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Abstract

Language is a living entitythatis always in constantchange.Itdevelops changes,

modernizesandvanishes.Ineverylanguage,thereareitemsthatdieoutandothers

developbyusingdifferentstrategiesordevicesofwordformation,suchasderivation,to

expressthemodern needsofaparticularlanguagecommunity(Handhal1998).The

purposeofthisresearchistoexaminethelexicalvariationsinSang-ghshiandSang-gami

dialectsoftheZaar(Sayawa)languagewithaviewofanalysingtheareasofconvergences

anddivergencesbetweenthetwodialects.Thestudyanalysesthosedifferenceswhichare

prominentinthedialectsandalsoexaminesifthesedifferenceshindercommunication

amongthespeakersofthesedialects.Therefore,thestudyadoptsaneclecticapproachby

combiningthegenerativedialectologyapproachtothestudyofdialectsandacontrastive

analysistothestudyoflexicalitems.Onehundredquestionnaireswereadministeredto

nativespeakersofthetwodialectsinwhichonehundredlexicalitemswerewrittenandtwo

columnswere provided,one foreach dialect.Othermethodssuch asinterview and

observationswereemployedindatacollection.Theresultfrom thestudyrevealssome

lexicalandphonologicaldifferencesfoundinthedialects.Italsorevealssomereasonsfor

thevariationssuchgeographicalfeatureslikerivers,mountains,migrationandgeneral

distance.The findings furtherrevealthatSangh-ghshidialectis frequently used in

organisedgatheringeitherreligiousorpolitical,asaresultoftheirpopulationanditismore

acceptablebythepeopleandotherneighbouringlanguagesandismoresimplifiedand

easytolearnbynonZaarspeakersthanSangh-gamidialect.Mosttraditionalsongsand

RadioprogrammesorpresentationsareconvenientlypresentedwithSangh-ghshidialect.
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INTRODUCTION

BackgroundtotheStudy

Everylanguagethatisspokenoversignificantareaisspokeninsomewhatdifferent

forms in differentplaces;these are its regionaldialects.Besides,even in a single

community,alanguagemaybespokenwrittendifferentlybymembersofdifferentsocial

groups.Thisistosaythat,nohumanlanguageisfixed,uniform,orunvarying;alllanguages

showinternalvariation.Theactualusagevariesfrom grouptogroupandfrom speakerto

speaker,intermsofpronunciation,choiceofwords,meaningsorsemantics,andsyntactic

constructions.Thedifferencesfoundwithinalanguagecanbemutuallyintelligibleamong

thespeakersofthelanguage.Iftheyaremutuallyintelligible,thespeakersconsider

themselvesspeakingdifferentdialectsofthesamelanguagebutwhenthedifferencesare

notmutuallyintelligibleamongthespeakers,itisobviousthattheyarespeakingdifferent

languages.

Alanguage,whetherspokenorwritten,playstheroleofcommunicatingofideas,

knowledge,experiencesandthoughtsofindividuals.ScholarssuchasDittmar(1976:9)

define language as “thatvariety ofa speech community thatis legitimized and

institutionalisedasasuperiorregionalmethodofcommunicationasaresultofsocio

politicalprocess.”Similarly,Gumpers(1962)isoftheview thatLanguageisabodyof

verbalsignsabstractedfrom thetotalityofcommunicativebehaviouronthebasisof

certainstructuralorgeneticconsideration.

Adialectisadistinctform ofalanguagewhichiseitherregionalorsocialinorigin

and differentiated from otherforms ofthe language byspecific linguistic features.

Variationswhicharefoundinalanguageandarepeculiartoparticularspeechform of

peoplelivinginaspeechcommunityareknownasdialects.Inthisresearch,effortsare

madetoexaminethespeechformsofaparticularlanguagewithregardstoZaar(Sayawa)

whichisspokenamongtheZaar(Sayawa)people.Theresearchisbasedonthefactthat

certainvariationsarefoundinthespeechformsofthelanguagebecause;thespeakerslive



indifferentenvironments.Theyalsointeractandsocialiseindifferentcontextsfordifferent

purposes.TheworksetsouttostudytheSangh-ghshiandSangh-gamispeechformsof

Zaar(Sayawa)languagespokeninSouthernpartofBauchiState,Nigeria.

Zaar(Sayawa)PeopleandLanguage

TheSangh(Sayawa)ethnicgroupinhabitsBogoroLocalGovernmentAreaanda

majorpartofLereDistrictofTafawaBalewaLocalGovernmentinBauchiStateofNigeria.

