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“Double Dutch”

Two national varieties

Belgian Dutch (Flanders)
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Standardisation history

Netherlandic Dutch
Renaissance
Statenvertaling

Belgian Dutch
Delayed standardisation: French for public life
1960s: catching up with the North
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Standardisation of Belgian Dutch

Two views
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Particularistic view (Standard Belgian Dutch)
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Standardisation of Belgian Dutch

Two views
Integrationist view (convergence with Netherlandic Dutch)
Particularistic view (Standard Belgian Dutch)

Consequences
Language policy planning: “Zeg niet ... maar wel ...”
Exonormativity: say it like the Dutch
Purism: French ruling

I not as simple as it seems

S\
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Previous research on:
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Syntactic differences (De Sutter ef a/. 2008, Levshina 2011)
Intelligibility problems & attitudes (Impe 2010)
Naming preferences (Geeraerts ef al. 1999)
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Effectiveness?

Previous research on:
- Syntactic differences (De Sutter ef a/. 2008, Levshina 2011)

- Intelligibility problems & attitudes (Impe 2010)
- Naming preferences (Geeraerts ef al. 1999)

RQ: Has the integrationist approach succeeded as concerns the lexicon?
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Measuring lexical convergence: uniformity

Method:

1. concept-based approach: onomasiological profiles
2. build onomasiological profile for both regions
3. measure uniformity
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Onomasiological profile

concept —_ concept
synonymous - '/1 \ ,
lexicalisations synonym synonym
corpus counts —_ tokens tokens
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S\

SLE September 2013



Onomasiological profile

concept — ROUNDABOUT
synonymous / \
lexicalisations —>  [ofonae ronapunt
corpus counts —_ 120 80
relative frequency —» 60% 40%

S\

SLE September 2013



Onomasiological profile

concept

synonymous
lexicalisations

corpus counts

relative frequency

ROUNDABOUT
roz‘on‘cg \ rndpum‘
120 80
60% 40%

S\

SLE September 2013


http://www.google.be/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&frm=1&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&docid=Ac-NL0sKQ9uFMM&tbnid=dy85Ucx3MkixQM:&ved=0CAUQjRw&url=http://ruesavoir.com/fr-civ/monuments/article2/&ei=7GwXUoL4C-nF0QXD_4HgBA&bvm=bv.51156542,d.d2k&psig=AFQjCNExrnIG30wbzEk9kXnJZYhuKaEoIw&ust=1377353276371736

Onomasiological profile

concept — ROUNDABOUT
synonymous / \
lexicalisations —>  [ofonae ronapunt
corpus counts —_ 120 80
relative frequency —» 60% 40%

S\

SLE September 2013



Measuring lexical convergence: uniformity

Method:

1. concept-based approach: onomasiological profiles
2. build onomasiological profile for both regions
3. measure uniformity

S\

SLE September 2013



Onomasiological profile

roundabout roundabout
rotonde rondpunt rotonde rondpunt
44% 956% 99% 1%
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Measuring uniformity

Measured in terms of overlapping lexicalization preferences by
summing the smallest relative value for each term

roundabout roundabout
rotonde rondpunt
44% 56%

44 + 1 = 45%
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Measuring uniformity

Measured in terms of overlapping lexicalization preferences by
summing the smallest relative value for each term

roundabout roundabout
rotonde rondpunt
44% 56%

44 + 1 = 45% < degree of uniformity
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Measuring uniformity

Measured in terms of overlapping lexicalisation preferences by
summing the smallest relative value for each term

RQ: How high are the uniformity degrees for a number of concepts
in Present-Day Standard Dutch and what normative impulses
influence the degree of uniformity found?
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Data

Concepts
120 concepts with competing lexicalisations
4 lexical fields (IT, emotions, traffic, social life)

Corpora
Belgian Dutch: LeNC (+1B)
Netherlandic Dutch: TWNC (600M)

Variables
Converging and diverging factors
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Converging and diverging factors

Converging
Exocentricity
Globalism

Diverging
Expressivity
Entrenchment

Converging/diverging
Purism (cf. position of French in Belgium)
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Converging and diverging factors

