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introduction) is not justified. Most attention is given to the structyy,
BEV and issues of language functions receive much less comprehe € of
treatment. The uses of BEv are considered primarily in the analysig Orf‘Slve
speech events—ritual insults and narratives. Noting the gramm, two
similarity of BEV as it is spoken in New York City, Detroit, Wagh; Ii‘tlcal
D.C., Philadelphia, and San Francisco, Labov reasons (I think Corregho 1
that this uniformity cannot be maintained by the adolescents themseli;

He seems justified also in his inference that the late teens is probab] <,
the upper limit for consistent use of BEv. 7t

Instead of concluding that the basic grammar of adults has shifted, we m; b
say thatadults have greater practice in shifting their use of the variables towg t
the standard in semi-formal contexts (285). ard

This evidence of compartmentalization would seem to warrant my,
careful attention and interpretation in any discussion of language fupc.
tions, and the fact that-various sub-groups do not show evidence
drifting in different directions would also seem important in attem tin
to understand the functions of BEv. Perhaps a separatist function is be
served by the maintenance of linguistic diversity (cf. Mitchell-Ker
1971).

One drawback of Labov’s strategy of considering a small number of
variables is that this approach does not do justice to the variety of ways
linguistic and social facts tend to be articulated in a speech community.'A
more insightful yield is promoted by a consideration of the verbal reper-
toire of a speech community (cf. Gumperz 1968). A productive approach
to the understanding of the social functions of linguistic diversity entails
some consideration of code-switching. In their Norway study, Blom and
Gumperz (1972) treat the psychological and social context of code-
switching, and, in the process, bare aspects of the functional load being
carried by two different dialects. The functional specialization of the two
dialects suggests that they may not be in competition at all. This is a
finding that ought to be of considerable importance for the study of
language change.

What is most deserving of emphasis, however, is the excellence with
which Labov documents the structure of the BEv, his successful explosion
of a number of myths about the cognitive and linguistic deficiencies of BEV

and its speakers, and his substantial contribution to a more socially
realistic linguistics.

ing
Nan

Professor Mitchell-Kernan is in the Department of Anthropology at the Univer-
sity of California, Los Angeles. Her most recent article, *’Functional Perspective
on Afro-American Speech,” will appear in the forthcoming book, Nine Black
Writers on Communication, edited by Taylor and Williams.
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On Bernstein’s Class,
Codes an_d Control

Sylvia Scribner and Michael Cole

| Volume 1: Theoretical Studies
i tein, ed. Class, Codes and Contrg Volu cix
?ﬁidz zrg:c::)lllc:gy of Language. Primary Soc1a11zat1<3:;, %ga;llguxz;%e fra -
coation Series. London: Routledge and Kegan Pa0 x :
Tables, figures, notes, references, and index. $10.00.

. ; s
Basil Bernstein, ed. Class, Codes and Con‘tro.l Vglumi 2z ﬁzpléegnitgcgs_
towards a Sociology of Language. Primary Soaahzatlolil, - g%g x‘;gl T 5.
cation Series. London: Routledge and Kegan Pactll y o '$16.95,
Tables, figures, notes, references, appendix, and 1 .

i is that linguistics is

n by anthropologists . . . 18 that linguist :

e t? ileed:hteo lx)fesctlzafrgﬂiimc}.’ .. the simple fact is that Il;lnguésu;su /C ;\egf

izixeclzari ig’ to ligcllmt up the thick darkness of the lleiafngtéage',vzrr\‘dcg ni;f\uz;i i
d the outlook upon life ot a g1 T 2

tt}}\lz S‘gﬁ%lfltc’h?sl?gﬁfiu;r? :;mething” as]have heard it called, this transmutting

