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Abstract:

Hedging devices are linguistic characteristics that have numerous functions. In
this study of sociolinguistics, these devices demonstrate a comparison between the
types and frequency of hedging devices used by the Misanis social groups prior to
the COVID-19 time and the types and frequency of hedges employed by the same
groups within the COVID-19 duration through their communication in areas in
Misan city. The procedure adopted in the study was a questionnaire which was sent
to the sample. The sample of the study consisted of 70 participants who were
selected from physicians working in hospitals, university instructors and other
social groups in the city of Misan. The data was analyzed as a body for the number
and types of hedging devices used in this study. The talks spoken by Miasnis social
groups were divided into two periods: the speeches before the appearance of
COVID-19 and within the COVID-19 time. The results of the study demonstrated
that the speakers during the Coronavirus tend to use more hedging devices in their
speeches than in those of the same speakers before the appearance of the COVID-
19. The recommendations of this study are to give hedges an enormous prominence
due to their interest in a communication process in  community and their help in
solving many issues attached to that community particularly when speakers use
such items in vague, cautious, accurate and solid situations.
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Whether there are spoken language or written language, the meanings of linguistic
forms must be determined by contexts, physical or linguistic context. In every setting,
there are particular factors whose task to contribute to conveying these meanings
between speakers to interpret their behaviors through a pattern of using these linguistic
forms. Therefore, this seems to account for the fact that there exists mutual intelligibility
among speakers of a particular language. It is fully reasonable to define language as the
most appropriate means of communication, cooperation and participation. In order for
speakers become successfully collaborated to each other, they use this tool that serves
as ~ the primary physical component of the human message system ' ( Bretton,1976,
p.431).

What is Sociolinguistics and what is its interest?

Sociolinguistics is usually defined "“as the descriptive study of the effect of any or
all aspects of society, including cultural norms, expectations, and context, on language
and the ways it is used.” It has the capacity of overlapping with patterns of social
relationships, the social behavior of human , social interaction, and aspects of culture
associated with our daily life (Wikipedia, 2024,para. 1) . Moreover, Fields of linguistics
vary according to their users. Among those fields of linguistics which is affected by
sociolinguistics is morphology.

To investigate and consult, the people ask questions and reply to the other people’s
speeches and demands. Doing such social tasks appropriately, people need to modify
their interactional patterns using various linguistic devices. Since the term social class is
usually utilized to recognize groups of people sharing something, as well as it very often
Is concerned with the speakers in towns and cities, the employment of hedges has been
used in speaking of the social context of certain groups, particularly those who have
been present throughout Coronavirus, to identify their speech with each other. They
have been using these hedging expressions or words to go beyond the expressions or
words of politeness, gender and so on to include and accomplish other healthy, political,
scientific and social issues. According to Jinyu ( 2014), the linguistic differences or
similarities between people regardless gender differences or any other groups are
related to the ways in which they are treated in society. Yule (2010) agrees with Jinyu's
perspective and states that ““the unique circumstances of every life result in each of us
having an individual way of speaking ™ ( p. 255).
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Misanis Social Groups™ Talk during COVID-19 Span

Communicating in the language-using setting, Misanis social groups, like other
speakers in lrag, are also involved in social, political, healthy issues. In the
conversation, the speakers usually ask questions or investigate something and respond to
others™ speeches and their demands using their mother tongue, as well as English as a
foreign language. To accomplish this in ways that keep other speakers™ sensibilities
away from risks they inevitably encounter resulting under certain circumstances and
effective talk with others in their area, they should choose words and expressions to
express caution, vagueness, claims and even solidarity occurring due to Coronavirus.
And because the hedges are means used for the avoidance of the ‘“unnecessary risks,
responsibilities and functions such as good rapport, giving options, respect, showing
uncertainty, caution, or consideration” (Caffi,2007, p.7), hedging devices have come to
play a basic role during the COVID-19 period. The speakers, particularly in the city of
Misan, have been picking these hedging means up within Covid19 a lot compared to
previous periods. Therefore, there are three reasons why those speakers tend to use
hedges.

