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Abstract

This article focuses on the description and interpretation of the social meaning of sociolinguis-
tic variation in Athenian suburban speech. A descriptive statistical and a Varbrul analysis of the
syntactic variable Verb and presence or absence of Prepositional Phrase (V +/- PP), as it is used by
native northern and western suburbanites of Athens, suggests that primarily the area (northern
and western suburbia) and, to a lesser extent, the sex of the speakers are statistically significant
macro social factors constraining variation. In an effort to tease out the social meaning of the varia-
tion, a further analysis of some micro factors within each area, including the group of speakers, the
topic, and the stance towards the rivalry between the aforementioned suburban areas, suggests
that variation in both areas is interactionally constrained, but in the northern area it tends to be
more friendship group-constrained, while in the western area it is more education-constrained.
In light of these findings, the sociolinguistic implications of the study translate into the analytical
need to account for the relationship between interactional and social factors in the description of
variable grammars.
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1. Introduction

The recent (and still ongoing) social unrest in Athens, the capital of Greece,
resulting primarily from the austerity measures that the Greek government has
adopted in order to tackle the harsh financial situation the country has been
facing for a long time, has revived an interdisciplinary interest in the social
geographical mosaic of the contemporary Athenian society. It is beyond the
scope of this paper to provide the reader with a robust sociological description
of each and every one of the social classes in contemporary Athens, which can
be found elsewhere.! Instead, the focus of this paper is at once more modest

1 See, for example, the studies by Emmanuel (2004, 2007) and Maloutas and Karadimitriou
(2001).
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and more concrete: it aims to identify, describe and interpret sociolinguistic
variation among the social classes that is pertinent to the western (dutixd mpo-
datia, henceforth DP) and northern (Bépeia mpodatia, henceforth VP) suburbs
of Athens.

These two areas have been stereotypically treated as boasting different social
classes, between which there seems to be a class rivalry; on the one hand, the
leafy northern suburbs are seen as consisting of primarily well-to-do and/or
educated people, while the poorer western suburbs are seen as playing host to
less well-off people and/or people of vulgar origin, who are uneducated and/or
uncultivated. Evidence of this class rivalry is found in Modern Greek popular
culture, such as in Modern Greek hip-hop or on TV (for a detailed discussion,
see Theodoropoulou 2010b, 2011). These popular culture representations cou-
pled with my informal observations in suburbanites’ discourse on these rival-
ries are the impetus for the present study. More specifically, by using data from
actual (and not fictional, as is the case in popular culture) participants, I aim
to describe the sociolinguistic variation in these two areas and tease out and
interpret its social meaning.

The paper is structured as follows: after providing a detailed account of how
social class is conceptualized in this study and what kinds of social classes are
included in these two areas, I discuss my methodology for data collection and
analysis and give a description of my data. I then move to report my findings
and provide an analytical discussion thereof. Finally, I conclude by discussing
the study’s sociolinguistic implications.

2. Social Class Landscape in Contemporary Suburban Athens

Social class has been of great interest in the social sciences in general, particu-
larly in sociology, where it is often treated as the cornerstone of the stratification
of society. In Marxism, social class is located at the level of production and is
identified with the means of production and the position of human beings with
respect to the social system of production, while in the Weberian conception,
social class is located at the level of market, and classes are people with simi-
lar command over economic resources and similar lifestyle choices (Serensen
2001: 135-137; Macy 2001: 363—364).

In the geographical and sociological literature on urban modern Greece, it
has been found that class hierarchy becomes evident through the tendency
of households sharing the same socioeconomic background to concentrate
in areas whose property values, types of housing (e.g., mansions or spacious
apartments vs. small-scale flats) and general distribution of space (e.g., gardens,
parks, wide as opposed to narrow streets) correspond to their lifestyle and their
consumerist behaviour (Emmanuel 2008: 62). In other words, according to the
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area they live in and the type of property they live in, people can be located
within the social class hierarchy, on the grounds that the area and the type of
property reflects their lifestyle practices and, accordingly, the financial state of
affairs required to afford such a lifestyle. Conversely, households tend to avoid
acquiring, i.e. buying or renting, property in areas which diverge from the afore-
mentioned area and property values, regardless of whether these values are
higher or lower, better or worse. In light of this Weberian take, in the north-
ern and southern suburbs of Athens, where the values per square meter for
new properties are high (see map 1), the social classes that tend to live there
are usually upper- and upper-middle-class people. The most expensive north-
ern suburbs include areas such as Kifisia, Ekali, Nea Erythraia, Palaio Psychiko,
according to map 1 (the red shaded areas with the highest values, i.e. 450,000
drachmas per square meter, according to the 1991 Census). On the contrary, in
downtown Athens, and especially in the western suburbs of Athens, such as
Peristeri, Liosia, and Magoula, to name just a few, the property values are very
low (areas in navy blue on map 1), a fact that makes these areas particularly
appealing to lower-middle-class and working-class people.

The western suburbs of Athens are associated with the dense, social net-
works of the traditional working class families who lived in this part of the
prefecture of Attica primarily because of the existence of an industrial zone
comprising factories and family-scale businesses (Triantafyllopoulou 2006).

In light of these areal differences in terms of social class stratification, we
expect to find sociolinguistic variation as well. In variationist sociolinguistics,
social class has been dealt with as a major factor in linguistic variation in diverse
contexts all over the world (for an overview, see Labov 2006: 380—403). Nonethe-
less, it has been argued that social class has been used in an uncritically deter-
ministic way, which in turn has made it substituting for analysis (Meyerhoff
2011: 192). As a result of this tendency, it has been observed that research on
more local identities has largely eclipsed the study of social class (ibid.) In this
particular study, it is argued that social class is a useful point of entry into the
analysis of sociolinguistic variation between VP and DP and in people’s per-
ceptions (Theodoropoulou 2010a), but as the analysis shows below, the labels
comprise other dimensions as well, including interactional ones.