In1990BernardCaroninhisbook:the/Za:r/DictionaryandGrammar,

inthenorthofNigeriaonthetrailofZaar,alanguagethatwasnumericallythemost

importantofthegroupofChadiclanguagesaboutwhichpreviouslylittlewasknown.

Thoughthisgroupofpeoplearesaidtohavemigratedfrom LakeChadarea,they

havelivedintheirpresentlocationforcenturies.Itisspeculatedthattheirmigration

from theEasttothepresentlocationwasinsearchofsecurityandfarmland.Thisis

becausetheywereandarestillknownfortheirfarmingandhuntingactivities.

ThepeoplecallthemselvesSangh.However,theHausascallthem Sayawa.The

nameSanghissaidtohavecomefrom theword“saghad”meaning“wise”.Itisthename

SanghthatwascorruptedbytheHausaswhentheycameincontactwiththem.Itwasfirst

corruptedto“Saghawa”whichlatermetamorphosedto“Sayawa”. Andsincethen,ithas

becometheofficialnamebywhichtheSanghpeoplearecalledandidentifiedasatribe.

Geographically,thoseSangh(Sayawa)from thewesternpartofTafawaBalewaandBogoro

localGovernmentareasarereferredtoasSangh-Gamiwhereasthosefrom theeasternpart

ofBogoroarereferredtoasSangh-Ghshi.Although,somesectionsoftheSayawapeople

refertoZaar’asthetribe’snameasagainstSangh,theirclaim isbasedontheassertion

thattheSayawapeopleareknownforhospitality,kindnessandgoodwill.

Theclaim ofhospitality,goodgestureandkindnessisnothistorical.Thetermsarerelative

andnotabsolute,therefore,cannotbesaidtobeanexclusivedistinguishingcharacteristics

ofaparticulargroupofpeopleortribes.‘Zaar’inSangh(Sayawa)languagerefersto

‘humanbeings’or‘universalhumanrace’.ItthereforemeansthatNgas,Jhar,Hausa,Fulani,

Pyem andsoonarealso‘Zaar’i.e.humanbeings. IftheoriginalnameoftheSaghn

(Sayawa)peoplewere‘Zaar’,theHausaswerelikelytohavereferredtothem as‘Zarawa’.



ThisisbecausethewordZaarisnotdifficulttopronounceorwrite.

TheZaar(Sayawa)peopleareanethno linguisticgroupthatprimarilyinhabits

southernpartofBauchiState:kindredgroupscanbefoundinKaduna,Adamawaand

TarabaStatesrespectively.TheZaar(Sayawa)speakersarethesecondlargestethnic

groupinBauchiStateandthenativespeakersoccupytwolocalgovernmentAreasin

southernpart.ThepopulationofZaar(Sayaw)people(NationalPopulationCensus(2006))

is842,357.TheyoccupyareaoflandwhichliestotheextremesouthofBauchiandWest

towardslowerplateau.ThisstudyfocusesatvariationsinNigerianlanguageswithrespect

toZaar(Sayawa),whichismainlyspokenintheNorthEastofNigeriaandintheSouthern

partofBauchiStatespecifically.OtherStateswherethelanguageisspokeninpocketsare;

KubauandLerelocalgovernmentsinKadunaState,TarabaandAdamawaStates.

Thetwodialectsunderstudyarethemajordialectsof(Zaar-Sayawa)language.

OneisSangh-ghshiandtheotherisSangh-gamidialects.Thesedialectsarespokenwidely

otherthanotherdialectssuchasSara,Num,Zakshi,Gambar,Tungri,SigdiandKaldialects

respectively;hencethestudycentredonthetwoabovebecauseoftheirpopularityeven

amongnoneZaar(Sayawa)speakerswithintheneighbouringethnicgroups.Furthermore,

Sangh-ghshihassomepocketsofwrittenmaterialsinthedialectandhasmorespoken

populationfollowedbySangh-gamidialect.