First, the COVID-19 object has recently and surprisingly come. This can indicate
the fact that the nature of this virus requires human recognition. " In real situations, it is
rare to find objects that exactly match a particular class or category "(Vlasyan, 2019,
p.618). That is, when investigating the symptoms of this virus, there have been different
possible responses from Misanis social groups” point of view, particularly ordinary
people, because such viruses symptoms almost depend on someone’s immunity. In
Misanis talk, for example, if someone can say to another person who may have virus
You may have flu, not Coronavirus, that person seems to assume if he really has
COVID-17, COVID-19 or any other new variant since the virus is a relative conceptual
thing. This agrees with the view of Zadeh(1965) regarding hedging in terms of human
recognition. According to his view, that most classes in the real world are fuzzy.
Therefore, the expressions are used to represent such devices as modal verbs(may,
might, could,etc..) cognition verb(think, believe, seem,etc..), classifies expressions( sort
of, kind of) and so on.

Second, the nature of hedging or fuzziness usually tends to fit weakness or
hesitance. In language domain, O’Barr and Atkins (2011) explained that linguistic

characteristics showing tentativeness and uncertainty of an assertion are attached to
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powerless individuals whether they are men or women. In this respect, even when the
difference between the men and women was described in terms of the use of hedges,
Lakoff(1975) and some other scholars referred to the weak features women have.
Mohajera and Jan (2015) added that hedges are usually used by individuals disregarding
the gender to express one's self- relief when he/she feels his failure in a particular
situation, that is, they are employed to decrease the topics sensitivity(Coates, 2004). This
certainly indicates that hedging devices seem to have come to impact people's
sensibilities. Consequently, because all the people, especially in Misan, more or less
can be weak during the COVID-19 period and individuals using these hedging means
are positively affected, Misanis social groups recourse to use these hedging expressions
in their talk a lot to express their sensibilities during the COVID-19 time. They have
been doing so since they have thought that such mitigated expressions probably have
been decreasing their fears and suffering from Coronavirus because talking about this
virus has become one of the more sensitive topics people have had in their life,
particularly patient individuals. In Misan, for instance, the speakers have been using
these devices to avoid telling others, especially patients, with the full reality of COVID-
19. They have been doing that in order to motivate the patients to resist the risks of
disease, maintain their health from deteriorating and eventually overcome the virus. In
turn, most people who have been present during the Corona period have said that most
individuals have liked to hear expressions like hedging devices, as one person to
another person who may have had COVID-19 in Don’t worry the corona virus may be
like flu, but a bit stronger, 1 think it isn't so dangerous disease, or It is said that this
virus could be curable. According to Hardcastle et al.( 2015), that =~ most social
psychological theories applied to health behavior change tend to assume a degree of
motivation for change and have focused on attempts to promote action by converting
motivation into action "(p.1). During the COVID-19, the words or expressions such as

may, probably, likely, it is said as hedging devices have been more frequently used.
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What are hedging devices and what are their function?

Due to the needs of its users in society, the hedging has motivated the scholars
(Skelton, 1988 ,Salager-Meyer, 2000, Hyland, 1998 ) and others to adopt it in the area of
their work. As linguistic strategies qualifying categorical commitments, this concept
comes to express tentativeness rather than certainty .In social setting, hedging is treated
as a regular process found among participants: the listener tends to accept the fuzzier
speech by a speaker in a certain situation under particular circumstances.

The concept of hedging can be seen as the mitigating device to reduce the
unwelcome effects of a speech act between participants in a conversation (Fraser, 1980).
Although the concept of mitigation is dissimilar with that of hedging, the need for
developing such concepts has led them to work together (lbid). In addition, Sahragard
and Javanmardi (2011), in their study on the communicative context of some Iranian
participants, discovered that language has the offensive side and the hedges can help in
decreasing this side. That is, sometimes information conveyed by the language does not
seem to be appropriate (Salager-Meyer, 1994). As a form of euphemism, hedges can be
adverbs such as slightly, comparatively, somewhat etc. as in The virus is somewhat
curable, adjectives such as insignificant, unimportant ,unnecessary etc. as in The
problem | would like to talk about may be unimportant, and even clauses such All I
know, that Corona is curable, what | know and so on as in They are not sure if the virus
may disappear soon, but this is what they know. The words somewhat and unimportant
in the first two sentences and the subordinate clause what | know in the last sentence
represent mitigating forms, hedges, to lessen the effect of the utterances.

It is also viewed as a way of informing the truth only to a particular extent because
of the vagueness occurring in a certain context. When talking, the utterances certainly
become somewhat false /true, not fully real or unreal. The vagueness typically originates
from the sudden appearance of new objects to our world. As a result of these
unexpected things, hedges must be " words whose job is to make things fuzzier or less
fuzzier' (Lakoff,1973,p.471) . These fuzzy things certainly make our statements or
speech more fuzzy or hedging. Consequently, Lakoff ( 1973) produced words and
expressions to express such vague things as sort of, kind of, loosely speaking, more or
less, roughly, relatively, somewhat, rather, mostly, technically, essentially, in essence,
basically, principally, particularly, largely, for the most part, especially, exceptionally,
quintessentially, literally, often, more of a __ than anything else, almost,
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typically/typical, as it were, in a sense, in a real sense, in a way, in a manner of speaking,
details aside, so to say, practically, a regular, virtually, all but technically, practically,
actually, really, all but a, anything but a, (he as much as...)