Converging
Exocentricity
Globalism

Diverging
Expressivity
Entrenchment

Converging/diverging
Purism (cf. position of French in Belgium)
—> convergence due to purism: BD avoiding carmion
—> divergence due to purism: BD avoiding misere
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Conclusion
No significant impact of the converging/diverging factors

Attenuating the analysis
1. Statistical tendencies for exocentricity and purism
2. Lexical field traffic
3. Artifact of chosen data?
4. What now?
More data
Other lexical fields
Other registers
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Thank you! Questions?
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For more information:
http://wwwling.arts.kuleuven.be/qlvl
Jocelyne.Daems@arts.kuleuven.be

SLE September 2013


http://wwwling.arts.kuleuven.be/qlvl
http://wwwling.arts.kuleuven.be/qlvl
mailto:Jocelyne.Daems@arts.kuleuven.be

References

De Sutter, Gert, Dirk Speelman & Dirk Geeraerts. 2008. Prosodic and syntactic-
pragmatic mechanisms of grammatical variation: the impact of a postverbal
constituent on the word order in Dutch clause final verb clusters. /nternational
Journal of Corpus Linguistics 13. 194-224.

Geeraerts, Dirk, Stefan Grondelaers & Dirk Speelman. 1999. Convergentie en
divergentie in de Nederlandse woordenschat: een onderzoek naar kleding- en
voetbaltermen. P.J. Meertens-Instituut.

Grondelaers, Stefan, Dirk Geeraerts, Dirk Speelman & José Tummers. 2001.
Lexical standardisation in internet conversations. Comparing Belgium and The
Netherlands. In Josep M. Fontana, Louise McNally, M. Teresa Turell & Enric
Vallduvi (eds.), Proceedings of the First International Conference on Language
Variation in Europe, 90-100. Barcelona: Universitat Pompeu Fabra, Institut
Universitari de Linguistica Aplicada, Unitat de Investigacié de Variacio Linguistica.

Impe, Leen. 2010. Mutual intelligibility of national and regional varieties of Dutch in
the Low Countries. University of Leuven. PhD thesis.

Levshina, Natalia. 2011. Doe wat je niet laten kan: A usage-based analysis of Dutch
causative constructions. University of Leuven. PhD thesis.

Zenner, Eline, Dirk Speelman & Dirk Geeraerts. 2012. Cognitive Sociolinguistics
meets loanword research: Measuring variation in the success of anglicisms in

Q\A_ Dutch. Cognitive Linguistics 23. 749-792.

SLE September 2013



	Pluricentric languages and exocentric norms��Lexical convergence between Belgian Dutch and Netherlandic Dutch
	My co-authors
	Outline
	Outline
	“Double Dutch”
	“Double Dutch”
	“Double Dutch”
	Standardisation history
	Standardisation of Belgian Dutch
	Standardisation of Belgian Dutch
	Standardisation of Belgian Dutch
	Effectiveness?
	Effectiveness?
	Effectiveness?
	Outline
	Measuring lexical convergence: uniformity
	Measuring lexical convergence: uniformity
	Onomasiological profile
	Onomasiological profile
	Onomasiological profile
	Onomasiological profile
	Measuring lexical convergence: uniformity
	Onomasiological profile
	Measuring lexical convergence: uniformity
	Measuring uniformity
	Measuring uniformity
	Measuring uniformity
	Outline
	Data
	Data
	Converging and diverging factors
	Converging and diverging factors
	Converging and diverging factors
	Converging and diverging factors
	Converging and diverging factors
	Converging and diverging factors
	Outline
	Uniformity
	Uniformity
	Converging and diverging factors
	Exocentricity
	Converging and diverging factors
	Globalism
	Globalism
	Converging and diverging factors
	Expressivity
	Converging and diverging factors
	Entrenchment
	Converging and diverging factors
	Purism (1)
	Purism (2)
	Outline
	Conclusion
	Conclusion
	Conclusion
	Exocentricity & purism
	Conclusion
	Lexical field
	Lexical field
	Conclusion
	Artifact?
	Artifact?
	Conclusion
	Conclusion
	Dianummer 65
	References