Adialectis“anydistinctvarietyoflanguageespeciallyonespokeninaspecificpart

ofacountryorothergeographicalarea”(Matthews2007).Furthermore,headdsthatthe

criterionfordistinguishingadialectfrom alanguageistotakeintoconsiderationofmutual

intelligibilityofbothdialects.Halliday(1964),citedinFarindeandOjo(2005)definesdialect

as a variety oflanguages distinguished according to users;Gregory (1978)further

amplifiedthisdefinitionasHeopinesthatdialectalvarietiesarelinguisticreflectionsof

reasonablepermanentcharacteristicsoftheuserofthelanguageinsituation.Accordingto

Holmes(2008),“Dialectsaresimplylinguisticvarietieswhicharedistinguishablebytheir

vocabulary,grammarandpronunciation.Incommonusage,adialectisasub–standard,

low statusoftenrusticform oflanguagegenerallyassociatedwithpeasantryorother

groupslackinginprestige.Initstraditionalsense,adialectisaterm whichisoftenapplied

toallformsoflanguages,particularlythosespokeninmoreisolatedpartsoftheglobe,

whichhavenowrittenform.Somealsoregarddialectasakindoferroneousdeviationfrom



thenorms,anaberrationofacorrectorstandardform oflanguage.Moderndialectologies

howeverareoftheopinionthatcontrarytotheabovestateddefinitionsofdialectology,all

speakersoflanguagespeakatleastonedialectofthesamelanguage.Forinstance

StandardEnglishhasmanydialectswhicharespokenindifferentpartsoftheworld.

AccordingtoTrudgil(2007):

Itisoftenusefulto regarddialectsasdialectsofalanguage;dialectcanbe

regardedassubdivisionofaparticularlanguage.Inthisway,wemaytalkofthe

ParisiandialectofFrench,dialectthelaucashiredialectofEnglish,theBavaries

dialectofGermanandsoon.

Ofcourse,theaboveassertionmightbecorrectwithmajorlanguagesoftheworld,but

certainlynotwithsomeminorlanguages.Sincedialectsaredevelopedasaresultof

distanceandgeographicalbarriersthatforcedupgapbetweenthesettlementsofsuch

speech communities. On the otherhand,Petyt(1980)opines that“a dialectis an

abstractionbasedonsomesetoffeatureschoseninawaywhichisessentiallyarbitrary.

Petyt(ibid)furtherexplainsthatwhenaspeechcommunitysimplydecidedthattheyare

goingtotakenoteofsomefeaturesandignoreothers,whencallingsomething(object)a

‘differentform ofalanguageemerge’thechallengewiththeabovedefinitionofdialectas

differentform ofthesamelanguageisthatofdecidinghowdifferentlanguagesratherthan

dialects”.Whenpeoplearedealingwithrelatedlanguages(suchasEnglishandGerman)

theyareunrelatedwhile(EnglishandMalay)aresaidtobereasonablyrelatedandcan

maintain thatthe distinction between dialectand language is a quantitative matter.

Languageenablespeopletotalkwithothersatthesametime,itenablesthem totalk

absoutthingsthatareabstractandoutofreach.Itprovidesuswithnotonlyjustamodeof

interaction,butalso with capacityofrepresentation. According to Green and Petty

(1978:22)

Throughlanguage;Manobtainedsocialresponsesfrom individualsandgroups

throughlanguageheacquiresunderstanding,attitudesandideals;withlanguagehe

thinks and solves problems;from language he finds inspiration and secures

emotionalrelease.Language makes possible the operation ofbusiness and



government; it holds the key to achievement, security and international

understanding.

Sociolinguistics

Sociolinguisticsisabranchoflinguisticsthatisusedinthestudyofintricate

relationshipbetweenlanguageandsociety.Itcanbeseenasrepresentinganattemptto

relatelanguagetothesociety.Sociolinguisticsisthestudyoftherelationshipbetween

languageuseandthestructureofsociety.Ittakesintoaccountsuchfactorsasthesocial

backgroundsofboththespeakerandtheaddressee(i.e.theirage,sex,socialclass,ethnic

background,degreeofintegrationintotheirneighbourhood,etc.),therelationshipbetween

speaker and addressee (good friends, employer–employee, teacher–pupil,

grandmother–grandchild,etc.)andthecontextandmanneroftheinteraction(inbed,inthe

supermarket,inaTVstudio,inchurch,loudly,whispering,overthephone,byfax,etc.),

maintainingthattheyarecrucialtoanunderstandingofboththestructureandfunctionof

thelanguageusedinasituation.Becauseoftheemphasisplacedonlanguageuse,a

Sociolinguisticanalysisoflanguageistypicallybasedon(soundorvideo)recordingsof

everyday interactions (e.g. dinner-time conversations with friends,doctor–patient

consultations,TV discussionprogrammes,etc.).From theforgoing,Ferguson’sideaof

languageand thesocietyiscaptured in thestudyarea,and need to bedeliberately

discussedforthefactthatthestudyfocusesonlanguageuseinZaar(Sayawa)community

wherethelanguageisusedineverydaylifebyitsspeakers.Byandlargethelanguage

growsbydeveloping more vocabularyinto the language.Besidesthat,Akindele and

Adegbite(1999)alsoseeSociolinguisticsasadisciplinewhichdoesnotonlyprovidean

answertothequestionofwhataccountsfordifferentialchangesinthesocialorganization

oflanguageuseandbehaviourtowardslanguage,butalso describesmonolingualor

multilingualspeech community alternation between one variety and anotheramong

individualswhosharearepertoireofvarieties.

