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A bstr a ct

Thisp a p er exa m inesthe “p lur ia r ea l m o d el” in Ger m a n linguisticsa nd
r eview sthe cla im so fthe liter a tur e r eview tha tyield ed eightcla im sby
the fir st gr o up tha t w a sa ctive until the m id 20 0 0 s. A seco nd gr o up o f
sup p o r ter ssta r ted a fter 20 1 0 , by d r a w ing o n m a ny cla im sm a d e by the
fir st gr o up a nd by a d d ing new cla im s. A cr itica l d iscussio n o f these
cla im s, ho w ever , sho w stha t they a r e no t tena ble. A m ultitud e o f d a ta
w a sp r esented a nd r efuted a ll buto ne o fthe cla im so fthe PL A Gs.M o r e-
o ver , w e sho w tha tthe d a ta o fthe V a r ia ntengr a m m a tik (V A RGR)isse-
r io usly fla w ed a sthe und er lying co r p usisneither ba la nced no r r ep r e-
senta tive. Thisw a sp r o ved by checking the d a ta o f the V A RGR a ga inst
the Co r p uso fthe A ustr ia n Pr essA gency, a nd a n o nline sur vey w ith a l-
m o st1 0 0 0 r esp o nd er s. The r esultsco nfir m tha tthe p lur ia r ea l m o d el is
inva lid a nd no ta via ble a lter na tive to the p lur icentr ic la ngua ge m o d el.

1 . Introduction
W hile the co ncep t o f the p lur icentr icity o f la ngua ges, a sintr o d uced by

Riesel (1 953), Stew a r t (1 962, 1 968), Klo ss(1 978)a nd in p a r ticula r by Clyne (1 984,

1 992, 1 995), gr a d ua lly d evelo p ed o ver a p er io d o f 40 yea r s, the co ncep t o f “p lu-

r ia r ea lity” w a s“bo r n” in a n a r ticle by W o lf(1 994), w ho a lso intr o d uced the ter m i-

no lo gy.Scheur inger (1 985, 1 990 )ha d used p a r tso fthe co ncep tbefo r e.O ther A us-

tr ia n linguistslike W iesinger , Po hl, Scheur inger a nd o ther s, quickly a d o p ted the

co ncep t. They a ll ha d a ba ckgr o und a sd ia lecto lo gistsa nd histo r ica l linguistsa nd

fo r m ed the “fir st p lur ia r ea l gr o up ” tha t w a sa ctive fr o m 1 985-20 0 7. The esta b-

lishm ento f thisgr o up ca n be seen a sa r ea ctio n a ga instthe co ncep to f the “p lu-

r icentr icity o f la ngua ges” tha t ha d been a d o p ted in Ger m a n p hilo lo gy a fter M i-

cha el Clyne’ssem ina l bo o k fr o m 1 984: “L a ngua ge a nd so ciety in the Ger m a n

sp ea king co untr ies”. It ca used a cha nge in the m o no centr ic la ngua ge m o d el o f
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Ger m a n tha tha d p r eva iled since the fo und a tio n o fbo th Ger m a n sta tesin 1 948.It

a lso ca used a stir in Ger m a n stud iescir cleso f the FGR, a sitseem ed to sid e w ith

the p o sitio n o fthe GDR tha tsup p o r ted the existence o ffo ur na tio na l va r ieties(o r

even m o r e).Thisw a so fco ur se a co incid ence beca use Clyne ha d a d a p ted the p lu-

r icentr ic m o d el tha tha d a lr ea d y been used fo r English since the 1 970 s.Itha sto be

m entio ned tha ta seco nd p lur ia r ea l gr o up esta blished itselfa fter 20 1 0 , w hich co n-

sistso f scho la r so f Ger m a n o r igin w o r king in A ustr ia :Step ha n Elsp a ß, A lexa nd r a

L enz, A r ne Ziegler a nd Ko nsta ntin Nieha us.Ther e a r e a lso o ther m em ber sinclud -

ing Peter A uer , Chr ista Dü r scheid , M a nfr ed Gla uninger w ho w o r k in Ger m a ny,

Sw itzer la nd o r A ustr ia .Their a p p r o a ch w ill be d iscussed in sectio n 4.

Itm ust be p o inted o uttha t the PL A M isa p ur ely Ger m a n Ger m a n co ncep t

tha tha sno tbeen used in a ny o ther p lur icentr ic la ngua ge (PCL ). A seco nd im p o r -

ta nt fa ct istha t a ll a r gum entsa r e a lw a ysd ir ected a ga inst A ustr ia n Ger m a n a nd

no ta ga insta ny o ther na tio na l va r ieties(NV s)o fGer m a n, w hich givesthe im p r es-

sio n tha titisp r im a r ily co ncer ned a bo uta bo lishing A G, w hich w a sind ir ectly co n-

fir m ed by Elsp a ß a tthe co nfer ence in M ü nster in 20 1 9.

2 . The m onocentricbackgroundofthe pl uriareal concept (P LA M ) and

thedifferences withthepl uricentricm odel (P LC M )

It ca n be sa id fr o m the o utset tha t the PL A C isa m o d er n va r ia nt o f the

m o no centr ic m o d el m o ststr o ngly a sso cia ted w ith the na m e H ugo M o ser (1 964:1 0 ),

w ho w a sa highly r eno w ned a nd influentia l linguist. H e w a sthe m o st im p o r ta nt

a d vo ca te o fthe m o no centr ic la ngua ge m o d el esta blished in Ger m a n stud iesin the

FRG a fter 1 950 , w hich he d efend ed a sla te a s1 985, tr igger ing extensive d eba te.1

H is m o d el im a gined the Ger m a n o f W est-Ger m a ny a s the "principal variety"

(Hauptvariante), w hile the va r ietieso f the o ther thr ee Ger m a n sp ea king na tio ns

(Ger m a n Dem o cr a tic Rep ublikc (GDR), A ustr ia a nd Sw itzer la nd )w er e justco nsid -

er ed a s“subsidiary varieties” (Nebenvariante), a ttr ibuting a r ed uced sta tusa sr e-

gio na lism sto them .The ter m s“Binnendeutsch”2 (inter na l/ centr a l Ger m a n)fo r the

Ger m a n o f the Fed er a l Rep ublic o f Ger m a ny (FDR)a nd “Außendeutsch“ (exter -

na l/ p er ip her a l Ger m a n), fo r a ll o ther va r ieties. The m o d el clea r ly fa vo ur ed the

d o m ina nce o fthe Ger m a n o fthe FDR to w a r d sthe o ther na tio na l va r ieties.

1
Polenz (1988)

2
The terms were not coined by Moser because they can be found as early as 1934 in a book by Josef Nadler:

Das stammhafte Gefüge des deutschen Volkes. (p. 13). It was Moser’s “Geschichte der deutschen Sprache”

(1st ed. of 1955) that was instrumental for the attribution of the term “Binnendeutsch” to the language of
the FRG after its establishment in 1948.
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Ther e w er e str o ng p o litica l r ea so nsfo r the esta blishm ento f the m o no cen-

tr ic a p p r o a ch a fter 1 945 a sther e w a sthe existence o fthe GDR a sa seco nd Ger m a n

na tio n, the p ublica tio n o fthe A ustr ia n na tio na l d ictio na r y (Ö W B )in 1 951 , a nd the

r esto r a tio n o fA ustr ia n so ver eignty in 1 955.Thisled to a nxietieso n the sid e o fthe

FDR o fa so -ca lled "la ngua ge sp lit"3 a nd the d evelo p m ento fsep a r a te Ger m a n la n-

gua ges. M o ser (1 964:1 0 )r efer r ed to thisin a n a r ticle a bo ut the r ecent linguistic

d evelo p m entsin GDR-Ger m a n by sa ying:“buto ne ha sto sp ea k o fthe d a nger o fa

new segr ega tio n.”4 A ny step into linguistic a uto no m y o n the sid e o f the o ther

thr ee na tio na l va r ietiesm et w ith str o ng o p p o sitio n o n the sid e o f the FRG. A n-

o ther r ea ctio n fr o m the FRG in o r d er to co m ba t the a lleged la ngua ge d ivid e w a s

the esta blishm ento f a r esea r ch unitin B o nn tha tco nd ucted r esea r ch o n the d e-

velo p m ento fthe la ngua ge o fthe GDR, A ustr ia a nd Sw itzer la nd .

The GDR o fficia lly a d o p ted the id ea tha tther e w er e fo ur na tio na l va r ieties

o f Ger m a n a sea r ly a s1 976 (L er chner 1 976)to sho w itslinguistic d istinctiveness,

w hile M o ser (1 985)a nd the m a jo r ity o f the Ger m a n linguistsin the FRG still fa -

vo ur ed the m o no centr ic m o d el. It a sp ir ed to linguistic unity in o r d er to keep its

p r ed o m ina nce.5 Itisim p o r ta ntto kno w tha tla r ge p a r tso fthe elite o fthe FDR a t

tha ttim e, a d vo ca ted the id ea o fthe Ger m a n cultur a l a nd linguistic na tio n, a cco r d -

ing to w hich the o ther p r ed o m ina ntly Ger m a n-sp ea king na tio nsa r e p a r t o f the

o ne Ger m a n na tio n a nd a r e m er ely r ega r d ed a ssta tesa nd no ta sind ep end entna -

tio ns. Thisp o sitio n isno tco m p a tible w ith the na tio n-sta te ba sed co ncep to f p lu-

r icentr icity butissup p o r ted by A m m o n (1 995).

