Justin Maslanka

Eng530

Prof. Miller

‘Have sight of Proteus rising from the sea’- Wordsworth
 ‘Merry Christmas.’ No one doubts the power and the joy of those words, just ask Ebenezer Scrooge.  But they are also shaping the future, because on December 3rd, 1992, in the United Kingdom, that was Neil Papworth’s wish to Richard Jarvis.  Nothing out of the ordinary it may seem, except when you realize the medium used: a text message.  It was the first text message (Benjamin). And lucky for us those clever Finns found a practical use for it, which ultimately brought texting to the masses.  Yes, strange as it may seem, the text message “developed more or less by accident (Nokia included it in its first mobile phones as a way for engineers to report problems)” (Self).   Our fingers have never been the same.  Texting is fun.  The word thrown around is ‘addictive.’  It is something people have adapted to and learned to utilize.  Barack Obama ‘sent’  the text heard round the world.  His campaign texted his choice for running  mate to millions of people.   I’ll even text while driving, an acquired skill requiring very fine gross  motor  ‘motor’ skills. But what is the nature of the beast?  Why is it addictive?  What is different about texting, which shares almost as many pseudonyms as the Lucifer: ‘textspeak’ or txtspk, text messaging, textese, textisms, textish?  Call it what you like, it is its own discourse.  It’s making the  phone call a thing of the past.   Text message ‘dscrse’ (discourse) fosters literacy in children without corrupting knowledge of standard diction; it offers a phenomenal opportunity to watch living languages’ pragmatics  change and adapt to ensure those languages  will not die out;  it empowers the developing world;  and it changes how our  species carries on.  If you happen to be a person under, say, 27, and are not a horribly maladjusted, socially inept person, you will have received .26 texts during the time required to read this. So give a cell phone this Holiday season, it is the gift that keeps on giving, provided you keep up with your bills.

Despite the buzz about text language in the world today, there is surprising little in-depth research on the subject.     Thurlow and Poff echo the same sentiment in their scholarly essay, a rarity on the subject, titled “The Language of Text Messaging.” For a long time, “research was predominantly business focused”(Text Messaging).   Corporations and companies needed to figure out manage the technology to turn a profit and control the market.  Bringing it to the masses was inevitable, the only hurdle was how to make a profit off texting: “The slow start, it seems, was because the companies had trouble working out reliable ways of charging for the new service. But once procedures were in place, texting rocketed.” (Crystal)  Now, thanks to text-mad teens going over their allotted amount of monthly texts, text-meassaging is a very profitable enterprise.  

However, as mobile text communication gains support, acceptance and weave their way into every facet of life,  and older people and establishments embrace or endure this phenomenon, a body of research is slowly developing.  There is no doubt text is here to stay.  Cheryl Bini-Armbrecht, spokeswoman for ‘The Network’ (a.k.a Verizon), said that during the first quarter of 2006,  4.5 billion messages were  texted, and for the same period the in 2007, 22.7 billion messages went through the system. (Benjamin) This exponential explosion can only mean one thing: the numbers of users and messages is waxing worldwide. Contrast that  to a decade previous, where   for each person “The average number of texts …was 0.4 per month, and by the end of 2000 it was still only 35.” ( Crystal)    Quite a dramatic increase . Further, much to E.T.’s dismay, tomorrow’s adults’ primary communication  on a mobile unit is through  “text messaging . . . unless communicating with an  ‘old’ person, when actual talking becomes necessary “(Nelson). 

Since the corporations found ways to make their money, each and every young person is now looking forward to her or his first phone or Blackberry. However, some schools implement Draconian ‘no technology’ rules, forcing youths to go throughout the day without their wireless device; other essentials, food and bathroom breaks, are not curtailed. Why curb this technology use when studies have found that the use of text messages actually boosts scores on reading and writing tests (Smith).   If tomorrow’s worker prefers text, cell-phones will serve as their rolexdex. Workplaces must become more open about technology than schools.    American ingenuity didn’t not thrive by stifling the next big thing; evident here is a huge gap between the younger generation and the older ones.  