Despite its importance as a research site for the study of on-going social, as
hasbecome evident, and, henceforth, sociolinguistic as well, changes in Greece,
Athens has not so far been the subject of extensive (variationist) sociolinguis-
tic analysis. Notable exceptions to this are a large-scale variationist study by
Mikros (1997) and a smaller-scale study by Arvaniti and Joseph (2000), all of
which, nonetheless, focus on phonological variation (the realization of pre-
nasalized sounds [mb], [nd], [ng]). The analysis reported here is to my knowl-
edge the first sociolinguistic account of syntactic variation in Athens. There are



I Theodoropoulou / Journal of Greek Linguistics 13 (2013) 30-53 33

Tipin Ay - Kooty

viwy Boawd Sikwo
ovd g2 Y. By, AP Mpureion obs biewn
B 450 0o v Aeurepeiov obud Sixrua
gg #% ¢ Dbnpobpops bbrug
[] 245265 Tenng xokipess yig
L] ms-248 EyxnTagTiae unobowiv
[ 20815 s
B 185205 [ Kepoes easoes
B 140185 [] KaNegyodyeves exioe
| [0 doowés exntosy

MHMH: Yrougyeio Oweovepnkdy, Mivares Ty Aviikepeakay ASiuy, 1996
Map 1. Map of the prefecture of Attica and the values for new
property according to the area (taken from Maloutas 2002: 54)
Areas shaded in dark red (northern suburbs) have the highest values, i.e.
450,000 drachmas per square meter, according to the 1991 Census.?
Areas shaded in dark blue (western suburbs) have the lowest values, i.e. up to
140,000 drachmas per square meter, according to the 1991 Census.?

2) This state of affairs has not changed since then. After the advent of Euro on the 1st of January

2001, the property values increased significantly compared to the previous years, when the cur-
rency was the drachma, but the pattern of having high property values in the aforementioned
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no earlier sociolinguistic studies on which I can draw. Therefore, I begin by
briefly describing the variable and the internal linguistic and external social
and interactional factors that I, as a native speaker, have identified as potential
constraints in syntactic variation in Athenian suburban Greek, to set the scene
for my own analysis.

3. The Variable

Aligning with some of the most influential variationist sociolinguistic stud-
ies, I treat (socio)linguistic variable as ‘a set of alternative ways of saying the
same thing, although the alternatives will have social significance’ (Fasold 1990:
223—224). The variable must also correlate with patterns of social and/or lin-
guistic phenomena (Tagliamonte 2006: 76), and, in the case of conversations,
from which my data stem, also interactional phenomena. Moreover, it must
have qualities of system and distribution, even if these are only revealed by the
analysis (ibid.)

The present study focuses on one syntactic variable, which is the movement
verb (V) +/— PP, translated into the presence or absence of a Prepositional
Phrase (henceforth PP) following one of the following movement verbs (hence-
forth V): myyaive (‘1 go’) or maw (‘I go’, but more informal than myyaivew; also used
as the simple future of myyaivew: 6o wdw ‘I will go’), and épxounat (‘I come’). The
aforementioned three verbs have the same semantics but different pragmatic
meanings regarding their relationship with distance; more specifically, the way
they express spatial deixis, namely the relationship between the relative space
of people and things vis-a-vis the speaker (Cairns 1991: 19), is different: myyai-
vw indexes that the speaker is not found at the point of his/her departure and
mdw that the speaker is at the point of his/her departure. On the contrary, the
verb épyouat indexes the point of arrival, which is to be found close to the hearer
(Canakis 2007:194). In addition, regarding the distinction between myyaivw and
mdw, even though they share exactly the same semantics, as we saw immedi-
ately above, they are different in terms of their formality: mjyaivew is more for-
mal than mdw.

northern (and southern, but these are beyond the scope of this paper) suburbs has remained
the same since then. For a relatively recent (i.e. 2007) account of property values, see the fol-
lowing links: http://www.alfamesitiki.gr/NOMARXIAKO%20ATHINON.pdf (for the leafy areas in
downtown Athens and northern suburbs thereof, accessed on 10/9/2011), and http://archive.in.gr/
akinita/pdf/4a_NOMARXIAKH%20AYTODIOIKISH%20DYTIKHS%20ATTIKHS.pdf (for the poor-
er areas in downtown Athens and western suburbs thereof, accessed on 16/4/2013).

3) Areas, such as the posh areas of Syntagma and Kolonaki or the area surrounding Lycabettus
Hill and the areas surrounding the Hilton hotel, are excluded, because the value of property in
these is high.


http://www.alfamesitiki.gr/NOMARXIAKO%20ATHINON.pdf
http://archive.in.gr/akinita/pdf/4_NOMARXIAKH%20AYTODIOIKISH%20DYTIKHS%20ATTIKHS.pdf
http://archive.in.gr/akinita/pdf/4_NOMARXIAKH%20AYTODIOIKISH%20DYTIKHS%20ATTIKHS.pdf
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Notwithstanding these differences, all three express movement towards a
specific direction and to a destination (which can be closer to the speaker or
closer to the addressee, as we saw) and all three can take as their complement
the prepositional phrase o (to). It is exactly on the basis of these shared func-
tional features that these three verbs are clustered together as the movement
Verb -/+ Prepositional Phrase. In the Varbrul analysis (see methodology below),
I coded my tokens for formality (myaivw) vs. informality (mdw), but these two
factors have not been found to be statistically significant. Furthermore, the
simultaneous treatment of all these verbs as equivalent in terms of their func-
tion is that, when taken together, they can yield many tokens of the variable V
+/— PP, which is one of the basic rules of investigating sociolinguistic variation
(Aguilar-Sanchez 2009).