Furthermore, having been appropriately used for language too, hedging as
communicative ability is thought to be a device for conveying vagueness deliberately
under situational circumstances. It is described as a “rhetorical strategy, by which a
speaker [...] can signal a lack of commitment to either the full semantic membership of
an expression [...] or the full commitment to the force” (Fraser, 2010, p.22). During
their study on medical discourse between physicians working in a paediatric ward as a
type of spoken interaction, Prince(1982) et al. widely elaborated their framework of
hedging based on the need for hedges in the case of fuzziness being the kind of a
relationship between the participant and the content or within the propositional content
itself. According to Prince(1982) et al.,, hedging means could be elaborated to :
adaptors, rounders, plausibility shields and attribution shields. Adaptors show non-
prototypicality and speakers could use such devices to adapt a term to fit a new
condition, e.g. Her face was sort of pale. The second category of hedging means are
called rounders. They are used by the speaker who try to avoid giving exact
information, e.g. Her blood pressure was approximately normal. In order for the real
situation is not identical, the speaker may use both rounders and adapters. Therefore, the
situations become prototypical (Ibid). Third category is Plausibility shields. It is that
such devices normally indicate tentativeness that the speaker can adopt in respect of the
proposition content. For example, | think, It is said, etc.. as in | think her urine is
yellowish. The last category is called attribution shields. The speaker uses these
attribution shields when he needs to attribute what is expressed in proposition to another
person. For instance, at least, to someone™ knowledge, presumably, according to etc. as
in After injection the insulin, her blood sugar will presumably drop. Hence, speakers
continue to look for vagueness in their speech since accuracy may result in problems in
their commitments in work. To achieve these fuzzy environments, they continue to use
hedges as part of a resource, not a problem (Skelton, 1988).

From the adaptation of hedging phenomenon with some linguistic fields, these

hedging devices definitely play a basic role in fuzzing and mitigating the language in
different language-using settings.

Related studies of literature

No doubt, each language has its own systematic pattern for using its linguistic
features. Because the hedging devices are part of these features, they are often used to
contribute to alleviating statements or utterances to express Caution, solidarity,
vagueness and others in different context. Furthermore, nearly scholars such as
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(Coates, 1987; Holmes, 1984; O’Barr & Atkins, 2011) assert that the cooperative nature
the hedging devices have makes these items manipulated by one group, not the other.

Furthermore, Lakoff (1975) claims that the hedging devices are often identified as
weak features by the recipients, therefore; their effect are obviously found in
communication. He investigated from these devices through the distinction between the
male and female speeches. During the investigation, she concluded that the hedging
corresponds with the features of women being weak. Consequently, she considered this
reason that leads the women to manipulate such devices in their speeches. O’Barr and
Atkins( 2011) almost agree with Lakoff(1975) as to the fuzzy features of human. They
stated that linguistic hedging features are used by weak individuals regardless the
gender. They viewed that the denser powerless people are, the more hedging the context
is.

In the other study, Coates(1993) searched for the analysis of female and male
speeches in terms of the use of hedging expressions as a way to express the politeness.
She showed the difference between the ways the men and women use. During the
study, she provided the information that males sometimes use some certain hedging
devices more than female in some situations.

Similarly, Mohajer and Jan's (2015) study endeavors to add to the existing body of
literature on social setting by looking at examples hedging devices in men's
communication to figure out that these means are characteristics used by men. The study
was conducted with analyzing recorded conversations of Iranian male to examine how
these elements are applied in their informal interactions. The researchers concluded that
Iranian males use these devices hedges in their communication to save their faces as the
speakers and attempt to preserve the face of addressees.

Behnam and Khaliliagdam (2012) conducted the study in Kurdish spoken language
to examine the hedges. In their study, they attempted to find out if these hedging devices
are manipulated in the language of the Kurdish speakers as being a degree of
commitment to their speeches. They , after collecting the data through interviews and
dialogues, reached conclusions that the Kurdish speakers can mainly use the hedges as
mitigated ways in many conversations and also reported the role these devices played in
English and Kurdish talk was almost the same. This study corresponded with the
conclusions of the Vlasyan's (2019) study which showed that the hedging devices are
very common in casual conversation and give a key interpersonal communicative
resource of the participants in conversations.

