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1 INTRODUCTION

The language that a speaker uses does matter. gkhtanguage people can communicate explicitly
their ideas, thoughts and opinions, either writiarpaper or spoken out loud. However, it seemsithat
is often forgotten that communication can be mbentconveying ideas. At the same time that stories
are being told or people are presented to each tabe-to-face, hidden information about speakers i
revealed to those who are interested in listemdeed, language use is bound to many social f&ctor
that affect language use and thus, the factors seelatermine or have influence on one’s speech and

expose one’s social class.

Since language is an influential tool and spokemylage is usually unplanned and spontaneous, the
relationship of speech and social factors, suckoasal class, sex and age, is worth studying. ¢t fa
the relationship of social factors and pronunciatias gained attention in the field of sociolingas
recently but the correlation of those factors addal choices in speech has not. Time has passed a
society and people have changed but since theneoarecent studies on lexical choices, the resilts
fairly old research are still thought to be apgiea

Consequently, the present study tries to examinat v the reality behind social factors and
vocabulary choices in spoken British English in eeond millennium. The aim is to concentrate on
the relationship of lexical choices and social €ldmit the effect of age and sex will also be |lab&e
The data consists of the BNCweb corpus and FoxdkBd&atching the English; The Hidden Rules of
English Behaviour(2004). In her book, Fox (2004: 75-79) lists seweords of British English
vocabulary and pairs them with the so called ugpess terms. Thus, according to Fox (2004: 75-79),
the other word of the pair carries a low prestidalevthe other carries a high prestige. The lexical
choice would consequently, reveal one’s socialsciasa conversation. These “seven deadly sins”
occurring in Fox’s book are originally from ProfessAlan S.C. Ross’s essays (1954) that deal with
linguistic class indicators in England. The lindigsclass indicators included a division of “upper
class” and “non-upper class” terms. Those indicateere put into a popularized version by Mitford,
who combined Ross’s and her own ideas about soleiss and language. Still, in the present day, Fox
suggests that these seven deadly sins are vahaugh there have not been any recent studieseon th



topic. As a result, my target of interest is thiatienship between social class and particular warsl
revealed by the BNCweb online corpus, which is iidbr English corpus.

First, the paper begins by introducing the theoattbackground, the concepts used in the presedy st
and previous studies in chapter 2. In addition, tbgearch questions and data and methods are
presented in the chapter. Chapters 3 and 4 in@odlysis, discussion and the conclusion of thegmtes
study.



2 LITERATURE REVIEW

In this chapter the theoretical framework of thesent study is presented. This chapter includes
concepts and previous studies on the relationdhgp@al factors and language. First, social facare
introduced and discussed one by one. Then, théestadnducted on the influence of social factors on

language use will be discussed.

2.1 Social factors

Language use is affected by social factors, fomgpta, social class, age and sex, as Romaine (B%94:

points out. Romaine (1994: 69) also mentions tbatas class is the most studied of the factors. The
impacts of social factors on language use are dftedied by dividing people in social classes on
grounds of, for example, occupation, educatiomooine and by examining how different groups use
language (Romaine 1994: 69). According to Holm&9O12 4), social factors can affect vocabulary or
word choice, pronunciation, syntax and morpholdge present study will examine how social factors
affect vocabulary and word-choice. This will be ddyy focusing on the effect of social class but the

effect of age and sex will also be examined.

2.1.1 Social class

In Britain, there is no explicit social class systeHowever, it seems that social class has a dpetéa

in the British society. In fact, the division bewveprestigious and less prestigious language derive
from history. The Norman invasion brought FrenclEfmgland, and French was used a great deal while
English was not. According to Crystal (2002: 19a)19he situation changed in 1204 when England
came to conflict with France and the status of Enetteclined. As a result, the upper classes st&oted
use English again whereas lower classes still spo&ach (Crystal 2002: 190-191). This was the first
division between language use and social classes.



Thus, because of the special role of social cléege have been many studies on social classes in
Britain. According to Fox (2004: 73), one’s soditdss can be deciphered instantly when one starts t
talk. For example, if someone is speaking eithehwai cockney accent or Received Pronunciation,

one’s background, social class or experience cambeluded to some extent.

According to Holmes (2001: 134-135) social clasmposes of a group of people, who have similar
social and economic background or status. Cromf2608: 15-16) identifies many dimensions and
meanings behind the term ‘social class’. She masttbere are three distinct meanings which explain
the term’s core idea well. First, class can betifled as a mark of prestige, certain lifestylegtss or
culture. Second, it can be thought to indicate uradity in social and economic factors. In fact, the
second meaning mainly refers to one’s power ohéoptossessions one has. As the third dimension of
the term, class can be understood as “actual @npat social and political factors”. As a resulig
term ‘class’ can be defined by many different disiens including material inequalities, revolutiopar

or conservative social forces, lifestyle and sopraistige. (Crompton 2008: 15-16.)

Fox (2004: 15), for her part, argues that in rdalEnglish does not relate to social class in“these-

tier model”, in other words, in upper, middle andrlng class model. Moreover, Fox (2004: 15)
mentions that the English do not relate socialsc&asen to the alphabetical systems where clasees ar
divided into A, B, C%, C?, D and E divisions, whielne widely used in the field of market research.
However, in her book, Fox focuses on the factorsceming lifestyle and behaviour when talking
about class. In other words, Fox (2004: 15-16)raesficlass by what people eat, drink, wear and sise a

chat-up lines and where they shop and how theykspea

The alphabetical division of class mentioned abwecalled Social grade and it was originally
developed for the National Readership Survey. $gcade separates A, B, C%, C2, D and E divisions
where A refers to upper middle class, B to middéss, C* to lower middle class, C? to skilled watki
class, D to semi-skilled and E to unskilled workiigss. Thus, the division is focused on occupation
(Crompton 2008: 54).

The British National Corpus, by which the presetidyg will be conducted, uses a similar kind of
division. Nevertheless, it has combined upper nadithss and middle class to one unit as well as sem
skilled and unskilled working class to another ukieénce, there are four separate classes; AB, !, C
and DE.



2.1.2 Gender

Gender is a characteristic that affects peopleéeslp. Indeed, according to Holmes (2001: 154-156)
women and men do not speak similarly, since woneemmsto prefer standard speech forms or words
more than men. Men on the other hand tend to use nernacular forms in every social class than

women. Holmes (2001: 157) explains that some lisigunave explained the phenomenon by the fact
that women are more aware of how their speech egpsetheir status and social class background and

thus, try to “claim their status”.