The reasons why this specific variable has been selected as the focus of the
study are three: a) as a native speaker of Athenian Greek, I hear some variation
between people from the VP and the DP areas, hence I am interested in test-
ing how this variable varies and what the social meaning of its variation is; b)
this is a variable which occurs frequently in my conversational data sets; and c)
the social meanings underpinning it are iconic of the respective speech styles
under investigation. This last observation is based on my informal observations
and discussions I have had with people from these two areas, and especially
with some of the people from the VP (some of them belong to my participants,
but some others do not), who tend to comment in a negative way on the lack
of the prepositional phrase on behalf of DP people. In this sense, the lack of the
prepositional phrase could be considered to fall somewhere between a stereo-
type and a marker, in the Labovian (1971) terminology, namely it is a variable
that is limitedly recognized by some lay VP people as part of the stigmatized
DP people’s way of speaking (bringing it close to being a stereotype), but, on
the other hand its use is not subject to wide metapragmatic discussion (bring-
ing it closer to being a marker).

Interestingly enough, as a stylistic feature the omission of the PP is a stereo-
type indexing youth slang, and this is evident through its sociolectal perfor-
mance in Greek popular culture. More specifically, the catch-phrase pame pla-
teia? (= ‘are we going fte} square?’) was established as a benchmark of youth
language through its extensive use by Jimmis, a cool young Kolonaki person,
impersonated by the popular actor Lakis Lazopoulos in his popular show Deka
Mikroi Mitsoi (cf. Psaltou-Joycey and Valiouli 1995). Because of this connota-
tion, it is treated as the nonstandard variant. It is not clear, however, whether
this coinage was the actual source of all subsequent preposition (se)-dropping
since then or whether it reflected the preposition-dropping that was going on
in actual speech. A historical account of the phenomenon is beyond the scope
of this paper. At any rate, the phrase, which contains the verb and the presence



36 I Theodoropoulou / Journal of Greek Linguistics 13 (2013) 30-53

of the complete Prepositional Phrase (e.g., pao stin plateia ‘I go to the square’) is
the standard variant, meaning here the norm which represents an intersection
of carefulness, education and social status (cf. Meyerhoff 2011:18).

Among the most frequently used prepositions in Modern Greek is the prepo-
sition o€ (henceforth se = ‘in, on, at, to’). This preposition, combined with the
neuter article to, forms the combination sg sto/pl sta (meaning ‘in the’, ‘on the),
‘to the), ‘at the’). Similarly, the same preposition combines with certain forms
of the masculine and feminine articles, like ton, ti(n), tou, tis, and it means the
same thing. The combination of the two is identified with the Prepositional
Phrase (PP). The latter is defined by the occurrence of an element, the preposi-
tion se, which can be identified by its ability to govern a case-marked nominal
argument (the ‘object’ of the preposition) and its inability to show any inflec-
tional markers itself (Joseph and Philippaki-Warburton 1987: 45).

In my collecting the tokens to be included in the Varbrul analysis (see below),
I adhered to the principle of accountability (Wolfram 1993, cited in Tagliamonte
2011: 9), namely I accounted for contexts where the linguistic variable occurred
as well as the contexts where it could have occurred but did not. The rationale
behind this principle is that as analysts we cannot gain access to how a variant
functions in a grammar without considering it in the context of the subsystem
of which it is a part. Hence, each use of the variant under investigation can be
reported as a proportion of the total number of relevant constructions, i.e. the
total number of times the function (i.e. the same meaning) occurred in the data.

I analyzed the speech of the sample of my 48 participants (24 from the area of
Peristeri and 24 from the area of Kifisia). Overall, in my corpus there are 13,608
tokens of the V +/— PP variable. Out of these, 76 % of the V +/— PP tokens (N =
10,342/13,608) have been included in the Varbrul analysis (see below); this 76 %
ofthe tokens includes only cases where the subject of the verb is either omitted,
or immediately precedes or follows the verb.

Examples are provided below:

(1) Mnya Mbxovo
went.isg. Mykonos.acc

‘I went to Mykonos'—EXAMPLE OF OMISSION OF THE SUBJECT
(Giorgos, VP-M-26, 26/2/2007)

(2) H Mopia B pyeTon omitt
DEFART.fem Marianom PRT FUT.CONT.come.3sg home.acc

‘Maria will be coming home'—EXAMPLE OF THE SUBJECT IMMEDIATELY PRECEDING
THE VERB (Kynthia, VP-F-25,1/8/2008)

(3) Oa mdet o UTapTES  Ypageio;
PRT FUT.SIM. go.3sg DEF.ART.masc dad.nom office.acc

‘Is dad going te-the office? —EXAMPLE OF THE SUBJECT IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING
THE VERB (Kostas, DP-M-25, 4/9/2007)
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Occurrences, in which the verb myyaivw and more often than not maw are
used in slang with the meaning ‘I fancy’, have not been included in the Var-
brul analysis, because they are categorical, that is to say they do not govern
prepositional phrases, but their predicate always consists of an object of the
verb in Accusative. Examples, like the one found in (4), have therefore not been
included in the Varbrul analysis:

(4) Ty mhw ™ Muxovo
her.cl S.PR.go.asg DEF.ART.fem. Mykonos.acc

‘I fancy Mykonos’ (Plato, VP-M-25, 2/1/2008)

In this example, even though Mykonos is a place, given that it is governed by
the verb mdw in its slang function (meaning: ‘I fancy’), it functions as the object
of the verb, and as such it cannot be expressed in a prepositional phrase. If this
were the case, namely if (4) had the form of (5):

(5) Tyv mow (om) Mixovo
her.cl go.asg (to-DEF.ART.fem.) Mykonos.acc

then the meaning would be totally different: I take her (to) Mykonos'. The 24 %
of the tokens that were not included in the Varbrul anaysis are either of the type
of examples found in (4)—(5) or they are incomplete/unfinished sentences with
the use of myyaive/maw/épyopat.

Having provided a description of the variable tested, I now to turn to a de-
scription of my methodology and data.