It has been observed from the above presentation of the aforementioned studies that
these studies are interested in the manipulation of hedging expressions in different
contexts. Yet, no study has mainly been concerned with the study of hedging devices
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used as sociolinguistics in Misanis social speeches during the COVID-19 period versus
previous periods, a point which this study takes into consideration, i.e., filling in this

gap..

Statement of the problem

The distinction made between the speech of social groups under certain
circumstances and the speech of the same groups who live in ordinary conditions and
justifications behind many linguistic selections like hedging devices they use when
communicating have motivated many scholars particularly sociolinguists. Following the
same work, there are some researchers have investigated and reached conclusions in this
area.

Significance of the study:

The hedging devices as a way of softening language, mitigating claims, and
expressing vagueness must be a clue to social issues under particular conditions. Such
linguistic items have been attached to lots of works and articles of researchers. They
have been used to cope with most studies weather these studies have been cross-
linguistic, or not. Although all the studies have been carried out by western researchers
concentrating on their cultures, what this study has investigated and reached can be
considered as a device to make other issues can be deeply investigated through
sociolinguistics. It has also added the information that the differences between the
speeches is not only in terms of one group versus the other group, but the differences
can also be in terms of the different times of the same groups in one area under certain
conditions.

Research questions

The objectives of this research paper and what has been already considered are taken
into consideration in the answer to the research questions.

1. Do Misanis social groups really use the hedging expressions in their talk a lot during
the COVID-19 compared to the pre-COVID-19 span?

2. Are the talks of social groups who have been living the COVID-19 period more
fuzzy than those of the same groups who lived the pre- COVID-19 due to healthy affects
and human nature?

Hypothesis
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Based on the first question of the research paper, the hypothesis of the research can be:

There is valued distinction between the number and the types of hedging items
Misanis social groups manipulate in their conversations within the Coronavirus period
and the number and types of hedging items the same groups manipulate in their speeches
before the Coronavirus span.

Method

The researcher used a descriptive quantitative approach in his research to study,
compare and analyze a discourse hedging feature. This method could discover to what
extent that speakers of the Misanis social groups who have been living the Covid-19
period have resorted to manipulate the hedging in their speeches more than in those of
the same groups who lived before the Corona period and to emphasize sociolinguistic
effects as well.

The questionnaire

In order to collect the required data, a questionnaire was selected as a tool. The
guestionnaire was constructed containing eight items which each area of the Misanis
speakers must have. These areas include physicians working in Misan hospitals, English
department staff in University of Misan, and other social groups randomly chosen in the
city of Misan. The questionnaire built for gathering the required data is dependent on
three scales: each item given agree takes (3), Neutral takes (2) or Disagree takes (1).
The data was statistically treated after it was taken by the questionnaire from Misanis
social groups about their conversations with their friends, relatives or colleagues from
their memories before coming Coronavirus and its variants and during the COVID-19
time via cellular phones or at work etc.. .The participants in the study belong to the 20
physicians working in Misan hospitals and 50 others randomly chosen as the speakers
of Misanis social groups, particularly patients hospitalized with COVID-19, and the
English department staff in University of Misan. Their background relatively belongs to

the various cultures, and their ages are different from one person to another. The
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researcher chose them to be participants in his study because most of them speak

English as well as their native language

when they want to talk to their

friends/colleagues who share them the same work. Certainly, all of them have been

present prior to and during COVID-19. The researcher told them about the conditions

and the reason behind this study. The participants, in turn, they emphasized that they

would implement what was required. In the end, the questionnaire form of collecting

data is as following.

Table 1. The Construction of Questionnaire Having the Areas of Work and Items.

Area Items Significance
Agree Disagree
Neutral
Misanis 1. The use of hedging expressions has
speakers increased during the corona period.
before and 2. The use of hedging expressions was low
within the before the corona period.
appearance of 3. You have chosen such expressions to talk
COVID-19 to the patient for the sake of solidarity.

4. Hedging expressions in one's speech have
probably decreased your fears due to corona
virus.

5. The use of these hedging means is as a
result of the sudden appearance of Corona
virus.

6. Your tendency to use these expressions is
because of a lack of full commitment to the
situation.

7. This type of virus is known to you before,

ovq



Yo VS utmi < JORI uilS youialy] il ¢ (50 ol | bl ¢ i ] ik

but you did not expect it to appear.

