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Recent studies in social dialectology have demonstrated that, while Norway’s diverse 

rural dialects generally appear to be undergoing regional dialect levelling (Kerswill 2003), 
some of the most distinctive phonetic and morpho-lexical forms are, in fact, being maintained 
by younger speakers (e.g., Røyneland 2005, Skjekkeland 2009). Following Labov 1963 and 
Eckert 2000, among others, such research has shown that dialect levelling and/or maintenance 
can be related, in part, to young people’s (extra-)local orientation. However, this is an 
incomplete explanation if we want to understand why some non-standard dialect forms are 
disappearing very quickly while others continue to be used virtually categorically across 
generations.  

Importantly, dominant language ideologies (Schieffelin et al. 1998) explicitly support 
the use of non-standard spoken dialects in Norway, as well as of two distinct written norms, 
Bokmål and Nynorsk. The written norms themselves contain an exceptional variety of 
acceptable forms, reflecting some amount of dialect diversity. Pro-variation ideologies, and the 
sociopolitical history out of which they have developed, are no doubt a central factor in dialect 
maintenance today. Investigating language ideologies thus contributes to a fuller understanding 
of dialect variation and change, yet it does not necessarily provide a satisfactory explanation for 
the maintenance of some dialect forms and levelling of others (Woolard 2008).  

As the present linguistic-anthropological research shows, local language ideologies can 
identify both stable and quickly-changing dialect forms as representative of rural varieties. The 
central finding here is that the most well-maintained non-standard forms in one rural dialect 
(Valdresmål) are supported not only by ideologies that identify them as salient local markers, 
but also by their representation in one or both of the national written norms. Bringing together 
variationist and language-ideological approaches, this paper advocates for a more holistic 
consideration of dialect change, integrating quantitative, ethnographic, and comparative 
analyses.  
 
 