Now that it is everywhere, people, usually of the older generations, voice their problems with it; mostly they say it corrupts children’s language use and knowledge, and mother-tongues themselves.   The French President Nicolas Sarkozy is anti-text.  A stark contrast to how Barack Obama swept to power, exemplifying his motto of ‘Change,’ Sarkozy sees text as effacing  ‘la langue de l'amour,’ the French Language, as French teenage texters abbreviate everything and use ‘textspeak’ even outside text messages’ (Baron).   Others complain about the text message, also citing  lack of any formal or standard grammar involved.  It is, however, useful, utilitarian and easy.  And when people get a great, funny or positive text, it makes the smile.  Ong noted that Aristotle complained about writing.  If one as noble, revered and important as Aristotle couldn’t prevent the spread and use of writing, no one will stop text.  

Despite  text-haters who see it  as destroying the beauty of an established, developed  language, a change is in the air. Much of today’s  research finds that text messaging “does not erode children's ability to read and write. On the contrary, literacy improves” ( Crystal).   David Crystal, author on many books regarding the field of  language, also notes the findings of

positive links between the use of text language and the skills underlying success in standard English in pre-teenage children. The more abbreviations in their messages, the higher they scored on tests of reading and vocabulary. The children  who were better at spelling and writing used the most textisms. And the younger they received their first phone, the higher their scores.

That is a stark contrast to popular opinion today.  It is the minority of students that turn in work in textspeak.  “Texters almost always recognize that language is context specific”  (Thurlow   & Poff ), as most students differentiate between occasions and use ‘formal’ language for school writing.  We need not judge all texters by the few that can not switch discourses.  Ebonics has gained acceptance as a specific language, allowing people without the ability to switch codes to succeed.  Perhaps text will follow suit.

The current in today’s research on text messaging finds no negative affects of language or grammar useage at all.   Some scholars may still argue that point, but “most empirical studies focused on this issue maintain that text-messaging does not pose a threat to standard English teaching and learning” (Thurlow & Poff 8).   As citizens of the United States, we also have a very skewed view of text messaging and what we perceive as its effects.  We usually look at the United States exclusively;  this lens ( Cracked? Dirty? Foggy? Smoked?) is not always the best to look through, as the U.S. has one of the lowest literacy rates among industrialized nations of the world.  So we look at poor spelling and grammar in text-messages composed by students growing up in a world where they are already exposed to and using  poor spelling and grammar.   Not a paradigm of rational study.  It is time to stop looking at text messaging when we try to find the cause of our poor grammar, and a glance to other nations may help.

Scholars look to Norway, ranked second in the Human Development Report’s adult literacy rate, where young women, “use capitalization and punctuation more prescriptively, are more adroit at innovating new forms, prefer to coordinate events in the immediate future (as opposed to the middle future as do boys), and are more likely to use texting for managing emotionally “loaded” communication”(3).  No grammar corruption there.  I’m sure most Americans would love their children to be able to ‘use capitalization and punctuation more prescriptively.’

The average text message in the U.S. is 7.7 words, where is Germany and Sweden, the number approaches 13 (Thurlow & Poff 6-7).     In nations with higher literacy, such as Norway, many texters, but mainly females ones, use “capitalization and punctuation more prescriptively.” (Thurlow & Poff 3 ) Can the average American even do that?   Sixty percent of female university students in the U.S. send  text messages containing multiple sentences. (Thurlow & Poff 7)  However, girls tend to ‘dumb it down’ when they text boys, for “when communicating with boys, the text messages should therefore be very plain and properly written for the boys to understand them” (Thurlow & Poff 4). No surprise, since girls are usually better at reading and writing than boys.   But in general, perhaps if a great value was placed on standard and prescriptive grammar in the U.S., its texters would learn and incorporate that grammar into their messages.  Sadly, thought, this is unlikely.  Our society and culture, and its ‘globalization’ offshoot too, contracts, shortens, abbreviates, acronymizes everything.  This makes everything more accessible and marketable to the entire world, its people no longer needing to struggle with long, foreign words in ads or on clothes or in songs.    Federal Express has become FedEx.  Burger King has become BK,  Kentucky Fried Chicken is now KFC. Teens, and many young adults too, mimic the culture and society they live in; Madison Avenue, rap and the internet all pre-date texting.  The masses follow suit, mimicking and parroting what they are repeatedly exposed to. So society can collectively exhale a collective ‘phew’ over text messaging.  It’s not responsible for improper grammar. This should come as no surprise, the grammar of the Madison Avenue executives and advertisers that get paid to contract, abbreviate and deviate spellings is fine.  In fact, it’s probably better than the majority of American’s.