principle of meaning (Whorf 1956: 73).
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Heeding Whorf’s elo
L quent appeal, many anth i
- M AL , y anthropolo
ang thrlll%u;lsrtlsg 131 t;he }952? joined forces to find nem}: Waglsséi’tﬁisyﬁlhologists
il o nkj
. anguage inindividual development an Ngaboy
Paradoxically, in the 1960 i
, Basil B in’
b : AL S, ernstein’s eff
; Oegli)}il;lszhg Clinspuatlonal stage and provide an explic(i): tii\tteo -y
impact. His vixgiish};a‘?l thus far failed to have a signiﬁ%;it’zve theo
selective interpretatignls tf;;e;i l?ito fﬁmgrican scientific journals l;}rlnf i
I : articular disciplines. E Tou
some portion of his theory into it EPUE, Ak 19 ansty
less felicitously, to its A AP Tie pesnt dit appited § i,
3 4 t
selective assinZilatio ﬁwn previstisly definedl zeseairch “proh] oy
recent years h n has been a cause of concern to Bernst i Ths
VoL 1 ylntrodis tIiaro;%eséced the deformations to which he fee?lr'l, }vlv ho in
L 1: ction). But, in a curious 84 bas|
of his basic theses—thati seaze; the processil .
X — in every domain of knowl ustrates gpe
potential that is differenti : owledge there is amean;
think of the conceptual Ifigzlnreevilcl)ilig gsziakerS (c)if gy COde:aIT:%
codes f izati e Toenent el oke
oo I:)g g;tet }rltizsahzatlon of meaning, it becomes appareIr)xt ?}?:t%s °G sy
lingutiste co count;y has largely been realized by psych lermtemis
ncerned with teaching and learnin yenologlsts and
schools. g processes in the public
Th i ok
Clom e égllileesctxo; é)f Bernstein’s theoretical papers in Volume 1 of the serj
SCien,ce gn on-trol should help resituate Bernstein withio iy
positio rs1 asn coptnbute toward the fuller realization of hi n}tlhe B
position. lpanni?g the period from 1958 to 1971, the paperlsS it
e g r%) Y ﬁl‘lopdlsncat_ed and complex way in which Bernsteipresent' the
iy, o r}l)( acady;i eter.mme'd relations among social s’fructures? iioncexves
SyI,'nboliC,st?uci ucational institutions) and cultural systems (kggjvsll fcellm-
lem” is in th ures, and modes of communication). Bernstein’s e
il e grand 'crad_ltlon of classical sociology. Durkheim and}I)\/rIOb-
Cealtunal fo rorillcern(eizd with @he relations between social and symb alyx
o s ar;’l Bernstein places himself within their “matr?x i glc
Whorf. he ﬁ; (;n 1t e grand tradition of anthropology for, like Sa .irarﬁ
Which,social . t;- anguage to be the mediating mechanism by mgans of
Thus Bemsteinlfmu-res and cultural processes perpetuate one another
theor,y il s v1e\}/1vs speak simultaneously to a theory of society z;
S o ey of b, 12 ey o
nelt)work ok eneanine, ifficult to lay hold of the Bernsteinian
ifficulti
faituire ?lill?se?airt% Caor}xl'lpounded', as Bernstein himself points out, by his
sortes of % ior reti(i/ 1E;ve a u{;ufymg theory; his views constitute only a
ettty cort I(Jj etive frames (20). In this form, inconsistencies if not
i g radictions, thrive alongside of ambiguities. M ,
es themselves have b i guities. Mateater, (e
vl e e been in a constant state of flux, as central con-
ns among constructs have been successively reformu-
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d redefined. Nonetheless, Bernstein’s contribution to the social
e s i5 @ major one, for he is among the few proposing specific
nees = elating social processes to individual processes, and these

nciple, amenable to investigation.

rin
lrntﬁe fullest, and in some ways clearest, presentation of Bernstein’s
ent frame, We follow his recommendation to turn to chapter seven,

pared in 1965, which he describes as the “penultimate

. ally pre
origind y P 1 class, language and socialization. While this chapter

¢ on socia
sent the last word, itis a good point of departure for our
he ways in which

¢ Bernstein’s specific hypotheses as tot
he link between societal processes and individual

ape
; Oes not rt?p:\eo
i o

CGnSlder: functions as t

; Jogical processes.