3 . Thepl uricentricl anguagem odel (P LC M ) – a short outl ine

Clyne’sm o d el w a sgr a d ua lly a d o p ted fo r Ger m a n in Ger m a n stud y cir clesa f-

ter 1 9866.The r eco gnitio n o fthe m a ny “Englishes” a r o und the w o r ld w a sa sid e ef-

fecto fthe d eco lo nisa tio n a fter 1 945 tha tlea d to the esta blishm ento fa bo ut70 in-

d ep end ent na tio nsbut thisha d a lr ea d y begun in 1 776 w ith the ind ep end ence o f

the USA .

The PL CM isther efo r e ba sed o n na tio n-sta tesw her e ever y sta te isa na tio n

o fitso w n ir r esp ective o fa sha r ed la ngua ge a nd fo r m sa sp ecific na tio na l va r iety

(NV )o f the (seem ingly)co m m o n la ngua ge. Thisisa co r ner sto ne o f the co ncep t

3
Moser (1964:10).

4
„Wohl aber muss man von der Gefahr einer neuen Sonderung sprechen.“

5
See Hellmann (1989b) who describes in detail this eventful struggle.

6
IDV (1986:55-75). The breakthrough came after the panel discussion at the 8th International Conference of

Teachers of German in Bern, Switzerland with high-ranking representatives from all four German-speaking
countries agreeing that German is a pluricentric language.
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w hich ha sbeen extend ed to includ e p o litica l unitstha t ha ve so m e p o litica l self-

go ver na nce tha ta llo w sthem to settheir o w n no r m s.7 Exa m p lesfo r thisa r e sem i-

a uto no m o usr egio nslike So uth-Tyr o l in Ita ly a nd the r egio nso fSp a in like Ca ta lo -

nia (a nd o ther s)tha tgive these unitsthe r ightto institutio na lise their o w n no r m s

o r even their o w n la ngua ges.

A seco nd im p o r ta nt belief o f the PCL M , isthe id ea tha t ever y na tio n-sta te

sha r ing the sa m e “la ngua ge” w ill gr a d ua lly d evelo p linguistic a nd p r a gm a tic fea -

tur eso f itso w n, tur ning it into a no r m -setting centr e. Thisco m esinto effect a s

so o n a sthe na tive fea tur eso fea ch na tio na l va r iety a r e co d ified a nd enshr ined in

d ictio na r ies, gr a m m a r sa nd textbo o ksfo r the ed uca tio n o f child r en in scho o l. It

ena blesthe tr a nsfer o fna tive no r m sto the gener a tio nsto co m e, the o r ienta tio n o f

the p o p ula tio n o fw ha tislinguistica lly na tive to them , a nd w ha tisp a r to fthe la n-

gua ge usa ge o fa no ther co untr y o r r egio n.

A thir d co r ner sto ne o f the PCL M isitsso cio linguistic na tur e. The sp ecific

linguistic a nd p r a gm a tic fea tur eso fna tio na l va r ietiescr ea te a d iffer entso cia l r e-

a lity a nd the a w a r enesso fbeing d iffer entfr o m the sp ea ker so fo ther NV sr esult-

ing in a d iffer ent so cia l a nd p o litica l id entity. Clyne (1 992:1 )p o inted o ut tha t

“[PCL s] ... unify p eo p le thr o ugh the use o f la ngua ge a nd sep a r a te them thr o ugh

the d evelo p m ent o f na tio na l no r m s… w ith w hich the sp ea ker sid entify. They

m a r k gr o up bo und a r ies… ind ica ting w ho belo ngsa nd w ho d o esno t.”

The so cia l significa nce a nd r eleva nce o f the ind ivid ua l exp r essio nsfo r the

id entity o fthe sp ea ker sm ustther efo r e a lso be ta ken into a cco unt, a nd no tm er ely

the o ccur r ence o n bo th sid eso fa sta te bo r d er a sthe p r o p o nentso fthe PL A M d o .

A fo ur th fea tur e o f the PCL M isthe sep a r a tio n into d o m ina nt a nd no n-

d o m ina nt NV stha t d o no t ha ve the sa m e la ngua ge-p o litica l inter estsa sbr iefly

sho w n fur ther up . Their sp ea ker sd iffer la r gely in their la ngua ge-a ttitud esa s

sho w n by Clyne (1 992:455ff, M uhr 20 1 2).

4 . C entral features andcl aim s ofthe pl uriareal ityconcept ofthe “first

pl uriareal group” (W ol f, W iesinger, P ohl , Scheuringer)

The ter m “pluriareal” w a sinvented a nd fir stused in 1 994 by No r ber tRich-

a r d W o lf- a n A ustr ia n bo r n Pr o fesso r o fGer m a n m ed ieva l la ngua ge a nd liter a tur e

a nd d ia lecto lo gist w ho w o r ked m o st o f hisp r o fessio na l life in Ger m a ny. H e p r o -

p o sed the PA Cin a p a p er w r itten in 1 994 tha ta ssem blesthe co r e id ea sa nd cla im s.

It isthe fo und ing d o cum ent o f the m o vem ent, w ho se id ea sha ve been r ep ea ted

7
Muhr (2016) and the publications of the “International Working Group on Non-dominant Varieties of plu-

ricentric Languages” (WGNDV).
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(w ith va r ia tio ns)by m a ny o ther p ublica tio nssince then, a nd m a inly by the seco nd

p lur ia r ea l gr o up . A to ta l o feightcla im sca n be fo und in the fir stp ublica tio n, a n-

o ther fo ur w er e a d d ed in a la ter p ublica tio n in 20 1 2:

1 . Cla im (1 )m a inta instha t Ger m a n isa p lur ia r ea l a nd no t a p lur icentr ic la n-

gua ge.

2. Cla im (2):The so ca lled “o ver la p cla im ”.The a utho r r efer sto Eichho ff's“W o r d

A tla so f Co llo quia l Ger m a n” a nd cla im s(1 994:72)tha t “w e find o nly a few

w o r d so r p hr a sesw ho se usa ge islim ited to the p r esent-d a y ter r ito r y o fA ustr ia

… a nd a p p ly to the w ho le o f A ustr ia ”. O nly fo ur w o r d sa r e used to ba ck his

cla im .Sectio n 4-7 w ill p r esentd a ta tha tp utsthiscla im into p er sp ective.

3. Cla im (3): The “inco nsistency cla im ” a lleges(1 994:75)tha t A ustr ia n Ger m a n

(A G)d o esno texista sa unifo r m va r iety.W ithin A ustr ia , “a sin the entir e Ger -

m a n-sp ea king a r ea - sever a l linguistic la nd sca p esa r e to be d iffer entia ted .”

Sever a l d a ta setsw ill r efute thiscla im .

4. Cla im (4)isinher ent in cla im (3)“tha t 'A ustr ia n Ger m a n' d o esno t exist a sa

unifo r m va r iety” w hich m ea nstha tA G d o esno texista ssuch.Itw ill a lso be r e-

futed .

5. Cla im (5):W o lfd o ubts“w hether the Ger m a n sp o ken (a nd w r itten)in A ustr ia is

r ea lly a "sta te-na tio na l va r iety”, a nd Ger m a n in gener a l ischa r a cter ised by

“p lur icentr icity”.This“co nclusio n” isd ebunked in the co ntexto fcla im (3).

6. Cla im (6)(1 994:74)tr iesto und o the id ea tha t entir e na tio nsca n functio n a s

“centr es” o fa la ngua ge a nd w hether ther e iso nly o ne centr e in a single na tio n

o r sever a l. H e justifiesthisw ith the d isa p p ea r a nce o fthe NV o fGDR. Itseem s

im p o ssible to him tha t the la ngua ge o f a w ho le co untr y d isa p p ea r s“o ver -

night”.Thisiso fco ur se o nly the ca se a fter so m e tim e, w hen the system o fthe

o ld co untr y ha sbeen r ep la ced by the system o fthe new o ne tha tinco r p o r a ted

it.

7. Cla im (7)p o intsto the esta blishm ento fthe Ö ster r eichische W ör ter buch (A us-

tr ia n Na tio na l Dictio na r y)(Ö W B )a fter W W I (issued in 1 951 ), co nsid er ed by

W o lf(1 994:67)a n a cto f“a str a nge r esto r a tive cultur a l p o licy a fter W W II” a nd

(im p licitly)a ccusesito fa sep a r a tistid eo lo gy.In lighto fgetting r id o fNa zija r -

go n a fter W W II a nd r e-esta blishing A ustr ia a sa n ind ep end ent na tio n, it isa

str a nge a r gum ent.

8. Cla im (8)m a inta ins(1 994:69)tha t “d ia lecta l a nd co llo quia l elem entsin this

p r im a r ily a r ea llinguistic sense ha ve no p la ce in a la ngua ge d ictio na r y, they a r e

a lso no telem entso fa sta nd a r d “na tio na l va r iety”.” Thiskind o fsta nd a r d la n-

gua ge w o uld be extr em ely centr a listic, exclud e m a ny fea tur eso f a ctua l co m -
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m unica tio n a nd w o uld ther efo r e be highly unr ea listic. H o w ever , the a sser tio n

und er linesthe m o no centr ic cha r a cter o fthe PL A M .