Quite contrary,  texting improves standard and formal language acquisition.  David Crystal argues,

 here is increasing evidence that it helps rather than hinders literacy. And only a very tiny part of it uses a distinctive orthography. A trillion text messages might seem a lot, but when we set these alongside the multi-trillion instances of standard orthography in everyday life, they appear as no more than a few ripples on the surface of the sea of language. Texting has added a new dimension to language use, but its long-term impact is negligible. It is not a disaster.

Research also found “relatively few examples of letter-number homophones (e.g. Gr8)” (Thurlow & Poff  12). The abbreviations, the “supposedly defining feature of text-messaging style ..  accounted for less than 20% of the overall message” or three occurrences per message (Thurlow & Poff 12).  Quite different from what many think.  Rumors of the demise of grammar have been greatly exaggerated.   Much of that can be attributed to people who claim to hate text-messaging, yet spend many hours thinking up those clever creations.  

Much non-formal or conventional textspeak is made of “novel and/or unorthodox linguistic forms, such as shortenings (i.e. missing end letters), contractions (i.e. missing middle letters) and G-clippings and other clippings (i.e. dropping final letter), acronyms and initialisms… misspelling and non-conventional spellings” (Thurlow & Poff  11-12). Also evident was “’accent stylizations’ and ‘phonological approximations’ such as the regiolectal spelling novern for “northern”. In addition [are] onomatopoeic, exclamatory spellings (e.g. haha!, arrrgh!, WOOHOO!, rahh, ahhh)” (Thurlow & Poff  11-12).

Text already has websites to clarify its grammar, further showing its ascension to accepted form.   NetLingo (http://netlingo.com/emailsh.cfm ) is something many parents would want to check out before they scan their kids texts.  Lingo2words advertises itself as having “Texting Thesaurus and Text Message Translator… colorful phrases, Popular Smiley,Chat words and text message lists” ( Lingo2Words).  The rules for the morphing of words is in place and easy to spot (and turn a profit off):  “Individual syllables can be ….’for’ or ‘Fore’ becomes ‘4’, so:   ‘before’ becomes (combining both of the above)’ b4’……more miscellaneous adaptations of characters include:…..’ss’ being replaced with $,’ oo’ being replaced with %”( SMS language.)  A common feature is to omit vowels, least important aspects of a word.  Hebrew and Arabic, hardly 20th century inventions, are also fond of dropping vowels.  Where was the uproar then?   In text, ‘thanks’ becomes ‘thnx’; later’ becomes ‘ltr’. However, the complexity of some words or  phrasals   is amazing.   “There are no less than four processes combined in iowan2bwu ‘I only want to be with you’ - full word + an initialism + a shortened word + two logograms + an initialism + a logogram.” (Crystal) Oral communication has even stolen such textisms as LOL and BRB, G2G. The interplay between text and oral communication can be a good thing. A British study found “the children who were better at spelling and writing used the most ‘textisms’….In fact, the children who were the best at using 'textisms' were also found to be the better spellers and writers” (Smith).  This much cited study “found the children with the highest scores to be the first to have gotten their own cell-phones (Huang).    

 Is there a drawback with this text craze?  If there is. it is that as text gains popularity, prestige and becomes a bigger part of everyone’s  lives, people will no longer be able to infer or decipher words by looking at roots or from familiarity.  Makes us less likely to infer or decipher meaning.  For an advanced eye, note if it is from the Greek or Latin, French or German, and know the meaning.  If a text word looks nothing like its ancestor, how then to spot the evolution? ‘Gr8’ and the like may afford no opportunity to tomorrow’s texters who are ignorant of the roots and the origins of the textisms.  This shortening and abbreviating did serve a need.

Characters are at a premium, because with text messaging, the question is ‘how to communicate and idea in 160 characters or fewer?’ (Benjamin)  That is the character limit for text messages.  Text messages usually contain fragments, anagrams, codes, blurbs, and soon will probably have smiley faces and such if they do not have those yet.    Blackberries already can do that.  Shortenings and abbreviations saves characters, as can smile faces and such.   Icons can clarify meaning and context for the recipient too.   Brevity and terseness are fine for poetry, but not every texter will commit the time a poet does when composing and compressing a message, text poetry aside.  So how do you communicate an abstract thought, or ask deeper questions using text?   That may not be of issue today.    The content of text messages must be looked at as well.  Most people use text to say ‘hello,’ ask ‘where are you?’, inquire about meeting up or inform they are running late, text an opinion for a poll ( for a fee), and  receive weather updates or cancellations, etc.   Not many people use this medium for serious in-depth matters.  Usually, people don’t have abstract discussions through text.  