However, a study conducted by Gordon (1997) in Mealand suggests that the fact that women use
more prestige forms is a consequence of societyiblé standards concerning men’s and women'’s
sexual behaviour. In other words, Gordon argueisvibanen style-shift more to avoid the stereotype of
lower class, especially in situations where peopds judge them. Indeed, the results pointed outaha
lower-class woman’s speech is associated with jdis, smoking and promiscuousness. According to
Gordon (1997), the results support the claim thamen try to avoid this stereotype by using more

prestigious forms.

Moreover, according to studies dealing with woraich and gender, conducted by British National
Corpus, Rayson et al. (1997: 5-6) noticed that vabroices made by women and men differ from each
other. Indeed, it seems that women use more propars, personal pronouns and verbs whereas men
prefer common nouns the most (Rayson et al. 19%j): Bs a result, it seems that men’s talk is fattu
and it deals with reporting information while won'getalk is interactive and concerned with building

and maintaining relationships (Tannen 1991: 76</@uoted by Rayson et al. 1997: 5-6).

2.1.3 Age

Owing to Holmes (2001: 167) vocabulary and wordioh@re also affected by the age of the speaker,
since the features of speech vary at all agesekample, there are so called age-graded patteans th

rule what patterns are proper for a certain ageqgrén addition, there are differences in sweardvor



vocabulary at different ages. Moreover, the usslarfig reflects one’s age since it is very ephemeral
(Holmes 2001: 167).

There have been some suggestions why differentgageps use different linguistic forms. First,
according to Holmes (2001: 168-170), it can be ¢giduhat young and old people use more vernacular
forms than people of average ages, since they tlhawe as much stress and pressure from the society
as working people in their middle-ages. Secondpniésl (2001: 170-171) suggests that young people
use new and innovated forms more than old peopleohtrast, old people tend to use forms and words
that are disappearing and old-fashioned whereasgypaople do not (Holmes 2001: 170-171).

2.2 Social factors and language

Social factors affect language on the level of pramation and vocabulary. Both levels have been
studied in the past, although pronunciation haseghimore attention. Next, previous studies on both
pronunciation and vocabulary are introduced. Bnait the end of the chapter, the research question

will be presented.

2.2.1 Social factors and pronunciation

There are a great deal of studies on the relatipnshsocial factors and pronunciation. The most
studied deviations from Standard English pronuramaare h-dropping and the use of post-vocalic [r].

First, I will present some studies concerning tee of post-vocalic [r].

Labov was the first person to study the post-vacpl. He conducted a study in three department
stores in New York, which were divided in classe® do their prices, advertisements, location and
many other factors (Labov 1994: 87). Of all depa&ristores, Saks presented the highest or the upper
middle class, Macy’s the middle class and S. Ktbalower class (Labov 1994: 86-89). Labov went to
the department stores and asked in which floor gmo@uct was, and examined the use of post-vocalic
[r], when a salesperson answered, for exampleth&fourth floor”. Labov pretended not to hear well

enough, and asked the question again to see whé#ikesalesperson pronounced the [r] more
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accurately. His results revealed that the use sf-pocalic [r] increased when the salesperson tepea
“in the fourth floor”. Moreover, his results show#tht the increase was the highest in Saks, second
highest in Macy’s and the lowest in S. Klein. Thuabov (1994: 86-94) concluded that in the United
States the post-vocalic [r] is a characteristitigh class speech and its use was the higheshigha
class department store. By contrast, in Englandifage of post-vocalic [r] is thought to charaseeri

low class speech (Romaine 1994: 69-70).

According to Labov (1994: 86-94), the study in N¥ark was repeated by MacDonald in 1984 and by
Fowler in 1986. Since S. Klein was not in businasymore, it was substituted with May’s, an
equivalent lower status store to S. Klein in thensaarea. As Labov (1994: 86-94) explains,
MacDonald’s results gave a high number of the dgmst-vocalic [r] and showed that there had been
an increase in the use. Furthermore, in 1986, Fandeudy also revealed that the use of post-vogdli
had increased in all department stores, and thaaks the younger salespersons used more [r] higan t
older. In Macy'’s, in contrary, the older salespasspronounced more [r] than the younger ones (Labov
1994: 86-94). To conclude, Labov (1994: 94) poous that the upper middle class still uses the-post

vocalic [r] the most, although there has been arease of the usage in all classes.

Secondly, h-dropping is a matter that may signifg’s social class. According to Crystal (2002: 1),
h-dropping can happen in any words that start fifhfor example, in *head’ (‘ead) and in ‘hospital
(‘ospital). Crystal (2002: 91) points out, thattive 1980s the dropping of [h] was studied in Bradlfo
and Norwich by observing the speech of people ffime social classes. The study indicated that h-
dropping increased towards the lower social clag§aystal 2002: 91). Thus, it seems that speaker’s

social class has an influence on speech.

2.2.2 Social factors and vocabulary

Although there are arguments against studying ekeionship of social factors and vocabulary, there
is evidence of the correlation between them. In089%here was a golden era of studies concerning th
relationship of social factors and vocabulary dmast there are not many recent studies on the.issue
Crystal (2002: 230), however, points out that thaia status of words changes but there are shitthe/

deriving from 1950s that have a more prestigiouee tthan others. In addition, to take an example,
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cockney is a traditional dialect spoken by the wagkclass people in London and when it is compared
to Standard English, differences can be found ioabkalary (Wells, 1982: 301-302). Thus, social
factors and vocabulary should receive more attantgince there are many issues to examine.
Nevertheless, Holmes (2001: 136) argues that stgdyionunciation and social class reflect the $ocia
class ladder more explicitly than superficial carsobns about word choice and vocabulary, which
might explain the fact that the relationship betwsecabulary and social class has not been studied
recently. Still, she recognizes vocabulary as aaré @f sociolinguistic variation which reflects salc
factors in speech (2001: 4). Consequently, in spitall arguments to the contrary, word choice is
attached to social factors. In other words, soclaks affects the vocabulary that one uses when

speaking.

The first studies concerning social factors ancespewvere conducted by Alan S. C. Ross, who was
interested in the relationship of social class aadabulary in British English. He paid attention to
pronunciation as well, but the studies on vocalyugined more attention and public interest. Ross’s
essaylinguistic class-indicators in present day Engl{d954) divided vocabulary into word pairs of
which the other word was an “upper class” term (&fdy and the other a “non-upper class” term (non-

U word). Accordingly, Ross was the first to divierds into pairs based on their social class.