Ther e w er e o ther m em ber so f the fir st p lur ia r ea l scho o l to o :H einz Dieter

Po hl, Peter W iesinger a nd H er m a nn Scheur inger .They a ll p ublished a la r ge num -

ber o f p a p er sa bo ut A G tha t fo llo w ed the id ea so f W o lf. Po hl’s(1 997)view ssup -

p o r ted cla im s1 -4, 6 a nd 8 by W o lf, butno tthe o ne sta ting tha tther e isno A G.W i-

esinger a lso sha r ed m o st cla im sm a d e by W o lf (1 994)a nd Po hl (1 997), a sw ell a s

tho se m a d e by Scheur inger (1 996).W iesinger (1 997)sup p o r ted the PA C, w hich he

justified w ith the a lleged ly lo w num ber o f A ustr ia cism sa nd the la ck o f linguistic

unifo r m ity.In (1 995:65), he cla im ed tha tthe PCG w a sp r a ctising linguistic sep a r a -

tism a nd secr etly tr ying to cr ea te a n A ustr ia n na tio na l la ngua ge. Ther e isno evi-

d ence fo r tha t in a ny o f the p ublica tio nso f thisgr o up . W iesinger r ep ea ted ly

d o w np la yed the num ber o f A ustr ia n exp r essio ns, cla im ing o n sever a l o cca sio ns

(1 995:62)tha tA G co nta insno m o r e tha n 4,0 0 0 w o r d s, w hich w o uld be o nly 2% o f

the entir e lexico n o fGer m a n.The num ber w a sba sed o n Ebner ’sd ictio na r y 8 a nd is

w r o ng, a sthe V a r ia ntenw ör ter buch (A m m o n et.a l.20 0 4)co m p r ises1 2,50 0 entr ies

fo r ea ch o f the thr ee m a jo r va r ietieso f Ger m a n. Co ntr a r y to tha t, W iesinger o r -

ga nised a fir stm a jo r p ublica tio n a bo utA G in 1 988, ho w ever w itho utm entio ning

the ter m “p lur icentr ic” a ta ll.The seco nd p lur ia r ea l gr o up r ep ea tsm o sto fW o lf’s

cla im sa nd tho se o fW iesinger to o .

Scheur inger cla im ed (1 996a :1 52)tha t“the ter m p lur icentr ic ca nno td o jus-

tice to the a r ea l p a tter nso fthe Ger m a n la ngua ge a r ea … ” a s“itsuggestsna tio na lly

o r sta te-w id e unifo r m va r ietieso f Ger m a n in r ela tively str ict d em a r ca tio n fr o m

o ne a no ther w hich d o no texistin thisfo r m .”.To him , p lur icentr icity isa “view o n

linguistic sp a ce tha tisr estr icted by the ho r izo n o fsta tes.” Thisisa to ta l m isco n-

cep tio n o fthe ter m “linguistic centr e” a nd w itho utevid ence in a ny p ublica tio n o f

the PCG. H o w ever , bo th cla im sha ve a lso been ta ken up by the seco nd p lur ia r ea l

gr o up .

The thr ee a utho r sa lso ha ve the fa cttha tthey cha nged their o p p o sitio n to -

w a r d the existence o fA G in co m m o n by r egr etting the lo sso ftr a d itio na l A ustr ia n

vo ca bula r y (W iesinger , 20 0 6/ 20 1 4)butw itho utco r r ecting ea r lier unfo und ed a lle-

ga tio ns9, by p ublishing a n A ustr ia n Ger m a n-Ro m a nia n d ictio na r y (Scheur inger ,

20 0 7)10 a nd by a ckno w led ging the existence o fA G (Po hl 20 1 8:1 42).

8
Ebner Jakob (2009: 84) Wie sagt man in Österreich? [What’s the word in Austria?]

9
Wiesinger (2006/2014) „Das österreichische Deutsch in Gegenwart und Geschichte.“ which is a collection of

papers of the author on AG.
10

  Lăzărescu Ioan/Scheuringer Hermann (2007): Limba germană din Austria. Un dictionar German Român. 

Österreichisches Deutsch. Ein deutsch-rumänisches Wörterbuch. Passau:Strutz



37

5 . The concepts of the second pl uriareal group: Stefan El spaß, A rne

Ziegl er, Konstantin N iehaus, A l exandra Lenz , C hrista D ürscheid,

andP eter A uer

The 20 0 0 ssa w the p ublica tio n o f the “V a r ia ntenw ör ter buch” a nd m a ny

o ther p ublica tio nstha tw er e ba sed o n the PL CM o fGer m a n. Itseem ed tha tther e

w a sno a lter na tive to ita sitw a sgener a lly a ckno w led ged . H o w ever , thischa nged

fund a m enta lly w hen thr ee p r o fesso r so fGer m a n o r igin to o k up their p o stsa sp r o -

fesso r so fGer m a n linguisticsa tthr ee A ustr ia n univer sitiesin the p er io d o f20 0 5-

20 1 2.Since then, A G a nd the PL CM a r e und er siege a sthe ter m “Austrian German”

ha sbeen cha nged into “German in Austria” w hich im p liesa ba sic cha nge in the un-

d er lying co ncep tfr o m a p lur icentr ic o ne to a m o no centr ic o ne.The gr o up a lso r e-

vived the PL A M w ith a m ultitud e o fd iffer enta r gum entstha tha d a lr ea d y been r e-

jected in the 1 990 s(M uhr 1 997)a nd r ecently by Do llinger (20 1 9). Tw o la r ge-sca le

r esea r ch p r o jectsba sed o n A ustr ia n fina ncia l fund sw er e initia ted by them , w ho se

o bjective isto p r o ve em p ir ica lly tha tther e a r e no NV sa nd in p a r ticula r no A G but

just a r ea l va r ia nts:“Deutsch in Ö ster r eich” (Ger m a n in A ustr ia )a nd “V a r ia nten-

gr a m m a tik d esDeutschen” (Gr a m m a r o fva r ia ntso fGer m a n)(V A RGR).

Elsp a ß, w ho isthe lea d ing m em ber o f the p lur ia r ea l gr o up (PL A G)co n-

fir m ed tha t in hiso p inio n, A G d o esno t exist. W hen a sked a t the co nfer ence in

M ü nster (20 1 9)w hether he believed tha tther e w a s“no A ustr ia n Ger m a n a ta ll?”,

in r esp o nse, he sa id : “I w o uld no t kno w w her e tha t w o uld be!” The m essa ge fo r

the A ustr ia nsisther efo r e tha t they d o no t ha ve a n NV o f their o w n, a ltho ugh

ther e a r e so m e r egio na lism s. The co ncep tso f the new p lur ia r ea l gr o up (NPL A G)

ther efo r e need sto be scr utinised , a stheir p o sitio n isa r evisio n o f30 yea r so flin-

guistic r esea r ch tha t isco ntr a r y to the inter estso f the A ustr ia n p o p ula tio n tha t

sho w sa high a m o unto flo y a lty to itsva r iety o fGer m a n.11

5 .1 Keyargum ents ofthenew pl uriareal group

In the a bstr a ct o f the p r o ceed ingsfr o m the co nfer ence in M ü ster in 20 1 9,

Elsp a ß w r itestha t the co ncep t o f p lur icentr icity (1 )“fo cusesso lely o n na tio na l

centr es” a nd d o ubts(2)“w hether it isco ncep tua lly, linguistica lly a nd p o litica lly

still a p p r o p r ia te”? (3)H e a lso a sks“w hether a n a d her ence to the id ea o f“na tio na l

va r ieties” isstill tim ely o r , o n the co ntr a r y , r a ther d a m a ging in a n er a o fem er ging

na tio na lism s.” Refer r ing to A uer (20 1 3)he sa ystha tthe PL CM (4)“w a scr iticised

11
See Fink (2016: 270f): “The vast majority of Austrian teachers (89.6%) and pupils (79.2%) consider Ger-

man to be a language with differences in its standard form among the German-speaking countries. “ And a

clear majority of teachers (80.5%) and two thirds of the pupils (59.4%) are convinced that Austrian Stan-
dard German as such exists.”
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beca use the lim ita tio n by sta te bo r d er sco ntr a d ictsthe centr e-p er ip her y no tio n o f

“p lur icentr icity”, a nd a d d stha t(5)the id ea o fna tio na l va r ietiesca n o ften no tbe

sup p o r ted by the a ctua l (a ggr ega ted )d istr ibutio n o fsta nd a r d -la ngua ge va r ia nts.”

So m e co m m entsa r e no tnecessa r y to these cla im s, a sthey a r e no tco r r ect.

A r gum ent (1 ):Thisa llega tio n isno t co r r ect a sthe PL CM d o esno t o nly fo cuso n

“na tio na l centr es” buta lso d iffer entia tesfir stlevel a nd seco nd level p lur icentr ic-

ity (M uhr , 1 997, Ro d r igues/ Pa iva d a Co nceição (20 1 6), M iller / Sa eli(20 1 6), M énd ez-

Gªd e Pa r ed es/ A m o r ósNegr e (20 1 6).

A r gum ent(2)a nd (3):Itissta nd a r d p r o ced ur e in the sciencesto r eview existing

r esea r ch r esultsa nd d a ta .H o w ever , Elsp a ß iso bvio usly insinua ting tha tthe PL CM

isinciting na tio na lism a sitisusing the ter m “na tio na l va r iety”. Thisisno to nly

w r o ng, itseem sto be a d eliber a te m isinter p r eta tio n o fthe ter m .A nyo ne w o r king

in the field kno w s(o r sho uld kno w )tha tthe ter m isba sed o n the co ncep to fsta te-

na tio n a nd a lo a n ex p r essio n fr o m English so cio linguistics. H o w ca n r esea r ching

a nd d escr ibing the la ngua ge o fa sta te-na tio n be na tio na lism , unlesso ne a ssum es

im p licitly tha t A ustr ia , Sw itzer la nd , B elgium , L iechtenstein, etc. a r e no t ind e-

p end entna tio ns, butp a r to fthe Ger m a n na tio n a nd ha ve no r ightto co d ify their

o w n la ngua ge?