The paradox, how can altering language actually improve standard, formal language, is explained by David Crystal:“Before you can write and play with abbreviated forms, you need to have a sense of how the sounds of your language relate to the letters. You need to know that there are such things as alternative spellings. If you are aware that your texting behavior is different, you must have already intuited that there is such a thing as a standard.”   Texters must have a working, functional grasp on the mechanics of the language, as they must assume their derivations and alterations will be comprehensible by the recipient.  First, no texter would send  a message unintelligible, barring excessive time spent in a bar, and there must be a shared base knowledge of how sounds, phonetics and morphemes work so that any play with said constructs will be  decoded in the intended manner.  A texter further needs to know and understand the limits of what they can do or how much they can change and still have a recipient still able to decode their text.   Being able to make such assumptions shows confidence in language skills, and correct  assumptions show a firm grasp and competency with a language, its rules, syntax and phonetics.  

In regards to texting and its discourse actually improving formal, standard linguistic grammar, a similar effect is witnessed in examples of  “parents [who]  yak away to infants or read to toddlers: the more exposure children get to language, by whatever means, the more verbally skilled they become” ( Huang).  Also, parents use baby-speak, hardly a model of prescriptive grammar, addressing babies.  So how do babies goo-gooed to grow up with strong verbal skills?  There is no such thing as negative exposure to language.  As long as people can differentiate discourses and switch when needed, all exposure boost language skills.  

There is precedent of ‘outrageous’ alteration to grammar and language finally gaining acceptance and being see as vital to that language.  In  regards to the Spanish language, the Real Academia Española  implemented the use of pre-sentence punctuation marks to signify for the read which type of sentence they were about to encounter.  Some verbose poets and dramatists loved long, extravagant sentences that went on and on for so long that readers had trouble with.  By the time the sentence wrapped up,people forget the original intention and misconstrued intent.  Questions were seen as statements, and vice-versa.  The Academia installed the inverted question mark and exclamation point.  The outrage this met with from famous poets and writers of the time was incredible.  Many refused to change their ways to make their writing clearer and more reader-friendly.     The importance of the inverted punctuations are not lost in today’s world; In Eats, Shoot & Leaves, Lynne Truss notes that "’Bill Gates has personally assured the Spanish Academy that he will never allow the upside-down question mark to disappear from Microsoft word-processing programs, which must be reassuring for millions of Spanish-speaking people...’"( Young).  Change was not welcomed at first, but now its relults and inclusion are essential.  It is not surprising, than,  all the negative publicity text messaging has received.  George Bernard Shaw notes that “All great truths begin as blasphemies.”
Despite technology bans in schools, along with some people’s and institution’s attempts to stop the spread of this blasphemous language and usage,   many organizations and nations, along with the researchers,  see the benefits.   Obama was just the best known example.    Even in developing countries where many still get by on subsistence farming, steps in technological progress are being skipped; articles in The Economist explain how many governments in the developing world mandate and subsidize wireless devices and technology, which is bestowed on people still living a  19th century way of life.  Mobile technology has been implemented successfully because people adapt to it “relatively quickly because IMing and text messaging are more convenient, less expensive (especially in some countries), and faster than traditional technologies.” ( Bryant, et all)   Nations do not need to lay down land-lines and then distribute old phones.  Governments simply need to put up towers for wi-fi devices and distribute cheap technology to raise the quality of life.  It is also much less time consuming than laying land-lines.  People in Nigeria, for example, can check or send messages about which market has the highest or lowest prices, where to obtain or sell fresh yams, and which villages have clean water.  Not only does this avoid wasted food or products, it also maximizes profits and minimizes losses.  People can also send messages for aid, medical care, or whatever else is needed.  Cell phones and textability are hurtling the developing world into the 21st century.