4. Methodology and Data

In order to investigate sociolinguistic variation in Athenian suburban speech,
I used a combination of descriptive statistics and Varbrul analysis. Varbrul is
a computer program that does statistical analysis of linguistic variables. It
assumes that there is only one thing we investigate, the dependent variable, and
that other observed factors can be related to it; the latter are called independent
variables. The independent variables, features of the linguistic or extralinguis-
tic context which impinge on the choice of one variant over the other, are the
factors or factor groups (Tagliamonte 2006: 131). Through a multivariate analy-
sis, we obtain factor weights, which are values anywhere from o to 1 (ibid. 145).
When a factor weight is closer to 1, it is interpreted as favoring the application
value, while if it is closer to o, it is interpreted as disfavoring the application
value.

My fieldwork yielded a corpus of around 14 hours of recorded semi-struc-
tured conversations, each recording ranging in length from about 45 minutes
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to 3 hours. This amounts to over 55,650 words, which have been broadly tran-
scribed. All of the participant sound recordings, without me, the fieldworker,
present, were made on a digital sound recorder (SONY ICDPX 312), and they
took place between January 2007—December 2008 in various places that par-
ticipants chose, including their houses, offices, cars, and (usually quiet) cafe-
terias. They were made after an initial observation period (Theodoropoulou
2010¢).

Each token from the recordings was coded for a number of internal, i.e.
linguistic, interactional and social constraints. I discuss here only the social and
interactional factors which have been found to be significant: area, educational
background, sex, group of speakers, topic of discussion, and stance towards the
VP-DP rivalry.

4.1. Area

The aim of the project was to obtain a selection of speakers aged 25-35 years,
all of whom had been born and raised in the two areas studied. I wanted the
speakers to reflect the social class makeup of the local population. Social class
is notoriously difficult to define, and I assumed that although it may be highly
salient within and between some friendship groups, for others it may be largely
irrelevant. Thus I was less interested in the effect of social class per se than in
using it as a broad social variable to ensure that my sample reflected the multi-
culturalism of the local area, and as a potential indication of the sociolinguistic
variation that is characteristic of (suburban) Athenian Greek. In light of this, my
usage has something in common with the way that speaker’s sex is often used
in variationist research, as a methodological, exploratory social variable. The
variable is purposely broad and unrefined, as this allows it to be easily taken
into account at the data collection stage (Milroy and Milroy 1997: 53). However,
by including it in my analysis I did not wish to impose my own classification
on the speakers. Each individual was therefore asked to give a self-definition of
‘where they belong’ in terms of their own identity, and these are the definitions
I use for the social class groups (cf. Cheshire and Fox’s (2009) study).

The DP sample consists of 24 adolescent speakers, 12 male and 12 female.
All of them have a ‘Peristeri sociodemographic background’ in that at least
one previous generation of their families has relatively local roots. I term this
group of speakers ‘Peristeriotes’ (= Peristeri people), following their unanimous
preference for this label.

The VP sample consists of 24 adolescent speakers, 12 male and 12 female,
predominantly from Kifisia also reflecting the local population. Out of these 24
speakers, 18 have a Kifisia sociodemographic background, in the sense that their
parents have been living in Kifisia for almost 40 years, so these 18 were born and
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raised in the area. However, the remaining 6 are people who were born else-
where (usually in downtown Athens or in the western suburbs of Athens) but
moved into Kifisia during their early childhood and/or early adolescence due
to their parents’ significant improvement of their socioeconomic status. With
the exception of two, who prefer the label ‘Kifisiotis/-issa (female), the rest of
the 22 participants have adopted the label ‘VP people/inhabitants’ (xdtowxot fo-
pelwv Tpoaatiwy, Boumotdes (slangish term for VP people), Bopetonpoaati(w)Tes).
The variation in social meanings indexed by these different labels is beyond the
scope of this paper.

4.2. Educational Background

The basic criterion relevant to my participants’ educational background is
whether they hold university degrees or not (this factor has been labeled ‘edu-
cation level’). Out of the 24 participants from Peristeri, there are 12, who hold
university degrees (5 hold Masters and one holds a PhD as well), and 12 do not
(i.e. the highest degree they have is their graduation title (apolytirio) from high
school). Another factor that has been taken into consideration is the ‘type of
secondary education, namely whether the participants have graduated from
state or private schools. Regarding the participants from Peristeri, 6 of them
have graduated from state schools in the area, while the other six have grad-
uated from two private schools also to be found in the wider area of western
Attica. Regarding the VP participants, 12 of them hold graduation titles from
high school and they are university and/or college drop-outs, while 12 of them
hold BAs, out of whom 8 hold Masters degrees and 3 hold PhDs. A common
pattern regarding the participants from Kifisia is that 8 of them have gradu-
ated from private schools found primarily in Palaio Psychiko, Agia Paraskevi
and Kifisia (three northern suburbs of Athens), while the other three have grad-
uated from state schools in Kifisia. The graduates from private schools all hold
Masters degrees from prestigious universities in the UK and in the US, while the
ones having graduating from state schools hold BAs and Masters from Greek
universities. In light of this distribution, the VP group can be seen as more edu-
cated compared to the Peristeriotes group.

4.3. Sex

Aligning with major variationist studies, which have used sex as an indepen-
dent variable (for a overview of such studies, see Cheshire 2002), both my sam-
ples from the two areas are symmetrical in terms of their sex representation:
they consist of 12 males and 12 females each.
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4.4. Group of Speakers

There are 8 groups of participants (4 from the VP and 4 from the DP) in the
study, consisting of 3 people each. So for each area, there were 8 recordings
(some groups were single sex some others were mixed). The criterion for form-
ing these 3-people groups was the participants and their friendship pairs, which
led to small self-selected groups. All of these groups were asked to self-categor-
ize, i.e. to give a label to their group, which indexes their relationship with their
area (for a discussion, see the Varbrul analysis of the VP participants). The rea-
son why group was selected as a factor lies in its role as a cohort of more or less
like-minded people, who feel intimate to each other, thus they feel free to dis-
cuss in a relaxed way, something which may lead to accommodation of speech
(Bell 2001) among its members; the existence of this accommodation renders
group a unit of analysis, as it secures a relative homogeneity in the group’s stylis-
tic patterns.