After the publication of Ross’s essays, Nancy Mifavrrote an articl@he English Aristocracy1955)
which was published in Encounter magazine. In &afdit Mitford wrote Noblesse Obligg(first
published in 1956)which is a popularised version of the subjectl&ymen. Noblesse Oblige deals
with the linguistic class-indicators in English aktitford wrote it by combining Ross’s and her own

ideas.

Fox’s book,Watching the English: The Hidden Rules of EngB&aviour(2004) is based on these
two early studies on the relationship of linguistactors and speech. Indeed, the present study
concentrates on Fox’s book (2004), in which Fotslthe “seven deadly sins” (2004: 75-79), i.e. seve
lower class words of the English vocabulary paivath upper class terms. Fox’s word pair list
originates from Mitford’s article in Encounter (1®5and fromNoblesse Oblig€1956) which in turn

refer to Ross’s essays.

Mitford’s work should be approached with cautiorcdngse in Noblesse Oblige (1986) Mitford does not

reveal any other description or methods of heraiesethan pure observation. In addition, according
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Fox, some of the words that occur in Mitford’s weyrlare outdated in the present day (2004: 75-76),
but she argues that the “seven deadly sins” giplya However, in the introduction of her book, Fox
(2004: 3) names her research method as particgizs®rvation, which is a widely used method in the
field of anthropology. As a result, Fox’s suggessioof the words which would still today be
considered to be more prestigious may not be basexhough empirical study data, since she reveals

neither specific research situations nor other oaslbesides observation.

According to Romaine (1994: 69), it is importanttieasure social and linguistic factors accuratety a
reliably in order to result in a precise relatiopsbf them and speech. In addition, Holmes (20@GE)1
argues on the studies in 1950s that there is noriealpevidence to support the claims of non-upper
class and upper class division of words. Thuse&nss that although there is not enough empirical
evidence of the issue and time has passed, ideasrcong class and vocabulary have mainly remained

the same in the sociolinguistic area, since ther®irecent study on the matter.

Since Fox’s “seven deadly sins” (2004: 75-79) arainty based on Ross’s and Mitford’s earlier
observations and there have been arguments anigisaspon the quality and quantity of the empirical
study data, the present study will try to deciptmer reality behind Fox’s word pairs. Thus, the pres

study can be perceived as a criticism of the otdvei on the issue.
The research questions of the present study are:
1) Do the words in Fox (2004) have particular ovees in present day British English?

2) How do social factors, such as social classaagesex, affect the “seven deadly sins” that Fox
(2004: 75-79) lists in present day British English?

Since social factors affect lexical choices, asaly mentioned before in the literature reviews it
important to examine them to see how they affeatdvatoice in the present study. The study will be

conducted by using the BNCweb corpus, which isrdime interface to the British National Corpus.
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3 DATA AND METHODS

In this chapter the data and the methods of theeptestudy are presented and discussed. Firsiathe
and the reasons for choosing it will be presentetiexplained. Next, the methods that are employed i
the research will be introduced. In addition, remsdor choosing the particular method will be

presented.

Two years ago Fox’s book had to be read for a usityecourse, and it was interesting. In fact, @agr
deal of attention was paid to the word pairs cdimgjsof a lower and a higher prestige words she
presented. Since the target of the present stutdysee whether words still have overtones anehtb f
out the relationship of social factors and vocatyllRox (2004: 75-79) offers appropriate word p#irs
study, since they originate from 1950s and may lddaied, as already stated before. Thus, the word
pairs are the starting point of the thesis. Howethex data for analysis consists mainly of the BNGw

online corpus and the results it offers.

The upper class terms and non-upper class tereasyard pairs, that are the interest of the present
study are ‘loo’/ ‘toilet’, ‘sorry’/ ‘pardon’, ‘napk’/ ‘serviette’, ‘lunch’/ ‘luncheon’, ‘sofa’/ ‘sdee’,
‘sitting room’/ ‘lounge’ and ‘pudding’/ ‘dessertThe former term of each pair is an upper class term
and the latter is a non-upper class term. Howeawerword pair that refers to midday meal, ‘lunch’/
‘luncheon’, was originally ‘lunch’ and ‘dinner’ iffox’s book (2004), but since the latter is rather
complicated to study, the term ‘dinner’ was changgeduncheon’. The reason for the difficulty isath
when searching ‘dinner’ from a corpus, there isr@agnumber of matches for the word, and it is
impossible to decipher the meaning behind particalatches by their context, i.e. whether ‘dinner’
refers to a meal eaten in the evening or a meeheatnoon. In addition, reading all the 986 madche
and the speech event in which they have occurreddiake an excessive amount of work considering
that the present study is a bachelor’s thesisdtitian, in Northern England calling the midday rnea
as ‘dinner’ is a dialectical characteristic (Noehi#h, 2010 Oral Communication-course) and thus, the
results would not perhaps reflect the social clagfience on using the word. As a result, exangnin
‘dinner’ is difficult for many reasons. The substive term ’luncheon’ is actually a high prestige U
word according to Mitford (1986: 79), but at presehe term is very rarely used term for ‘lunch’,

since it is perceived as rather old-fashioned amdeptious (Kaunisto, 2010 New Words in English-
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course). The reason for choosing the term ‘lunch&oto see how the term can be classified by the

BNCweb corpus results.

The present study will look into Fox’s (2004) waudirs by using the BNCweb online corpus, which is
the data as well as the method for conducting thegmt study. The BNCweb corpus is a web-based
interface to the British National Corpus that cetsif both written and spoken language. The spoken
part of the corpus consists of 10.409.858 wordsffthn et al. 2008: 34) from normal and
spontaneous speech situations. In addition, itasyefast and a reliable data bank since the data i
already collected by recording people’s speech teamuscribing the speech into text. Moreover, the
BNCweb has many options for restricting searchltesund thus, it is the most convenient medium for
carrying out the present study. The study will baducted by searching the spoken part of the corpus

in order to see how people use the words of intémegpontaneous speech.