If there is a negative with text, it’s the loss of nuance to meaning and communication.  The nature of the text message differs from spoken language, but shares more with that medium than with written language.  Spoken language always is immediate, has context, meaning, and nuance.  When people communicate face-to-face, a large portion of what is actually communicated is done through non-verbal means.  Oral language  shares immediacy, context and meaning with text language.  There is very little non-verbal communication or nuance, if any.     Information encoded in text is time sensitive; texts date quickly.  People may text notes and the like, but people will not refer back to texts from weeks or months ago.  Just as oral speech is intended for a specific listener close by, text messages are always sent to someone specific, not left around for unknown readers. Outside of notes and letters, can the same be said of written language?   Much oral communication and text messages are personal communications, most written communication is not, even letters are becoming things of the past.   The only difference with text is the receive,  replacing the hearer, can be anywhere in the world. Distance is relegated as a non-factor, annihilated, as Neil Postman claims. The quality or importance of information may be diluted, as the receiver learns about things that may not be relevant or important to that person.   Is knowledge of subject A’s dinner or the weather  in southern California adding to the quality of the recipient’s life or ability to add to the overall quality of life in, say, Nashua?  Probably  not.  But having access to important information, such as ‘come quick’, ‘need help’, ‘big sale’, can add to the quality of life.  That’s why it is subsidized and implemented in the developing world, so poor farmers and workers can easily obtain work or buyers for goods before they spoil.   Relating to written language, text has more in common with that.  Both are ‘seen’, not heard.  Text may also be considered an ‘event’ as it happened, and I can save my text message.  Text  is a language, and we can see its rules of grammar establishing themselves. New phrases, codes, motifs pop up and are en vogue across the world in days as people are so excited to try it out and show off their newly possessed knowledge and skill.  What will it be like when everyone alive has always been a texter?  The norms we hold up as right will be gone.  The ways we store knowledge and process our thoughts will be changed.  Quality Perhaps the rest of the world, places like Norway where people value literacy and grammar, will follow America’s lead, change thought process and be unable to comprehend grammar and communication at the same time.     We are changing the medium of our everyday communication from speech to text  due to its ease and usefulness;  it is now on par with oral communication. 

But why does grammar take a back seat?  It may be that “our brains simply don’t have time to focus on the message of what we’re saying and the grammar within it” (Hammond).   This itself may be due to our multi-tasking.  However, women are usually considered better at multi-tasking, and they generally score better at reading and writing than boys, so this may be a flawed argument.  The Norwegian women use prescriptive grammar in texts.  Although it is good our brains can grasp complex visual images and patterns, and process those things quickly, it is sad that our brains can’t grasp long sentences or paragraphs.  Newspapers paragraphs are a sentence in length.  Most writing in America is composed at a tenth-grade reading level.  Why will we hold text messaging to a different standard.  Text may be the beginning of a shift back to symbol based language as it carries our fancy for shortening and abbreviating everything.  Everyone knows that the Golden Arches means McDonald’s.  

Text itself is informal, and though it is reader-specific, it is rather impersonal.   It does not show emotion, the receiver does not see any reaction, emotion, smile or other non-verbal communication.  Replies to a question can be a terse yes or no, which is quite helpful when one is busy.   The noncommittal aspect of text can be a positive, as it can save us time spent in conversation.   People no longer call and ask ‘how are you’ and all those other things before they ask the question they called in regards to, they simply text ‘whts ^’  a reply can be brief and terminate conversation for the time, signaling a ‘closed’ conversation, i.e.  ‘nthn- hangin in’ ( I am not planning on doing anything.  I am staying home) or ‘open’, ‘nthn, ? wht up w/u’,  which may prompt another communicate further pressing an issue , such as ‘ah, they are interested in meeting up for a drink.’  It is non-intrusive, a way of inquiring without too much commitment, effort, or formality.  If someone called, that could be an imposition, but not so with text.  It doesn’t matter if you are ‘in dispose,’ you simply text beck at your leisure.  

Text is a safer and offers fewer  risks that a phone call in the dating world. No wonder the phone call is becoming a lost art.   There is no tone of voice to give away information with text, so people never feel sad or have a problem turning people down.  People actually find it easier to get in touch; the line is never busy, and you don’t feel bad about texting late.    Many teens love the convenience of the text break-up.  No strings attached.  No tears of pleas to be heard.  Just dump and ignore the next pleading 178 messages.  Just click ‘erase all.’  