8. | did not know this virus before and it has
suddenly appeared.

Data collection and analysis:

A questionnaire of eight items were assigned to the participants in the study. The

participants were asked to choose any scale (Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree) of each item and

submit it to the researcher before it was delivered in front of the audience. The

researcher explained hedging devices and their interest in utterances to them. Enough

time was also given to every participant to think and then choose.

Results

In order to accomplish the aims of this study, the data was statistically analyzed

after the sample of this study was administrated by the questionnaire. Table(1) provides

the total scales of the items selected by the Misanis social speakers about the use of

hedging devices in their speeches throughout the COVID-19 period versus pre-covidl9

periods.

Table 1. Misanis speakers before and within the appearance of COVID-19.

tem | Item Content Arithmetic | Standard Percentage Percentage Test z | Value Statistical Determination
\[o] Mean Deviation | Significance | Significance
Rank
| The use of hedging 1.0000 .00000 % V4,V \ 6.86 1.96 Significant
expressions has
increased during the
corona period.
2 The use of hedging 2.6200 .49031 % YV, Y Y 8.01 1.96 Significant
expressions was low
before the corona
period.
3 You have chosen 1.4000 49487 % AN Y v 7.98 1.96 Significant

such expressions to
talk to the patient for
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the sake of solidarity.

Hedging expressions
in one’s speech have
probably decreased
your fears due to
corona virus.

1.1600

.37033

% 14,4 ¢

8.13

1.96

Significant

The use of these
hedging means is as
a result of the

sudden appearance of
Corona virus.

1.4600

.50346

% 1¢,¥Y

9.92

1.96

Significant

Your tendency to use
these expressions is
because of a lack of
full commitment to
the situation.

1.0000

.00000

% Y+,Y)

9.98

1.96

Significant

This type of virus is
known to you before,
but you did not
expect it to appear.

2.7800

50669

% TAAY

8.46

1.96

Significant

I did not know this
virus before and it
has suddenly
appeared.

1.0000

.00000

% Y., ¥Y

9.03

1.96

Significant

1.5525

.23295

% A,V

7.86

Significant

The items (1) and (2) in the above table (1) demonstrate that the number of hedges
used in the speeches of Misanis social groups within COVID-19 is larger than that in
those of the same social groups before Coronavirus. Selecting them and recording the
highest marks is clear evidence that hedging devices are the result of appearing
something fuzzy which has suddenly occurred. To interpret the speech and classify
membership, approximate the notion to some extent, express doubt about one’s speech
,and contribute to the truth value of proposition through comprising linguistic forms, the
speakers certainly have been using various linguistic means of hedging. These hedging
forms can be categorized: Adaptors (a little bit ,somewhat, sort of, kind of, etc..),
rounders( approximately, about, something, etc..), plausibility shields( I think, probably,
as far as I can tell, he has to believe right now, I don’t see, ashufah mo katir, etc..), and
attribution shields (, presumably, to doctors™ knowledge, according to, at least, it is said,
etc..).

Discussions
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Based on the publication of Prince et al., (1982) about linguistic forms considered
as tools to manage the information and the publication of O’Barr and Atkins (2011)
about linguistic hedging forms which are regarded as the feature of weak individuals
language regardless the gender, and as theorized earlier in this investigation , it has been
accounted for that social groups use linguistic forms in their speeches to express the
tone, information , vagueness and attitude when they become powerless or encounter
unobvious and cautious attitudes more than when they are in normal circumstances. The
scholars stated that in exceptional conditions, the powerless social groups or those who
are to be more accurate tend to use the hedging devices to become more tentative,
vague and solidary. In this study, to interpret the speech, approximate the notion to some
extent, and express doubt about one’s speech through comprising linguistic forms as a
result of occurring something fuzzy and sudden like Coronavirus and its variants,
Misanis social groups certainly have been using various linguistic means of hedging.
They have been employing hedging devices a lot ,particularly at the beginning of the
appearance of this virus, compared to the past periods. The hedging forms can be
categorized: adaptors (a little bit ,somewhat, sort of, kind of, etc..), rounders(
approximately, about, something..), plausibility shields( | think, probably, as far as I can
tell, he has to believe right now, I don’t see..), and attribution shields (, presumably, to
doctors™ knowledge, according to, at least, it is said..)

