2b or not 2b?

Despite doom-laden prophecies, texting has not been the
disaster for language many feared, argues linguistics
professor David Crystal. On the contrary, it improves
children's writing and spelling.

Last year, in a newspaper article headed "l h8 txt msgs: How
texting is wrecking our language", John Humphrys argued
that texters are "vandals who are doing to our language what
Genghis Khan did to his neighbours 800 years ago.

They are destroying it: pillaging our punctuation; savaging our sentences; raping our vocabulary. And they must be
stopped.”

a new variety of language, texting has been condemned as "textese", "slanguage”, a "digital virus". According to
John Sutherland of University College London, writing in this paper in 2002, it is "bleak, bald, sad shorthand. Drab
shrinktalk ... Linguistically it's all pig's ear ... it masks dyslexia, poor spelling and mental laziness. Texting is
penmanship for illiterates."

Ever since the arrival of printing - thought to be the invention of the devil because it would put false opinions into
people's minds - people have been arguing that new technology would have disastrous consequences for
language. Scares accompanied the introduction of the telegraph, telephone, and broadcasting. But has there ever
been a linguistic phenomenon that has aroused such curiosity, suspicion, fear, confusion, antagonism, fascination,
excitement and enthusiasm all at once as texting? And in such a short space of time. Less than a decade ago,
hardly anyone had heard of it. [...]

An extraordinary number of doom-laden prophecies have been made about the supposed linguistic evils
unleashed by texting. Sadly, its creative potential has been virtually ignored. But five years of research has at last
begun to dispel the myths. The most important finding is that texting does not erode children's ability to read and
write. On the contrary, literacy improves.

(Source : http://www.theguardian.com/books/2008/jul/05/saturdayreviewsfeatres.guardianreview)





