jorgi ‘Eastern’
?agrab ‘closer’ bagafVir ‘get goose
magro:? ‘readable’ bumps’
(x2) wagt ‘time’
?agrab ‘closer’ (x2)
godime ‘old’
balgottha: ‘catch it’
towfi:g’luck’
M6 bmiga:t® ‘bullet points’ (x2) ?agol:ko ‘tell you’

(x6)tagri:ban
‘approximately’

(x2) ga:Sdi:n ‘set down’
(x2) ga:Sid “sit’
godsij:e ‘Jordanian
dish’

(x2) gol:a:jit

‘Jordanian dish’
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btogfod ‘she starts’
gobil ‘before’

(X5) mnogfod ‘we
start’

(x2) gohwe “coffee’
golt ‘I said’

gofde ‘she starts’

M7

(x2) brdar ‘he can’
bizha?’get bored’
jPadt:i ‘spend’

Yode ‘how much’
t'oboYa:t® ‘levels’

togri:ban ‘approximately’
figori ‘spinal’

daqi:ga ‘accurate’
mow:969q:a ‘documented’
gord® ‘loan’

brt‘ori:ga ‘in a way’
wogrt ‘time’

(x2) ba:gi “left’
gdirt ‘could’

M8

“?obilha ‘before that’
?mta?alt ‘transferred’
o4dt ‘stayed’

to?rizban ‘approximately’
ba?dar[ ‘he can’t’

Cogarij:e ‘real-estate’
tadqi:q’auditing’
modoqiq’auditor’
badoqiq’audit’ ?oqra?
‘read’

gadam ‘foot’
mona:t‘ig’places’
mosiqj:e ‘musical’

ntogalt ‘transferred’
girbe 'bagpipe’

M9

(x2) toswi:q ‘marketing’
toqlidi: ‘traditional’
sa:bigan ‘previous’
(x3) mowa:qiS ‘sites’
gobil ‘before’

tori:q ‘way’

fori:q ‘team’

(x2) brtariga ‘in a way’
mostagbal ‘future’
gori:b ‘close’

ga:dir ‘capable’
gori:bat ‘close’

trgdar ‘you can’
?0g:al ‘less’
nigdar ‘we can’

M10

ta?ri:ban ‘approximately’
ofadrt ‘stayed’

(x2) Pod:amut ‘I applied’
(x2) ?m?ablit ‘got
accepted’

?P1stoqalt ‘I resigned’