To find out social class, age and gender differenttee search options of the corpus are restri€ted.
instance, there are four social classes in the B&CVAB (higher management: administrative or
professional), C1 (lower management: supervisorglerical), C2 (skilled manual) and DE (semi-
skilled or unskilled). The social grades that wemesented in the background theory help in
understanding the BNCweb division, which has comdiA and B as well as D and E classes.
Moreover, age and gender options are restrictéoeipresent study to see whether they affect the wo
usage. The BNCweb divides speakers into six agepgrovhich are people of ages 0-14, 15-24, 25-34,
35-44, 45-59 and people over 60 years. Similarlyht present study, Rayson et al. (1997) studied
social differentiation in the use of English vockoy by the BNCweb corpus. They summarised the
six age groups of the BNCweb into two groups: speskinder 35 years and speakers over 35 years.
Indeed, dividing speakers into two age groups eseatclear division between the young and the old
speakers in the study. Thus, the speakers in #sept study are divided into these two groups dis we
In their study, Rayson et al. (1997) looked intoethvariables, which were gender, age and social
group. Thus, it can be noticed that the preseidyssirather similarly composed.

The present study is quantitative. Qualitative eahtinalysis has only been made to exclude irrateva
or unsuitable corpus matches. For example, woitisigsroom’ and ‘lounge’ share the same meaning
and thus, the frequency of both word’s occurrerscedsy to search. However, words ‘sorry’ and

‘pardon’ have many meanings. In Fox’s book (2008) &nd in the present study, their meaning is
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restricted to a situation where one does not heaatvhas been said and asks for clarification.
Consequently, since the corpus cannot automatidaidy the particular ‘sorry’ and ‘pardon’ usages
carrying this meaning, the context of the word Veaxked into in order to find out what is the meanin
or the function of the word in a particular contdxtaddition, ‘loo’ occurs in the BNCweb not ordg

a word for ‘toilet’, but also as a sort of stutthat refers to “look”, as in the sentence “even ldo--
look back over my work”. The same problem of megrgan be found in words ‘lunch’ and ‘dinner’
which are restricted to refer to a midday meal, @udding’, which carries the meanings of ‘dessert’
and the traditional English cake (e.g. Christmaddmyg) but here it is restricted to refer to ‘detse

(Fox, 2004: 77-79). Thus, examining words’ contexés crucial.

Next, a new frequency was counted for the wordhgyfollowing pattern (Hoffman et al. 2008: 72),
where the matches of, for example, ‘sorry’ as reartd properly were ‘number of instances’ and al th
matches of ‘sorry’ were ‘number of words’. Nexte ttesult was be multiplied by 1.000.000.

Frequency = _ Number of instances  x 1.000.000

Number of words

In the present study the relationship of the womlscial class, gender and age were studied by
restricting search options in corpus, analysingctirgext of certain words and by counting frequesci

To search all the occurrences of the words, thegmtestudy took into account both singular andagblur
occurrences of the words. In the present studyintfigence of social class alone, social class agel

as well as social class and gender to the partiewdeds will be looked into separately.
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4 ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

In this chapter the results from the BNCweb corpresanalysed and discussed. Before presenting the
actual results of the present study, the meansregepting them are explained. Next, the results
concerning the relationship of social class andwied pairs are presented separately as well as in
relation with gender. Later, the influence of agéhte usage of the words is examined. In the ernldeof
chapter the results and their meaning will be dised. Finally, in the end of the paper, conclusant

suggestions for further study are presented.

The results of the present study are mostly preseint percentages. In fact, Table 1 is the onlytcha
displayed by frequencies. The reason for choosiexgemtages is that they enable comparing the
relation of words and social classes more accyrakgdr example, some topics may have been more
popular among certain social classes (e.g. AB cateesg have talked about ‘lunch’ the most) and thus,
created higher frequencies in certain classes.iffftheence of topics will be discussed later. Howegve
percentages diminish the influence of popular ®pic frequencies and therefore enable examining the
word pairs and social class relatively. Gendereddhces are presented in percentages also, sice th
present study is interested in how gender affémtsaiord choice and thus, the influence of particula

topics is minimised.

To start with, the results of the present studywslsome connection between social class and word
choice. However, it is not always regular, as camoticed from the results. Next, the word pairls wi
be discussed separately.
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Table 1. Social class and words in frequencies (hawany words occur in million words). The first wordis a higher
prestige U word, whereas the latter is a non-U word

Word AB Cc1 c2 DE

Loo 35.49 20.45 20.84 15.5
Toilet 106.46 93.32 66.68 93.03
Sorry 86.56 97.46 50.48 34.19
Pardon 241.03 191.07 116.4 108.41
Napkin 6.12 6.39 0 0
Serviette 6.12 0 2.78 0
Luncheon 1.22 0 5.56 2.21
Lunch 187.22 120.17 93.07 48.73
Sofa 6.12 2.56 9.72 4.43
Settee 12.24 17.9 13.89 31.01
Sitting 14.68 8.95 5.56 8.86
room

Lounge 11.01 31.96 48.62 8.86
Pudding 59.96 14.06 9.72 4.43
Dessert 7.34 1.28 0 2.21

4.1.1 Lool/toilet

According to the BNCweb corpus, as Figure 1 suggébe upper class word ‘loo’ seems to be used
more often by the upper classes AB (38.5 %), C11(28) and C2 (22.6 %). By contrast, the semi-
skilled/unskilled group DE uses the word the ledstll (16.8 %). The results of ‘loo’ seem to deeli
from AB group toward DE group in the figure 1 a4, are in accordance with Fox’s division of
words (2004: 76-77). As a result, the BNCweb comugports the argument that ‘loo’ is an upper class
word. However, ‘toilet’ is used a great deal amatighe social classes. In fact, the highest peegms
can be found from classes AB (29.6 %) and C1 (26)0Although Fox (2004: 76-77) suggests that
‘toilet’ is a non-upper class word, it is difficulb make clear distinctions since the results are n
conclusive. Moreover, the word ‘toilet’ is in geakuse and may not have any specific overtones

among British people.
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WlooF

B Loo HlooM
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AB Cl C2 DE AB 1 2 DE

Figure 1. Left: Loo/toilet in percentages by sociatlass. Right: Loo/toilet by social class and gende

On the right in Figure 1 one can see how malesfamdles use the words according to the corpus.
Among males, the highest use of ‘toilet’ can benfbin the C1 group, whereas the highest percentage
among females is in the AB group. Females and nfedee used ‘toilet’ the least in group C2. The
figure shows that the word ‘toilet’ is used ratheconsistently by both genders. However, when
examining the word ‘loo’, used by females, there ba found quite a declining and linear connection,
where the peak is in the AB group and the lowestgdage in DE. It seems that all male social gsoup
have used the word more evenly. Male speakers &lavespoken both of the words less than women,

which can be seen when the results are analydeeguencies, which are not included here.