Sociolinguisticsisthestudyoftherelationshipbetweenlanguageandsocialculture.

Thatis,itseekstounravelhow age,sex,socialstatusorbackgroundcorrelatewith

language,itanswersquestionssuchas:Domenspeakdifferentlyfrom women?Istherea

relationshipbetweenwhatonesaysandone’ssex?Dotheeducatedspeakdifferentlyfrom

the uneducated? These and other questions are dealt with in Sociolinguistics.



Sociolinguisticslooksathowasocietyinfluenceslanguage.ThisisconfirmedbyOsisanwo

(2012)whoopinesthatSociolinguisticsisthestudyoftherelationshipbetweenlanguage

andsociety.Itisthestudyofpatternsandvariationinlanguagewithinasocietyor

community.Mainly,Sociolinguisticsisinterestedinthestudyoflanguageinitssocialand

culturalcontext.Thestudyoflinguisticshasopenedupnewgroundsforindebtresearchin

thefieldoflanguage,whichisthebasisforthisstudy.

Sociolinguisticsisalsoconcernedwiththesociologyoflanguage,whichisdefined

asthestudyofwhospeakswhatlanguageandtowhom andwhereandforwhatpurpose.

Thesociologyoflanguagelooksathowlanguageinfluencessociety.Itlooksatsocietyas

beingbroaderthanlanguageandthereforeasprovidingthecontextinwhichalllanguage

behaviormustbeviewed.AkindeleandAdegbite(1999)examinesuchissuesaslanguage

planningandstandardization,multilingualism andnationaldevelopmentetc.Thusfrom the

forgoing,Linguisthaveunanimouslyagreedononepoint:noonelanguageisintrinsically

betterthananyotherlanguage.Focusingonlyonstructuralfeaturesofalanguageleads

thelinguiststohaveatechnicalandneutraldefinitionoftheterm dialect.Haugen(1997),in

hisparamountconsiderationisthegeneticorhistoricrelationship,inthissense;theword

canbeusedtodescribeallspeechformsoriginatingfrom acommonlanguageancestor.

Thusthepresentstudyisinterestedinestablishinglexicalvariationofagroupofpeople

whohavedialectsthataremutuallyintelligibleamongthespeakers.Thesespeakersshare

thesamehistoryandculturewheremembersofthecommunitydonotliveinaclass

(division)society.DeCamp(1971)laidintrestonlinguisticvariationandnotsociological

variation.

Thus,Sociolinguisticsisdividedintotwobranchesmicro-sociolinguistics:-This

aspecthandleslanguagecomponents,paralinguisticspeechstyles,LinguisticVariation,

Stylistics,Discourse Analysis etc.while macro Sociolinguistics talks aboutlanguage

planningandlanguagestandardization,languageattitude,languagedistributionetc.hence

thisstudyismicro-sociolinguisticsevenasthemajorconcernofthisstudyisontheSangh

(Sayawa)languagevariationsonSangh-gamiandSangh-ghshidialects.WhereasSyaland

Jindal(2013)positthat“Sociolinguisticsisabranchoflinguisticsthatdealswiththe

exploration ofthe relation between language and society”Theyfurtherexplain that



Sociolinguisticsisbasedonthefactthatlanguageisnotasinglehomogeneousentity,but

hasdifferentformsindifferentsituations.Thechangesinlanguageoccurbecauseofthe

changesinsocialconditions,forexample,socialclass,gender,regionalandculturalgroups.

TheyfurtherexplainthatSociolinguisticsisthestudyoflanguagevariationandchange-

howvarietiesoflanguageareformedwhenthespeakersbelongtoageographicalregion,

socialclass,socialsituationandoccupation,etc.Varietiesofalanguagethatareformedin

variousgeographicalregionsinvolveachangeinthepronunciationaswellasvocabulary.