" Gincewe want to argue against sgelective interpretations” of Bernstein,

e will begin with an explication of some of his central constructs, as they
understood. It seems preferable to run the risk of a too-

are presently ) ; ; ;
jchematic, and perhaps ““dogmatized” version of Bernstein’s theoretic
. domain than to rely on one more personal sampling from it.

Each of the terms in the chapter titleis a crucial node in the network:

socialization, language.

 gocial class,
Social Class

s among society, culture and language, Bern-
. gtein follows Marx’s example in the latter’s treatment of Hegel and stands
Whorf on his head. In contrast to Whorf, who held that “fashions of
speaking" determine social relations through their role in shaping the
culture, Bernstein’s view 1is that “the form of the social relations . . .
generates distinct linguistic forms or codes and these . . . transmit the
culture” (122). Whorf’s approach, which assumes that speakers within a

share a common language also share a common culture,

society who

leads to an analysis of differences between societies. Bernstein’s emphasis
on the different ““fashion of speaking” that may be generated within a
common-language community leads toan analysis of cultural differences

within societies.
The sub-cultura

In establishing the relation

1 differences with which Bernstein is concerned are
differences that he believes obtain between the working and middle
casses in Western industrialized societies such as England and the
United States. These differences cannot be automatically extrapolated to
the “poor,”” or to ethnic and racial minorities, or to the allegedly “cultur-
ally disadvantaged” and ““deprived.”

According to Bernstein, the distinctive characteristics of the working
class (the group differences that ““make a difference’’) are shaped by both
the division of labor and the division of knowledge within capitalist
society. The division of labor separates work tasks requiring physical
manipulation and control from those requiring symbolic organization
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and control, and establishes work relations for manual labor that call f
collective rather than individual decision-making. As a result of co S !
occupational function and social status, the working class deve], :
strong communal bonds in which the ““we’’ takes precedence over the }I),S
and a form of family organization in which social roles are defined },
status and authority. y
In addition, the working class has restricted access to knowledge and
especially to the “symbolic symbols through which man can extend anq
change the boundaries of experience” (172). As a class, workers are
deprived of knowledge of the changeability of the world and of Principles
by which change is achieved: “Historically and now, only a tiny percep.
tage of the population has been socialized into knowledge at the leve] of
the meta-languages of control and innovation, whereas the mass of the

population has been socialized into knowledge at the level of context-tieq
operations” (174, 175).

Socialization

While Bernstein at times enumerates four basic agencies of socialization
in contemporary societies—family, peer group, school and work—he
limits his analysis to socialization processes within the family since it
“should be obvious that the focusing and filtering of the child’s experi-
ence within the family in a large measure is a microcosm of the macro-
scopic orderings of society’” (174, 175).

Having thus made the family bear the brunt of the socialization pro-
cess, Bernstein is required to map class differences into different family
systems. This conversion process has resulted in a number of schemas in
which working-class and middle-class families are characterized by sets
of bi-polar oppositions. A persisting distinction is made between posi-
tional families in which relations among family members are determined
by status and authority (the “modal” type within the working class) and
personal families in which relationships are flexibly regulated by the
unique interests and attributes of individual members (modal within the
middle class).

Within these family role relationships the socialization of the young
proceeds in a critical set of contexts—the regulative, instructional,
imaginative, and interpersonal.

