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Dialect Image and New Dialect Forms

Fumio INOUE

Linguistic change is still going on in modern societies. It can be better studied when methods of
sociolinguistics and dialectology are connected. Phenomena called ‘new dialect forms’ were
here studied through a field survey between two large cities in Japan.

1. Age and Area Survey of Dialects

A kind of linguistic innovation will be discussed in this paper, taking examples from a field
survey in Japan. The area we investigated, as shown in Figure 0, extends roughly from Tokyo
to just beyond Osaka. The area is called the ‘Tokaido Megalopolis’, and is one of the most
urbanized and densely inhabited areas in Japan. The area investigated is about 400 kms in
length and can be likened to a line between Berlin and Frankfurt. Though traffic has been heavy
in this area, many bundles of isogloss are observed here and the important dialectal border
separating the western and eastern Japanese dialects is said to run through this area. Localities
investigated were all situated near railway stations. Seven native-born informants from each
age-group were selected in 71 localities.
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Figure 0

The results are shown in the form of ‘glottograms’, as shown later. Vertical axis shows
geographical location (upper part is east, lower part west), and horizontal axis shows ages of infor-
mants. The glottogram is a map which shows linguistic differences by age and area at the
same time. By this method, the diffusion process of new linguistic forms can be observed
vividly. The data was all put into a large computer and analyzed using the so-called automatic
cartography method. The data in the computer can be processed in many ways. Some
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statistical methods were applied as an execution of ‘dialectometry’.

“New dialect forms’ were defined as linguistic phenomena which satisfy the following three
qualifications (Inoue 1983a, 1983b).

1. more users are found among younger people than among older people,

2. users themselves know that the forms are informal or non-standard,

3. forms are different from those of the standard (or common) language.

New dialect forms can be further characterized as a modern materialization of linguistic changes
in progress. (Incidentally, the same term is used in western dialectology and sociolinguistics,
but in a different meaning. The new dialect in the Occident seems to be used in the sense of
the birth of a new dialectal system as a whole, for example in colonies of the new world, while
the Japanese term SIN-HOOGEN (new dialect) is used for individual (lexical, grammatical or
phonetic) innovations in dialects.) These phenomena are worth notice because only standardi-
zation is thought to be in progress in modern Japan. -

2. Examples of new dialect forms

In judging whether the linguistic forms in question are the new dialect forms, it is necessary
to ascertain usage by age and by style. The glottogram is a convenient method to grasp the age
difference in large (linear) areas. Differences in style can be found conveniently by asking infor-
mants to answer in two supposed situations: in our case, informal conversation with friends or
family members, and a supposed interview situation with a television announcer. We will first
show glottograms in which both age and style differences are clear.

Figures 1a and 1b show the auxiliary verb of negation -NAI after a verb KAKE-RU (to be
able to write). Figure 1a shows that in an informal situation, dialectal expression -HEN is
spreading from west to east replacing the -N of older people. But in Figure 1b (in supposed
TV intervierw) this new expression -HEN is hardly observable. Most of the informants in
the western half of the area switch to standard Japanese -NAI which is used also in eastern Japan.
This example clearly shows that the newer form used by younger people is not always the
standard exbression. -HEN is a typical case of new dialect form in central Japan.

To show that this is not an exceptional case, we shall give another example in Figures 2a and
2b. These figures show distribution of auxiliary verb of conjecture after the adjective 1I- (good).
Figure 2a shows at least two changes. One is a change from the dialectal -ZURA to the newer
-DARAA in the central area which must have been born as a result of contamination between
.ZURA and the standard -DAROQOO. Another is the diffusion of -ZYAN among younger people
from central part of the area (Sizuoka Prefecture) to eastern Japan. In contrast, Figure 2b
(for TV interview) show only a few instances of these new forms. Standard Japanese -DAROO
is used instead and other forms including the polite expression -DESYOQO are used in this formal
situation. -DARAA and -ZYAN represent typical cases of the new dialect forms.

Some more glottograms are in order as additional examples of new dialect forms.
DOROBOO-KEZURI (literally, ‘thief-sharpening’) in Figure 3 is a manner of sharpening
pencils from both ends. This expression is observed mostly among younger people.

KAZI CYAU (it is not fire) in Figure 4 was a typical expression of dialects near Osaka. It is
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now used among younger people in wider areas of weatern Japan in informal situations.

3. Overall Pattern of Age and Area Distribution

Many more new dialect forms were observed to have been born in several parts of this area.
On the other hand, older dialectal forms are used still vigorously, and standardization of language
is also proceeding. 1t is theoretically possible to arrange all the forms appearing in the glot-
tograms according to patterns of age and area distribution. But in practice it is humanly
difficult to deal with more than a hundred maps at a time.

A convenient way to show distribution pattern as a whole is application of the so-called ‘Hayasi
Quantificational Theory Type 3’ which is an enlarged version of factor analysis. This multi-
variate analysis has shown overall pattern of distribution. But the result is rather difficult for
a layman to interpret. An easier technique was applied and shown here. Average values of
‘age and distance (by railway from Tokyo station) for some representative word-forms were
calculated and shown in Figure 5. This makes the calculation simpler and the results easier to
interpret. -This is a method showing so-called ‘centers of gravity’ for each word-form. Words
plotted in younger ages are candidates of the new dialect forms.