4.1.2 Sorry/pardon

The second word pair to examine is 'pardon’ andrigoln the present study, only the words that are
used in situations when someone does not hear fiyopkat has been said and asks for clarification
qualified. Thus, all of the words 'pardon’ and 's@rthat resulted from a corpus search were exadine

in their context to see what they meant in cers#tmations.

As can be seen from figure 2, ‘pardon’ has the muathes in social group AB (36.7 %) and the least
in DE (16.5 %). In fact, the relationship is linadeclining. Thus, the result of the term ’pardas’
contrary to Fox’s (2004: 76) argument that 'pardigra lower class term. Still, matches of 'sorrgém

to support her ideas of 'sorry’ being an upper hasrd, since the most matches of the word occur in
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classes AB (32.2%) and C1 (36.3 %). When lookirtg the percentages of the words ’'pardon’ and

'sorry’, one can see that they behave alike: thegrehse when moving downward in the social scale.

45

40

35 4

30

BSorr
25 | SorryF

H Sorry mSoryM

20
B Pardon 1 PardonF
W Pardon M
10

AB C1 c2 DE 2B 1 o DE

Figure 2. Left: Sorry/pardon in percentages by soail class. Right: Sorry/pardon by social class andampder

The use of 'sorry’ among men and women is rathailar. In fact, both genders use it the most in C1
and AB groups. The matches of sorry decrease whevingy towards C2 and DE groups. When
examining the corpus results in frequencies it lsamoticed that women use 'pardon’ more than men

but men use ’'sorry’ more than women. This issuébeldiscussed in the discussion chapter.

4.1.3 Napkin/serviette

The results of the relationship of social classed aords ’serviette’ and ’'napkin’ seem to be
concentrated on the higher classes. In fact, thereo matches in the lowest social class. ThuBpas
(2004: 77) suggests, 'napkin’ can be regarded agpar class term, since it only occurs in clagdgs
(48.9 %) and C1 (51.1 %). Surprisingly, 'serviett@s even more matches in class AB (68.8 %) than
'napkin’, although ’serviette’ should be a low pige word. However, although ’serviette’ has also
matches in class C2 (31.2 %), its social overtooalev suggest that it could also be regarded as a

middle or upper class term rather than as a noeuglpss term, as classified by Fox (2004: 77).
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Figure 3. Left: Napkin/serviette in percentages byocial class. Right: Napkin/serviette by social c&s and gender

When looking into gender differences by frequenciesan be seen that female speakers use the
expected upper class term 'napkin’ more than mpkakers. However, in Figure 3 the results are
presented as percentages. Women use 'napkin’ iradBC1 classes, whereas men use it only in the
C1 class. As a result, one can conclude that womsenmore upper class terms. Nevertheless, when
looking the corpus results in frequencies, womesnséo use ’'serviette’ also more than men, since
there are more female matches in classes AB anth&?male matches in class AB. To sum up, the

results do not clearly seem to support the non4uplpss tone of 'serviette’.

4.1.4 Luncheon/lunch

In the present study, 'lunch’ is considered to bgudae neutral term for the midday meal, whereas
'luncheon’ is an old-fashioned, pretentious andndraerm for it. Currently, it can be used when
speaking about 'luncheon vouchers’ or of a fornlight repast in the early afternoon, which can be

part of a meeting or arranged for entertaining es explained in Merriam-Webster and OED.
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Figure 4. Left: Luncheon/lunch in percentages by smal class. Right: Luncheon/lunch by social classna gender

As can be seen from Figure 4, 'lunch’ has the Fsgipercentage (41.7 %) in the AB class and the
lowest (10.8 %) in DE. The word’s use linearly dee$ towards the DE class. In other words, 'lunch’
is talked about the most in the class AB, and #astl in DE. 'Luncheon’, in turn, has the highest
percentages in lower classes C2 (61.8 %) and DB @J. By contrast, there are only a few matches
(13.6 %) in the AB class and none in C1, whichigeriesting, since the term 'luncheon’ is perceiaed

a grand upper class word according to Mitford (19889.

Women tend to use the term ’lunch’ also more tham,mwhen studying results in frequencies.
Nevertheless, it is used rather similarly by ferree male speakers in percentages. In contrasg the
are differences in the usage of ’luncheon’. Whileré are matches of 'luncheon’ in the C2 and DE

classes, spoken only by females, there are makghesle speakers only in the AB class.

4.1.5 Sofa/settee

The results of the words ’'settee’ seem to be irsistence with Fox’s (2004: 78) arguments. Indeed,
Figure 5 suggests that 'settee’ is used the mosngrthe social class DE (41.3 %) and the least gmon
the class AB (16.3 %). The substantial percentagha DE group supports the argument clearly. Yet,
the results are less clear and consistent with(BE0R4: 78) when examining 'sofa’. 'Sofa’ is usee th

most in the class C2 (42.6 %) and the second mastei class AB (26.8 %). Thus, there is dispersion

in the results and 'sofa’ seems to be used byalktasses.
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Figure 5. Left: Sofa/settee in percentages by sotidass. Right: Sofa/settee by social class and gen

Women talk more about sofas and they tend to weséetim in the same way that the overall Figure 5
suggests. Accordingly, they use it the most indlass C2. Men, on the other hand, speak only little
about sofas when compared to women, since they $raadl frequencies of 'sofa’, occurring only in
the classes AB and DE. In Figure 5, the frequenafesput into percentages. Women seem to speak
about 'settee’ also in the same way that the ovErglire 5 suggests, since it is used substantiaiifl
social classes, especially in the DE class. Howeawen in the DE class seem to prefer it the most,

while there are only few matches of 'settee’ amoramn in other classes.

