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Abstract

Based on Bourdieu ’s theory of social meaning construction of language, taking
Spolsky ’s language management theory and Doolan ’s five-factor model as the
analytical framework, the study examined the features of language ideology in
different contexts. Three questions were intended to be covered: (1) What are the
general features of the language ideology of overseas Chinese learners? (2) What
factors affect the general features of overseas Chinese learners? (3) How could the

language ideology affect learners’ choices?

To answer question (1), I designed a language ideology scale consisting of a series of
statements, and interviewed 142 overseas Chinese learners of different ages from
different countries. " Language as national identity " and "language as instrument"
gained more recognition among the respondents; "language as personal identity",

"language as rights" and "language as global identity” were heterogeneous.

To answer question (2), I conducted one-week fieldwork each in LA, the US, Chiang
Mai, Thailand, and Singapore. Through interviews, language use surveys, and online
ethnography, the construction and influence of language ideology in different contexts
were examined. It was found that L1 and L2 contained varied specific social
meanings and functions. Respondents generally identified L1 as national identity and
L2 as an instrument. As an interpretation, the theory of neoliberalism and the

imaginary community were introduced.

To answer question (3), the interviewee’s feedbacks were coded into several
categories and groups. It was found that the government's management in L2 is not as

effective as L1. Individuals’ agency played a more determining role.

Based on the above findings, this study suggested that international Chinese education

could pay more attention to the individuals’ agency and promote the instrumental
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value in local societies. Policymakers may reduce the overt discourse of cultural
superiority, follow the globalization of linguistic instrumentalism, and cater to the

local needs of learners.
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