A r gum ent(4):L ike cla im s(2)a nd (3), thiso ne w a sa lso ta ken fr o m the fir stPL A G,

in thisca se fr o m Scheur inger (1 996)a nd no t fr o m A uer (20 1 3). A p a r t fr o m tha t,

A uer 'sa sser tio n tha t a centr e m ust a lso ha ve a p er ip her y isw itho ut theo r etica l

ba sis, beca use in the PL CM w ho le co untr iesser ve a sa d escr ip tive fr a m ew o r k fo r

the d escr ip tio n o fva r ia tio n.

A r gum ent(5):In tha tr esp ect, w e w ill sho w in the nextcha p ter stha tthe co ncep t

o f“NV s” a r e clea r ly sup p o r ted by a ctua l d a ta a nd the d a ta p r esented by the PL A G

a r e fa lse a nd even m islea d ing.

In Elsp a ß/ Nieha us(20 1 4) a n a d d itio na l fo ur a r gum entso f the new p lu-

r ia r ea l m o d el a r e o utlined (m o stly ta ken o ver fr o m the fir st p lur ia r ea l gr o up s

w itho utr efer ence to their o r igin).

A r gum ent (1 )p o stula testha t the PL CM isa n “entir ely p o litica l co ncep t

ba sed o n the no tio n o fÜberdachung [lit.r o o fing]o fthe la ngua ge a r ea by a p o litica l

sta te” a nd the im p o ssibility tha ta n NV like the o ne o fthe fo r m er GDR ca n d isa p -

p ea r o ver night. The la tter ha sbeen a d o p ted fr o m W o lf (1 994)a nd (20 1 2)a nd is

w r o ng, a sd iscussed in cha p ter (2). The a r gum ent tha t it isa n “entir ely p o litica l

co ncep t” d o esno tm a ke sense a sa ny na m ed “la ngua ge” o nly co m esinto existence

thr o ugh a w ilful a ct by so cia l a nd / o r p o litica l fo r cestha t ha ve the p o w er to d o

tha t(M uhr , 20 1 9).
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A r gum ent(2)r eiter a testhe d im inishing a r gum ento fW iesinger (1 995)tha t

A G o nly ha sa na tive lexico n o fno m o r e tha n 40 0 0 w o r d so r 2% o fthe Ger m a n lexi-

co n. It ha sbeen r eiter a ted a ga inst better kno w led ge in 20 1 3 a sthe “V a r ia nten-

w ör ter buch” (A m m o n et. a l. (20 0 4/ 20 1 8)w hich co m p r isesm o r e tha n 1 2,0 0 0 en-

tr iesfo r ea ch o fthe thr ee m a jo r va r ietieso fGer m a n.

A r gum ent(3)r ep ea tsthe "o ver la p a r gum ent" a nd the "inco nsistency a r gu-

m ent" o fW o lf(1 994)a nd Scheur inger (1 996), p o stula ting (20 1 4:48)tha t“a bso lute

va r ia ntsm a y even be the excep tio n” a s“sta nd a r d va r ia ntsd o cr o ssbo r d er s, i.e.

their d istr ibutio n isno t r estr icted to o ne co untr y a lo ne.” B o th cla im sca nno t be

up held a sa m ultitud e o fd a ta d o esno tsup p o r tthiscla im (see the em p ir ica l d a ta

in the nextcha p ter s).

A r gum ent(4)sa ystha ta “sta nd a r d isa tio n fr o m belo w ” a nd “r ea l” la ngua ge

usa ge sho uld be the ba siso fla ngua ge d escr ip tio n a nd co d ifica tio n a nd the co ncep t

o f “sta nd a r d la ngua ge“ sho uld be extend ed by the co ncep t o f “standard of usage“

[Gebr a uchssta nd a r d ]. Thisha d been p r o p o sed by Elsp a ß in sever a l p ublica tio ns

(20 0 5a , 20 0 5b etc.)befo r e, a nd p ur p o r tsa “d em o cr a tisa tio n” o fsta nd a r d la ngua ge

w hich isa p o sitive a p p r o a ch. H o w ever , in p r a ctice the co ncep t a lso enta ilsthe

co ncep to fa r ea lity tha tr ep la cesp lur icentr icity a sElsp a ß/ Dü r scheid (20 1 7:9)ex-

p la ins:

W e, to o , und er sta nd ... usa ge sta nd a r d s[Gebr a uchssta nd a r d s] a s"geo -
gr a p hica lly d efined va r ieties", but r efer her e to the w r itten la ngua ge.
W e thusa ssum e - in the sense o f the p lur ia r ea l a p p r o a ch - the co exis-
tence o f d iffer ent (la r ge)a r ea -w id e sta nd a r d va r ietieso f Ger m a n, no t
the existence o f na tio na l sta nd a r d va r ietiesa nd cer ta inly no tthe exis-
tence o fa unifo r m sta nd a r d Ger m a n.”12

Id eo lo gica lly , the co ncep t o f p lur ia r ea lity a nd the “Gebr a uchssta nd ” a ba n-

d o nsthe co ncep to fNV sa nd the co ncep to fp lur icentr icity o fGer m a n.Itisa co n-

cep ttha td eco nstr uctsthe no n-d o m ina ntva r ietiesa nd r ep la cesthem w ith the in-

d iscr im ina te ter m “a r ea l”, tha t – in the w o r d so f the m a ker so f the “V a r ia nten-

gr a m m a tik” - “w o uld no tsp ecify ho w la r ge the a r ea sa r e.”13

In the fo llo w ing fo ur sectio ns, em p ir ica l d a ta isp r esented tha t test the

cla im so fthe PL A G fo r their va lid ity - a nd d o no tco nfir m them .

12
Auch wir fassen, … Gebrauchsstandards als „geographisch definierte Varietäten“ auf, beziehen das Konzept
hier aber auf die geschriebene Sprache. Wir gehen also - im Sinne des pluriarealen Ansatzes - von der Ko-
existenz verschiedener (groß-)areal verbreiteter Standardvarietäten des Deutschen aus, nicht von der Exis-

tenz nationaler Standardvarietäten und schon gar nicht von der Existenz eines einheitlichen Standard-
deutsch.

13
http://mediawiki.ids-mannheim.de/VarGra/index.php/Theoretische_Grundlagen - Internet site of “VARGR

[accessed January 7, 2021).
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6 . The data from Jürgen Eichhoff’s (1 9 7 7 /1 9 7 8 ) “ A tl as der deutschen

Um gangssprachen”

In the 1 970 s, Jü r gen Eichho ffsta r ted a la r ge sca le p r o jectw ith inter view sin

a bo ut 40 0 p la cesin A ustr ia , the GRR, the FRG a nd in So uth Tyr o l. Tw o vo lum es

w ith m a p sw er e p ublished in 1 977 a nd 1 978, a nd tw o o ther sin 1 994 a nd 1 997 (no t

includ ed in thissur vey). The d a ta fr o m 1 21 m a p sw a schecked in r esp ect (a )to

their o ccur r ence in A ustr ia a nd (b)in the neighbo ur ing a r ea so fGer m a ny a nd (c)

w hether ther e a r e o ther exp r essio nsused (w hich w a so ften the ca se). Desp ite

their r ela tive a ge, the d a ta ca n still be used to check five centr a l cla im so f the

PL A G (the key m em ber so fthe PL A G used them to o butin a ver y selective w a y):

(1 )ther e a r e o nly a few A ustr ia n exp r essio ns, (2)ther e isno A G, (3)A G ism a r ked

by linguistic inco nsistency, (4)ther e iso ver la p w ith a r ea sa cr o ssthe bo r d er a nd

(5)Ger m a n isa p lur ia r ea l la ngua ge. Eichho ff'sd a ta fa llsinto 8 ca tego r iesw hen

r eview ed in ter m so fthe cla im so fthe PL A G:

6.1 . Ca tego r y (1 ):28 (23.1 4% )o uto f 1 21 ex p r essio nsa r e used thr o ugho utA ustr ia

a nd a r e sp ecific to A ustr ia .

6.2 Ca tego r y (2): A no ther 1 6 (1 3.22% )exp r essio nsa r e used in the seven o f nine

fed er a l sta teso fA ustr ia w ith the excep tio n o fthe tw o w ester n sta tes.

6.3 Ca tego r y (3):Eichho ff’sm a p sa lso co nta in 6 (4.96% )exp r essio nstha ta r e sp e-

cific to A ustr ia in the w ester n p a r tstha td o no to ver la p w ith neighbo ur ing a r -

ea so fGer m a ny o r Sw itzer la nd .

Ca tego r ies1 -3 a d d ed to gether r esultsin 50 (41 .32% )o f the 1 21 r esea r ched

item stha ta r e sp ecific to A ustr ia a nd d o no to ver la p w ith o ther Ger m a n sp ea k-

ing a r ea so utsid e A ustr ia .Thisisa r em a r ka bly high num ber .

6.5 46 (38% )exp r essio nsa nd linguistic fea tur eso ccur in A G a nd in the w ho le a r ea

o f so uther n Ger m a ny up to the Rhine-M a in-line. M a ny o f these exp r essio ns

a r e p a r to fthe fo r m a l sta nd a r d o fGer m a n Ger m a n (GG)a nd a r e ther efo r e no t

d iffer entfr o m GG o r so uther n Ger m a n.

6.6 21 (1 7.36% )A G exp r essio nsa nd linguistic fea tur esa r e o ver la p p ing o nly w ith

so m e p a r tso fB a va r ia .

