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The questions of Greek diglossia |

"what is societally recognized as diglossia is not directly related

to how actual people implement the relevant contrasts”
(Daltas 1993: 348)

> what actual people did in specific contexts

(cf. Alexiou 1982: 156: “what is the actual spoken and written
usage of Greek today”, Mackridge 2009: 29: “actual language
used in Greece")
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The questions of Greek diglossia |l

A series of unanswered questions:

- how many language varieties?

Fergusonian diglossia: K (High) vs. D (Low)

Mirambel’s (1937) five-part distinction for the first half of 20th c.:
- katharévousa
- 'mixed’ (scientific and political texts, news reports)
- ‘colloquial’ (everyday urban, journalism, non-fiction)
- demotic (everyday rural, dialectal variation)
- 'hairy’ (standardization attempted by demoticists)



The questions of Greek diglossia |l

- how many language varieties? (cont.)

Alexiou (1982: 162-163): "D and K [...] cannot be divided into two
absolutely watertight compartments, each with a separate set of
syntactic, morphological and lexical structures [...] [Mirambel’s]
categorisation suggests a fixed and static situation which is
misleading [...] shades and fluctuations between katharevousa
and demotic”

Kazazis (2001: 293): “the binary opposition between High and Low
Is merely a convenient fiction [...] the span between these
putative opposites constitutes a continuum”

Holton (2002: 171): “many forms of K and many forms of D"
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The questions of Greek diglossia

- what was the range of registers?

Mackridge (2009: 29): "actual language used in Greece covered a
continuum of linguistic registers ranging from ‘pure’ demotic to
‘extreme’ katharevousa, with hybrid varieties in between”.

Holton (2002: 171): "K was the language of officialdom, the law,
science and much of the educational system; it also had a
considerable influence on journalism and the broadcast media.
D was the language of oral communication, informal writing,
poetry and novels”.
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The questions of Greek diglossia IV

- is it a question of spoken vs. written?

Horrocks (2010: 459): “the written styles of the early 20th century
were just too remote from ordinary speech to be learned
effectively by the majority”.

Mackridge (2004): “a fundamental misunderstanding of Greek
diglossia, which has usually been presented as a conflict
between spoken and written usage”

Petrounias (1978: 201): “common dialect evolved in the 19th c.
which was used both in oral and written communication” (Pre-
Common Modern Greek)
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The questions of Greek diglossia V

- when did changes happen?

Mackridge (2010: 566): “By 1900 the use of Ancient Greek had
completely died out except as a scholarly exercise”.

Mackridge (2009: 313): “In poetry and fiction written from the
1950s onwards [...] the literary language became more
standardized [...] The language question had long been solved
in literature, which waited for other discourses to catch up”.
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The questions of Greek diglossia VI

- how did the public influence the private?

Hudson (2002): sociological (contextual) vs. grammatical
(linguistic) aspects of diglossia

Daltas (1993: 341-342): "Ferguson's paradigm should be taken to
be about the public aspect of diglossia as opposed to the
private, about the legal system and not about the way people
respond to it in actual life, though the former influences the
latter in complex, dynamic ways”.
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The questions of Greek diglossia VI

Lack of evidence from use:

Goutsos et al. (1994: 216): "arguments on linguistic issues are still
based on an extremely small amount of data”

lordanidou (2002a, b): “lack of backup from corpora”

> development of a diachronic corpus of Greek



Historical corpus linguistics and
recent language change |

- Development of diachronic corpora e.qg. Helsinki Corpus (1,5 m., 730-
1710), COHA (400 m., 1810-2009)

- Corpus “families” e.qg. Lancaster-Oslo-Bergen Corpus (including BLOB-
1931: 1928-1934, LOB:1961 and F-LOB: 1991)

- Synchronic, monitor corpora e.g. BNC (1960-now)

Phenomena studied.

m vocabulary changes (Baker 2011)

grammatical change (Leech et al. 2009)

morphology (Baayen & Renouf 1996, Fischer 1998, Duguid 2010)
phraseology (Davies 2012)

cultural changes (Baker 2010, Marchi 2010, Partington 2012).
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Historical corpus linguistics and
recent language change I

Historical corpus linguistics: a convergence of disciplines:

- historical sociolinguistics (Romaine 1982, Hernandez-Campoy & Conde-
Silvestre 2012, Nevalainen & Raumolin-Brunberg 2003)

- historical pragmatics (Jucker 1995, Jucker & Taavitsainen 2010)

- grammaticalisation (Hopper & Traugott 1993/2003)

- corpus linguistics on recent language change (Mair 2009)

« A variationist view of language change (Milroy 1992: 123)
« Attention “to the role played by textual and discourse factors across
the centuries” (Rissanen et al. 1997a: v, 1997b: v)
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Diachronic Corpus of Greek of the 20"
century

N GREEK

Research project “Aristeia I” (Excellence) CORPUS 20
Aims:
a) to examine the issues involved in the compilation of a diachronic

corpus of Greek, including the availability of data/text types and

representativeness

b) to collect data for a diachronic corpus of Greek of the 20th century;

to complement the existing Corpus of Greek Texts (1990-2010)

¢) to analyze the corpus with a view to drawing basic conclusions

on linguistic change



" A
Data and method |

Selection of data from GreekCorpus20:

Genres Text types Number of words

Spoken news Newsreels 78,441

Public speeches Parliament, Academic, 339,194
Other

Conversation Film scripts 208,206

Literature Novels, Short stories, 1,086,687
Poetry, Drama

Academic Humanities, 1,044,200
Social/Finance, Science

Popularized Non-fiction 285,252

Private Letters 178,720

TOTAL 3,220,700



Data and method Il

Raw and normalised (per 10.000 words) frequencies of seven
grammatical items: iva and the pairs: 1m0i0¢ vs. T0IOS/TT0IOC,

d1G vs. yid/yia, €i¢ vs. 0€/0¢, (incl. variants e.g. dI', yI', ¢, 0T*)

- seven text types: emphasis on speech-like (private letters),
speech-based (public speeches) and speech-purposed (films,

drama, newsreels) text types (cf. Culpeper & Kytd 2010)
- data from nine decades (1900-1989)
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Grammatical items in diachrony |
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Grammatical items in diachrony Il
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Grammatical items in diachrony |l
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Grammatical items in diachrony IV
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Grammatical items in diachrony V
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Text types |
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Text types I
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Text types Il
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Text types IV
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Text types V

Literature
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Text types VI
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Conclusions |

a variationist view of language change on the basis of the thoroughly

attested role of frequency (Schneider 2004):

U-curve of D variants in Greek diglossia

“Roller-coaster” pattern of K variants > stereotypical (in Labov’s

sense), emblematic use

Formal vs. informal text types: conservative with sudden

changes vs. gradual, "normal” language change



'_
Conclusions |l

Co-existing variants within text types/individual texts?

= ¢1¢ vs. o€ In newsreels 1940s-1960s
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Conclusions Il

Co-existing variants within text types/individual texts?

= gi¢ vS. og in newsreels 1940s-1960s

Al unxavokivnTtal duvapelg Tou EAANVIKOU oTpaToU TTApeAAUVOUV EIG ETTIBANTIKOUG
OXNUOTIOPOUG KAl EPTTVEOUV EIG TAG HUPIAdAG TOU AdOU TTOU TIG TIApAKOAOUBET TO
aioBnua Tng ac@aAeiag kal TNG uTrEPNQAVvEiag. [...] Xiiddeg Twv Beatwv
XEIPOKPOTOUV Kal ETTEUPNHOUV TOUG AvOPAg AuTOUG, Ol OTTOIOl, JE TOUG UTTEPOXOUG
aAywvag Too)v ¢dwaoav oTnv EANGOQ pag Tnv peyaAnv Kai wpaiav Tng viknv (SRFO1-
1940-0002

MeTd TNV GQIEIV €1C TNV TTOAIV, Ta TTAIdIA dEXOVTAI TNV EUAOYiav TG EKKANaiac.
[Mpoc@EpovTal €IC TA TTAIDIA 6|a(popa owpa. Ta Traiddkia eOAvouv gig TTAIDOTTOAIV
NG ®@cooalovikng. Me Tn xapd (wypa@IoUEVN OTA TTPOCWTTA TWV TTAI(OUV JE TA
dWpPa TTou Toug TTpocePépBnaav [...]. (SRF01-1950-0019)

270V agPOAIpEVA TOU EAANVIKOU OuvexiCeTal Pe eVTATIKOTATO puBUO gTa TTAGicIa TOU
Texvikou MNpoypapparog Tou 1969 n aveéyepaoic VEWV KTNPIOKWV £YKOTAOTACEWY
[....] 210 Texviko Mpdypapua Tou 1969 TrpoBAcTTETAI [...] dIa TNG XPNOIMOTTOINCEWS
pGVpo €1C TOV EAEYXOV TNG EVAEPIOU KUKAOPOPIAG. [...] vO avTATTOKPIVETAI AVETWG
€1C TAC UTTOXPEWOEIC TOU WG d1EBVOUC agPOTTOPIKOU KOMBOU Kal £IC TAG AVAYKAG
OIOKIVIOEWC EPTTOPEUMATWY Kal eTTIBaTwy (SRF01-1960-0050)
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Conclusions IV

Co-existing variants within text types/individual texts?
= ¢g VS, o¢ in private letters 1900s-1920s:

only 4% have both types > individual preference

= Jid vs. yia in literature 1900s-1910s:

most texts have both types > stylistic device:

Mia €§ autwy KateAReOn UTTO OTTACHWAIKOU aKATABANTOU YEAWTOG Kal EVw dld TNG
HI0g X€IpOG eKpATEl T 0TABN TNG, 81 TNG AAANG EKTUTTA TOV WHOV TNG /\avmg - T.. ]
ouCr]Touvmg Kal AUovVTag TOG OIAPOPAG TWV EVWTTIOV TWV TTPOECTWY, "yId Va Traipvn
TTPACI” [...] HTO TOTE TTOAU PIKPOG: £TTEION O€ KABE popd £(ATEI VO TOV ONKWVOUV YIA
va TTaidn TNV KauTTava, autog KaT oudéva Adyov va TTAncIdocn aAAoug avlpuwTToud.
Ourte yia va peTaAdpn oev €0TeEpye va KaTalBry oto Xwpeio. [...] O MavwAng
ayé)\o;crav, aAN' eyéhaoe paAAov dia TNV pwpiav ekeivou Tou veou (WFB08-1910-
0004



Conclusions V

Indications about the questions of diglossia:

- spoken vs. written?
- when did changes happen?
- how did the public influence the private?

A full-scale investigation of variants is expected to contribute to
> an understanding of the range of registers and language varieties

> an informed view on standardisation
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