Such a choice of factor also resonates with Levon (2009: 51), who talks about
the supra-local level (similar to the notion of groups in the current study), and
proves that such a categorization provides ‘insights into how people assemble
themselves into ethnographically meaningful groups that are located within
a larger socio-political landscape’ (ibid.). Levon uses political alignment as an
independent factor shared within his groups. In this study, the independent
factor shared within the groups is their tight friendship bonds.

4.5. Topic of Discussion

I decided to focus on five such topics, and to provide the participants with
them in the form of an ethnographically informed agenda, or a ‘compass’ for
their conversation. These topics were the following: BIT (VP), Mmoupvd{ (‘Bour-
nazi'), SovAelés (‘jobs’) and molrtuay (‘politics’). Speakers of Greek will immedi-
ately notice that these words are very mundane and informal (e.g., the choice
of the word SovAeiés instead of the more formal epyaoia [‘work’] or anaoyéiy-
o1 [‘occupation’]); the reason for this choice had to do with my effort to leave
space for the participants to have an everyday conversation, in which mundane
words are used, as opposed to more formal (and thus, less spontaneous) conver-
sations. It should be emphasized that it was not always easy to decide to which
topic a specific token could be considered to belong, not only due to the fluidity
ofthe discussions, which resulted in a continuous shifting of the topics, but also
due to the numerous moments when participants were introducing new topics,
i.e. topics that fell outside the agenda. The tokens belonging to these ‘irrelevant’
topics, labeled ‘other’, were also included in the analysis, simply because they
were too many to be excluded.
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4.6. Stance towards the VP-DP Rivalry

The stance towards the VP-DP rivalry has also been used as a factor. This term
includes primarily affective stance, namely the representation of the emotional
state of the speaker, whereby individuals can ‘lay claims to particular identi-
ties and statuses as well as evaluate others’ claims and statuses’ (Jaffe 2009b:
7). In this particular case, affective stance is identified with the participants’
emotional state towards the VP and the DP cultures, the people associated with
them, as well as the practices and ideologies underpinning these two labels. The
reason for the incorporation of stance as an interactional factor lies not only in
the impossibility of speakers’ attendance to the topic until interactional stances
have been taken (Scollon 1998: 71-75); rather, it lies in the more nuanced picture
it can offer (see articles in Jaffe 2009a and in Englebretson 2007) with respect
to the actual relationship between the cultures themselves and the ways peo-
ple craft their speech, in order to position themselves towards this relationship.
More specifically, four types of stance have been identified: Pro VP, anti VP, pro
DP, and anti DP. As with the discussion topics, it was not always clear which
token fell under which of these stances, because people did not always seem
to have a clear view on where they were standing with respect to this issue: for
example, there were many instances in which people were trying to sound as
neutral towards the VP and DP discourse relationship as possible, both in terms
ofhow they spoke as well as in the content of their speech. In these cases, Imade
the decision to exclude people’s relevant tokens from the analysis.

5. Data Analysis
5.1. Descriptive Statistics

The guiding questions of the article are the following: to what extent is V +/— PP
variation a sociolinguistic variable in suburban Athens? What is its distribution
and the social meaning thereof?

In light of these questions, the basic hypotheses tested are a) that the Periste-
riotes use the nonstandard variants -PP in their semi-structured conversations
more than the VP participants, and b) that the VP participants use the standard
variants more than the Peristeriotes (cf. Finegan and Biber 2001: 242).

Regarding the distribution of the factors constraining sociolinguistic varia-
tion and its social meaning, my hypothesis is that the distribution is identical
for both group of participants with social factors, such as education and area
of residence, figuring at the top of the constraining hierarchy. The reason for
this is that the nonstandard variant V-PP tends to be associated with careless
speech, which in turn usually indexes lack of education (Machlin 1992: 119).
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics for the use of the variable (N)

PARTICIPANT CATEGORY V+PPN V-PPN TOTALN

VP 2,518 1,979 4,497
PERISTERIOTES 2,396 3,448 5,844
Total N 4,914 5427 10,341

Significance = 0.06 (p < 0.5)
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g 100 mV+PP
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5 50
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Figure 1. Descriptive statistics for the use of the variable (percentage)

The first observation to be made is the striking difference between the VP par-
ticipants and the Peristeriotes in terms of their use of the standard and non-
standard variants. Overall, the VP participants have 56 % use of the standard
V+PP, compared to only 41% among the Peristeriotes, a statistically significant
difference (chi square = 34.062, p < 0.5). As both sets of speakers are Athenians
belonging to the same age range, this seems to suggest that these are areal dif-
ferences. The VP participants tend to use more standard features generally, per-
haps an indication of their need to index their abiding by the norms of the lan-
guage, translated into their wish to sound educated and cultivated. On the other
hand, the Peristeriotes use the nonstandard variant 59 % of the cases, which is
more than the use of the standard variant on behalf of the VP participants. A
comparison like this suggests that the Peristeriotes can be seen as more enthu-
siastic users of nonstandardness in their speech than VP participants as users of
standardness, maybe because the former want to create an in-group member-
ship identity, characterized by their preference for (linguistic) features which
deviate from the norms established by VP people.

This descriptive statistic analysis paves the way for the variationist analysis of
the variable, which aims at unravelling its distribution. The analysis was made
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in two steps: in the first one, all of the tokens from both areas were included
in the Varbrul analysis, while in the second one the tokens from each area
separately were included. The reason behind this second step was to flesh out
what the social meaning of the general factor ‘area’ is, which was found not
only to be statistically significant but also as the strongest factor constraining
sociolinguistic variation.

