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CBROBEEEE, 74V ACHEE =R 7 ORRE Y B
fo ORI FASER LG AEE DAGCEETE TS 2, AN
7R YW CEET AL, SR=A= ., 7EAEOBAEERDOR S,
ORI BERBROET, 740 h AL, Lo, L LW
B A EL DR ER LT, FO5EME, EBXEROEKEE
FTlibh TV Bs Lo L, Z0EFARES AL T BT
(BR ] BRCHDh TEZ TV RO TRV &0 D B, & L
bo 74V AT S Mk BRI, =A=y 7 BERLARCT
A Y B DREEWBEOKE L LTHRMINZRETH S,
- k&3 Bernita Eisler %, ° Class ‘Act” od¢ [PEH | ZH
DVTRICRR T B, - ) o

The “first and only” time her grandmother ever ‘slapped
her, recalls Marietta Tree, an irrefutably upper-class citizen,
related by ties of blood and marriage to almost every great
‘New England family, was when, as a young girl, Marietta
referred to an acquaintance as “ middle class.”

“ There are no classes in America — upper, lower or middle,”
“was the explanation for the severity of the lesson. “You are

never to use that term again.”
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 But refusal to admit the existence of class in America
simply means it’s the subject on everyone’s mind, even as

. ()
they say it isn’t so.

R &% THERR] EANY, Marietta It X hBRHhic, Z0ER
ik, THER) BREEET 5 AOEREBRLCV 5, & OBR L,
IR FEREOBELYER I €S, T LTAREBEL Ol TZ &2
ZEED, L, Benita'EisIer_oi_.. “Class Act” o, “They're |
th_e kind of »peoplem who W‘og'ld ‘be on the _symphqn_y board. 7
“She married Ib‘éngath_’ her.” My - brothers havev low-level
z;rhbit;iop and -jobs to match.” “You can tell immediately from
their accent that they’re upper c_l_as.s.”(?)%Qﬁﬁbi,l TR o
fifEM T OFEDbIE B/RL T3, ‘symphony board,(?) (RExAE
B) 12, AP U LEBEER S XIS Y EETE AHWOBBTH Y,
beneath, low-level, upper—class_m@ <, ThbiX BTy E%RT
5%‘7%'@2@5@}1% bﬁéfé‘%éd_ ft&53# Richard Coleman & Lee
Rainwater ¥, “Social Standing in America”(S)@ HC, ZOLETH
th# ‘class arithmetic’ (BfEE%E) LFHL TV 5%, - £RIL, AnsE
HIhZEEEEoEETH B, £ LT, t#HE2¥E Wolfram 1%, 1960
FRCHE « B B - i Sncmon Tl 282k, *
D, BZPDOFFILD 72 ) 20 hEWEAHRIAT E o 2 L
T, HERXVIANRN T REDOR -« 7w VEEFE ,FF%%&f@FF"C‘,
EHE TR =2 (B3 Pl T ©BL T2, thbo
MDD, HRMEEE7 2V ACEEL TV L2 AR B+ &
T &I\ Al Benita Eisler gHBio#n< -“You can tell im-
mediately from their accent that they’re upper class.” 13, ¥

D7 s & TR PEDCEEL T 5, Thb, B =-
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TYATHBUT VAR, ZZCTHRIL, 7A) P HRCETLEEL
THERE ) 2V IS Bl o T B ik E Lo,
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Bz, TBE#E | 1% ob 2 euphemism EBEZEZEL F-24
% Philip Haward (x, “Thé State of the Language” O THEH
7% euphemism 1 2OWTHKD L 5 1IZh X T\ 5,

" Qur modern taboos are class. We are the society that calls
a second-hand car salesman ‘a used vehicle merchandizing co-
ordinator’, and a fling-clerk an ‘information retrieval admin-
‘istrator . We describe poor and back-ward countries as
underdeveloped, then developing, then Third World, moving
in mealy-mouthed sensitivity on to a new euphemism as soon

®
as the latest one picks up offensive connotations.

BEs, TCEBEMEG) » [BRISBHLERE), THHEBRTER]
Ohbhic i), LT MEHEEE) » [F=H1HF] LM
NABER; TN S, B, BELCIT 5L ROBmBERDFHE
FERLEREE [7 4 9 REORIMEE] (F) Ot iibh Ty
ho CHIL, F0EEFRBETHEMED BROLREHIT 5 L OFRE
BEDBMESHNTEETHINLTIRRCIEAS S by, BHERBEXOF
ZWHFCITH ETEMS 20 [HBHR ORBEHDLITE It
Vo ADDEHIEIARL T 2L IEAS D

@z, Philip Howard (¥, “The State of the Language” T
euphemism 2\ THRD X S5 CFE L TV %,
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-~ 'The ‘matter of euphemism changes from. age to ‘age. and
from society to society, depending on what topics are: found
so dangerous that they demand the substitution of a favourable

(10
for a more accurate but offensive expression.