Suchchangesresultintheformationofadistinctlydifferentvarietyofthelanguagecalled

adialect.Inlinewiththisstudy,alotofgeographicalfuturescontributedtothevariations

betweenSanghgamiandSanghghshi,mountains,rivers,otherswentonhidingbecauseof

familyandcommunitywars,therebyhavingdifferentpronunciationandlexicalvariation

emerge.

2.6HistoricalSurveyofDialect

TheriseofthedisciplineofSociolinguisticshasintroducedtheconsiderationof

socialand demographic factors into the description and analysis oflanguages and

language varieties.This has made the study ofdialects a significantarea in the

understandingofnotonlyhumanbehaviour,butalsooftheprocessesoflanguagechange.

However,accordingtoBernardCaron(2005)andBitkonAdamu(2009)thereisnomention

toseparatedialectsofZaar.Theirworkscentredonthemostacceptabledialectwhichis

commonlyused in mostofficialgathering,churchesand ithasmorespeakers.The

classicalform ofadialectistheregionaldialect,whichisadistinctform ofalanguage

spokeninacertaingeographicalarea.Forinstance,wehavetheCockney-dialect,Yorkshire

-dialectofEnglish.Inhabitantsoftheseregionshavecertaindistinctlinguisticfeaturesthat

differentiatethem from speakersofotherformsofEnglish.Also,Tohomo O’odhan

(formerlypapago)andAkimelO’odhan(formerlypima)aretwonativeAmericanlanguages

spokenbymembersofsometribalgroupslivinginthestatesofArizonaandNorthern

Mexico.

2.7Dialectology

Britain(2015)referstodialectologyasthestudyofthewaysounds,wordsand



grammaticalformsdifferwithinalanguage.Britain(ibid)opinesthattheterm isusually

usedtodescribethestudyofbothaccentsanddialectsandonthewhole,dialectologyhas

focusedonthegeographicaldistributionofdifferentaccentsanddialects,andaccordingto

ChamberandTrudgill(1998),ithasbeguntoinvestigatesocialfactorssuchasage,gender

andpositioninthesociety.Vajda(2013)seesdialectologyasabranchofSociolinguistics

thatstudiesthesystematicvariantofalanguage.

Likeanyotherstudyofdialectorspeech,itisdifficultforthisparticularstudytobe

successfulwithoutchoosingatheoreticalframework.Thisstudythereforeobservesthe

social variables of the speech community involved,the distinction and mutual

intelligibilities.Thestudythereforeconsidersaneclecticapproachbycombiningagenerative

dialectologyandthatofRobertLado(1957),thetheoryofContrastiveAnalysiswhichfocuses

onfindingthesimilaritiesanddifferencesofthesub-systemsoflanguagescompared.

ContrastiveAnalysisinageneralterm isaninductiveinvestigativeapproachbasedonthe

distinctiveelementslookeduponinthelanguageunderstudy.Thetheoreticalframework

gainsinsightsfrom StructuralGrammarofRandolphQuirk,andGreenbaum,(2004)inthe

analysisoftwodialectsasconsideredinthisresearch.ItalsofoundthattheContrastive

AnalysisofLado(1957)standstobeveryhelpfulasitisbasicallyconcernedwithhowtwo

languagescanbecomparedandcontrastedintermsoftheir

similaritiesanddifferences.

Methodology

Thisstudyusesthedescriptivedesign;whichisconsideredasappropriatefor

thetopicofthestudy.AContrastiveStudyofZaar(Sayawa)andanyotherlanguage

thatdesirestostudythelexicalandsoundsystem ofalanguagerequiresacareful



descriptionoflexicalitemsinbothdialects.Fries(1945)assertthat“themostefficient

materialsarethosethatarebaseduponascientificdescriptionofthelanguagestobe

learned,carefullycomparedwithaparalleldescriptionofthenativelanguageofthe

learner.”Therefore,underthelightofthisassertion,theresearchemployedtheuseof

descriptivemodels,suchasthe(Wilsonmodelofwordtranslation,Banathy‟smodelof

analysisandstructuralgrammaticalmodel)areadopted.

SourceofData

Therearetwoprimarysources;thefirstistheresearcherandsomeotherspeakersof

thetwodialects,thesecondistheuseofaquestionnaire/interview.Theresearcher,

beinganativespeakerofSangh-gamiandalsospeaksSangh-ghshidialect,playsan

importantroleinthedatacollectionfortheresearch.Theresearcherdrawshispersonal

knowledge,observationandexperienceofthetwospeechformstocomeupwithalist

ofwordswhicharebeingadministeredtochosenrespondents,firstforidentificationof

lexicalitemsfrom thewordlistandsecondlyforthecorrectpronunciationofitems

presented.