4. Psychological Background of New Dialect Forms

So far we have seen that there are surely new dialect forms in this part of Japan. Many
reports show, though sporadically, that new dialect forms are observed in every part of Japan,
including Tokyo, which is considered to be the citadel of standard Japanese (Inoue 1986a, 1986b).
This phenomenon is contrary to the common knowledge of average Japanese people, who believe
that speech in Tokyo is standard and that dialects are all dying out in the countryside. Thus it
is worth considering the reason why new dialect forms flourish among younger people.

Previous studies showed that users of new dialect forms are different from those of standard
Japanese. Peer group leaders, active participants in local communities, were found to be typical
users of new dialect forms. This shows that individual psychology (or personality) influences
the usage of new dialect forms.

Here we add two other conditions which influence the use of new dialect forms. One is
appropriateness for informal situations. Figure 6 shows average values of answers of informants
about their use of dialect for representative situations. Grade 5 means full use of standard
Japanese, grade 3 half and half use of dialect and standard, grade 1 full use of dialect, and grade 2
and 4 intermediate between them. Average numerical values for subjective usage of dialect and
standard for informants of three areas are plotted. Most of the informants think that their
daily speech in informal situation (when talking with firiends or family members) is not standard.

(The subjective degrees of difference between their dialect and standard Japanese are also
reflected. Informants far from Tokyo (in the west) tend to rate their daily speech as rather
different from the standard, while those near Tokyo (in the east) think that their daily speech is
close to the standard.)

In constrast, almost all informants answered that they would (try to) use standard Japanese

in speaking with a television announcer.
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Figure 6 Closeness to Standard Japanese

This shows a kind of code-switching or bi-dialectalism. The figure shows that the speakers
themselves have subjective knowledge about styleshift between dialect and standard according
to situations. Dialect is used as a marker of in-group speech behavior. It functions as a
speech-style showing close psychological distance. It is used when there is no necessity of
expressing ‘politeness’. The standard Japanese is felt inappropriate in communicating with
one’s close friends. Dialect is thus used vigorously in modern society in these appropriate,
informal situations.

A second background factor of new dialect forms is a kind of provincialism or localism.
People tend to have a love for their own home province, just as birds have imprinting of their
parents when they are hatched. A kind of localism can be observed as ‘dialect image’.
According to a previous study of university students all over Japan, the dialect image was
analyzed as consisting of two factors, which can be named as intellectual and emotional.
Dialects of western Japan are characterized as emotionally superior, while dialects near Tokyo
are characterized as intellectually superior. Furthermore this pattern matches with the general
geographical image or mental map of Japanese regions analysed by social-psychologists,
showing that ‘dialect image’ is a kind of stereotype. Thus, for our study of glottogram, two
representative adjectival expressions were selected: ‘close to standard Japanese’ as intellectual
and ‘elegant’ as emotional factors.

Figures 7 and 8 show ranking of four major cities of the area investiagted: Tokyo, Nagoya,
Kyoto and Osaka (from east to west). Informants were again divided into three groups according
to area. All in all, the result of the glottogram survey coincides with that of university students
in that western dialects are estimated emotionally superior, while eastern dialects are estimated
intellectually superior. Figure 7 shows emotional ranking. Almost all informants assessed
the speech of Kyoto, the old capital of Japan, as emotionally the highest (most elegant). The
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speech of Tokyo, Osaka and Nagoya follow in this order. This shows that Japanese dialects
are not all ranked below the speech of Tokyo.

Figure 8 shows intellectual ranking (closeness to the standard language). Informants are
unanimous as to the utmost position of speech of Tokyo. But judgements about three other
cities are different according to areas of residence. Those informants in the east and the center
(near Tokyo and near Nagoya) think that Nagoya is the second, and those in the west (near
Kyoto and Osaka) think that Kyoto is the second. This disagreement reflects their love for home
regions. The speech of their own dialects sounds most natural to them, and dialects of other
areas sound unusual, so that they rank their own speech next to that of Tokyo. This is only
a sterotypical image about dialects. But this result of dialect image shows that each dialect
has its own sentimental value for the speakers. (The localism of dialect must have been stronger
before, especially in pre-modern ages when people had less interaction or ‘Verkehr’).

Dialect has its own raison d’etre, as a means of communication in informal situations. When
simpler or clearer expression is born in a dialect, it has the power to spread to wider areas even
in this centralized country. This is why future prospects for new dialect forms are good.

5. Conclusion

The study above showed that new dialect forms are modern examples of linguistic changes in
progress, and that the motive of diffusion can be partly explained by the appropriateness of
dialects for informal situations, and partly by the localism of speakers.

New dialect forms are a kind of observatory of on-going language change. We can here
obtain many useful insights about language, which will ultimately activate studies of human
language. New dialect forms as discussed above must be also observable in other languages



22

of the world. Dialect image and use of dialect according to situations can be investigated in
other countries using similar methodology. Cooperative study of western and estern linguists
will bring about more progress. There should be no wall between Oriental and Occidental
scholars.
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