Although all indications associated with the percentages of items in the table,
especially those of the items 1 and 2, demonstrated that the hedging devices have been
being used by the Misanis speakers in their speeches during COVID-19 rather than in
those before coronavirus by the same groups, there have been some significant
differences among social groups and how they have been utilizing such means and
their functions in accord with the nature of their work . That is, in the study, the data
was expanded to include different types of hedge and their use among Misanis speakers.
For example, one social group, physicians, could have been using certain hedging
expressions such as kind of , sort of, somewhat, something and so on (rounders) to
approximate the notion of this thing (Corona) and its risks to the patients ,or through
raising awareness among the speakers about seriousness of the viruses in a mitigated
way on TV or other media as in: You may not get infected if you do not mix with others
,or It is a kind of virus that affects the respiratory system.. . Here, the physicians, with
those expressions and others, have been trying to approximate the concept of
Coronavirus by their own way to people, depending on medical backgrounds. In terms
of solidarity, they have thought that people have been weak and have had fears because
of this virus. And since the hedging devices can be used to treat with weak peoples’
attitudes, the speakers have wanted to decrease listeners’ fears due to COVID-19 ,that
Is, the people who have been afraid of the virus have been in need for hearing hedging
devices in the speech of physicians like rounders . In the Misan context, there are a lot of

oAY



Yo VS utmi < JORI uilS youialy] il ¢ (50 ol | bl ¢ i ] ik

expressions used to do so. The physician, for instance, could have been saying The
virus is exactly like influenza, but it is a little bit stronger. Therefore, the rounders, like a
little bit in the sentence, are regarded to be strategies in their speech to treat others’
sensibilities. Whereas some other groups in Misan city, ordinary people, have been
usually employing words or expressions like attribution shields: it is said, it is believed,
according to the doctor’s saying.. . For example, when asking someone who has never
known this virus before, he has been saying "It is said that Coronavirus may not be long
in the body". This indicates that people who have not specific fields in medicine have to
choose linguistic hedging forms in order to communicate with their counterpart while
speaking about a vague and sudden thing like COVID-19.

Some other Misanis social groups working in official institutions and who are
restricted to the commitments of their work tend to use a lot of hedging devices as
plausible fields, such as I think, if clause and so on. When knowing about going to work,
it has been necessary to make sure of the commitments with other colleagues in work
because there have been no a static appointment during the Coronavirus period. In
Misan , the local government has sometimes been taking preventive measures such as
curfews and others, depending on the increase or decrease in the number of infections
due to Corona. This by itself represents hedging which requires that Misanis social
speakers have been using hedges like plausible shields. For example, during a call, one
teacher may have been asking anyone of his colleagues if they may have been going
work tomorrow or not | think we will not finish our work this week if the local
government imposes a curfew. In this case, the expressions | think and if clause in the
speech and a lot of expressions pragmatically common in Misan city like Inshallah(=
God willing / if God accept) , ashufaha (in my opinion) and so on are all hedging
devices used in the speeches of Misanis speakers a lot during the Corona virus time in
contrast with pre-Corona span.

Conclusion:

The research study aiming at the use of hedging devices by the discourse of the
Misanis social speakers during The COVID-19 time versus pre- Corona span provided a
descriptive  sociolinguistic topic analysis. The confidence and fact among the
participants in the Misanis social groups during the COVID-19 period have been away,
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the speakers have not been being described as social confident groups. From their
tendency for selecting the items, it has been suggested that they have tended to fuzzy
and mitigate their speeches. That is, They have been assumed to raise critical issues
within the COVID-19 time and such issues could have been seen from different
viewpoints, as well as they have been carried many possibilities. This indicates the fact
that they have had weak features due to a fuzzy object has suddenly appeared and that
there have been linguistic features, such as hedging devices, must have been used as a
strategy to tackle this phenomenon and its risks in a flexible way. Therefore, the
Misanis social speakers have been using these means to keep their communication in

certain time and under a particular circumstance

In contrast, such hedging devices had been being used lesser within pre- COVID-
19 span than the COVID-19 time by the same social groups. The participants were
almost direct and tended to be somewhat assertive in their talks towards actual
information most time, especially those who have commitments with their work. There
were a lot of their expressions could have been labeled as boosters instead of hedging
items. Yet sometimes the speakers were using the hedging devices but in an inconsistent
level, depending on the nature of the speakers™ work and their circumstances. However,
this difference is regarded small compared to the COVID-19 period. Lastly, the results
obtained in this study can probably be among researchers™ interest to conduct more
and more investigations about the significance of the difference in the number of
linguistic features used in the discourse of social groups in a certain span ,not all times,

under certain circumstances.
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