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Abstract: Citizen science as a form of inquiry inviting nonprofessionals into different phases of the research
process appeared in linguistics in the last decade. However, few such projects aim to study dialectal features, even
though renewal would benefit dialectology. This methodological paper explores possible ways of applying citizen
science in research on dialects. A specific small-scale study is presented which was conducted in the 2023/2024
academic year in Hungary with high school citizen scientists living in the Northern (so-called Palóc) dialect area.
In this study, experimental and citizen scientific methods were combined, resulting in a corpus consisting of
unique dialect data suitable for the acoustic study of inter- and intra-speaker variation, recorded without the
presence of professional researchers. Drawing on the experiences of this project, the article examines how the
contribution to science and the contribution to the public, two important criteria of citizen science projects, were
achieved. It is claimed that the project helped to enhance the scientific literacy of the participating high school
citizen scientists, as well as their agency in the local public.
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Absztrakt: A szakmai képzettséggel nem rendelkező résztvevőket a kutatási folyamat különböző szakaszaiba
bevonó civil tudományi megközelítés az elmúlt évtizedben jelent meg a nyelvészetben. Kevés kutatási projekt
célja azonban a nyelvjárási sajátosságok vizsgálata, pedig az ilyen irányú megújulás a dialektológia javát
szolgálná. Módszertani tanulmányunkban a civil tudományok alkalmazásának lehetőségeit vizsgáljuk a
nyelvjárások kutatásában. Egy olyan kisléptékű projektet mutatunk be, amelyet a 2023/2024-es tanévben
folytattunk le Magyarországon a palóc (északi) nyelvjárásterületen élő középiskolás civil kutatók bevonásával.
Vizsgálatunkban kísérleti és civil tudományos módszereket ötvöztünk. Ennek eredményeképpen a nyelvjárási
adatok egy olyan egyedi korpusza jött létre, amelyet a hivatásos kutatók jelenléte nélkül rögzítettek, és amely
alkalmas a beszélők közötti és a beszélőn belüli változatosság akusztikai elemzésére. Tanulmányunk a kutatási
projekt tapasztalataira támaszkodva azt mutatja be, hogy miként valósult meg a civil tudományi kutatások két
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fontos kritériuma, a tudományhoz, illetve a közösséghez való hozzájárulás. Állításunk szerint a kutatási projekt
eredményeképpen bővült az abban részt vevő középiskolás civil kutatók tudományos műveltsége, de a helyi
közösségben megnyilvánuló ágenciája is megerősödött.

Kulcsszavak: civil dialektológia; magyar nyelv; palóc nyelvjárás; hangoskönyv; ifjúsági nyelv

1 Introduction

The participatory agenda, advocating for the inclusion of nonprofessionals in research for social and epistemic
change, has gained momentum in sociolinguistics (see Bodó et al. forthcoming; Charity Hudley et al. 2024a,
2024b; for an overview, see Bodó et al. 2022). Embracing such an agenda could also be useful for dialectological
research in terms of methodological (and epistemological) renewal (cf. Nerbonne et al. 2016) and lead to an
increase in the social impact of academic research. As demonstrated by Barbara Heinisch and colleagues, a
possible route to engage with such endeavors is through the application of the assumptions and methods of
citizen science in the multidisciplinary study of dialects (Heinisch 2020; Heinisch et al. 2021, 2022). On the one
hand, citizen science may facilitate access to data that professional researchers would not be able to uncover,
which is an important contribution to scientific advancement in the field. On the other hand, it can also
contribute to social progress through public engagement. As Ibrar Bhatt puts it, citizen science in linguistics
“not only enriches linguistic research but also plays a crucial role in cultural preservation and the promotion of
linguistic diversity on a global scale” (in Jopling et al. 2024: 19). Furthermore, this contribution has the potential
to foster commitment to democratic values (see Koreinik et al. 2024; Molek-Kozakowska and Laihonen 2024;
Strasser and Haklay 2018).

In this methodological paper, we explore the potential applications of citizen science in researching
dialects. We present a study conducted in Hungary during the 2023/2024 academic year with high school
students living in the Northern (Palóc) dialect area. In the first phase of the project, we carried out a map task
experiment (Anderson et al. 1991; Berríos et al. 2023) with 30 students to elicit spontaneous peer interactions.
In the second phase, we invited these students to engage further as citizen scientists by conducting interviews
with elderly people. In this subsequent phase, 12 students carried out interviews with 13 people in eight
municipalities. The outputs can be classified into two categories. First, a dataset has been created for pro-
fessional researchers, consisting of nearly 5 h of audio recordings. These are suitable for the acoustic
investigation of inter- and intra-speaker variation of the speech of young speakers. Second, a publicly
available dialect corpus has been developed comprising interview excerpts from the second phase, which are
optimal for science communication and other educational purposes. Citizen scientists were mentored and
accompanied by professional researchers, whomonitored their activity; the researchers also documented the
research process through ethnographic field notes. In this paper, we examine how the two key criteria of
citizen science, as outlined by Golumbic and colleagues (2017: 2–3), namely the contribution to science and the
contribution to the public, were achieved based on the experiences of this project. Throughout the paper, “we-
language” is used to refer to ourselves, the authors of this text as professional researchers. The names of the
citizen scientists are listed in the Acknowledgments section, and they are recognized as the authors of the
product resulting from our collaborative project.