5.2. Varbul Results
Macro Level

The basic hypothesis tested was that the nonstandard variant V-PP is associated
with the factor values oriented towards the DP, while the standard variant V+PP
is associated with the factor values associated oriented towards the VP.

Table 2. Statistically significant macro factors contributing to the use of V-PP in Athenian
suburban speech

Factor
Factor groups Factors weights N

Area
DpP 0.82 3,459
VP 0.48 1,968
Range 34

Sex
Male 0.51 2,812
Female o0.41 2,615
Range 10

Log likelihood: -89.357
Significance = 0.023 (p < 0.5)
Factors not selected as significant: education level, type of education, topic, stance

The macro factor groups that are statistically significant at the level of p < 0.5
for the use of the variant -PP on behalf of all groups of speakers belonging to
both areas are the following (according to the strength of constraint hierarchy):
the area and the sex of the speakers.

Table 2 suggests that the area has been found to be the strongest factor
constraining sociolinguistic variation; more specifically, the Peristeriotes tend
to very strongly favour (the factor weight is 0.82) the use of the nonstandard
variant V-PP, while the VP participants disfavour it (the factor weight is 0.48).
Nonetheless, this disfavouring is not as extreme (i.e. the range is 34) as one
would have expected on the basis of the negative comments that the use of
the V-PP variant triggers. Along the same lines of a not-so-striking difference in
the use of the variant, table 2 shows that in the second statistically significant
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factor constraining variation, namely the sex of the speakers, the pattern seems
to be in accordance with the previous one: men have been found to only very
slightly (the factor weight o.51 is just above the neutral weight of 0.50) favour
the nonstandard variant compared to women. In other words, the expected
socially diagnostic patterning can be observed: men and less educated speak-
ers favour the nonstandard form (cf. Labov (1990: 210), Fasold (1990: 92) and
Tagliamonte (2001: 48), who have found a similar pattern in various English
dialects).

Such an analysis at the macro level is a useful point of departure, because
it shows that the area, which is the basic label people tend to employ, when-
ever they discuss the relationship between these two cultures and the people
belonging to them, is the strongest factor which constrains sociolinguistic vari-
ation in a statistically significant way. But what does this label mean sociolin-
guistically? What are its dimensions and how do the latter have an impact on
the variable grammars used by the participants who live in these two areas?
In order to provide answers to these questions, I ran two Varbrul analyses at
the micro level, one for each area separately. The findings of these analyses are
found immediately below.

Micro Level

Table 3. Statistically significant factors contributing to the Peristeriotes’ use of V-PP in Athenian
suburban speech

Factor
Factor groups Factors weights N

Stance towards rivalry
Pro DP 0.82 1,302
Anti VP 0.73 1,245

Pro VP 0.49 642
Anti DP 0.42 259
Range 40

Topic
Politics 0.67 1,285
Jobs 0.60 1,190
Bournazi o.51 529
Other 0.34 286
VP 0.32 158
Range 35

Type of education
State 0.80 2,610
Private 0.46 838

Range 34



I Theodoropoulou / Journal of Greek Linguistics 13 (2013) 30-53 45

Factor
Factor groups Factors weights N

Level of education
Secondary 0.73 2,295
Tertiary 0.44 1,153
Range 29

Log likelihood: -88.420
Significance = 0.000 (p < 0.5)
Factors not selected as significant: Group, sex.

The factor groups that have been found statistically significant at the level of
p < o.5 for the use of the variant -PP on behalf of the Peristeriotes are the
following (according to the strength of constraint hierarchy): the interactional
factor groups of stance towards the VP-DP rivalry and the topic of discussion as
well as the social factors of type of education and level of education.

With respect to the most significant factor group, namely the stance towards
the VP-DP rivalry, table 3 shows that both pro DP and anti VP stance highly
prefer the nonstandard variant V-PP, while pro VP and anti DP seem to dis-
favour the nonstandard variant (although, not significantly less than the neu-
tral point of 0.5). A result like this suggests that when the Peristeriotes discuss
and position themselves in favour of the DP culture or against the VP one, they
seem to prefer the use of the nonstandard variant, a fact which points towards
their identifying the social meaning of speaking in favour of their own area and
culture with the social meaning of speaking against their ‘sociocultural rival,
namely the area and the culture of the VP.

Similarly, but with not such a striking difference, the factor group of topic has
been found to be the second most significant factor constraining the Peristeri-
otes’ variable grammar. More specifically, topics like politics and jobs, which in
the lives of the Peristeriotes hold a major position, have been found to favour
the use of the nonstandard variant (not as extremely as one would have ex-
pected, though), while topics like VP and others, that do not fall under the
agenda the participants were asked to discuss, seem to favour the use of the
standard variant. Given its factor weight very close to the o0.50 threshold (0.51),
Bournazi does not significantly constrain the use of the nonstandard variant.
Trying to interpret this pattern, I would suggest that through their sociolinguis-
tic behaviour preferring the nonstandard variant, the Peristeriotes are trying
to make a statement regarding their political, professional and social profile;
both of these topics share the fact that they are associated with emotions. More
specifically, regarding politics and jobs, even though the semi-structured con-
versations were recorded before the major financial crisis which broke out in
Greece in 2009, the Peristeriotes in particular tended to express very negative
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emotions and stances towards their personal job status and the political scene
of Greece at the time of the recording (see also Theodoropoulou 2012). There-
fore, so far the analysis seems to suggest that the speakers’ stance towards their
own and against the rival area as well as towards significant topics associated
with the participants’ everyday life favour the use of the nonstandard variant
V-PP. Trying to decipher the social meaning of such a pattern [ would suggest
that they are trying to construct whatever has to do with their area, culture and
life (and whatever runs contrary to these) as nonstandard, in order to index
their coolness, their peculiarity as a community and, eventually, their deviation
from the VP area and culture, which in turn is associated with ‘standard’ lifestyle
and sociolinguistic choices. The former translate into the idea that everyone is
trying to imitate these lifestyle models, which include the buying of a spacious
property, be it a flat or a house, or the ability to spend money, in order to enjoy
a luxurious life. The latter include the use of standard linguistic features.