6.7 1 0 (8.26% )A G exp r essio nsa nd linguistic fea tur eso ccur in a sm a ll p a r tin the

so uth a nd ea sto fB a va r ia (m o stly a lo ng the A ustr ia n bo r d er ).
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6.8 A no ther 1 0 (8.26% )exp r essio nsa nd linguistic fea tur eso ver la p w ith so m e o ther

p a r tso f the Ger m a n sp ea king a r ea a nd 7 (5.79% )exp r essio nso ver la p w ith

Sw itzer la nd , w hich isr a ther sm a ll num ber .14

Sum m aryofresu l ts in respect to thecl aim s ofthepl uriareal group

(1 )Cla im s(4)a nd (5)o f the PL A G a r e clea r ly r efuted a s50 (41 .32% )o ut o f

1 21 item sa r e sp ecific to A ustr ia . Itisther efo r e w r o ng to sa y tha tther e a r e o nly

ver y few A ustr ia n exp r essio nsa nd tha tthisp r o vesther e isno A G.

(2)A G sho w sa high d egr ee o fco nsistency, w hich r efutesthe inco nsistency

cla im . 99 (81 .82% )o ut o f 1 21 exp r essio nsd o no tsho w va r ia tio n thr o ugho utA us-

tr ia excep tfo r 22 exp r essio ns(1 8.1 8% )in the w ester n p a r tso fA ustr ia . Ther e isa

high d egr ee o fho m o geneity o fA G.

(3)71 (58.68% )o fthe r esea r ched item so ver la p w ith the neighbo ur ing a r ea s

o f Ger m a ny a nd Sw itzer la nd . Itw o uld be str a nge if ther e w er e no o ver la p a sthe

bo r d er iso p en a nd ther e a r e m a ny co nta ctso n bo th sid es.Desp ite the o ver la p , the

centr a l p r em ise o fthe PL A G tha tGer m a n isa p lur ia r ea l la ngua ge isno tco nfir m ed

a sthisd a ta setr evea lsther e isa high a m o unto fA ustr ia cism s(41 .32% )a nd a high

co nsistency o fA G.B o th d a ta setsco nfir m the existence o fthe NV o fA G.Includ ing

info r m a tio n a bo ut the so cia l a nd id entity va lueso f va r ia ntsin the quer y w o uld

p r o ba bly ha ve yield ed a n a d d itio na l d iffer entia tio n o fA G.

7 . The data ofthe A ustrian Germ an-P roject (Gl auninger (1 9 9 7 /2 0 0 0 )15

andKurnik (1 9 9 8 )

Tw o m a ster thesesw er e initia ted a nd co nd ucted a t the A ustr ia n Ger m a n

Resea r ch Centr e in Gr a z in the p er io d o f 1 997-20 0 0 . They w er e intend ed to check

the cla im so fW o lf(1 994)a nd Scheur inger (1 996).The fir stm a ster 'sthesis(Gla un-

inger 1 997/ 20 0 0 )exa m ined the use o f vo ca bula r y in 20 lexica l field sw ithin A us-

tr ia . Fo r thisp ur p o se, 1 81 exp r essio nsw er e selected a nd illustr a ted o n p ictur e

ca r d stha t w er e sho w n to 8-20 info r m a nts(n= 1 0 5 p er so nsin to ta l)in a ll 9 sta te

ca p ita lso fA ustr ia w ho then ha d to na m e the o bjectsp ictur ed o n the ca r d s.

The seco nd m a ster thesis(Kur nik, 1 997)w a sintend ed to d eter m ine the

a m o unto fco nver gence o fthe A ustr ia n a nd B a va r ia n lexica l usa ge a nd by tha tto

ver ify o r r efute the o ver la p cla im . It r esea r ched the d esigna tio nso f 1 39 o bjects

(id entica l to the o neso f Gla uninger ’sstud y)a ga in p r esented o n p ictur e ca r d sin

14
Note: 16 (13.22%) of the expressions that are different in the western and eastern parts of Austria appear

twice in the lists. This percentage had to be deducted in order to get a consolidated number that sums up
the total percentage of 100%.

15
The study has been published at Peter Lang Verlag in 2000.
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fo ur B a va r ia n to w ns(Pa ssa u, Ro senheim , A ugsbur g a nd M unich). 55 info r m a nts

a nsw er ed the questio nsin r esp ectto their o r a l a nd w r itten usa ge.

7 .1 Resu l ts: The l exical correspondence between the A ustrian state

capital s (Gl auninger, 1 9 9 7 :2 5 8 f)

Ta ble (1 )sho w s(1 )the a m o unto flexica l co nfo r m ity betw een the 9 A ustr ia n

sta te ca p ita lsa nd (2)a nsw er sthe questio n a bo ut the a lleged d ivid e betw een the

geo gr a p hica l w esta nd ea sta nd (3)the co nfo r m ity to w a r d sthe GG-lexico n.

The d a ta clea r ly d em o nstr a testha t(1 )ther e isno sup p o r tfo r the inco nsis-

tency cla im . O nly five - o ut o f 72 - co m p a r iso nsbetw een sta te ca p ita lsha ve a

lo w er co m p lia nce r a te lesstha n 80 % buta r e no w her e lo w er tha n 75% .A G sho w sa

high d egr ee o fco nfo r m ity thr o ugho utthe co untr y a sa lr ea d y sho w n w ith the d a ta

o f Eichho ff. (2)The a lleged ea st-w estd ivid e in lexica l usa ge isa lso d isco nfir m ed .

Gla uninger (1 997:260 )co nclud estha t“in no ne o fthe fo ur co m p a r iso n m o d esa p -

p lied d o esa n a lleged lexica l W est-Ea stco ntr a stw ithin A ustr ia ha ve a significa nt

effect.”

Table (1)

% m ax DE
16

BR IN SZ LI KL GR SP WI EI

DE 36 31 29 23 27 35 26 23 22

BR 36 8 7 8 1 77 76 8 6 79 79 76

IN 31 8 7 9 1 8 5 9 3 8 6 8 7 8 5 8 2

SZ 29 8 1 9 1 100 9 8 9 5 9 3 9 2 8 7

LI 23 7 7 8 5 100 9 2 9 0 9 7 9 2 9 0

KL 27 7 6 9 3 9 8 9 2 9 2 8 8 8 7 8 4

GR 35 8 6 8 6 9 5 9 0 9 2 8 4 9 2 8 3

SP 26 7 9 8 7 9 3 9 7 8 8 8 4 9 3 9 8

WI 23 7 9 8 5 9 2 9 2 8 7 9 2 9 3 9 2

EI 22 7 6 8 2 8 7 9 0 8 4 8 3 9 8 9 2

(3)The cla im tha t ther e a r e o nly few na tive A ustr ia n exp r essio nsisa ga in

unco nfir m ed .Da ta r o w (1 )a nd d a ta co lum n (1 )m a r ked "DE" in ta ble (1 )sho w sthe

co nfo r m ity in the 9 A ustr ia n citiesto the GG lexico n.The highestva lueso f35% a r e

fo und in B r egenz in the fa r w esta nd the lo w estw ith 22% in Eisensta d tin the fa r

16
Explanation of the abbreviations of the names of the capital cities of the Austrian states (Bundesländer): BR

= Bregenz (Vorarlberg, West); IN = Innsbruck (Tyrol, West); SZ = Salzburg (Salzburg, West); LI = Linz
(Upper Austria, Centre); KL = Klagenfurt (Kärnten, South), GR = Graz (Styria, Centre); SP = St. Pölten

(Lower Austria, East); Wi = Wien (Vienna, East); EI = Eisenstadt (Burgenland, East); DE= the column with
the data for the German German expressions.
The table compares the lexical conformity between the 9 state capitals. Example: The conformity between

“Eisenstadt” (capital of Burgenland in the very East of Austria) and Innsbruck in the West of the country is
82%, however between Germany and Bavaria it is only 22%, respectively 76%.
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Ea stw hich isfa r fr o m 50 % tha tco uld be co nsid er ed a thr esho ld va lue tha tther e is

no A G.

(4)The cla im tha t A ustr ia -sp ecific exp r essio nsa r e o nly fo und in institu-

tio na l a nd a d m inistr a tive lexica l a r ea s(Elsp a ß/ Nieha us20 1 4)isa lso d isp r o ved a s

Gla uninger ’sstud y co ver ed 20 d iffer entlexica l field stha tinclud ed a la r ge a r r a y o f

o bjectstha ta r e used in the ho useho ld o r a r e p a r to fho usesa nd fla ts.Thisisa lso

co nsistentw ith the d a ta fr o m Eichho ff'sr esea r ch.

7 .2 The resu l ts ofKurnik‘s study- The conform ityin l exicon use be-

tween A ustria andBav aria (1 9 9 8 : 1 2 7 ).

Kur nik’sd a ta d escr ibesthe co ngr uence betw een A ustr ia a nd B a va r ia in fo ur

ca tego r ies:(1 )Full co ngr uence in sp o ken la ngua ge;(2)full co ngr uence in w r itten

la ngua ge;17 (3)p a r tia l co ngr uence in sp o ken la ngua ge;(4)p a r tia l co ngr uence in

w r itten la ngua ge18.Ta ble (2)a lso sho w sin co lum ns(2)a nd (3)the co ngr uence in

usa ge o fthe GG-lexico n in A ustr ia a nd B a va r ia (a sco d ified in the “Dud en” d ictio n-

a r y).

T able(2) ( 1) Congruence

A ustria-Bavaria

( 2)Congruence

A ustria-GG

( 3)Congruence

Bavaria-GG

( 4)Difference( 2)-( 3)

A ustria - Bavaria

Fullcongruencespokenlanguage 12% 5.1% 7 .8 % 2.7 %

Fullcongruencew rittenlanguage 13.40 % 6.6% 10.3% 4.7 %

P artial congruence spoken lan-
guage

17 .9 % 10.2% 14.8 % 4.6%

P artial congruence w ritten lan-
guage

20.5% 13.4% 20% 6.6%

A verage 15.9 5% 11, 7 5% 13, 1%

(1 )Co lum n (1 )o fta ble (2)d em o nstr a testha ta cr o ssthe fo ur ca tego r ies, o n

a ver a ge, o nly 1 5.95% o fthe lexica l usa ge in A ustr ia a nd in B a va r ia co incid es.O nly

ever y sixth exp r essio n isbeing used in the sa m e w a y.Thisisr em a r ka bly lo w a nd

p utsEichho ff'sd a ta ver y m uch into p er sp ective. Itd o esno tco ntr a d ictthem but

exp a nd sthem a nd str o ngly r efutesthe o ver la p theo r y p ut fo r w a r d by the p lu-

r ia r ea lity gr o up .