Thissectionpresentsandhighlightsthedatacollectedfrom thetwodialectsof

Zaar(Sayawa)languagewhichportrayPragmaticsthatliedintheuseoflanguagein

communication.Lexicalitemsarecarefullyselectedandarrangeinorderonthebasis

ofitemsthathavethesamepronunciation,spellingandmeaning,followedbythose

withdifferentspellingsandpronunciationbutthesamemeaning,othersarethosewith

partialsimilarities(ifanyexist)andthosewordsthatcanbeusedassingularandplural

inbothdialects

Lexicalitemsinzaarlanguagethathassameautographyandmeaning



LexicalItemsDifferences

Autography,

Pronunciation butsame

Meaning.

Sangh-gami Dialect

Sangh-ghshiDialect

English

1. əsubsu

tantan

eight

2. dzaŋ

choŋ

God

3. gyamda

mbishlr

ashes

4. chat

cim

call

5.ndugbogn twaknanndam nine

6.ɗyeɓad mburuk all

Sangh-gamiDialect Sangh-ghshi

Dialect

English

1.Mwan(n) mwan(n) servant

2.Kihr (n) kihr (n) tale

3.dzaŋ (n) dzaŋ (n) sun

4.Zhaghali(n) zhaghali(n) water

5.miir (n) miir (n) osil

6.Maanda(v) maandh(v) fighting

7.dzangi dzangi thatday

8.lhm (n) lhm (n) moon

9.mokshi (v) mokshi (v)

courtship

10.naar (v) naar (n) hunting

11.zha (n) zha (n) water

12.laar (n) laar (n) river

13.nduuri(n) fworgh (n)

kitchen

14.nyatsa(n) nyatsa(n) sand

15.longa(n) longa(n) hare



7.dwaam wurɓa money

8.gambur wuur mountain

9.fwaraŋ falaŋ thunder

10.kyasəŋ shaŋndi pot

11.lambh puus stone

12.suɓər səɓər knife

13.nduri fworghad short

14.nduwan dan stool

15.tuu vwa stomach

Thetableaboveshows15lexicalitemswithabout90%arecompletelydifferentfrom

eachotherinspellingandpronunciationbuthavethesamemeaning,eventhoughthe

percentageagreementhasconfirmed thatthetwo aredialectsofZaar(Sayawa)

languageitisimportanttopointoutthat90% isenoughtobringaboutconfusionor

misunderstandingbetweenthespeakersofthetwodialects.Sometimes,whenapreson

whospeaksSangh-gamidialectcommunicateswithsomeonewhospeaksSangh-ghshi

dialect,takealookatitem numberoneinSagh-gamitheword“eight”iscalledəsubsu

whileSangh-ghshirefertothesameeightastantan,similarlyitem numberthree,Sangh-

gamireferredto“ashes”asgyamdahwhilewithSangh-ghshiisknownasmbishlr.Item

numbersixisconsideredasonethatbothinpronunciationandspellingtheydonot

similar.Sangh-gamireferredto“all”asɗyeɓadwhileinSangh-ghshiiscalledmburuk.



Findings

The presentation,analysis and interpretation of data quantitatively and

qualitativelybasedontheresearchquestionsformsthepreoccupationofthissection.

Thefollowingcontentwasanalysedbasedonthepragmaticfeaturesoflexicalitemsof

thetwo dialectsofZaarlanguage.Thefollowing findingswereobtained Dialects

generallyplayseveralSociolinguisticrolesintheoveralldevelopmentofalanguage.

Based on the questionsasked,there isa greatdifference in pronunciationsand

meaningsinmostofthelexicalitemsidentified

From thefindingsgenerally,therehasnotbeenmuchchallengedespitethe

differencesintheexistingdialectsinthespeechcommunities.Thetwodialectsare

mutuallyintelligibleinmostoftheirlexicalitems,whereasthephonologicalmakesit

unintelligibleespeciallywhenSangh-gamidialectspeaks,alistenerfrom Sangh-ghshi

dialecthardlycancomprehendthemessage.Theuseofparticulardialectineachpart

oftheZaar(Sayawa)speechcommunityhashelpinbuildingastrongrelationship

betweenthespeakersofthesamedialect,therebyfosteringunityanddevelopment

amongpeople.Havingtheknowledgeofthetwodialects,itaidsthem torelatewellwith

eachotherandpeoplefrom anotherdialect.
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