Spineless dumping aside, it is not surprising that in the world where texting meets dating that many  benefits go to the men, argues Steve Santagati, author of dating books.  His stance is that   "Men are inclined to just want to have sex with no commitment. That's biological, that's genetic. Internet, texting, e-mailing all provides men with what they love to do” (Magnan ).  The advantage men gain is from the sheer number of people one may texts, provided that the fingers can keep up.  The more women a man texts for a date, the better chance of one saying yes (Magnan) .    However, if a man lacks the gumption of a phone call, his ‘man-card’ can be revoked, Santagati says (Magnan).   In a text to a potential candidate for romance, men find a “cop-out, a way for guys to escape the awkwardness and jitters that come along with sober conversations.” (savvymiss.com)  Some women may be turned off by phone-call fearing fellows and dismiss them immediately.  

However, for  men and women both , there are more benefits to text- dating and mating than drawbacks. Avoiding the ‘sober conversations’ does not exclusively benefit men.  With text, neither men nor women will get tongue tied, utter a misplaced work, stutter or Freudian slip the name of an old flame, crush, or ‘other partner’ into the conversation and need to explain how ‘his’ or ‘her’ name came up.  Nor will he or she ever need explain why the workplaces where he or she is working late  sounds like a crowded bar.  The text message is so much safer. Voice never sounds too needy or pathetic, it’s context-less.  So it has increased the number of ‘hook-ups’ as people text people they would never impose upon with a phone call.  It also provides means for people to communicate with many people simultaneously.  A person may put out feelers to ten people at once and gauge the interest level or potential of whatever endeavour they are searching for, without sounding too pathetic.  That  non verbal communication is gone.

Women may even have an advantage over men when texting and dating mingle.  Women may use text as games to play with men,  to tantalize, to make someone  wonder when or if they will get a reply, or to gauge  interest level.  Since texting is a  new realm, there are no established rules, which usually inhibit women and favor men,  so women may act and text as they please.  Text messaging , functioning like call waiting and allowing multiple communications simultaneously, enables multi-tasking, something women are better equipped for, at places and events like “the movies;  at loud sports games or concerts; at lectures or classes”(Survey Finds Women).

For both men and women, texting and text messages bring popularity and status.  With the text, everybody is in the ‘extended network.’  The more contacts, the cooler the person.  The more messages, the more in-the-know you are.  Everyone under 30 knows that the person getting the most texts is the most important person, the one that everyone wants to share information with.  However, the quality of the relationships suffers with  text.   The thoughts that are shared between friends are no longer as deep, as insightful, as meaningful.  A few letters, appearing on a screen, communicates our innermost feelings.  When we need to articulate those feelings, if we are used to 160 character  messages, it may be difficult.  Our thought processes and articulation may weaken. However, thankfully, text is not the chosen medium for much ‘serious’ communication, because “although preference for using SITs to communicate is definitely on the rise, and the use of SITs has surpassed that of email in the past year, youth still tend to hold in-depth, important conversations offline” ( Bryant, et all).  People will meet face-to-face for in-depth conversation about serious issues.   For the most part, text does not facilitate making new acquaintances, either, “according to a recent U.S. study, 67% of the youth surveyed felt that the Internet only helps "a little" or "not at all" when trying to make new friends” ( Bryant, et all).  The internet is similar to text. Text does facilitate communication with our established friends.  It allows users to “enhance communication among friends and family, to make plans with one another, and to maintain social contact outside of their day-to-day face-to-face conversations…. …. The ability to time-shift and talk at non-traditional times are added incentives.  People use it to keep in touch, not make contact” ( Bryant, et all). 

Times are certainly changing, though.   The world of text marriage proposals may be ushered in as “The new Busch Stadium in St. Louis has a scoreboard that allows for text messages to be sent to and displayed on. The message is flashed for about five seconds. It is a quick way to get your message out to your friends in the ball park”- (Benjamin)  ‘Marry Me,, and two more Bud Lights. ‘ Hopefully the recipient of the proposal won’t see this as too cheesy.  This may tie in to another changing current in our society: to publicize everything about themselves and their lives.  

