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- One entity, the figure, is located in relation to

another entity, the ground (Bowerman &

Pederson, 1992). 

- "The cup is on the table."

- FG Relations are often signaled by locatives,

which are a major part of spatial relations. 

INTRODUCTION
Spatial Relations
Figure-Ground Relations
Locatives
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BACKGROUND

- Topological relations differ quite a lot

across languages (Levinson & Meira,

2003)

→ What about dialects?

- "The West" based on vowel variation

(Labov et al, 2006)

- More recent research showing

differentiating linguistics factors

(Fridland et al, 2016).
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RESEARCH
QUESTIONS

   1. Do locatives differ in the same FG

relations between PNW and SoCal English? 

→ "the cup is on the table" vs. "the cup

is above the table"

   2. Are there significant enough variation here

that could imply further research in spatial

relations between West Coast regional dialects? 
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"BowPed"

- Designed to elicit specific

figure-ground expressions

with the highlighted items. 

- Also known as "TPRS"

→ Topological Relation

Picture Series 

- Developed by Melissa

Bowerman and Eric

Pederson (1992).

SURVEY

Qualtrics

- Anonymous surveying

program that is free

through UO. 

- 71 questions with each

BowPed image and its

corresponding question.
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PARTICIPANTS
10 total:

- 5 from Seattle area

- 5 from Los Angeles area

- Eligibility

→ Born and raised in the area.

→ Gender and age kept as evenly

distributed as possible to focus on

regional differences.

- Sent the Qualtrics survey via text or

social media message. 

- ~15 minutes to complete. 5



METHODOLOGY

- Coding strategy adapted from Levinson

and Meira, 2003.

1. In

2. On

3. Attachment

4. Under/Over

5. Proximity

6. Midst

7. Around*

8. Outside/Inside*

* Categories added for this project.

From page 489 of Levinson and Meira, 2003.

Locative Categories
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- Color coded  based on locative categories.

METHODOLOGY
Color Coding

- "Majority rules" to determine which

category represented the dialect.
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FINDINGS  
Pacific Northwest vs. Southern California

Etic Grids

3. Differences are not congruent. 

2. Variation in every category other than Midst.1. 10 cases of disagreement in spatial relation

category
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(20) Where is the balloon?

PNW: on the stick (ON)

SoCal: tied to the stick (ATTACHMENT)

(71) Where is the dog?

PNW: inside the doghouse (OUTSIDE/INSIDE)

SoCal: in the doghouse (IN)

FINDINGS 

PNW vs. SoCal

(6) Proximity vs. Outside/Inside

(11) In vs. On

(20) On vs. Attachment

(26) On, In vs. On

(36) Proximity vs. Under/Over

(46) Around vs. On

(48) On vs. Outside/Inside

(66) On, Attachment vs. On

(67) Outside/Inside vs. In

(71) Outside/Inside vs. In
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CONCLUDING THOUGHTS

- Locatives do differ based on specificity.

→ Containment (IN vs. OUTSIDE/INSIDE)

→ Support (ON vs. ATTACHMENT)

→ Pragmatically motivated? Grice's maxim of quantity.

 

- 10  instances of topological variation across two dialects alone.

→ So how much topological variation does research across languages

actually show?

- Ultimately, more participants and negative evidence needed to pinpoint

concrete conclusions on these spatial relations being lexical choices vs.

realization choices, and solve idiolectal differences and split data issues.
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