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Overview of the paper

·Part 1: Background. The double denotation of RP: the 
ȬÎÁÔÉÖÅȭ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ȬÃÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔȭ 

·Part 2: Deconstructing the construct/towards a model 
of the construct: blueprints , ideologies, positionings
and mappings

·Part 3: Applying the model in ongoing research
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Part 1: Background
·PhD study: T-glottalling betweenstigma and prestige: 

a sociolinguistic study of modernRP (Fabricius 2000, 
seealsoFabricius 2002)

·Focuson variable presenceof t-glottalling in a 
quantitative sociolinguistic study of RP

·Getting a methodological grip on a target social group
defined by educational background and parental
occupations

·Thus, exploring the diachrony of an accent variety and 
its relationship to the receivedȭconstructȭ ÏÆ 20 
through sociologicallydefined speech data
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ΩNativeΩ ǾŜǊǎǳǎ ΩconstructΩ 
(Fabricius 2000)
·A distinction usedinitially , to hive off ÔÈÅ ȭnative varietyȭ Ⱦparole (to be

investigatedempiricallyɊ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ ȭconstructȭ ÏÆ 20
·ȭthis is what peoplehave in their headsas a conceptof the varietyȭ ÁÓ 

opposedto the observablelanguageuse
·Constructsare learnedand aresusceptibleto generational change
·Presumablyat a different rate to changesin the native variety

Note:
·Native RPsbecauseof phonetic variability e.g, in rates of t-glottalling
·Construct RPsbecauseof e.g. generational factors (t-ÇÌÏÔÔÁÌÌÉÎÇȭÓ
ȭacceptanceȭɊ

· In both cases weassumethere is an identifiable common core to some
degree
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Accessing the construct
Constructs can be brought to conscious awareness in various ways

· E.g. perception test in Fabricius 2000 (+/- t-glottalling spokenexamplesin 
variousphonetic contexts; younger speakers with a more liberal construct)

Also through overt questioning in interviews (Fabricius 2000:152)
· Did your mother or father ever talk about the way you spoke as a child?
· Did they ever correct you or your brothers or sisters?
· Do you remember changing the way you spoke after you went to school?
· Have you ever been to any form of speech or drama training? For how long?
·What do you think about accents on the BBC? (1998)
·$Ï ÙÏÕ ÔÈÉÎË ÁÃÃÅÎÔÓ ȬÍÁÔÔÅÒȭ ÔÏ ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ 5+ ɉάΪΪβɊ
· Do you think that the way you speak will make a difference when you are 

interviewed for your future job?

Experimental methods (other papers in this workshop)
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Accessing the construct
·Someinterview examples:

·Here, context of discussingparental commentson
speech; 

Femalespeaker born 1976, interviewed1998
·FS: there's sort of a slight backlash going on at the 

moment my mother says 'yer' she says like he's twenty-
three years [J3:z] old and it's like "No, mother, ΈÙÅÁÒȬ

[ jióó?]óóȰ 
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Another example
·(Male speaker born 1980; interviewed 1998): 

·AF: Um, what do you think about accents on the BBC?

·(1.1)

·MS: what do I think about them?

·AF: What do you think about them, how do you feel 
about them

·MS: um (0.4 ) I think that that the voice of the BBC on 
the World Service at sort of two in the morning is one 
of the most reassuring things, you know, I knowȣ
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A third example
·MS2: perhapsthe traditional sort of World Service 

view as (.) wassort of ȱThis is London callingȱ 

·INT: ((xxx))

·MS2: it wasstill certainly still the English that wassent 
out to the rest of the world as my father did, I mean, 
there was(.) a certain amount of English language
there was(.) fairly traditional almost 1950s (.) affected
English (.) uhm

·INT: hmm
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¢ƻ ǎǳƳ ǳǇ ǎƻ ŦŀǊΥ έwt ŀǎ fact and
ŦƛŎǘƛƻƴέ (Ramsaran 1990)

Ȭ.ÁÔÉÖÅ 20ȭ ɉÓɊ

· Sociolinguistically observable 
through a defined population in 
successive generations