4.1.6 Sitting room/lounge

As Figure 6 shows, ’sitting room’ is used the miosthe class AB (38.6 %). The usage of ’sitting
room’ declines linearly until the C2 class but e&ses in the DE class (23.3 %). In contrast, matche
'lounge’ are spread similarly but only in the oppesway. Indeed, the use of ’lounge’ increases
linearly until the C2 group. Accordingly, the higiteoercentage occurs in the C2 group (48.4 %hdn t
DE group, however, the percentage is the loweBt¥8. These results from the BNCweb corpus may
be considered to be in consistence with Fox’s dimi®f U and non-U words (2004: 78 ), in which she
suggests that the term ’sitting room’ has a highartone than 'lounge’ which is presumed to have a

lower overtone. The results will be focused on disdussed more accurately in the next chapter.
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Figure 6. Left: Sitting room/lounge in percentage$y social class. Right: Sitting room/lounge by soal class and
gender

According to frequencies, women tend to use or tadke about ’sitting rooms’ than men. As Figure 6
presents, the usage of 'sitting room’ by womeningilar to the overall usage of the word. In additio

it seems that women talk about and use ’loungeentioan men. The peak of matches is in the C2 class
whereas the lowest number of matches can be faunkei DE class. Surprisingly, although women

talk about 'lounges’ in the AB class, men havetatked about them in the same class.

4.1.7 Pudding/dessert

In this case, as already mentioned in the datan@ttiods section, 'pudding’ refers to dessert, het t
traditional British cake. In the Figure 7, one e a linear decrease of percentages that refers to
'pudding’ starting from AB (68 %) and ending in & %). In fact, the great number of matches in the
class AB and the declining number of matches whewimg to lower social classes would confirm the
idea of 'pudding’ as an upper class term. Neveesgl the expected non-upper class pair 'dessert’
cannot be thought to have a lower class implicatgince there are no significant percentages to
support such argument. The highest percentageesséait’ (67.8 %) can be found in the AB class,
whereas in the C2 class there are no matcheseloléisses C1 and DE the results are divided rather

arbitrarily.
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Figure 7. Left: Pudding/dessert percentages by sadiclass. Right: Frequencies by social class andrgker
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'‘Dessert’ seems to be used only by women in thegmtestudy. The peak of the use is in the AB class,
which is unexpected, since there should still Bewer class’ implication on the word. 'Pudding’no

the other hand, is used the most in the AB clasbdilf men and women. In fact, men have gained
more matches of 'pudding’ in the AB class. By castr women use it more in the classes C1 and C2,

and in DE men’s and women’s frequencies are althessame.

4.1.8 Age

Based on the BNCweb corpus, there is no obviowgioelship between the words and the ages of
speakers. However, some interesting points candsenfor example, in most of the cases, under 35-
year-old speakers use or talk more by using thealed upper class terms than the older speakers. |
fact, the term ‘luncheon’, which is generally paveel as pretentious and old-fashioned upper class
term, is only used by speakers under 35 years. i$hgarprising, since the word is thought to be old
and dying away (Kaunisto, 2010 New Words in Englisburse). To sum up, speakers under 35 years

seem to use almost all of the words more than spgsakver 35 years.



Table 2. Under 35-years-olds and over 35-years-olds relations to each other and the words.

Word Age: 0-35 years Age: 35-60 2 years
Loo 74.4 % 25.6 %
Toilet 63.7 % 36.3 %
Sorry 57.4% 42.6 %
Pardon 57.3% 42.7 %
Napkin 54.9 % 45.1 %
Serviette 42.8 % 57.2 %
Luncheon 100 % 0
Lunch 55 % 45 %
Sofa 62.7 % 37.3%
Settee 23.3% 76.7 %
Sitting room 50 % 50 %
Lounge 46.7 % 53.3%
Pudding 86.7 % 13.3%
Dessert 40.7 % 59.3 %

Nevertheless, there are a few exceptions. Althougimger speakers use upper class words more than
older speakers, both age groups have used the ‘sgtmg room’ alike (50 % - 50 %). Yet, the
percentage of ‘sitting room’ is the highest ofthké upper class terms used by older speakerscin fa
speakers over 35-years seem to prefer words tlkaleas prestigious or words without a particular
overtone. For instance, they use more words suckeagette’ (57.2 %), ‘settee’ (76.7 %), ‘lounge’
(53.3 %) and ‘dessert’ (59.3 %). According to thl@veb corpus results, older speakers seem to
prefer terms that have a lower class overtone. pdssible reasons for this will be discussed in the

discussion chapter below.

4.2 Discussion

The corpus results revealed that some words optbgent study are consistent with Fox’s division of
U words and non-U words (2004: 76-79) but somenrate Indeed, as can be seen in the previous
chapter, there is dispersion among some corpudtsesiowever, some words seem to have special
overtones. Indeed, the results can be divided lihtwords, normal or middle class words and non-U

words. First, the U words are presented and digcuiss
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4.2.1 U words

Based on the results of the present study, ‘l&dry’, ‘pardon’, ‘napkin’, ‘lunch’, ‘sitting room’and
‘pudding’ seem to carry a certain higher class wres. This argument is based on the corpus results,
which were introduced in the previous chapter. Saithe words were generally assumed to carry
high prestige but some did not. For instance, afiogrto the corpus results, ‘pardon’ is opposite to
what Fox (2004: 76) suggests, since she arguespidwaton’ is a non-upper class term for ‘sorry’. In
addition, the present study presumed that ‘lunclbuld have had a lower class overtone when
compared to ‘luncheon’, but the BNCweb corpus dmest the present study, does not support the

argument.

When analysing the results, it can be noticed toat, ‘sorry’ and ‘pudding’ seem to be rather
exclusively upper class terms, although they do hweote clear lower class word pairs. However,
finding a lower class word pair to those words wdostrengthen the assumption of the terms’ high
prestige. Indeed, since ‘pardon’ is used in a saMne as ‘sorry’, it must be treated as an uppersclas
term as well. The use of ‘pardon’ declines lineddwards the class DE, similarly to ‘sorry’. Ths i
interesting, since both of the words have the lesgthes in DE, which implies that there shouldabe
lower class term having the same meaning and uUeedbst by lower classes. In other words, lower
class speakers may have a term that they use vgk@rgdor clarification. Perhaps speakers just ask
‘what did you say’, use body language to signat thay did not hear or know the people they are
talking to and thus, do not feel that they needdwery polite (i.e. say ‘sorry’ or ‘pardon’). Imldition,
‘pardon’ may be deep-rooted in the language whighld explain the great deal of matches in the
upper classes. Moreover, the results of ‘pardory e affected by the corpus and by coincidence. In
fact, since the corpus consists of real speeche@h conversations, speakers may have preferred
‘pardon’ over other terms in certain situations.

‘Napkin’, in turn, is classified as a higher prgstiword by Fox (2004: 77) and it is only used ia th
classes AB and C1 and therefore the present stajyosts the argument. However, finding a reliable
lower prestige word pair would strengthen the aggion, as already mentioned. Nevertheless, perhaps
the C2 and DE classes simply have not talked @bapkins’ and thus, there are no matches.

