Jargon and Identity


Before the relationship between jargon and identity is further explored, it is vital to first make a distinction between the two types of jargon. Firstly, there is the jargon which arose to explain terminologies in academia, named primary jargon. Then, there is the jargon which arose to obscure knowledge constructed within a particular group of individuals, and this shall be referred to as secondary jargon.


As the repository of knowledge increases in complexity, more and more specific knowledge is constructed within a particular mode of inquiry. Thus, a need arises for the development of more precise terms and sentence structures, ensuring that knowledge could be accurately communicated. This has led to the creation of specialised terminologies and writing forms(jargon) largely incomprehensible to the general public. Further knowledge constructed in the mode of inquiry in question becomes inaccessible to those uneducated in the jargon.


Humans, being social creatures (find ref) in nature, tend to look for similarities (find ref) when forming or joining social groups. A rudimentary identity grows out of the use of these characteristics to define the social group (ref racism, Nazism), creating a sense of unity amongst members. One such group could be formed upon a mutual understanding of jargon in a particular field. Those who do not share this knowledge are excluded, and they are identified as the ‘other’ (ref orientalism) by the group’s members. The This identification of the ‘other’, along with the common characteristic of being fluent in the jargon used, leads to the differentiation of members from ‘other’ individuals. The end result is the creation of a common exclusive identity amongst the group. 


Unfortunately, groups thus created are often limited in size, due to the exclusive nature of the identity. Large memberships are possible, but (this?) will increase the diversity of the groups and hence dilute the group’s identity, adversely affecting This aversely affects the resonance sense of identification of each individual with the group identity. In this case, Individuals may form smaller cliques within the group (and in this case, form new identities) to retain their sense of exclusivity. These smaller cliques will eventually break away from the parent group into splinter groups with similar ideologies.


This, however, is merely the first stage of identity formation through jargon. Separate from the role it may have played in Aside from the formation of the group itself, jargon is also involved in the maintenance of the group and their sense of identity. In this case, the When a group of individuals seeking to consolidate their identity,  will continue to synthesise  even more jargon is deliberately synthesized in order to further differentiate themselves from the rest of the population.

This sort of jargon can be identified from its properties. As it is normally formed by the members of the clique with the objective of reworking the language, most of this jargon tend to have equivalents in normal daily use. It also does not play an essential role in the construction of knowledge within a particular mode of inquiry. To differentiate the two, a distinction between this jargon(…) and the jargon which arose in the derivation of knowledge (…) is required. 

This jargon, synthesised by the members of the clique, normally has the objective of reworking the language, and could easily be identified from their properties. Most of this jargon tend to have equivalents in normal daily use, and do not play a very vital role in the construction of knowledge within a particular mode of inquiry. Because of this distinction, it is essential for there to be a distinction between this jargon (henceforth referred to as secondary jargon) and the jargon which arose in academia (referred to as primary jargon).

Secondary jargon, although less academically useful, serve a different and more important role in the creation of identity. Typical examples of secondary jargon would include the 1337 language, the ‘sms’ language, and the ‘nigga’ rap language.
 These languages, due to their more encompassing nature (being able to function as a standalone language even with the removal of the initial language from which they were derived from as in they are could basically standalone as a language even when the initial language which they are derived from is removed), provide a much stronger platform for the construction of identity compared to pseudolanguages of primary jargon terminologies.


This is because...