Table 3 shows that the third and the fourth most significant factor groups are
the type of education and the level of education, respectively. More specifically,
the Peristeriotes who have graduated from state schools and the ones who have
graduated from high school (but do not hold any university diplomas) favour
very strongly the use of the nonstandard variant V-PP, contrary to the ones who
have graduated from private schools and the ones who have university diplo-
mas. Please note that these two groups do not coincide, i.e. the ones who have
graduated from private schools are not necessary the ones who have university
degrees. On the basis of this finding, there is evidence that the pattern shared
by these two types of social factors is that both graduation from a state school
and the status of not having a university degree favour the nonstandard variant,
while both graduation from a private school and the possession of a university
degree do not favour the use of the nonstandard variant. This observation lends
sociolinguistic support to the stereotypification of private schools and tertiary
level education as vital aspects of the lifestyle associated with the VP area. This
means that people who identify themselves with the DP area and its respective
lifestyle will try to keep their distance from the VP area, not only in terms of
their frowning upon the VP lifestyle, but also and most importantly by employ-
ing nonstandard speech, through which they index this distance.

To summarize, Table 3 has provided us with the interactional and social
factors which have been found to be statistically significant in the variable
grammar of the Peristeriotes. The stance towards the VP-DP rivalry, the topic of
discussion, the type and level of education are these dimensions, which give the
label ‘DP’ its social meaning in sociolinguistic variation; more specifically, it has
been found that pro-DP and anti VP stance coupled with discussion of topics,
like politics and jobs, which are of paramount importance for the Peristeriotes,
both favour the use of the nonstandard variant. In addition, the social factors
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of type and level of education, strongly associated with the aforementioned
interactional factors at the level of DP identity construction, also show a strong
preference for the use of the nonstandard variant V-PP.

Table 4. Statistically significant factors contributing to the VP participants’ use of V-PP in
Athenian suburban speech

Factor
Factor groups Factors weights N

Group of speakers
G3 ‘non hard core VPs’  0.90 780

G4 ‘cool VPs’ 0.67 649
G1 ‘ideal VPs’ 0.31 346
G2 ‘serious VPs’ 0.30 204
Range 60

Stance towards rivalry
Anti DP 0.91 735
Anti VP 0.83 704
Pro DP 0.39 398
Pro VP 0.35 142
Range 56

Topic
Politics 0.68 836
Jobs 0.59 790
Bournazi 0.50 161
Other 0.47 128
VP 0.31 64
Range 37

Log likelihood: -go.142

Significance = 0.019 (p < 0.5)

Factors not found significant: stance towards the VP-DP rivalry, sex, type of education, level of
education.

The factor groups that have been found statistically significant at the level of
p < 0.5 for the use of the variant -PP on behalf of the VP participants are the fol-
lowing (according to the strength of constraint hierarchy): group of speakers,
stance towards the VP-DP rivalry, and topic of discussion. The strongest factor
constraining variation in VP participants is the group of speakers. More specif-
1cally, group 3, itself self-categorized as ‘non-hard core VP, consists of three
VP men of mixed academic backgrounds who enjoy hanging out in Exarhia
square, one of the ‘alternative’ hangouts where a great diversity of people can
be found, and they also enjoy playing football. These two common practices
render them non-hardcore VP people, in the sense that they hang out in places
outside the boundaries of the VP geographical zone, and they also meet with
non-VP people: one of the group members because of his inherent sociabil-
ity and interest in getting to know diverse people, and the other two due to
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their respective jobs (one is a wedding caterer and the other one is a doctor).
As a result, this non-hard core VP-ness is reflected in their stylistic behaviour
through the strong preference for the nonstandard variant of Verb—PP. Along
the same lines, self-identified as group 4, the ‘cool VPs’, consists of people who
hold university degrees; all of them are teachers in state schools in the VP area.
My interpretation for the preference of the nonstandard variant, although not
as striking as the use thereof on behalf of the previous group, is that it has its
origins in the TV series G4, which at the time of the ethnographic study was
one of the group members’ favourite TV programs. The show’s plot revolves
around the school life of some teenagers at a state school in the mostly work-
ing class DP municipality of Petroupoli. The series contains lots of discussions
among these teenagers, where this syntactic pattern is heavily used (again, this
is an observation made on an anecdotal basis). If we accept that popular cul-
ture both reflects the linguistic situation within a society, and influences peo-
ple’slinguistic behavior (cf. Spitulnik 1993: 294; chapters in Johnson and Ensslin
2007; Danesi 2008: 243-264), it can be argued that teachers come across similar
linguistic situation, such as the one reflected in the TV series, and in a way they
accommodate to this situation not only when talking to their students but also
when talking to each other informally.

Groups 1 and 2, who clearly disprefer the use of the nonstandard variant
V-PP, are the ones who self-categorize as ideal and as serious VPs respectively.
This dispreference could be seen as their effort to live up to their labels by
adopting a linguistic behaviour tailored according to their understanding of
VP, which is mainly characterized by their abiding by the norms of standard-
ness.

The second strongest factor has been found to be the stance towards the
VP-DP rivalry. Table 4 suggests that there is a striking pattern: antipathy, regard-
less of whether it is directed towards the DP or the VP area, tends to favour very
strongly the use of the nonstandard variant, while support towards the DP or
the VP area disfavours the use of the nonstandard, i.e. favours the use of the
standard form. My interpretation of this finding is that antipathy can be seen
as an emotionally-loaded movement in conversation, which as such makes peo-
ple more involved in speech and thus it makes them monitoring their speech
less; as a result of this, nonstandard features tend to surface and prevail, one of
which, in the case of this particular study, is the use of the nonstandard variant
V-PP.