· Sociologically 
· Socioeconomic background
· Educational background and 

experiences

· Phonological system with phonetic 
variation

·!ÇÈÁ ɉάΪΪέȡ άέήɊ ȬÐÈÏÎÏÌÅØÉÃÁÌ 
ȬɉÒÅÇÉÓÔÅÒɊ ÅÇ 42!0Ⱦ"!4( ÓÐÌÉÔ

Ȭ#ÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔ 20ȭ ɉÓɊ

· Systematically related to n-RP but 
distinct and with its own diachrony

·7ÈÁÔ ÉÓ ȬÓÔÁÎÄÁÒÄȭ ÃÏÍÅÓ ÉÎÔÏ ÐÌÁÙȟ 
and can change/be negotiated

· Each generation may have its own 
cutoff points as to what counts as 
ȬÐÏÓÈȭ
·%ØÁÍÐÌÅÓ ÏÆ ȬÃÌÅÒÇÙ-ÓÐÅÁËȭ ɉÔÁÐÐÅÄ 

/r/ tomorrow)

· A sociolinguistics of perception 
(Harrington , Kleber and Reubold 
2008, on generational perceptions 
of /u/ -fronting)

· E.g. on age-graded reactions to t-
glottalling
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The dialecticrelation between
nativeand construct
·Changes in the native variety (frequencies, new variants) 

may eventually lead to changes in the construct

·Conversely, changing constructs might also support and 
encourage variable and changing native practice

·)ÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔÌÙȟ ÁÌÌ ȬÖÁÒÉÅÔÉÅÓȭ ÈÁÖÅ ÔÈÉÓ ÐÏÔÅÎÔÉÁÌ ÄÏÕÂÌÅ 
ÄÅÎÏÔÁÔÉÏÎȟ ÎÏÔ ÊÕÓÔ ȬÓÔÁÎÄÁÒÄȭ ÏÎÅÓ

·See also Johnstoneet al (2006:101) who compares the 
enregisterment processes of RP and Pittsburgheseand sees 
ÓÉÍÉÌÁÒ ÐÒÏÃÅÓÓÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÓÉÍÉÌÁÒ ȬmetadiscursiveÁÃÔÉÖÉÔÉÅÓȭ К 
construct verbalisations
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Model of native/constructrelation

11

Deconstructing 
the

construct



Construct

Social Value
Linguistic
Blueprint
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Deconstructing the construct
·Ideasabout how variety/variant X sounds, 

encapsulatedin phonetic /phonological/phonolexical
blueprints (clustersof linguistic indices)

·Ideasabout how variety/variant X is positioned in the 
sociolinguistic landscape, whether ÏÎÅȭÓown variety or
not: and its social valuevis à vis other blueprints

·We want to claim here: both of theseelements of the 
construct can be made accessibleand consciously
reflected upon (in oneway) through interview 
questioning
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Howthe linguisticblueprint comes
into being
·Johnstone, Andrus and Danielson (2006) discussesthe 

processÏÆ ȭenregistermentȭ ÏÆ Pittsburgheseduring
20th century

·Silverstein (2003) and Agha(2003), conceptof 
ȭenregistermentȭ ÏÆ Á variety and metapragmaticwork

·,ÁÂÏÖȭÓindicators, markers and steoretypestheorised
as functioning as part of 3ÉÌÖÅÒÓÔÅÉÎȭÓȭordersof 
indexicalityȭ

·Aghadiscussesthe historical processaround the 
enregisterment/enregistration of RP in period 1700-
1900
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RP-likeaccents in the 21st century
Ȱ20-like accents emerge with their traditional evaluative credentials 

largely intact, but not altogether. When informants oriented to A 
standard accent of English, they generally afforded prestige and social 
attractiveness quite liberally. Younger informants withheld some of this 
ÐÏÓÉÔÉÖÉÔÙȟ ÂÕÔ ÎÏÔ Á ÇÒÅÁÔ ÄÅÁÌȢȱ

Coupland and Bishop (2007: 85)

·Shows the contingency of the link between blueprint and social value, 
but assumes also that the blueprint remains stable (which may not be 
the case, as the authors acknowledge)

·Because the use of labels as a package of blueprint and social value
·4ÈÅ Ô×Ï ÍÁÙ ÎÅÅÄ ÕÎÐÁÃËÉÎÇȣ
·A fleshed-ÏÕÔ ÂÌÕÅÐÒÉÎÔ ÏÆ ȬÁ ÓÔÁÎÄÁÒÄ ÁÃÃÅÎÔ ÏÆ %ÎÇÌÉÓÈȭ ÍÁÙ ÖÁÒÙ Á 

great deal across the generations
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