17
Explanation of the terms “spoken language” and “written language” in this research: The respondents of

both studies were asked which expressions they use for objects shown on picture cards in daily spoken lan-
guage and which expression they would consider appropriate when writing a text.

18
“Partial congruence “means, that responses that are not showing exactly the same form (= full congruence)

are mostly composites of different lexical-morphological formation which were exclusively classified accord-
ing to the stem lexeme.
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(2)Kur nik a lso r esea r ched the co nfo r m ity in lexica l usa ge the GG-lexico n a s

enshr ined in the Dud en lexico n tha tco nta insa vo ca bula r y tha tism o r e no r ther n

in cha r a cter .

Co lum ns(2), (3)a nd (4)sho w the r esp ective d a ta , d em o nstr a ting tha t the

GG-lexico n isused m uch m o r e in B a va r ia – esp ecia lly in the w a y o fa p a r tia l co n-

gr uence in w r itten la ngua ge. In sum m a r y, thisd a ta sa ystha tther e a r e co nsid er -

a ble d iffer encesin lexico n use betw een A ustr ia a nd B a va r ia a nd tha t this, a bo ve

a ll, a ga in clea r ly r efutesthe PL A G'scla im o fthe o ver la p a nd inexistence o fA G.

7 .3 A v erageusein percent ofthesam eor different l exical expressions

byA ustrian andBav arian inform ants

Using the d a ta o fGla uninger a nd Kur nik, the fo llo w ing d a ta w a sca lcula ted

by the a utho r o fthisa r ticle.B a sed o n their r esultsa n a ver a ge p er centua l usa ge o f

ea ch p r im a r y a nd seco nd a r y elem ent w a sca lcula ted a cr o ssa ll citiesa nd a ll in-

fo r m a ntsin A ustr ia a nd B a va r ia . The r esult ind ica testhe r ela tive num ber o f in-

fo r m a ntsusing a cer ta in exp r essio n (r a nging fr o m 0 % - 1 0 0 % )in A G a nd B a va r ia n

Ger m a n (B G).Ther e a r e thr ee ca tego r ieso fusa ge:

1 . Ca tego r y (1 ):Differ entexp r essio nsin bo th va r ietiesfo r the sa m e o bject- A us-

tr ia cism sa nd B a va r ism s/ Deutschla nd ism s.

In 68 (48.2% )o fthe 1 39 item sr esea r ched , the A ustr ia n info r m a ntsuse d iffer ent

exp r essio nsfo r the sa m e o bject.A lm o st50 % o fthe elem entsa r e A ustr ia cism s,

w hich a ga in r efutesthe cla im tha tther e isno A G. Itisin line w ith Eichho ff's

d a ta , w her e 41 % w er e fo und .

Ther e a r e a lso m a ny seco nd a r y exp r essio nstha ta r e o ften unkno w n in A ustr ia

a nd co nvey the im p r essio n tha t ther e a r e few co nco r d a ncesbetw een the tw o

la ngua ge a r ea s(W iesinger , 1 990 ). A ustr ia n p r im a r y exp r essio nsa r e in so m e

ca sesused in B a va r ia a sseco nd a r y va r ia ntsa nd vice ver sa .The linguistic r ea l-

ity isno tsim p le a sthe sup p o r ter so fthe PL A G suggest, w ho usua lly o nly p r e-

sentw o r d d up lica tes(A G:Fa schier tes|DE H a ckfleisch |m inced m ea t).

2. Ca tego r y (2)co nta inslexica l fo r m sused in bo th va r ietiesbutw ith a substa ntia l

d iffer ence in p er centa ge o fm o r e tha n 20 % .

26 (1 8.7% )exp r essio nsbelo ng to thisca tego r y. In a d d itio n, ther e isa high

a m o unto f va r ia tio n a nd str o ng qua ntita tive d iffer encesin the use o f the p r i-

m a r y exp r essio nseven tho ugh the sa m e exp r essio nsa r e used in bo th va r ieties.

3. Ca tego r y (3)includ esid entica l lexica l item stha ta r e used in bo th va r ietiesbut

w ith a d iffer ence o flesstha n 20 % .
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Ther e a r e 34 (24.46% )exp r essio nsin thisca tego r y p lusten va r ia ntsw ho se use

in bo th la ngua ge a r ea sis1 0 0 % , 44 in a ll.

The d a ta fr o m the fo ur so ur ces- Eichho ff'sm a p sa nd Gla uninger 'sa nd

Kur nik'sr esea r ch, a sw ell a sthe a d d itio na l co m p a r iso n o fa ver a ge la ngua ge use in

A ustr ia a nd B a va r ia ca n be sum m ed up tha tthey sho w ed a high d egr ee o fco nsis-

tency a nd in a ll ca sesr esulted in a r efuta tio n o fthe five centr a l cla im so fthe p lu-

r ia r ea l gr o up .

The fo llo w ing thr ee sectio nsw ill d em o nstr a te fur ther d a ta a nd evid ence

tha tther e isno substa nce in the cla im so fthe PL A G a nd in the m o d el itself.Itw ill

check the “V a r ia ntengr a m m a tik” (V A RGR)w hich p la ysa centr a l r o le in the a r gu-

m enta tio n o fthe PL A G fo r itsva lid ity a nd r ep r esenta tiveness.

8 . The “V ariantengram m atik” (V A RGR) – C hecking its data andv al id-

ity

The V A RGR p la ysa key r o le in the a r gum enta tio n o fthe “new ” PL A G a sits

d a ta isused to p r o ve the cla im so fthe PA C.B o th Elsp a ß a nd A uer m a d e extensive

r efer ence to V A RGR w hen d r a w ing the co nclusio n tha tther e a r e no na tio na l va -

r ietiesa nd tha t ther e isno A G a t the co nfer encesin M ü nster a nd Sto ckho lm . It

w a scr ea ted d ur ing a n inter na tio na l p r o ject(A ustr ia , Ger m a ny a nd Sw itzer la nd )in

the p er io d o f 20 1 3-20 20 . The co ncep t o f the V A RGR iso utlined a t the w ebsite o f

the p r o ject19.

The V A RGR lists“str uctur es[fr o m ] the Ger m a n-sp ea king a r ea a cco r d -
ing to the co ncep to f"a r ea lity" a nd “o nly give[s]a d vice o n the w r itten
sta nd a r d la ngua ge”.… w e r estr ict o ur selvesto the sta nd a r d linguistic
usa ge. Tha t isw hy w e p r efer the ter m a r ea l - a nd thusa ter m , w hich
lea veso p en ho w la r ge the a r ea sa r e w hich fo r m the ba sisfo r the va r ia -
tio n (thisisa lso the r ea so n w hy in the p ublica tio nso n va r ia ntgr a m m a r
w e find ter m ssuch a sp lur ia r ea l o r p lur ia r ea lity, butno t p lur ina tio na l
o r p lur ir egio na l)....A sa r ule, w e a r e o nly d ea ling w ith r ela tive, no ta b-
so lute (i.e.exclusively o ccur r ing in o ne linguistic a r ea )va r ia nts.”

(2)The und er lying co r p usw a sbuilto n the o nline ed itio nso f 68 r egio na lly

d istr ibuted new sp a p er sfr o m the entir e Ger m a n-sp ea king a r ea a nd co nta insso m e

60 0 m illio n r unning w o r d sa nd a to ta l o f 1 .699.1 1 5 a r ticles. The 68 new sp a p er s

ha ve been a ssigned to 1 5 m a jo r r egio ns(= a r ea s)just like the V a r ia ntenw ör ter -

buch (A m m o n et.a l.20 0 4, 20 1 6)d id .

19
http://mediawiki.ids-mannheim.de/VarGra/index.php/Start [accessed 20.12.2020]
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8 .1 C hecking the bal ance and representativ eness of the V A RGR cor-

pus

A fir stlo o k a tthe d a ta o f V A RGR, w hich isd isp la yed o n the w ebsite in the

fo r m o f p er centa gesa nd m a p s, r evea led a m biguitiesbo th a bo ut ho w the r esults

w er e ca lcula ted , a nd a bo utthe va lid ity o f the d a ta . A bso lute figur esa r e m issing,

i.e. the r esultsa r e no td ir ectly ver ifia ble. Itisa lso no tclea r ho w the sta tistica lly

significa nttestsw er e ca r r ied o utexa ctly, ifo ne w er e to r ea d the exp la na tio nso n

the w ebsite o fthe p r o ject20.The fo llo w ing r eview w ill a ssessthe V A RG-Pr o jecto n

the d a ta a sp r esented o n the w eb site a nd o n itso w n o bjectivesa nd stip ula tio ns.

L a ngua ge co r p o r a m ustm eetthe cr iter ia o fr ep r esenta tivenessa nd ba la nce

in o r d er fo r the d a ta o bta ined fr o m them to be co nsid er ed va lid . A cco r d ing to

L eech (1 991 :27)thisisa chieved “ifthe find ingsba sed o n itsco ntentsca n be gen-

er a lised to the sa id la ngua ge va r iety” a nd if(B iber 1 992:243)a sa m p le includ esthe

full r a nge o fva r ia bility in a p o p ula tio n. “Fo r this, itisnecessa r y (M a cEner y et.a l.