The third strongest factor group, which has been found to constrain the
VP participants’ sociolinguistic variation, is the topic of discussion. Like in
the case of the Peristeriotes (see table 3), the pattern is identical: politics and
jobs seem to prefer the use of the nonstandard variant, as opposed to less
emotionally-loaded topics, such as VP and other topics. Of course, one could
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argue that VP, as an area and culture, which is widely stereotypified in popular
culture, could trigger emotional reactions (laughter, ironic comments) of behalf
of both groups of participants, namely the Peristeriotes and the VP participants
alike, expressed in a nonstandard way; however, regarding the specific variable
the Varbrul analysis has not shown any evidence for the preference of the
nonstandard variant by any of these groups.

To summarize, the Varbrul analysis ran separately for the Peristeri and the
VP groups of participants respectively has shown that sociolinguistic variation
is constrained by the stance towards the VP-DP rivalry and by the topic of
discussion for both groups; nonetheless, for the Peristeriotes it has been found
that the type and level of education is part of their variable grammars, while
for the VP participants the social factor that has been found to belong to their
variable grammar is that of the group of speakers. In the next section, I try to
interpret these similarities and differences, to delve into their social meaning,
and finally, to discuss their sociolinguistic implications.

6. Concluding Discussion

The guiding questions of the article were the following two: 1) to what extent is
V +/— PP variation a sociolinguistic variable in suburban Athens? And 2) what
is its distribution and the social meaning thereof?

Regarding the first one, it has been found that V +/— PP is a linguistic variable
in suburban Athenian speech, and to be more precise, between VP and Peristeri
people, inasmuch as it is two alternative ways of saying the same thing, in this
particular case the expression of movement. Nonetheless, it is also a sociolin-
guistic variable, because its variation is constrained by social and interactional
factors, as tables 2, 3, and 4 have shown. With respect to its use, table 1 lends
support to the verification of the two hypotheses tested, namely that the Peris-
teriotes use the nonstandard variant -PP in their semi-structured conversations
more than the VP participants, and b) that the VP participants use the standard
variant more than the Peristeriotes.

Regarding the more interesting question of the distribution of the factors
constraining sociolinguistic variation, the hypothesis that the distribution is
identical for both groups of participants with social factors, such as education
and area of residence, figuring at the top of the constraining hierarchy has been
partly verified.

On the one hand, the common denominator in both VP participants and
Peristeriotes’ variable grammar is that both the stance towards the VP-DP ri-
valry and the topic of discussion have a similar constraint ranking, meaning
that in both cases stance is stronger than the topic of discussion. Tables 3 and
4 show that antipathy is a stance, which favours very strongly the use of the
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nonstandard variant in both groups. In addition, Peristeriotes’ support and love
for their own area and the sociocultural package that goes with it are also
expressed through the nonstandard variant. In light of this, I argue that the
sociolinguistic variable V +/— PP is mobilized to do relational work, and this ties
in with the analytical need to treat sociolinguistic variables in a more context-
based and thus more dynamic way. What this suggests is that this ephemer-
ality of stance and topic renders people flexible when it comes to issues of
(social class) identity negotiations, and it is rather this fleetingness that should
inform any sociolinguistic variation analysis. This interactional variation can
be fleshed out in a more transparent way through data from (semi-structured)
conversations rather than sociolinguistic interviews. The reason for this is that
in the latter the interviewer is heavily biased in favour of being a receptive lis-
tener rather than an equal partner (Gregersen and Pedersen 1991: 54), whereas
the chances of having this state of affairs are significantly reduced in a con-
versation between friends, where there is usually equality and mutual engage-
ment.

On the other hand, education has been found statistically significant only
in the micro level analyses of the two areas separately, and to be more accu-
rate, only in the Peristeriotes case. A finding like this suggests that only for the
Peristeriotes do their type and level of education constrain their variable gram-
mar, thus rendering them more social class-wise sensitized towards the use of
the variable, since education is arguably a vital dimension of people’s social
class positioning and orientation. The corresponding social factor that has been
found to constrain the VP participants’ variable grammar is their group, accord-
ing to table 4, a fact that lends support to the idea that VP people are more
influenced by their friendship groups rather than their actual social class. Try-
ing to tackle the thorny issue of theorizing the relationship between social net-
works and social class, my findings point towards the idea that groups of peo-
ple, who stem from leafy areas (and thus belonging to well off social classes, as
I have shown in Section 2 of this paper) but orient themselves towards prac-
tices not so social class-relevant, tend to favour the nonstandard variant. This
runs contrary to Milroy and Milroy’s (1992: 17) observation that upper classes
comprise of strong networks, which as such are dense and multiplex and, as a
result of this, prefer standard speech. My data suggest that it is practices which
influence the physiognomy of a group of people, who in turn opt for being
flexible in terms of using the standard or the nonstandard variant depend-
ing on interactional factors, such as stance or topic of discussion. In general,
what this suggests for the relationship between social class and social net-
work is that we need to tease out the sub-groupings emerging within social
classes in a contextualized way, and groups of people formed on the basis of
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friendship ties could be seen as a useful vector along which sociolinguistic vari-
ation is structured and stratified (cf. Cheshire et al. (2008), who have argued
that friendship networks contribute towards language change, i.e. linguistic
innovation).

Overall, it needs to be stressed that the findings from the Varbrul analysis
are generalizable in similar samples of speech and similar corpora, i.e. in data
collected from similar types of participants through a similar methodology;
they are not generalizable across the whole population of the northern and
western suburbs of Athens.

In sum, social factors, like education, group and sex differences along with
interactional factors, like stance and topic of discussion are heavily implicated
in the variation between V+PP and V-PP in suburban Athenian speech. Thus,
we could argue that this variation seems to be used by Athenian suburban-
ites as a sociolinguistic marker in their conversations. Nonetheless, in order to
make sweeping claims about the status of this variable in Athenian speech, we
need more variationist sociolinguistic studies from other areas of suburban and
downtown Athens.
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