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Girisg

Cocuklar dogduklan andan baghyarak kendilerini, tiim kurallan, yapilan ve sesleri
ile biitiinlesmis bir dil olayinin iginde bulmaktadirlar, Bu biitiin igerisinden belli bir
zaman siiresinde sesleri algilayip. ses birimlerini ayirt etmekte, ses birimlerini
birlestirip ses dizeleri olugturmakia, ses dizeleri ile gevrelerinde olan olay ve nesneler
arasinda anlam iligkileri kurup bunlar anlamh sézciiklere, sézciikleri de tiimeelere
déniigtiiriip dili bir iletigim araci olarak kullanabilmektedirler. Cocuklarin dili bir
iletigim araci olarak kullanmaya baglamasi sadece sozel anlatimin geligimi olarak
degil aym zamanda buna paralel olarak geligen bilissel bir gelisimin dogrultusunda
olugmaktadir. Dolayisi ile cocuklarm dil edinimi su iki dogrultuda incelenebilir:

1) Biligsel geligim
2) Sézel anlaumin gelisimi

Bilindigi gibi ¢ocuklarda biligsel geligimi yénlendiren en &nemli etkenler gocuklarin
gevrelerinde duyduklar sesler, algiladiklan nesneler ve ézellikle hareketlerdir. (Piaget
1954, 1971). Cocuklar gevrelerinde gordiikleri nesnclerin dig goriiniimiine ve
cylemlerine ait bilgileri semalar halinde zihinde kodlamakta, bellekte depolamakia,
daha sonra bu bilgileri, nesneleri tekrar gordiiklerinde tamyabilmek, nesneler aras
iligki kurabilmek ve nesne eylem iligkilerini ayirt edebilmek igin kullanmaktadirlar.
Cocuklarin algilama, depolama ve depolanan bilgileri kullanma becerisini zaman
siireci igerisinde kazanmalart ¢ocuklarda biligsel bir gelisimi gistermektedir. Yine
biligsel geligimi gosteren bir bagka kannt da ¢ocuklann kendi varliklarim
gevrelerindeki diger varhiklardan, kendi eylem ve davraniglarnim gevrelerindeki diger
varliklanin eylem ve davramiglarindan ve kendileri ile ilgili olarak olan olaylan diger
nesne ve kisilerin bagina gelen olaylardan ayirt edebilmeleridir. Bundan bagka
gocuklarin gevrelerinde gormedikleri nesnelere veya kendilerinin iginde
bulunmadiklar1 zaman dilimlerine ve yerlere génderimde bulunmalan da gocuklarda
biligsel gelismeyi gosteren bir bagka kamittir.

Amag¢ ve Yontem

Bu galisma Efe isimli bir Tiirk ¢ocugunun anadilini edinimi siirecinde, biligsel
gelisimin ve stzel anlaumun nasil etkilesim ig¢inde oldugunu gostermek amaci ile
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yapilmistir. Calisma igin gerekli olan veriler gocugun dogal ortaminda, giinlik
yasantis1 sirasinda cgevresi ile kurdugu iletisim izlenerek ve kaydedilerek
toplanmigtir. Veri toplama iglemi bagladifinda Efe 13 ayliku. Caligma Efe'nin
13iincii ve 20inci aylar arasi olmak iizere toplam 7 aylik bir dénemini
kapsamaktadir. Efe iiniversite mezunu anne ve babanin ikinci ¢ocufudur. Veri
toplama iglemi ilk 4 ay i¢inde (13-17 aylar aras1) ayda bir defa, daha sonraki 3 ay
stiresinde (17-20 aylar aras) iki haftada bir defa olmak izere ikiger saatlik seanslar
scklinde Efe'nin evinde yapilmigtr.

Bulgular

Toplam 7 ayhk bir donem siiresinde toplanan veriler degerlendirildiginde, Efe'nin
biligsel geligimini ve sozel gelisimini soyle ozetleyebiliriz.:

13 ve 14iincii aylarda denek sadece kendi eylem ve davramiglaring bildirirken 15inci
aydan baghyarak kendinden baska nesnelerin eylem ve davraniglarim bildiren
sozelikler kullaniyor; uyuyan képegi gosterip "eee”, bahgede ip athyan ¢ocuklara
bakip "hop hop" demesi gibi. 16inc1 aydan sonra ise ¢evresinde algiladif: eylem ve
davramglar: bir iigiinci kigiye bildiriyor; érnegin agabeyinin gay igmesini mutfafa
gidip annesine "Dottii hiif" sozcesi ile bildirmesi gibi. 13 aylikken "gel, otur, topu
ver" gibi emir climlelerini ancak nesneler ve eylem el ve kol hareketleri ile
gosterildii zaman anliyabiliyorken 15inci ayda eylem ve nesnelere igaret etmeden,
siizel olarak verilen emirleri rahathkla algilayabiliyor. 18inci ayda ise goriiniirde
olmiyan nesnelere veya iginde bulunmadigi yerlere yonelik yer-nesne-eylem iligkisi
bildiren emir ciimlelerini anliyabiliyor; ornegin "odadan biberonu getir" gibi. 13 ve
bunu takip eden aylarda sadece cevresinde olan veya cevresinde gorilen kigi ve
nesneleri bildirirken 18inci aydan sonra ¢evresinde olmiyan kisi ve nesneleri soru ses
tonu kullanarak soruyor; tirne@in annesi odada olmadify bir sirada "anni?" demesi
gibi.

Denekte gozlenen bir baska gelisim de farkh nesneleri simflandirabilme becerisini
kazanabilmesidir. Denek, 6rdek, civeiv, kdpek, kedi gibi ¢esitli hayvan resimlerinin
bulundugu bir kitaptaki hayvanlara 13incii ayda "avava" sézcesi ile igaret ediyor. 11k
defa kopek resmini gosterirken kullandigi bu sozce daha sonra diger hayvanlan da
iceren genel bir terim oluyor. Fakat ayni kitapta bulunan ¢igek, agac¢ gibi hayvana
benzemeyen resimler i¢in denek bu sézceyi kullanmyor. 14 ve 15inci aylarda ise
farkli hayvanlan farkh stzcelerle bildirerek ayirabiliyor, érnefiin kedileri "mav"
kuglar "ci" sozceleri ile belirtiyor. Yine 15inci ayda pencereden gordiigi kuglan ve
kedileri ilk defa ayni sézcelerle bildiriyor, yani bu ayda kitapdaki resimleri gercekleri
ile 6zdeslegtirebiliyor.
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Biligsel gelisimin en g¢arpict orneklerinden birini denekte zaman kavraminin
gelisimini izleyerek gorebiliriz. 13 ve l4unci aylarda cylemi yaptifi anda eylemi
bildiren bir sbzce ile bunu bildiriyorken 16inci ayda eylem bittikten sonra da eylemi
bildirebiliyor; drnegin bardak diigtiikten hemen sonra bunu annesine "uf™ sizcesi ile
bildirmesi gibi. 17inci ayda ise iginde bulundu@u zaman diliminden daha Gneeki bir
zaman dilimine ait olaylan bildirebiliyor; trmeffin birkag giin énce parkta gordiikleri
gocuga ne oldugunu soran annesine gocufun agladifim anlaimak igin aglama sesi
gikariyor veya lambaya isaret ederek kullandifn "bum" séizeesi ile bir kag giin énce
yasadig1 bir olayi, bagina lambanin diigmis oldugunu bildiriyor.

Biligsel gelisimine bir bagka 6rnek olarak denekie "sahip olma" kavramimin geligimi
verilebilir. Denek 15inci ayda kendine ve bagkalarina ait olan nesneleri ayirt
edebiliyor; Grnefin gorabimi getirip kendi ayagini gésteriyor veya annesinin terligini
gelirip annesinin ayafim gosteriyor. Bu ayda heniiz sahip olan veya sahip olunan
nesneleri belirten sézel bir ifade gozlenmiyor. 16mer ayda "Efe'nin gbzii nerede?"
sorusuna dogru tepki gosteriyor fakal soru "senin gozin nerede" seklinde
sorulduffunda soran kisinin goziinii gésteriyor. 17inci ayda Goktiirk'in bardagina
isaret ederck "Doui" (Gaoktiirk) veya "bu Déttil" (bu Goktiirk) sozceleri ile sahip
olan ve sahip olunan nesne arasindaki anlam iligkisini bildiriyor. 18inci ayda benim,
senin gibi tamlayan ek almig kigi adillart kullanarak képegin gozii, kendi gozii ve
soru soranin géziinii gdstermesi istendiginde bu nesnelere igaret ederck dogru tepki
veriyor ve her isaret ediginde "dé" (gbz) sbzcesini de beraberinde kullamyor. Dolayisi
ile bu ayda heniiz kigi adillarimi veya tamlama eklerini s6zel olarak ifade edemedigi
halde bunlarin belirttigi anlamlan cdindigi agikga goriiliiyor.