At this point Bernstein’s views can be seen as formally similar to those
of early culture-and-personality theorists. They, too, looked to the
socializing process to provide the “integrating life experiences” through
which personality processes might bind together and perpetuate cultural
institutions. They, too, identified critical socializing contexts, but, in the
Freudian tradition, conceived of these primarily as training contexts in
which the child’s impulses were brought under social control. They

5CR
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_hasized the crucial importance and enduring effect of the child’s

! . . -
eéIEeSt' P e";,eizirfgg eg;e:rfslsysis, as well as the content of his ideas,
; BemStem'th that of traditional child socialization theorists. The latter
past? “r,:e resent causal relationships among variables as linear and
rendec 12 'nzntecedent-consequent fashion, whereas Bernstein depicts
Oplegc?:s%ilps as mutually-causal. (Social roles, for example, transmit
reld

:stic codes while codes induct children into their appropriate social
linguis ‘

roles.)
Language

in’ tic in its characterization of the
Bernstel th?r?rgvtlllii; lljaer?gule;;zs;ﬁi:ions as the bond between social
ifi S 1 . .
g)ef;lf:r:\y :gdalization. This variability is undoubtedly Cia mt?%oraiocingi ;)é
o ion” i to try to identity
isi earchers continue to try
el fes h that Bernstein once thought
.cal and lexical features of speec : 1
fi)iméicgt\ljcizlhed class-based language codes but to which he no longer gives
s
i . nk. . . -
cﬂrt;hr:eaiéicept code now refers to the deep stguc}:ural %r}lnaglaecgba; ;zgllh
in which meanings are realized through ~su :
e e e i . their orders of meaning must
i t directly observable; their o : ‘
variants. Codes are no ob S e Aieterert
i haracteristics of speech varia ; ren
be inferzed from L o h jants realize universalistic
. 1:o contexts. Elaborated speech variant .
SOmanihilmsg—tha'c is, meanings that transcend a given context. Rfestmct';legc
mizaech \%ariants realize particularistic meanings, defined as me:ilmngrst "
zIr’e dependent on the contexts in which they occur and only pa y
' nicated by verbal means. .
Comﬁe presentytime, Bernstein is empti\lat‘;‘l: 1rt; htﬁ, ;gselszin‘f:ﬁt:icsb:ﬂ
i ss and middle class have available bo ;
mofckgi‘;éﬁi?tions arise primarily “in terms of the contexts wl:;sf? e\;lc;l;z
ceita’m linguistic realization” (144). In addition, socx.al %r%ulfl : 1t h(;;e i
icati i the differing orientatio
1 communication may arise from ) e
ltr(;vSard the realization of either object or person mean&ngi fw:}glllentzt a};
given context (selective realization, In Halliday’s wo1}rIi s, .
semiotic potential”). Bernstein 1as POTCRY L o on ables, clegantly
i i ific ;
teoories of variables in a number of class ' ;
icﬁtegrated into a six-way grid by Gumperz and I—éymein(lggc. fg)haVe
Where do these distinctions lead us? It woul sefla1 e
arrived by circuitous route toa restatement of the Cole hypo = cultureé
Gay, Glick and Sharp 1971) that cognitive d1ffgrences acroe b
reside mainly in the different situations to which the %‘ir:differences
applied. Butas we see it, thisis not Bernstein's fmal view. ] o i ok
in meaning potential realized by different social groups i
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texts add up to a significant overall diff. i
. : ‘ erence. Relative to the m;
claslﬁ.chfﬂd, the working-class child realizes fewer universal mee; e
public forms of knowledge. What he knows is less (he has réu ? B8 0r
access to knowledge) and—Bernstein leaves open this possibil§ - cted
._slcime of what he knows may be less well-known (since it hlty' X
?}elzial dzeld b}; ad parﬁculf?lrl'lshc meaning code). As goes the class, so gas been
: limited in his full realizati isti £ e
child on by the characteristics of his hnguisﬁi
Social implications are evident a ici
. nd made explicit by Bernstei
lrzlirgg ssale, changes in the social structure and form o¥socia1 r:igt.ig) e
n;ee ed to modify linguistic codes. Bernstein points to such din o
ovlfiments as upward.mobﬂlty on the part of individual members errse
working class,'and social protests such as the Civil Rights movemeO the
P;Ot(}:fsses leading toward code change. Above all, it is the basic funnt/‘ o
of the educational system to introduce the working-class child tCtlon
uml\;'ergahshc meanings of public forms of thought” (149). His anol the
gl;}l)s :::f‘es tt};le need f.o(xjfl réjforms in educational and other social ir:;t}i,tS "
er than remedial programs ai “re- i i e
ety programs aimed at “re-form” of children’s
Psychological implications—tho
: —those most commonly drawn fr
g;et%ry—?rg not evident. Bernstein’s papers nowhere present a tre(;rtrrlnzhe
e relation between language use and cognition that specifies whm
consequences different codes might have for a child’s conceptual a(;
geasom.ng processes. Conclusions about language usage are generzll’ll
Siﬁ‘gg 01;1 Eé‘oms (l)f the dli?\blhﬁes working-class children face in the schoo}i
S nclusions that need not rest on any noti f di i
intellectual abilities. Nonetheles Aepeuiabsebers i i
. " s, there are many nonsyst i
vations in the papers suggestin iation be e
: j g an association between restricted
and restricted intellectual capacities th ile lyi reory, hove
. ' at, while lying outsid
prgpe&l{ed i:cs application in a one-sided directiZn Sem i
. Wright Mills might well have characteri ] i
4 : ¢ rized Bernstein’s theo
tg}x;:f)l;iielse’\’lilrmt cobntrtast tg middle-level theory. It is not clear how “g?;r?csi
e to be tested, and when, as here, the i
: . , they are considerably I
ilz,?:eioﬁmi{ and systematic, the movement from concept to daturz; §2§
g nalr to chart. Up to now, attempts to test Bernstein have been
sk restriZt é)él ci)arly discarded fgrmulations of the nature of elaborated
C mmunication. On these counts 1
e i it , as well as others to be
theors ficult to assess how theory speaks to fact and fact to
Co}i\g;a; ;s t;le nature of the empirical support that Bernstein and his
i g frs a\}/le thus' f.ar prese;nted? Three major sources of difficulty
s egi atom t fe empirical studies in Volume 2 of Class, Codes and Control:
ure of the empirical data base; 2) the kinds of inferences about