Text is a language, and like all language, people have their own unique ways of using them.  Much like handwriting, text messaging is user specific.  People develop personal style and usage patterns that become apparent when studies.  In one case, text message analysis cracked  a murder case: 

“in 2002, Stuart Campbell was found guilty of the murder of his 15-year-old niece after his text message alibi was shown to be a forgery. He had claimed that certain texts sent by the girl showed he was innocent. But a detailed comparison of the vocabulary and other stylistic features of his own text messages and those of his niece showed that he had written the messages himself.” ( Crystal)
Text being permissible in a courtroom, that helps brings legitimacy.  Of note here is that subtle yet distinguishable patterns of grammar usage, spelling ( or misspelling?) and syntax show up that can be analyzed.  It is not random   That text is permissible as evidence in court is quite something, as photographs  no longer are. 

Texting is enormously popular all over the world.  That should come as no shock, Americans ware actually latecomers to the text craze .  The Spanish language offers an interesting study.  However, when on looks at the nuances of the Spanish Language, especially the accent tilde, the question arises how to incorporate that into a text?  The Verizon LG, equipped with a full type-pad, has a tilde, but it is not able to be placed above letters.  The tilde must be place before or after the letter of accent.  Accenting is important in Spanish, so it will be interesting to watch as the ease of including the mark pre-letter in text carry over into the orthographic aspect of Spanish.  Perhaps the tilde will become incorporated into the flow of writing, not dissimilar to how long ‘ö’s were done away with by adding an ‘e’ at the end; stön became ‘stone’, as the English took from the French.  After all, we all want to make things as easy for ourselves as we can; the letter ‘s’ one of the most common letters in many languages, appears once you hit the ‘7’ key four times.  Texters simply do not want to spend time hitting the same key over and over, so creative alternates sprung up.  Thank goodness for typepads.  Today, Each and every letter has a key on a typepad, like a computer keyboard.  
How very fitting, then, that the first text was ‘Merry Christmas,’ synonymous with goodwill towards men (and women).  Text can bring and spread that goodwill by making the world better by making students better with language, alleviating poverty and famine in the developing world, and helping people lacking self-confidence find partners to keep this world over-populated.    And the abbreviation ‘Merry X-mas,’ even that predates the cell phone.  The pragmatics have influenced us before:  how often does one say ‘The United States of America,’ or ‘Id est’; how often does one write ‘I owe you’, or ‘Et. Cetera.’ ?  No one complains about our use of the abbreviated forms of these.    Does anyone know that P.M. stands for ‘Post meridiem”? The first record of that abbreviation was in 1666 A.D.( Huang). Text has gone ‘classical’, as people create poetry in text. The Guardian text message poetry competition has sponsored and fostered text literature.  Find a sample, wining poem following.   My son, just turned one, has a favorite toy: my old cell-phone.   I’m much reassured now about his new toy.  (    So CbAr, that’s textspeak for ‘ciao, bye, au revoir.’( Lingo2words)

A winning poem from The Guardian’s text poetry competition: 

I left my pictur on th ground wher u walk

so that somday if th sun was jst right 

& th rain didnt wash me awa 

u might c me out of th corner of yr i & pic me up 

---  by Emma Passmore
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“Written words are substitutes for sound and are only marks on a surface until they are converted to sound again, whether in the imagination or by actual vocalization” ( Ong)- not so with text.

They are directed to someone, and answered with a text, and erased. Direct and immediate, do not hang around.

“It seems likely that relationships that exist only over the Internet will have less depth but will provide connections that are external to the participants' already existing social networks.”( Bryant, et all)

“discussing how socially-interactive technologies can save youth from social isolation and depression, to alarming, focusing on how constant use of these technologies fosters anti-social behavior”  -( Bryant, et all)
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“argument that adolescents are substituting poorer quality social relationships (weak ties) for better ones (strong ties).” ( Brya nt, et all)
small talk is, interactionally speaking, big talk. (Thurlow 10)
Lang loss of nuance:   depth, quality

160 or less; lessen comprehension of writing; lessen ability to articulate in flow, lessen scope



Memory/ ability to read pages gone in kids, only get snipits

transition

Change thought:



Nothing changes, all right in front of you/ Buddha and jesus



Symbol based

Write fist, speak/hear second

Benefits


Dating, fearless, unemotional

Conclude

Cavemen

Oral cult; energy to retain info, none for text  (semi stone age?_

Group though, group text 
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