Stizel anlaumin geligimine gelince. eldeki veri bunun da zaman stiresinde geligimsel
bir yol izledifini gésteriyor. 13 ve 16inc1 aylar arasinda denegin kullandigi soézce
gesidinin sayist 10'v gegmemektedir. Denek bu sozceleri farkli ortamlarda su
anlamlari belirtmek igin kullantyor, 1) eylemleri bildirmek 2) nesneleri bildirmek 3)
istek bildirmek: drnegin denegin kullandifi "amam" sozcesi gegitli ortamlarda yemek
yeme eylemini, yenebilecek nesneyi veya yemek yeme istegini belirtmektedir. Bu
devrede iletigim kurabilmek ig¢in denegin el, kol, yiiz hareketlerinden ve Gzcllikle
parmakla igaret ederck isteklerini bildirmekten ¢okca faydalandigi gézlenmektedir.
I6inci ve 20inci aylar arasinda ise dene@in stzce gesidi sayis1 40'a ulasiyor. 161nct
aydan 6nce "thh" veya "ehh" sbzceleri ile bildirilen birgok eylem bu aydan sonra daha
belirgin ve farklh sdzcelerle belirtiliyor; 6rmegin "a¢" sbzcesi agma veya kapama
cylemlerini, "hop hop" stzcesi sigrama, hoplama, biryerden inme eylemlerini
bildiriyor. Yine 16inci aydan once "ihh" veya "ehh" sozceleri ile bildirilen ve
parmakla gosterilen nesneler ayn sézcelerle belirtiliyor; "bop" (top), "bu" (burun),
"d6" (gHz) gibi.
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Denek 18inci aydan baghyarak iki 6geli sézceler kullamyor. Denek, kullandi3: iki
tgeli sozeelerle gu anlam iligkilerini kurabiliyor.

anlam iligkileri ornek sozce sozcenin kullanildig: iletisim
ortami
l. eylem ve nesne iligkisi "bommom al”  Balonu aldizim bildiriyor
2. Eyleyen ve nesne iligkisi "anni barr” Annesinden portakal suyu
istiyor
3. eyleyen ve eylem iligkisi "avav eee" Képegin uyudugunu bildiriyor
4. sahip olan ve sahip olunan "bu D&ii" Goktiirk'iin bardagini gésteriyor

nesne iligkisi
Sonug

Yukarida anlaulan deferlendirmelerin 1s1finda bu galismadan su sonuglari
gikarabiliriz.

1) Cocuklarn ana dilini cdinmelen sadece s6zel anlatmmin edinilmesi demek degildir.
Cocuklarin dil edinimini incelemek, sdzel anlatima paralel olarak gelisen bir
bilinglenmenin de nasil ve ne boyutta olduguna 151k tutmaktadir.
2) Gerek sozel anlatim, gerekse yukarida s6zii edilen bu bilinglenme ¢ocuklarda
zaman siiresi i¢inde gelisim gosteren birer olgudurlar.
3) Cocuklarin biligsel geligimi sozel anlatmin geligimi ile aym dogrultuda fakat
daha suratli ger¢eklesmektedir; kisacasi biligsel gelisim stzel gelisimden Gnee
olmaktadir.
4) Cocuklar edindikleri dilin anlaum bigimlerini tam ve dogru olarak heniiz
kullanamadiklan devrelerinde kendilerine 6zgii anlatim bigimleri kullanarak iletisim
kurabilmektedirler.
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THE USE OF PRONOUNS OF POWER AND SOLIDARITY IN
TURKISH

Ziilal Balpmar
Anadolu Universitesi

Introduction

Studies in the relation between language and culture have sometimes focussed on
how a way of life or thought is categorized through words. A second kind of study
may focus on the connections berween certain gramimatical categories and people’s
notions. The study will fit in the latter category.

Second person pronouns used in formal and familiar settings have been analyzed
from various points of view. Social psychologists have shown how the usage of the
pronouns is connected with atiitudes and behavior (Brown and Gilman, 1960).
Philologist have produced careful accounts of historical usage in German, French,
Russian (Friedrich, 1972). Linguistis on the other hand have been interested in
studying and analysing the pronoun systems in various languages. (Lambert 1967),
(Ervin-Trip, 1972). and linking them to culturally and socially significant
paradigms.