CpEEB S, BRI BT 5 O RFRBVHERTH L, Bl
‘housewife’ % ‘domestic engineer’ ¢SV L THEAUKERD
b, TORMRIT, FIBERUVAOMERR <X vpfRE Rk
DR DTBETLE S, |

i e EEESFE Paul Fussel (3, AN TRED] #EHLLUHSD
D-status & X H B WVHALICHTFIIC ﬁ?ﬂﬁ#%ﬁfﬁ BIRRTW5S,

" cocktails - - than -  drinks:
. position ” -+ job
-« individuals: ~ #- - . - people
puréhase ey buy
meet with ” meet
! request. . -~ .. #» © -~ ask
affluent. # . . rich
~utilize L ” C lLI'Se(‘])

TLEOBNE, T TRED N BEPGCEENISEVEVWREVWELT

BHERPBILT 20X BT, 2T, Zohr IREYV I'2E5E
g, | ERRS | S
Bz, Fussel 28 E W RIBAERICOWT, RO XI5 1EHRNXT W5

The longer the euphemism the better. As ‘a rule,.
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euphemisms are longer than the words they replace:- They
have more letters, they have more syllables, and frequently,
two or more words will .be deployed in place of a single one.
- This is partly because the tabooed Angle-Saxon words tend
. to be short and partly- because it almost always takes more

_ ) ‘ L. )
.. words to evade an idea than: to state it: directly and honestly.

CRLEHERE, BEOCENBEVERbLTEEILD [KEL 1D
DM EINTWBEELBND, TITHEATNEZ L, Bocsh
TWh7vre e 7Y vOBERIENINEKRHATH S, T T, —RIC
AR FDEEF->Tnb, [HFETHEDOARAT —vE NIClbrThE
ht <-Z>-o(ja)-& WOERHELB AWML, TvIw ey Y VOHETHS
F=fEx, 74V PARCE > TCERNDEXRBELTCHEEEL L 5,

CFDOREWRADHEEIY, TAE— oV —ZDOKFERFEL, ‘yuppies’
(young urban professionals) WM A RE L BRECKET L
LAEBL T\ %, [EHCAEENREN | Thb, 0 ‘yuppies’
%/ ‘ones ocialc ommentator 515)5: RET HsmBRRE»Hbh, Thiz,
HEOMBE LBREh b, VIS, ‘yuppies’ pE:£O AL AWRIE
Ba BT DIEIE o TR, TV 7R e 570 v ADHED BH
RTELETERT, FHRCHETHSEDOA XA LOBME ANIEDH 5D
TILISWTIEA D Dy ' B s

e EES¥E Willlam Labov (¥, 1973z a—a3 — 27 DT V=4
AR AD Fgodic non-standard English (JEE¥EREEE) OF
fEHSLEE LT, ¥z Labov 238 K& L7- non-standard English o4
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SEREL By a0 e o, d el e e
L S o R PR 0 S BT ; v
- “Why ? I'll tell you:why. . Cause, : you see;  doesn >.nobody
really~know that itls.a God, .y’know, -‘ causé I.mean’ I have
-seen. black fg,ods;.« pink gods, white :gods; all::.color. gods, and
.don’t. nobody. know,. know:it’s.really a- God.. -An’. when- they
besayin’ if you good, you goin’t’ heaven, tha’s bullshit, ‘cause
© you ain’tgoin’ to no heaven; ,‘cause it:ain’t né'heéaven ‘for
~~you 'to go to.(m_) SR S R A SRR A IR T
“doen’t.nobody’ = -‘you.ain’t goin’ to.no "heawfen O E
HxE, ‘ain’t’,” ‘nobody know”* O s A RWMTHDIL,. nor:i;standai?d
English offfioEbIEE2 B b, £LT, T 50> FEDEA
14 = E%F Crawford Eeagin-ic & » "working. class: ® A& D
M BERIN I B, Bi¥#H Mary:Key 4%, 7 be 4D
Tﬁ®kkm.%azﬁﬁéﬁﬁmmﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁbhwiﬁ,K@
BRAFARBEE D THEAXhD 0% BT 5o HlxiE, My
brother went to-the park. ¥, standard English:Th %3, 5
fFd 3, . “my brother, he went.to the park. ’(’1‘?.)&,§7bhfln5$
EERE LI, O X5 EEDHEHIT, socio economic status ™ &
MBIBIR 2 D 20 T h bOENFEIL, TlRERCAIWEShBHR
ThHbo '
Standard English I, ‘a context-related standard ’(18)2 ‘a
class-related standard ’09)0)7\ AANCHEINS, #1ut, Howard
Giles: & -Peter Powesland iz & % &, © SpeechiiStyle .and. Social
Evaluatlon” PO DL SR AIT U Ko s 2T L S e

