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The usage of a class of English expressions known as general extenders (GEs), which includes
items such as “and stuff” and “or whatever,” has been found to vary by features including speakers’
social class (Cheshire 2007), age (Tagliamonte and Denis 2010), and gender (Levey 2012).
However, no study to date has explored the issue of geographic variation in GE usage beyond the
general finding that different GEs are preferred in different English-speaking countries (Pichler
and Levey 2011). Thus, although these expressions are known to vary across populations, the
literature on that variation is somewhat disconnected from research on American English dialect
regions. The present study aims to fill this gap with the first quantitative research into the regional
variation of general extender usage, as represented in a corpus of electronically-mediated
communication (EMC) messages that have been tagged with each user’s geographic coordinates
at the time of writing. EMC is a largely unedited, generally informal mode of written
communication with many vernacular and speech-like qualities (Tagliamonte and Denis 2008,
Baron 2008, etc.), and the present study adds to a growing body of literature exploring how
regional variation of language can be reflected and modeled with data from EMC (Eisenstein et
al. 2010, Russ 2012, etc.). For this study, an American English corpus of roughly 380,000 public
messages posted to the EMC microblogging website Twitter in March 2010 and geotagged with
each author's latitude and longitude at the time of writing has been searched for a number of general
extenders that have been previously attested in the literature. This corpus, originally compiled by
Eisenstein et al. (2010), has been used in a number of follow-up studies (Wing and Baldridge 2011,
Yuan et al. 2013, etc.), and thus represents a useful benchmark for analyzing regional variation in
a microblogging context. Eleven general extenders with more than 10 tokens each have been found
in this corpus, for a total of 786 individual instances. These eleven expressions are found to be
used at differential rates, with “and shit” and “etc” as the most commonly used types, despite both
being relatively infrequent in previous corpus research involving American English telephone
conversations (Overstreet and Yule 1997) and instant-messaging interactions (Fernandez and
Yuldashev 2011). This finding may suggest that speakers have different general extender
preferences across disparate modes and genres. The geotagging metadata indicate that the eleven
GE types in the microblogging corpus display differential geographic distributions that do not fall
into the traditional dialect regions of American English (Wolfram and Schilling-Estes 2006),
although contemporary research indicates that individual linguistic variables often show regional
patterns that diverge from such larger trends (Grieve 2014, etc.). The most significant regional
association found in this study links the general extender “and all that” to New York City, thereby
representing a previously undocumented feature of that dialect region. This study demonstrates the
potential strengths in applying this methodology to the issue of variable general extender usage,
as the patterns it reveals may be harder to detect through more traditional methods.
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