The following is a study of the use of siz, the formal second person pronoun and
sen, the familiar second person pronoun in Turkish. To determine the
discriminations underlying the usage, a questionnaire (Appendix onc; Appendix two)
has been distributed to approximately 150 Turkish native speakers of various ages,
occupations and educational background. The same questionnaire has been used once
in 1973 and once in 1990. To ensure a certain amount of balance between the two
time periods, native speakers were matched approximately in number, age and
educational background. The results discussed, questions if there has been a change
in the discriminating factors of usage of sen and siz within the 17 year span.

Admittedly, this is only one of the pioneers of its kind. The evidence discussed in
this research need be compared to other types of evidence, like the ones that can be
observed from written on oral discourse. However, when the results of this study is
compared o those in one recent study (Konig, 1990) the similaritics in the use of
sen and siz become quite apparent and leads one to think of systematic patterns of
use of these pronouns in Turkish.
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Discriminations in the pronominal usage

In a sociolinguistic study, there are two kinds of cultural values. Those which are
explicit and understood by the native speaker and which are observed and understood
by the analysing sociolinguist. Most Turkish speakers will not hesitate in their
usage of the second person pronouns in most cases. True, there may be few
occurrences a speaker could hesitate. On the other hand, the evaluation of the analyst
depends on one's classification of the speaker's discriminations. What this means is
that, the following is one analyst's point of view.

The classification of the Turkish speakers' use of second person pronouns reveals
several discriminating norms: Age, sex of the speaker, sex of addressed, kinship
status, group membership, relative position of authority (rank in other words),
emotional solidarity - that is the feeling of sympathy or intimacy belween two
speakers or lack ol it, and social context in which the conversation takes piace.

Age is a determining factor. The relative age of the speakers within the same
generation is not so important, however, in cases of different generations the
speakers need to decide where the "older" starts. Sex of speakers is also a
discriminating factor in that two speakers of the same sex are normally more prone
to use familiar terms whereas speakers of opposite sex are more likely to restrain
themselves.

The kinship status of which the Turks are quite conscious, provide a different set of
rules for the pronominal usage. For example, close blood ties may easily override
age or sex.

The next two categories used include social and group phenomena. The position of
authority shows a distribution of responsibilities, rights and socially accepted
superiority. For example, a boss or a teacher carry more responsibility than their
employees or students. A father is also in the same situation; however, kinship
overcomes rank in that instance. Group membership determines usage in the sense
that classmates, members of a social group are more likely to be in kindred spirit
and prefer the use of the familiar sen.

One may call cmotional solidarity the psychological dimension of this
classification. Emotional distance, feelings of antipathy or sympathy, anger or love
determine the pronoun used. Close friends, people in love will be in familiar terms.
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The relationship between pronouns and solidarity tends to be complex. At times, the
use of familiar pronoun can mean dislike or a social set down, In the same manner,
the use of formal pronoun can symbolize a pointed insult to a close friend.

The social context of the conversations a discourse matter, Two intimate friends
may use sen when they are alone, but may switch to siz in a formal social setting.

In conclusion, the pronominal usage looks like a carpet interwoven through different
threads and complicated interactive patterns.

The symmetrical usage of sen
Who mutually sen each other in Turkish?

First of all, the pre-school age children (ages up to 5-6) use sen indiscriminately to
everybody, showing a healthy disregard for age, rank social status. To those they do
not like, they do not talk.

Second, although not mutual. God is addressed in the informal. Both 1973 and 1990
surveys show that 95% of the respondents use sen when praying.

The close blood relatives, like mothers and fathers, brothers and sisters reciprocate
sen. Male speakers, on the other hand, use sen more casily with even older relatives
of the same gender and the female speakers vice versa. For example, the percentage
of male respondents using mutual sen with an older sister is 66%; it is 92% for
females. In the same manner, the [emales using mutual sen with their grandfathers
constitute only 53% of the whole population against 93% of (he male speakers.

These results show that within the immediate family circle,, age is overridden by the
intimacy created by kinship. An interesting comparison between two surveys shows
that there is a marked increase in the use of mutual sen. To give an example, in
1973 only 69% of the male population and 12% of the female population used
reciprocal sen with their fathers; in 1990 these percentages are 85% for male and
79% female speakers.