individuals and groups drawn fr. : i
e Bemstgin’s}iheoryn om the data; and 3) the relation between

RPE————L

—— o e
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SCRIBNE
. ¢ it must be kept in mind that the entire corpus of data in the
o - under review comes from interviews with mothers and children.
Vdumﬁ ary instruments in work with adults are interview schedules
i Pt the uses of toys, the role of language in various aspects of socializa-
(e ersonal interactions, etc.). Language usage in children is as-

which they are asked to talk

tion, interP . . ;
d by presenting children pictures, \ asked !
and by interviews and similar devices designed to elicit children’s

5e55€
about

SP%(;C:f.ocus in these studies is with the interactions between social class
d responses to different interview questions (o‘r tasks) that ’?ct as
anrrogates for various social contexts. For example, in a paper on Class
sud Uses of Toys,” Bernstein and Young hypothesize a social class
gﬁerence in responses to the following two statements about the impor-
sance of toys: foys are important because 1) children can find out about
things; 2) children will be helped in their schoolwork. In the papers by
Bernstein and Henderson, and by Henderson, the questions gqncerngd
the role of language in various social situations (e.g., disciplining chil-
dren, letting children know what you feel, letting others know what you
ean).
rea}g ilri\ustr;tion of the kinds of interaction that are most congenial to the
theory can be drawn from the article by Bernstein and Henderson on the
relevance of language to socialization. In assessing how ngddle-class and
working-class mothers view the difficulty of te_achmg chlldflen.nonver-
bally, they found that in a set of questions c!es.lgned to tap _skﬂl teach-
ing,”’ working-class mothers estimated the difficulty of teaching nonver-
pally to be more severe than did middle-class mothers. But the rmddle,—,
class mothers emphasized the difficulty of teaching “how things work
relative to “‘teaching every day tasks,” while the working-class mpthers
did not. This kind of result is taken to simultaneously undo the idea of
verbal deprivation (since the working-class mothers emphasize language
more than middle-class mothers) and provide support for Bernstein's
class-by-situation analysis of the function of language (since the em-
phasis is context-specific). i -
There are technical difficulties involving the nature of specific statistical
analyses involved in these results that we shall pass over. More serious,
we believe, is the question of the validity of the results (a point that
Bernstein and Henderson raise in the introduction to their papen.
The authors follow their presentation of results with the following