20 1 0 : 1 3-1 5)to “co nsid er ba la nce a nd sa m p ling to ensur e r ep r esenta tiveness”.

Co r p o r a sho uld co ver “p r o p o r tio na lly, a sm a ny texttyp esa sp o ssible … ”. Itsr ep -

r esenta tiveness“d ep end shea vily o n sa m p ling fr o m a br o a d r a nge o f genr es...”

B a sed o n these cr iter ia , the V A RGR-co r p usisno tba la nced a sitco nta inso nly texts

o fr egio na lly d istr ibuted new sp a p er s.Thism ea nsin fa cttha tthe r esultso fV A RGR

a r e no ta n o ver a ll d escr ip tio n o fthe Ger m a n gr a m m a tica l “Gebr a uchssta nd a r d ” in

d iffer entd o m a insbutisa r ed uced selectio n o fgr a m m a tica l p heno m ena o fw r itten

new sp a p er la ngua ge o f lo ca l new sp a p er s. H ence, the sa m p le/ co r p usd o esno t

“sho w the full r a nge o fva r ia bility in a p o p ula tio n”.

Do esthe V A RGR m eetthe cr iter ia o fr ep r esenta tiveness? Isitd esigned in a

w a y tha t“ifthe find ingsba sed o n itsco ntentsca n be gener a lised to the sa id la n-

gua ge va r iety?” A num ber o fsho r tco m ingsca n be fo und .The fo llo w ing co m m ents

r efer exclusively to the A ustr ia n p a r to fthe V A RGR co r p us.H o w ever , itca n be a s-

sum ed tha tthey a lso a p p ly to the o ther p a r tso fthe co r p us.

(1 )48.23% o fthe textso fthe V A RGR-co r p uso nly co m e fr o m two new sp a p er s

– the “Kleine Zeitung Steier m a r k/ Kär nten” a nd the “Kr o nen Zeitung Steier m a r k/

Kär nten”, bo th a r e lo ca ted in the so uth-ea sto fA ustr ia .Their sha r e in the o ver a ll

cir cula tio n o fp r intp r o d uctsin A ustr ia isjust1 5.73% .A fur ther 1 8.64% o fthe texts

co m e fr o m “V o r a r lber g O nline” w hich by itsd a ily cir cula tio n isa n o ver r ep r esen-

20
“The absolute frequency of occurrence in an area must also be at least ten occurrences in order for the area

to be mentioned in the form commentary. For variants with counter-variants, the individual frequencies are
summed up, but in addition, an individual variant must have at least 5 occurrences in an area in order to

be considered in the form comment. .... On the other hand, the relative frequency must be at least 5%.
The reference value is either the sum of all occurrences of all variants, if compared with counter variants.”
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ta tio n by eight times. The sha r e o f thr ee new sp a p er sin the co r p usa m o untsto

66.87% o fa ll textso fthe A ustr ia n V A RGR-co r p us, w hich isa gr o ssim ba la nce.The

o ther 1 2 new sp a p er so fthe A ustr ia n co r p usa cco untfo r o nly 33.1 3% .

(2)Ther e a r e fur ther im ba la ncesw ith 71 .58% o f the textsco m ing fr o m

new sp a p er stha ta r e situa ted in the w esta nd in the so uth o fA ustr ia , w hile the m a -

jo r ity o f the new sp a p er -p r o d uctio n issitua ted in the ea st o f the co untr y a nd

str o ngly und er r ep r esented in the co r p usw ith a sha r e o fo nly 28.42% .

(3)The r a tio o f r egio na l new sp a p er sin the co r p usa cco untsfo r 85.56% o f

the texts, the o ne o f national new sp a p er so nly 1 4.51 % . Thisisa lso o ne-sid ed a nd

unr ep r esenta tive.A la r ge num ber o fm a jo r new sp a p er sa nd m a ga zines(61 .76% o f

the o ver a ll cir cula tio n)tha ta r e a ll exclusively situa ted in the ea sto fA ustr ia - a r e

no tr ep r esented in the V A RGR-co r p us.Ther e isno justifica tio n fo r this.

A ll o fthe a bo ve lea d sto the co nclusio n tha tthe co r p uso fthe V A RGR d o es

no tm eetthe cr iter ia o f r ep r esenta tivenessa ta ll. Itisneither ba la nced o r r ep r e-

senta tive a nd d o esno tco r r ectly r ep r esentthe linguistic situa tio n a nd the va r iety

o f A G (a nd p r o ba bly a lso o f the o ther NV so f Ger m a n). The gener a l co nclusio n is

tha tthe r esultsba sed o n V A RGR-co r p usca nno tbe gener a lised a nd a r e ther efo r e

inva lid .

8 .2 C ounterchecking the resu l ts of the V A RGR corpus using a v ery

l argecorpus

Desp ite the evid ence sho w ing the ina d equa cy o fthe V A RGR co r p usa nd the

r esultsp r esented , a n a na lysisw a sca r r ied o utas if the corpus were representative and

balanced in o r d er to ver ify o r fa lsify the r esultso fthe V A RGR.Thisw a sd o ne using

the new sp a p er a r chive o fthe A ustr ia n Pr essA gency (A PA ), w hich isthe centr a l in-

fo r m a tio n institutio n in A ustr ia . The r esultso f sever a l exp r essio nsp r esented o n

the V A RGR w ebsite w er e ver ified a ga instthe A PA new sp a p er co r p us.Itco nta ined

(in July 20 1 9)87,481 ,668 m illio n a r ticleso f 75 A ustr ia n new sp a p er s/ m a ga zines

(45,697,361 a r ticles), 46 Ger m a n new sp a p er s/ m a ga zines(35,567,1 61 a r ticles)a nd

34 Sw issnew sp a p er s/ m a ga zines(6,21 7,1 46 a r ticles).The r esultsha d to be no r m a l-

ised to m a ke the d a ta co m p a r a ble beca use o fthe d iffer entsizeso fthe thr ee co r -

p o r a .The num ber o fhitsfo r Ger m a ny w a sm ultip lied by the fa cto r o f1 .28 a nd the

o nesfo r Sw itzer la nd w ith the fa cto r 7.35. Tw o exa m p le ca sesw ill be sho w n her e,

w hich sta nd fo r m a ny w r o ng r esultso fV A RGR.
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8.2.1 Exa m p le (1 ):The exp r essio ns“B ußgeld ”, a nd “Geld buße” [fine / p ena lty fee]

T able(3) (1) Σ articles A G (2) Σ articles GG (3) Σ articles CHG

(1)Bußgeld 10.354 11.0453 | norm . 14.138 0 2.302 | norm . 16.9 43

(2)Geldbuße 11.8 09 37 .9 7 1 | norm . 48 .603 3.340 | norm . 24.58 2

R esults (1) (2) (1) (2) (1) (2)

(3)A P A 46.7% 53.3% 70.4% 29.6% 59.2% 40.8%

(4)VA R GR 14.25% 85.75% 43.6% 56.3% 11% 89%

(5)Difference -/+ 32.4% -/+ 26.8% -48.2% /+48.2%

L ine (5)co m p a r esthe p er centa geso f hitsin the A PA -co r p usa nd in the

V A RGR-co r p usa nd find sfo r A G a d iscr ep a ncy fo r “B ußgeld ” o f -32.4% , a nd fo r

“Geld buße” o f -/+ 32.45% , fo r GG -/+ 26.8% a nd fo r CH G even -/+ 48.2% . In a ll thr ee

ca ses, the r esultsa sind ica ted by V A RGR a r e r ever sed w ith substa ntia lly higher

p er centa gesfo r “B ußgeld ”, instea d o f“Geld buße”. Given the size o fthe A PA co r -

p us, ther e ca n be no d o ubttha tthe V A RGR d a ta isser io usly fla w ed .

8.2.2 Exa m p le (2): The p a st p a r ticip les “bewegt” a nd “bewogen” o f the ver b

“bew egen” (to m o ve)

The ver b “bewegen” sho w sva r ia tio n w ith itsp a st p a r ticip le a sther e isa

(new er )r egula r fo r m “bewegt” a nd a n (o ld er )ir r egula r fo r m “bewogen”. Ta ble (4)

sho w sthe num ber o fhitsin the A PA -co r p usa nd a co m p a r iso n o fthe a ver a ge r a -

tio so fbo th co r p o r a .

T able(4) (1) Σ articles A G | % (2) Σ articles GG | % (3) Σ articles CHG | %

(1)bew egt 29 .7 9 3 | 7 7 .25% 55.029 | 7 0.437 | 8 3.2% 11.615 | 8 5.37 0 | 7 2.7 %

(2)bew ogen 8 .7 7 3 | 22.7 5% 11.112| 14.223 | 16.8 % 4.362 | 3.260 | 27 .3%

R esults (1) (2) (1) (2) (1) (2)

(3)A P A -Corpus 77.25% 22.7 5 % 83.2% 16.8 % 72.7% 27 .3%

(4) VA R GR  ᴓ 23.7 5 % 76.25% 24.17 75.83 8 % 92.00 %

(5)Difference -/+ 53.5% -/+ 59.0% -/+64.7%

(1 )The r esultso f the quer y in the A PA -co r p usa ga in r efute the V A RGR,

w hich sta testha tthe fo r m “bewogen” isthe p r im a r y va r ia ntin a ll thr ee co untr ies.