GELY e, e e
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A context-related standardis the style oflfspeech considered
appropriate in certain socially-definable situations, usually
-~ the more .formal-and public, and can usually be found to some
degree spoken by all social groups in that culture. A -class-
related standard can be defined as a style of speech regarded
as the most prestigious Varianf of the l‘anguage in a given
culture, largely irrespective of context, and characteristic of

20
- one social group, usually the highest in socio-economic status.

= ?. ‘a context-related-standard (,’21)0i, ANERTEARLEET,
BEC—BCZFARDA T2, —7, “a.class-related standard‘(gp
X, AR EFRNMAL L) ZRIAZERIOAELTVE EETD
%5, BlziE, BELBEETHD, £ LT, non-standard English % {#
B2 BAOLEEYHR L Mary Key 3, %oz standard
English o8& ML TLrb, ®ic Key DEELERE 5o

Many other studies in the past few yearsi-have documented
that females in the black communities in the United States
show a marked difference in their .control of standard English
in contrast to. the males. It is not clear why this is so; a

. complex of reasons probably is involved. Black females may
_have occasion to hear and. speak more standrad English
because of their work as domestics in homes where standard

(23)
» English is spoken. -

BA 12 :Non-Standrd English 2@ 5 4%, TR ¥»EHRT A AL, K
BRI p » b ostatus b EEEHRT VB, BHSAKCBADLMY
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1% standard English' o RA2ER SR %, % 5 Uik ks 2
T ERAFERRIC I B ""%é’b‘;ﬁf{,, -standard 'English % B G X 7o\ =
LA L WO EBRICES R TS, 2 D BAREOEEFERIL, &
FRHETC R IR DI e 5 ICE e\, |

,3 

B AN OHSEHERICE LT 0w BT 5 Rl 0 KB
EEx X ‘5 o fE&EEE%% John Gumperz (%, EXE X AD ‘social
identity’ @i%b?hh_tcé ERRTWB, %D, ThETERLTE
“71 eupheminism’ % standard, non- standard Engli'sh FKHEIL, vﬂ\'i%
w7 R ) AR A AD ‘social 1dent1ty uﬁﬁﬁ““ziﬂéﬁﬁf x5
—BhF R BIES D
PLBLT A B EEETHERECE L, AR U TR E WD
‘social identity ’(g%fﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ‘ 5 & GIFEBYB:L\ F 2T, RIEBEET
HIEBRE %k%%ﬁﬂ&&héﬁ%t@% %@%Eﬁmxmff

Howard ‘& Powesland 12, kD L 5 HHE LTV D,

" "'Because ‘of social “mobility, nonstandard 'speech ‘is. often
found amongst people quite high in socioeconomic status.

. Likewise some “down-and-outs” exhibit speech:characteristics

@2n
- usually associated with the more: successful levels of society.

7 A DAL, BEMEOBMLVWEHESTHS, TOBESFHEC KT HAH
BIth, 2% b, AMBEEXTEMLECSRbRD, AIX, %50
SIF LOCRBCHET 2B HEE BRD, TO%, COHTHEL W
EWCEB L, D, F R OBIEEL A B R A A 2 X AR
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Vo FOXEENMER, 74V HANETRRID BN EOSEERE 251
660Lmbumb%oﬂﬁﬁﬁ®%L@Aﬁ%L¢5m%«@%ﬁ
I3 VBN T A EEEIC R OISR LY, ‘ '

!

con T A e O RS AR 7oAV AR T AR
B R D BB LB ORI R A O BB, MBRAE U TS B,
2T, BB ALLT A VHADABEEY R THL S,

LT A AN
B ABEE

Y IN T ¢bﬁﬁaé&%¢£ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ%;zf$xb¢a L2
BC, KBS 2 5T BV LB R e B AT E RS oMbt
T TH D, %@Lﬂuﬁ@fmmmmﬁﬁg&e,%Ek@éﬁx@uﬁmmﬂ
k&ﬁ%&@éfE%LLm_,@,