statement:

Itis not possible to infer from the mothers’ responses what they actually would
ild, but again we can refer to evidence obtained from the first

say to the ch ence

interview with the mothers two years earlier. This evidence strongly suggests
that:

(1) The middle-class mothers are more likely than working-class mothers to
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8ust 195,

take up the chilg’ :
contexts. S attempts to inter-act verbally with the m
(2) The middle-cla
oo 1 8s mothers are ] i ;
ey questions put o them by their chitggen. 47
e mi 5 .
by e-class mothers ‘are Jesg likely to use coe
(4) The middle-clas
.€-class mothers are more [ik .
W";f:;? (;?ea;;lag; in }:;s behavior. (Bernsteirll aeilydt%zstl;ilsn ;09%6 chl
Wit Classesi' ;1? (Zl(;ei; E;fzt;r}l; ]:tl)sr ll:;]tgvling that not only is th,ere a d)lj‘fere;z b
S on language in contexts of inter <€ Detweg,
-persongl Conty, 1
l

but there is g di ‘ere 3 ; :
(Vol. 2; 39), fference in the meanings which are verbally emphasizeq (ital

other in 4 Tange
evade anSWeTing
ICive Methggg ”
% why they

ics ourg|

-

T —
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her on I.Q. tests than predominately restricted code users (al-
gh the correlations are low enough that an economist who was
ested in prediction, not “’significance,”” would be likely to dismiss the
affair).
ten, however, indirection becomes direct, either in studies that in-
he use of 1.Q. tests or other language measures where inferences
ognition ought to be even more circumspect. For example, the
r by Robinson and Creed purports to deal with codes, perception
scrimination. Correlations between code usage and 1.Q. test
s, we are told, ““gave clear and strong differentials, attesting to the
ility and validity of the materials used.”” We believe this statement to
rely unfounded on the grounds discussed above. But to compound

ers, Robinson and Creed go on to tell us,

Whereas the characteristics of the working-class language samples found in
arlier studies could be attributed to a preference for certain modes of expres-
rather than an inability to use other grammatical structures or lexical
elements, the results here support the view that group differences are more

el
than matters of selective preferences (131).

This is not an isolated “’slip.” Turner, in an interesting treatment of
ildren’s use of commands, rules, and explanations, tells us that “such
xplicit] communication will influence and develop two things in the
d simultaneously, his use of language and his power of reasoning”
Hawkins claims “important cognitive consequences” for differ-
in type of speech between working-class and middle-class children
Bernstein and Young use I.Q. scores as measures of children’s
s in their paper on conceptions of toys: middle-class conceptions
mote intelligence.
We can see no way to interpret these kinds of statements unless we
ume that Bernstein and his co-workers believe that code usage
luences individuals’ cognitive abilities. Without entering the argument
r the relation between I.Q. tests and cognitive processes, we want
iply to point out that conclusions of the kind we have been citing are
0t strongly supported by the data and are antithetical to the major
mphasis of Bernstein’s theorizing as represented in Volume I and sum-
rized in Halliday’s preface to Volume 2. It seems that not only con-
fused ‘Americans, but confused Bernsteinians as well, are willing to
clude that cognitive deficits are a consequence of restricted code