Membership within the community often triggers a mutual sen; for example,
classmates or army mates use mutual sen. An increase in number is also observed
for this category when 1973 and 1990 surveys ure compared. Among female friends
the use of reciprocal sen was 53% in 1973, this number has reached 89% in 1990.
Showing a distinct increase in the use of mutual sen among the female population.
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The comparative figures for the female population using reciprocal sen is 69% in
1973 and 93% in 1990, again ~howing a similar trend to that of the female
population.

The symmetrical usage of siz

All formal social occasions override age, sex and solidarity between speakers. At a
formal gathering even intimate friends tend to reciprocate siz. A very formal
setting such as the army, also calls for mutual siz. The restrictions, put upon the
individual by the society motivates the individual to use the socially determined and
accepted pronoun. Apparently, siz is the preferred pronoun in restricted social
settings. The higher an individual is in the social system, the more he/she tends 1o
use and receive siz. No matter how much this type of individual tries to break the
norms, the result is not successful (see question 43).

A friendly high ranking individual still receives formal siz 91% of the time.

Lack of solidarity is another source of reciprocal siz. First encounters or relative
status of the speakers symbolize an automatic formal pronoun. Age, sex,
educational status of the speakers do not matter when they are addressing or being
addressed by a doctor, waiter or janitor.

In this category, there are no marked differences between the 1973 and 1990 figures.
As a matter of fact, there is marked similarity between the two surveys. For
example, in 1990, the total population still use 100% mutual siz with their
doclors, janitors or policeman as they did in 1973.

These surveys suggest that when and if one is indecisive as to which pronoun to use
in a socially correel and acceptable manner, the formal pronoun siz seems Lo be the
sale one o use. Therefore, pointing a neutral usage for this particular pronoun.

Asymmetrical relationship

In Turkey, obedience and submission are usually associated with age. Younger
generations use the formal pronoun with the older to receive the informal. However,
as mentioned earlier, such a distinction does not exist within the immediate family
circle, uncles, aunts, in-laws also do [all into this category.
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Teacher versus student, employer versus employee, higher ranking officers versus
lower ranking ones can be given as examples of superior versus inferior authority
relation within marked social and/or institutional settings.

Given these factors, it is natural to expect a more frequent use of sem (o an
individual in a lower social status. Contrary to this expectations, the two surveys in
discussion do not show that the lower social status of such occupational groups as
janitors, taxi drivers trigger the use of the informal pronoun.

The switching

The categorization of the formal and informal usage of the second person pronouns
sometimes are not as straight forward as one might expect. These distinctions that
exist in the minds of the speakers can easily change and sometimes even cost us our
understanding of the system. The alternations, variations done can be on voluntary
basis. Let us discuss two cases of switching.

In the questionnaire, husbands and wives were asked to respond to which pronoun
they usually used; what they used at an official meeting and what happened if one of
them was of a higher rank.

The responses were quite revealing. Under normal circumstances, 94% of the
population uses the informal pronoun mutually. This figure drops to 53% in 1973
and 70% in 1990 at a social gathering and all the way down to 18% in 1973 and
30% in 1990 at an official meeting. The higher rank of one of the spouses again
causes a swilching in the usage of pronouns in an official setting.

These results point out the severity of the socially demanded pronouns. Individuals
even as close as hushands and wives, give in to the social norms at the expense of
solidarity.

The second case of switching to be discussed is different in a sense than the former
one. The switching of the pronoun does not always signify a social demand.
Sometimes such a demand comes within the individual. In such cases, it points to
rather an attitude change. When friends were asked (Question 46) how they would
reach to an intimate friend the following day after a serious fight. 58% of the
population in 1973 and 27% in 1990 indicated a tendency to use the formal
pronoun. However, symbolization of attitudes by the use of the formal pronoun
seems to be more prominent in 1973 than in 1990, Yet again showing a marked
indifference towards the discriminations indicated by the pronouns.
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Conclusion

Pronouns display social attitudes, emotional expressiveness and highly marked
social preferences in Turkish. The two survey discussed here reveal that in turkey of
the 90's there is a tendency towards a more informal social setting. The changes in
the results of the kinship discriminations must be supported by various other
observations from literature.

The reasons for these changes? Your guess in as good as anybody's at this moment.
Will Turkish come to a point in future history where there will be single second
person pronoun? That is even a harder question to answer, Only time will tell - in a
couple of hundred years perhaps?
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Fig : 1 Use of mutual SEN with family
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