Similarly to ‘napkin’, ‘lunch’ appears to be a highestige word and according to the BNCweb corpus

‘luncheon’ seems to be its lower prestige pair¢caithe highest matches of the word are found in C2
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(61.8 %) and DE (24.6 %) groups. Yet, when anaty$iire corpus results in frequencies, there could be
more matches on the lower prestige word pair t@eupthis argument more. It should be borne in
mind that there may be other lower prestige wolts fire used by lower classes. For example,

speakers may refer to ‘lunch’ with other terms sas ‘dinner’ (Fox 2004: 77).

Finally, ‘sitting room’ can also be considered tarrgy a high prestige overtone. Still, as already
presented, the corpus results show some dispesime matches of ‘sitting room’ decrease until the
C2 class but increase a little in the DE class. elew, ‘sitting room’ clearly has a higher overtghan

its pair ‘lounge’ and consequently, it can clagsifas an upper class term or at least more p@ssigi

than its pair.

4.2.2 Neutral/middle class words

While the previously presented words seem to carnigh class overtone, some words do not seem to
carry any overtones or lacked conclusive evidefi¢eese words are ‘toilet’, ‘serviette’, ‘sofa’ and
‘dessert’. These words can be thought to be in gmnse and thus, they may not carry any specific

overtones.

‘Toilet’ is used among all social classes, the niwghe class AB and the least in C2. At first, Ufig 1

in the previous chapter may give an impression thatword has a high prestige because of the
declining number of matches until the C2 classthatnumber of matches increase in the class DE.
Since neither of the words ‘toilet’ and ‘loo’ reash substantial matches in lower social classes,
speakers in the C2 and DE classes may have otlms fer them. Moreover, the term ‘toilet’ is in
general use in many public places and accordinglys used generally. Nevertheless, it can be

concluded that ‘toilet’ has a lower prestige thimo™.

Second, ‘serviette’ has matches only in the clagdgsnd C2 which creates dispersion and does not
offer very conclusive decisions of the word’s oveds. As a matter of fact, ‘serviette’ has evenemor
matches in the class AB than the higher prestiga taapkin’. Since the matches of ‘serviette’ are
divided into two social classes, it can be arguned speakers in the classes C1 and DE have nettalk

about ‘serviettes’, similarly to the case of ‘napkiAccordingly, it is difficult to make conclusisronly
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by the corpus results. However, since ‘serviettesiich a common word in general use it may be

considered to be a term without any specific ovezsoor a ‘middle class term’.

In the same way, ‘sofa’ can be regarded as a singémerally used term. In fact, there is dispersio
the results and the highest number of matches edound in the class C2, although Fox (2004: 78)
suggests that ‘sofa’ is an upper class term. Caresdtly, ‘sofa’ can be classified in the same way as

‘serviette’, since ‘sofa’ is a rather common temferring to a soft, wide bench covered with textile

Lastly, ‘dessert’ is also categorised as a newtra middle class term, since there is dispersioine
corpus results and lower class speakers may refér with other terms as well. According to the
BNCweb corpus, speakers have used ‘dessert’ onlthénclasses AB, C1 and DE. As already
mentioned, the highest percentages can be foutittinlass AB. The dispersion may be caused by the
fact that there are other terms used for ‘desgbdt are used among lower classes. For example,
speakers may refer to it as ‘afters’ or ‘sweet’XR2004: 79). In addition, as pointed out in thevpyas
chapter, Fox (2004: 79) mentions that “to the uppasses, ‘dessert’ traditionally means a seleation
fresh fruit, served right at the end of a dinnéerathe pudding, and eaten with a knife and foffe
also points out that ‘dessert’ may not be as céeatass indicator as it has been (2004: 79). Thus,

‘dessert’ is not conclusive enough to be categdresther to U words or non-U words.

4.2.3 Non-U words

In the present study, ‘luncheon’, ‘settee’ and fige’ seem to carry a non-upper class prestige or a
lower class implication. For example, ‘luncheoréses to carry a lower prestige than ‘lounge’, which

seems to have a weaker non-upper class tone.

Indeed, ‘luncheon’ can be considered a non-uppesderm since in the BNCweb corpus results the
highest matches can be found from the classes @D&nwhile there are no matches in the class C1.
As a result, the term is in a rather low positinrihie social scale. However, it should be bornaiimd

that ‘luncheon’ is generally regarded as an exttgrgeand or pretentious term and that might be the
reason why speakers in higher classes do not ug&y itontrast, speakers from lower classes may

consciously use it in order to appear more cultureclassy.
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In addition, ‘settee’ is regarded as a non-uppaskterm, since according to the corpus resultestim
half of the matches were in the class DE. The lowamber of matches is in the group AB and other
matches are fractured to the C1 and C2 classesrratienly. As a result, it can be concluded that th

word is used substantially in lower classes andahasv prestige.

Finally, according to the present study, ‘loung@ncbe considered to have a non-upper class
implication as well. Nevertheless, the corpus tssafte not highly conclusive, since the number of
matches increases until the group C2 and then asesein DE, which is surprising. However, the
usage of the word seems to be concentrated oroter Iclasses. In short, the results point out that
‘lounge’ has a lower overtone than its pair ‘sitimom’, which is already classified as an uppasgl
term. Consequently, ‘lounge’ is classified as a-npper class term or a middle class term having a

subtle lower class implication.

4.2.4 Gender

To start with, when examining the BNCweb corpusiitesn frequencies, it can be noticed that women
speak all the terms but 'sorry’ more than men. Havewhen compared to men, there are less women
speakers and thus, fewer words spoken by womemeiBNCweb corpus. In fact, there are 3.290.569
words spoken by women and 4.949.938 words by mias,Tas already noted before, it is interesting
that women use almost all the words of interestentban men. The only case where men and women
use a term almost evenly is 'pudding’, where memitusnly 2.58 words in a million less than women.
The significant amount of women’s speech may bdagx@d by the topics. Indeed, most of the words
of interest are mainly concerned with household eooking, which are traditionally thought to be
more popular topics among women than men. Conséguére topics may contribute to the fact that

women have spoken the words of interest more them m

According to previous studies on gender and spéleah are mentioned in chapter 2, women are
presumed to be claiming their status by using upfsss terms and to be more status conscious than
men and thus, they are expected to use more uppes words (Holmes 2001: 157). As already
noticed, since women talk more about all the tebons’sorry’, they also use more upper class terms