siven these difficulties, we have come to the conclusion that little data
xist to support the relationships postulated in Bernstein’s theory of the
ocial determinants of language use. Yet the disjunction between present
tate of theory and present state of data should not obscure the value of
emnstein’s framework as a guide to sociological and anthropological
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research. Gumperz and Hymes (1972) i
d H suggest its usefulness t
ggsgerapher %f communication as a guide to selecting what he Ci;he o
o rzg, 1:1111;1 ! ;13 z_atrnteansfof giving fieldwork a sharper theoreticalofsoes iy
_ 1t, 100, for psychologists concerned with | r.
. - an
;Sgntli‘t;?lrsliaats 3 sgrious attempt to characterize how modes of so%?aiigze ;nd
€d Into patterns of language usage. H i,
: . Howeve it
g;ﬁ;l’:t)ilgflstts shoulf:ld approach the theory withi full awarer?eszoogfntl}t]1 .
S to provide missing links between Bernstein’ i o
stein i
hypoth‘eses.an'd hypotheses about the individual cognitive Sr N
arif their principal concern. processes that
one treats it as a problematic framework f.
: robl or the stud i
between social organization, language use, and cognit.}ilo(;f tziéef\flqgs
1, oi
Bernstein’s c0mple>s(

isolated elements f
framework or to acce iti is limited obs
pt uncritically his limited observatio

- 3
lezss, Codes and Control can be useful and stimulating to S"the i
scientists. § o avariety of soci
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+ deals with the relationships between social class and the replies of
lmothers and their children to six hypothetical questions about how they
would deal with certain misdemeanors. At the level of theory, it focuses
on the translation of the aforementioned replies according to a particular
roach to social control. Finally, it addresses itself to the assumptions
anderlying the methods used to construct variations in the replies of
mothers and their children. In this review, our primary concern will be
the first area—data. We shall focus on a description of it and some critical
comments about it. We will not deal in detail with the theory underlying
this work, because the preceding review has focused on this matter.
However, a few comments must be made for the sake of perspective.
The framework of Cook-Gumperz’s research is the theory of social
control and language use advanced by Bernstein (see previous article).
Briefly, this theory holds that there are two different modes of control
underlying all practices of social control in modern industrial society:
namely, positional and personal. The definition of these two modes of
control revolves around one’s orientation to status. Personal control
orients the child toward achieved status, while positional control can
orient the child toward status achieved or status ascribed. The major
thrust of Bernstein’s theory is on the communication systems that trans-
mit and maintain the two modes of control, which are said to be realized
through, and maintained by, different systems of linguistic meanings
whose deep structure is controlled by an elaborated or arestricted code. The
process involved here has been described by Bernstein (1964) as follows:

. .. the child as he learns his speech, or in the terms used here learns specific
codes which regulate his verbal acts, so he also learns the requirements of his
social structure. The experience of the child is transformed by the learning
which is generated by his own apparently voluntary acts of speech. Social
structure becomes a sub-stratum of his experience essentially through the
consequences of a linguistic process. From this point of view, every time the
child speaks or listens the social structure of which he is a part is reinforced in
him and his social identity is constrained. The social structure becomes the
developing child’s psychological reality by the shaping of his acts of speech.

Using Bernstein’s theory as a starting point, and working as a part of a
major research project focused on the relationship between language,
socialization, and educability, Cook-Gumperz investigated several
specific research areas: (1) social class differences in the mother’s practices
of social control as revealed by the type of emphasis she places on the use
of language in the control of her child; (2) the mother’s practices of social
control in terms of the concepts of positional and personal control with
specific reference to social class; (3) social class differences in the child’s
social control in the same terms as previously stated; (4) the mother’s
language and communication styles in terms of Bernstein’s theory of
1al'lguage code; (5) the relationship between the mother’s use of social



