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This presentation considers the incorporation of and maintenance of contact effects in the 
construction of socioethnic varieties, using a comparative database of socioethnic 
varieties that includes both long-term and emerging socioethnic varieties, including AAE 
(Wolfram & Thomas 2002), Lumbee English (Torbert 2001), Cajun English (Dubois & 
Horvath 1999), Hispanic English in the Mid-Atlantic States (Wolfram, Carter & Moriello 
2004), and Vietnamese English following the fall of Saigon (Wolfram & Hatfield (1986). 
What are the dynamic linguistic and social processes whereby the outcomes of contact 
are incorporated into and maintained in socioethnic varieties? How do such long-term 
contact effects figure in trajectories of convergence and divergence over time? Are there 
sociolinguistic constraints and/or principles that explain the incorporation of and 
maintenance of substrate effects?  

The comparative examination of a representative set of phonological (e.g. 
syllable-coda consonant cluster reduction, syllable timing, vowel production) and 
morphosyntactic variables (e.g. null copula, 3rd pl. –s marking, habitual aspect) reveals a 
number of different patterns and permutations in terms of sustainable contact effects and 
trajectories of change, ranging from the complete recession of language-contact traits 
concurrent with overall divergence of the socioethnic variety to the intensification of 
language contact traits concurrent with overall convergence. Sociolinguistic factors that 
affect the pattern of incorporation and maintenance extend from linguistic typology to 
racial ideology and ethnic self-definition. We conclude that some linguistic-structural 
phenomena (e.g., phonotactic, prosodic, aspectual markers) may be predisposed to 
potential adoption as persistent substrate, though there is also evidence that social 
marking may outweigh linguistic predisposition in this selective process (Dubois & 
Horvath 1998). The analysis underscores the complex interactions of multiple linguistic 
sources for linguistic adaptation as well as the significance of selective social factors and 
socioethnic identity in the formulation of sociolinguistic principles that explain the 
incorporation of and maintenance of substrate effects. 

 
 