H o w ever , o ur d a ta ba sed o n 83 m illio n a r ticlessho w sthe o p p o site: the r egula r

fo r m “bewegt” isthe p r im a r y va r ia nt: A G: 77.25% , GG: 83.2% a nd Sw issGer m a n

(CH D):72.3% w ith a ll r esultsr ever sed . The d iffer ence betw een the r esultso f the

V A RGR a nd A PA -co r p usa r e:A G:53.5% , GG:59.0 % a nd CH D:64.1 % w hich isa p a r -

ticula r ly extr em e ca se o fer r o neo usd a ta - a nd itisno ta n iso la ted ca se.M o std a ta

a t the V A RGR w ebsite w hich w e checked a ga inst the A PA -co r p ussho w la r ge d if-

fer encesto w a r d sthe A PA co r p uso f20 -35% o r higher .
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9 . The v erification ofV A RGR data against the current l anguage use of

A ustrian speakers v ia an onl inesurv ey

Dur ing the p er io d o f 1 0 -1 2/ 20 20 , w e checked the d a ta o f 1 0 0 V A RGR item s

via a n o nline sur vey tha t w a sco nd ucted d ur ing the a nnua l electio n o f the A us-

tr ia n w o r d o fthe yea r 21.951 A ustr ia n sp ea ker sto o k p a r tin the sur vey, w ho ca m e

fr o m a ll p a r tso fthe co untr y a nd w er e gr o up ed into fo ur r egio nsa na lo go usto the

V A RGR: A T-Ea st: 543 info r m a nts(57.1 % ), A T-centr e: 1 68 (1 7.67% ), A T-so uth: 1 64

(1 7.25% ), A T-w est:73 (7.68% ).The p er centa gesco r r esp o nd to the r ela tive p o p ula -

tio n sha r e o fthe fo ur r egio ns. The V A RGR-exp r essio nsw er e p la ced into the co n-

text o f d ecla r a tive sentencestha t w er e ta ken fr o m the V A RGR-w ebsite. The in-

fo r m a ntsw er e given thr ee o p tio ns:(a )Thisisho w I sa y, (b)Isa lso p o ssible (sec-

o nd cho ice)o r (c)Isim p o ssible. The r esulting num ber sw er e tr a nsfo r m ed into

p er centa gesa nd co m p a r ed to the d a ta fr o m V A RGR. Due to lim ited p a ge sp a ce,

o nly a few exa m p lesa nd the m o stim p o r ta ntr esultsa r e p r esented her e.Exa m p le

(1 ):The usa ge o f“Abendkassa” ver sus“Abendkasse” (evening bo x o ffice)

T able(5) VA R GR O urS urvey

A real A bendkassa A bendkasse A bendkassa A bendkasse

A -EA ST 65% 35% 8 5.4% 18 .7 %

A -CENTRE 33% 67 % 8 2.6% 19 .5%

A -SOUTH 15% 8 5% 7 8 .5% 26.3%

A -W EST 49 % 51% 8 2.2% 16.9 %

A VERA GE 40.5% 59 .5% 82.1% 20.3%

The r esultsin ta ble (5)co nfir m the p a tter n o f the p r evio ussectio n w her e

m a ssive d evia tio nsha ve been fo und betw een o ur d a ta a nd the d a ta yield ed by the

V A RGR.In thisca se, the r esultsa r e a ga in r ever sed :Co ntr a r y to the V A RGR, 82.1 %

o fthe A ustr ia n info r m a ntssa y tha tAbendkassa isthe exp r essio n they use a nd no t

Abendkasse, w hile the V A RGR ind ica tes51 % ver sus1 6.9% . The p er centua l r a tio is

41 .7/ 34.1 % .Thista ble sta nd sfo r 24% o fr esultstha tsho w the sa m e d evia ting d a ta .

Exa m p le (2):In a seco nd ca tego r y , 31 % o fthe 1 0 0 item so fo ur quer y d isp la y

d iffer encesup to 40 % butw itho utr ever sed r esultslike in exa m p le (1 ).Thisistyp i-

ca lly the ca se w ith the tw o exp r essio ns“a m häufigsten/ a m öftesten” (m o st fr e-

quently / m o st o ften)tha t d em o nstr a te a d iffer ence o f 24/ 29.5% betw een V A RGR

d a ta a nd o ur quer y.
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Exa m p le (3):Da ta w ho se va lid ity isunclea r d ue to fr a gm ented info r m a tio n

in the V A RGR ta bles.

T able(6) VA R GR O urS U R VEY

A rea Zifferblatt Ziffernblatt Zifferblatt Ziffernblatt

A -EA S T 9 2% 0% ( k.B.) 11.2% 9 0%

A-CEN T R E 0% ( k.B.) 50% ( u.S.) 15% 8 9 %

A -S O U T H 50% ( u.S.) 100% ( u.S.) 11% 9 1%

A -W ES T 0% 2% 9 % 9 1%

0 0 13.2% 8 9 .5%

In 6 o uto f8 cellso fta ble (6)the V A GR d a ta fo r “Ziffer (n)bla tt” (d ia l)isei-

ther m a r ked w ith u.S.” (= und er the thr esho ld [o f 1 0 hits]), k.B . (= no hits)o r

sho w s0 % in cells.The m a r kingsind ica te tha tther e a r e o nly a few hits(u.S.)w hich

d o esno tsuffice fo r a sta tistica l a na lysiso r no ne a ta ll (k.B ./ 0 % ).Never theless, the

V A RGR w ebsite p r esentsa gr a p h w ith d a ta , even tho ugh the d a ta isinco m p lete o r

even m issing. Thisisinco m p r ehensible a nd m islea d ing. It o ccur sin no lesstha n

1 6 o uto f1 0 0 ta blesa nd ca stsa d d itio na l d o ubtso n the va lid ity o fthe V A RGR d a ta .

Ta ble (7)fina lly sho w stha t 70 % o f the V A RGR d a ta w a sno t co nfir m ed by the

o nline sur vey w ith A ustr ia n sp ea ker sa nd isno tinter p r eta ble.

T able(7)

1. VA GR results w ith a m assivedifferenceand reversed ( 20-40%) 24%

2. VA GR results w ith a m assivedifferencebutnotreversed ( 20-40%) 18 %

3. VA GR results w ith a substantialdifference( < 20%) 12%

4. VA GR results arefragm ented and notinterpretable 16%

6. VA GR data areconfirm ed by theonlinesurvey ( < 5% ofdifference) 30%

A d d itio na lly, in the A G-d a ta o f o ur quer y, lesstha n 5% o f the quer ied ex-

p r essio nssho w ed a r ea l d iffer encesbetw een 5-1 0 % . Thisisa fur ther ind ica tio n o f

the ho m o geneity o fA G.

1 0 . Sum m ary

The cla im so fthe PL A G ha ve been r efuted by a n a r r a y o fem p ir ica l d a ta tha t

co nsistently sho w ed the sa m e r esult: (1 )A high p er centa ge o f A ustr ia n-sp ecific

exp r essio ns, (41 .3% in Eichho ff, 78% in Gla uninger a nd 48% in Kur nik/ Gla uninger )

w hich co nvincingly r efute the p lur ia r ea l cla im s:(a )tha tther e isno A ustr ia n Ger -

m a n a nd (b)tha t ther e a r e o nly few A ustr ia cism sa nd (c)tha t ther e a r e no n na -

tio na l va r ieties. (2)The so -ca lled inco nsistency o f A G w a sa lso d ebunked . 82% o f

Eichho ff’sd a ta sho w ed no va r ia tio n w ithin A ustr ia , w hile in Gla uninger ’sd a ta the

lexica l co nfo r m ity betw een the 9 A ustr ia n sta te ca p ita lsisno w her e lo w er tha n
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75% a nd betw een 75-80 % in o nly thr ee to w ns, butelsew her e m uch higher .(3)The

co nver gence o f A G to w a r d sGG islo w , a ver a ging o nly 28% in the d a ta o f Gla un-

inger a nd r a nging fr o m 22-35% .Thisa ga in sho w sa high a uto no m y o fA G.(4)The

o ver la p cla im ha sso m e justifica tio n butha sa lso been m a ssively p ut into p r o p er

p er sp ective. O fthe exp r essio nsexa m ined , 58% in Eichho ff'sca se a nd o nly 1 6% in

Kur nik'sca se, a r e in use in A ustr ia a nd in the neighbo ur ing a r ea so fGer m a ny.A d -

d itio na lly, m a ny seco nd a r y exp r essio nsa r e used w ith a high p er centa ge in B a va -

r ia buta r e unkno w n in A ustr ia .

The V A GR, w hich isused by the PL A G a sa n em p ir ica l p r o o fo ftheir cla im s,

tur ned o utto be m a r ked by a m a ssive im ba la nce a nd gener a l la ck o f r ep r esenta -

tivenessin the und er lying co r p us, so itisr ea so na ble to co nclud e tha ta ll V A GR r e-

sultsa r e inco r r ect. Thisw a sco nfir m ed by checking num er o usV A GR r esults

a ga inst the ver y la r ge A PA new sp a p er co r p us. M a ssive d iffer enceso f up to 40 %

w er e fo und . The sa m e w a sfo und w hen co m p a r ing the V A GR r esultsw ith the r e-

sultso f a r ecent o nline sur vey o f A ustr ia n sp ea ker s, w hich exa m ined 1 0 0 item s.

70 % o fthe V A GR r esultstur ned o utto be m a ssively w r o ng, w hich ca stseno r m o us

d o ubtso n the w ho le p r o ject. In a ny ca se, the V A GR d a ta isunsuita ble to sup p o r t

the PL A G'sa r gum entsbeca use itha sno em p ir ica l co ntent.

In co nclusio n the d a ta p r esented her e sho w stha tthe PL A M ha sno justifica -

tio n a nd tha titd o esno ta nd ca nno tr ep r esenta n a lter na tive to the p lur icentr ic

m o d el o fla ngua ges.
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