A EEYEFHNTOARBEC IS L (BRNBTEERR) 18
SRE WA ST EERTHTTAY AL THEORN L S L 1EE
AL, AR ELERLTE DS C LR IIET ST 0T, R
AT A &AL ORI FREO BB ER K ESBHVT V2 LT 2
50 TR ViR DB, AN ~first name "CREEH 8B D5 DE;
status DEAILDOTIZIGL D status D HIMOLII L BT,
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ORI 28 Ik 5;&?%“‘”$J:® style nZEbvEEZ bR
R R T P I P (L S S T

RIZET 5612, 7}Uﬁ@A&®t&ﬁﬁ¥§k&E#5ﬁ@%f
HbD,

Curiously, Americans use fﬁe past subjunctive in a way

* thatidoes 'have a. meta-talk meaning. “To. the Englishman
- “*Would you'do this?” represents a isoftening:of the :request,
as opposed to “Will you do:this?-” To an Ameftican familiar
with “polite” bosses, it is just the reverse : “Would you?”

L . (o
is a command ; “ Will you?.” implies a choice.

@1@A%%%mibg7»»ﬁﬁ%@@k@@ﬁ%m,%%mm~
Bic kx BGT W BDIRERDL, OBl B L EERED [H
W) 2, As—BroEEEYEFIEAS, TRk, +OENECk
E QPR BRER RS oo, £OAARRERICN LT TS EEY
52 LERRIDTHS ) THAEFECRIT 5 —MD style &Bdb
hé 7xuwﬁA@%ﬁmkE%%ﬁ%%V%b§? @wh@¥%
@%Lﬁ%%@?th&ﬁ@@éh@A# T@Akﬁbfrfum
T RBRER U v T e o

ﬁuv%mwm¢at@m,ﬁbb?%&ﬁom%%kﬂ%X&ﬁ%
DEER EHMTHEIC style &\ 5 EDIEH T ) KEFEL T2 &2
%, A EFEFE A Hymes, (12, style % ".proteanf(g])(/ZM:%?b;i;b [fS
Voo OEDBBEFEL D) EFATYS, 72 U4 AD. [HERE | 3%
i1ostyle HHEZH LIRSV £TOBEBKC, SELOTR%%
BB BT Speech styles are’simply’ ways: of: speaklng (32)
L5z, AL ¢ Oh; that’s-.just his '/ her  / my 'style” ¢ &E( =1
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5. ‘speech’style’ 'ki¥, L&FEECfFlbhb B4 it BBGRELTH
%o % ‘speech style’ 12X b [RERk] 7L, BIRTLEIND
LiITe\,

7x9ﬁfm7§%m1msaﬁw(h%ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ)@ﬁ%%ﬁo
TWBBELE, BED MK Fiki 4, “speech style’ X B ah
555, ERT, TOWMBELZDOADEELUNDO LD TERERZD
X, Mo Th5DH, DF b FdDAD social behavior - & social status
R—HL TV HENL LA DD, |

WU B HAMERROT £ ) p T, %%WE%tA%%%E
£ERDs Thi, ?%&&”~ww§hfbkuAm@@&L5
%T?éo~*“

On the basis of these and other examples of convergence,

I theorize that this elaboration of speech patterns among
nonintimates is reﬂectwe of the dynamlc of our social
structure. If 1t were not for the great potential for soc1al
mobility in our society, there would be very little reason for
people to negotlate in the way they do We knoW from the
J“anthropologlcal literature that tradltlonal societies contrast
sharply with the bulge pattern just vdescrlbed. In more
traditional societies, all relationships are much ‘more  fixed;
" people know where they stand with everyone. On the other
hand, there is much less potential for social mobility. My

:-findings-on-speech-act: behavior- may provide insight into the:
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Way,-spe'eqh .reflects and perpetuates differences in social
36 '
- structure.

FIRDT A Y H ADEFANED DL, style 2FVH S, &0 style
& THERR) BRI UBHRTH S, 740 7 AL, Eii%@ﬁfﬁ%
RAEEE LTS LEE S, Linl, ZOSENMELRIELIRDD
e 7 AV IANRBEAGREORELZ TR L COIERIEWIV 2D
(PR B, @@#BEE&?%%E*LT?tA%@EE@%b
hThb, FLTEZOHEML, AACHIEOARLIZELTw5%,
RRE TR Tk MBBIC Iy, TEELG501, 7407
TIXERD X 572 DT, %@B%@%m;of B & BRI UTHE
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B2 BEORIE2T WD) 74 ) 7T, ADEES LT E(ZEXK
EhB, BT A VAL, EARBERFRATRELTHETER L,
FOFHL, RETHD, CCTCHBIBLIOLS S MLV SHES
ARG ThHD D, SER TERI PI5REDTHD L EL X
5o ..
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