than men. Here, 'upper class term’ refers to th@sehat are perceived as upper class terms asil re
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of the corpus results of the present study. Tovgeether the assumption that women are more status
conscious is true, women should have more matdteasrhen in the classes C2 and DE, which would
indicate that women try to appear as higher clgesalers. However, when examining the corpus
results relatively, in percentages, it can be motithat men use the upper class terms ’loo’, 'sorry
'pardon’, ’lunch’, 'sofa’ and ’sitting room’ morehan women in the classes C2 and DE, while women
use only 'pudding’ more in the same classes. Assalt, since men use more upper class terms in
lower classes, it could be concluded that meneatsbf women, try to claim their status by usinghhi
prestige words in low classes. Nevertheless, itccalso be argued that men are less status corssciou
since they use terms more randomly. For example, Ima@e used the terms ’'luncheon’ and 'lounge’,
that are classified as non-upper class terms aicptd the present study, more than women in the
classes AB and C1. As a result, men may use tdratsate familiar to them or that are used around
them, without any specific consideration. Howeuhis explanation will probably not explain all the

results.

Women use more ’loo’, 'sorry’, 'napkin’ (women amden have both 100 % of the matches in the
classes AB and C1, but women use it in both clasgesreas men have matches only in C1), 'lunch’
(only 0.5 % more than men) and ’sitting room’ thraan in the classes AB and C1 where men, in turn,
use 'pardon’ and 'pudding’ more than women. Womksio aise the non-upper class terms, deciphered
by the present study, 'luncheon’and 'lounge’ mdrant men in the classes C2 and DE. In fact, this may
indicate that women are status conscious and uatkershe presumed overtones of terms and thus,
women use vocabulary that they are perhaps expeztask, according to their social class. However,
some women may be using the particular terms becthey are familiar to them or perhaps even

without consideration.

4.2.5 Age

As already mentioned in the results, under 35-pddirspeakers use more upper class terms when
compared to over 35-year-old speakers. Thus, the tfet speakers over 35-years-old use lower
prestige terms is not in consistence with the pnevistudies, since they suggest that speakersabf th

age would use language more carefully since they maore pressure in the society while younger
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speakers would use more vernacular terms (Holm@4:2168-170). Consequently, this may indicate

that the pressure of the society is rather on persader 35-years-old than over 35-years-old.

In addition, the only matches of ‘luncheon’ are lsgo out by speakers under 35-years-old, although
the word is thought to be very old-fashioned. Thisinteresting, since Holmes (2001: 170-171)
suggests that old people would use more termsatigabld-fashioned than young people. Perhaps the
young are interested in old-fashioned terms and, thwing them a so called new chance. According to
the BNCweb corpus, ‘luncheon’ had been used inddume context with cooking and meals and
occurred with ‘meat’ and ‘vouchers’. Thus, it mag presumed that ‘luncheon meat’ and ‘luncheon

vouchers’ are still used, though the word itselfus of date.
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5 CONCLUSION

The intention of the present study was to exanteer¢lationship of social factors and word choices
spoken British English. This was done by lookinpiRox’s “seven deadly sins” (2004: 76-79), which
are word pairs consisting of a so called uppersdesn and a non-upper class term. The relationship
social factors and the word pairs was studied layckeng the BNCweb online corpus and then by
analysing the corpus results. In other words, titention of the present study was to see whetlegeth
are still social overtones in British English voultyy. In addition, the intention was to study the
influence of social class, gender and age to spgakerd choices. The present study found answers t
the research questions and suggests that therdillusocial overtones in vocabulary and that slocia
factors do affect word choice.

The present study found both similarities and défifiees to Fox’s classification. The words of insere
seem to be more prestigious than Fox (2004: 7&if)es them to be. According to the present study,
the most conclusive upper class terms are ‘lo@pkin’ and ‘sitting room’ and the most conclusive
non-upper class terms are ‘settee’ and ‘loungetdidbeless, some words that were classified asruppe
or non-upper class terms by Fox (2004) are todagepesd as rather neutral terms, such as ‘toilet’,
‘serviette’, ‘sofa’ and ‘dessert’. Thus, it can tencluded that language has changed from 1956, when

the basis for Fox’s classification was published.

When looking at the influence of other social fastm relation to the usage of the words, it can be
concluded that women speak all the words more than and thus, use more upper and non-upper
class terms than men. According to Holmes (200Y),Msomen are presumed to claim their status, in
this case by using more upper class terms thanimienver classes. However, the present study does
not support this statement, since men use morerugpes terms than women in lower classes.
Previous studies also suggest that women are ntaressconscious than men (Holmes 2001: 157),
which is supported by the present study since wouossn certain terms in certain classes. In other
words, women use non-upper class terms mostly weraclasses and upper class terms mostly in
higher classes. In addition, younger speakers seame more upper class terms than older speakers,
which seems to be partly inconsistent with Holmegjument that young and old speakers use more
vernacular terms since they do not have pressane fine society (2001: 168-170). In the presentystud

older speakers prefer neutral or lower prestigaser
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It must be borne in mind that although the cormsuits have been analysed with care, the resulgs ma
have been subtly influenced by the corpus, sintedtsearch engine. In other words, the corpuesoff

its own representation of speech and words, whielrecorded from the speech of a particular number
of speakers. Thus, the representation does notr dbeewhole British nation or all the topics in

conversation, although there is speech of manyegemoreover, the corpus cannot trace the influence
of various dialects to the usage of vocabulary. Seéguently, a term that is classified as a non-upper
class term here may be generally used in a cedialact, which may have increased the number of

matches of the specific term.

The present study gives a direction of the undeglyovertones of the words of interest in British
English but since the overtones are slight andllysdeeply-rooted, the matter should be studiedemor
to find out the true relationship of social fact@msd vocabulary usage. For instance, other corpora
could be sought to find new results. In additidre tata could be larger in order to get more sjgecif
results. Furthermore, finding and studying moredmaairs, for example, from the present day English,
could provide interesting results. Moreover, stadyihe perceptions and attitudes of British pedple

these “seven deadly sins” could be studied.

To conclude, the present study has successfullynierea the contemporary relationship of social

factors and British English vocabulary. Althougle tstudy is a bachelor’s thesis and thus, conveyed
within certain limits, it provides an updated, melsday view on the issue. In addition, the present
study brings public attention and offers meansféother study on the matter, since it has not been

studied recently.
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