Political affiliation affects

Wiﬁéﬁfﬁ!@ spoken language processing

Machaela Campbell*, Luis Rivera IlI*, Enengy Schutt*, Sarah Rose Bellavance, & Susannah V. Levi

INTRODUCTION RESULTS

Speaker Familiarity: Intelligibility Listener Exposure: Intelligibility
. Native > Nonnat|ve1 » Multilingual loc. > non-multilingual loc.4 Urban ‘ Ruril
Familiar > Unfamiliar? 100 - 100 -
_( Listener Exposure: Attitude m— |
Speaker Familiarity: Attitude + Urban > Rural® o 80- * ﬁ . 80- — | m——
. Native > Nonnative3 » More contact > Less contact® S 3 \
. . E—
9p) 9p)
— — -
Previous Study Current Study: N o
. MOre Ilberal 7 MOre COnse.rvat|V97 TO What eXtent doeS p°||tlca| afflllathn Eng;Iish Indlian Frelnch Korlean Eng;lish Indlian Frelnch Korlean
* But... no control of location/exposure | ;¢fect listeners’ perception of native
versus political affiliation and nonnative speech when
controlling for location? *
100 + 100 -
. 50 ' . © e e LR T Teee———
§ ° ° ° § .. i - °
METHODS w ©0- o ©0-
P P
Stimuli Listeners 40- .
- 80 sentences | ‘

- "Mother cut the birthday cake”
- “The dog is chasing the cat”

. 4 Speakers®

[

| ;
.“""‘I‘."‘f \\\ 1
.“" P |
\ %7

USA India France Korea

URBAN (NYC) RURAL (pilot)
® ®

38 12 TAKEAWAYS FUTURE DIRECTIONS

. Native speech > Nonnative speech Finish Rural data collection
|G'B‘I?JS’J?.IL‘;T:;"S‘| | ’?—’ﬁ | . No apparent affect of location/exposure ~ * Indicate speakers origin
—_— ' S T , + Direct measure of listener exposure

) @,) o P » Measure of listener attitude

DDDDDEDDDDDDDW

<

*Authors contributed equally to the research and presentation of this project Support: R25DC020417-01