The article is organized as follows. In the next section, we present a literature review on citizen science in
linguistic inquiry into dialects with a particular focus on the participation of citizens in the cited research
projects. We then describe our previous endeavors in the field of citizen dialectology as a theoretical framework
for acknowledging the language expertise of speakers. In Section 4, we present our current research on the
acoustic variation of Hungarian dialects, a project carried out engaging with high school citizen scientists. In our
concluding remarks, we argue that engagement in citizen science activities with students has the potential to
enhance their language awareness and has an impact on the local level.
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2 Citizen science in linguistic research on dialects

Citizen science involves the public in scientific research projects, allowing volunteers to contribute with
resources such as time, effort, money, and observations to advance scientific knowledge (Dickinson et al. 2012;
Irwin 1995). As Hilton (2021: 1–2) points out, inviting lay people to engage in research is not a new phenomenon in
linguistics or dialectology. In nineteenth-century Germany, for instance, Georg Wenker – with the assistance of
schoolmasters – distributed questionnaires throughout the whole country, achieving a 90 percent response rate
and thereby establishing the foundations for dialectological mapping (Wenker 1881; see also Leemann et al. 2016:
2). This approach is now commonly referred to as crowdsourcing. Similarly, in the Hungarian context, at the end
of the nineteenth century, József Balassa (1891: 24–25) designed a questionnaire for his monograph on Hungarian
dialectal variation which he distributed to as many locations as possible throughout the country. Many assisted
him in promoting the questionnaire as a common cause. Unfortunately, such early attempts to include volunteers
as partners in the research process did not become the norm, either in Hungarian or in other European
dialectological traditions. Instead, Jules Gilliéron’s approach (see Gilliéron and Edmont 1902–1910) has become
the standard, “a starting point for later dialectological work” (Aurrekoetxea and Perea 2009: 3), whereby language
expertise is only granted to those trained in data collection, keeping a distance from those who merely provide
data. Replacing volunteers with “informants” in data collection for linguistic atlases (for the Hungarian context,
see Deme and Imre 1975) indicates a less equal relationship in terms of authority and control (see Cameron et al.
1992). Therefore, the principles of citizen science did not gain traction for a long time in the study of dialects.

Although the practice of collaboratingwith nonprofessionals is not new in scientific inquiry, the term “citizen
science” only began to spread in the 1990s (Irwin 1995), and it took even longer for the concept to extend to the
field of linguistics. For example, the term “citizen sociolinguistics”was first proposed by Betsy Rymes and Andrea
R. Leone in 2014. The research paradigm under this label, which Leone-Pizzighella (2021) refers to as the
“Rymesian school”, represents a substantial epistemological shift from previous research. In their conception,
citizens are “people who use their senses and intelligence to understand the world of language around them”

(Rymes and Leone 2014: 26). Several studies within this field examine the social function of dialect features in
online comments (Aslan and Vásquez 2018; Leone 2014; Rymes 2020; Rymes and Smail 2021; see also Bridges 2021).
The main contribution of the Rymesian school is an acknowledgment of the value of citizens’ language expertise
(Bodó et al. 2022) in (socio)linguistic inquiry. However, a significant critique is that it merely incorporates online
content created by citizens into research, without extending an invitation for them to contribute to the generation
of academic knowledge, which is a fundamental tenet of citizen science (cf. Adami et al. 2024; Martín Rojo 2020).
In this sense, the distinction between folk linguistics (Niedzielski and Preston 2000) and citizen sociolinguistics
is not obvious (Svendsen and Goodchild 2022). In the European context, the Rymesian approach would not be
considered citizen science as defined by the European Citizen Science Association, which states that citizen
science should “actively involve citizens in scientific endeavour” with “a meaningful role in the project” (ECSA
2015: 1).

Fortunately, others have been able to draw on the language expertise of those outside academia in research
related to spatial variation. For instance, citizen scientists classified regional accents in the From Cockney to the
Queen project through the LanguageARC (Analysis Research Community) platform, among many other crowd-
sourced research tasks (Cole 2020; Fiumara et al. 2020). In the case of the Stimmen project, an appwas launched to
promote data collection on the “voices” of Friesland through various dialectological exercises and quizzes (Hilton
2021). Other studies have also demonstrated that a citizen science approach can be effectively used to outsource
certain tasks, such as the collection and labeling of linguistic landscape data (LinguaSnapp in Manchester,
Lingscape in Luxembourg; see Purschke 2017) or the ethnographic observation of discursive phenomena (on “fat
talk”, see Agostini et al. 2019; SturtzSreetharan et al. 2019). These examples illustrate that one potential benefit of
citizen science in linguistics is that citizen scientists can gain access to naturally occurring language data that a
professional researcher would not be able to uncover (SturtzSreetharan 2020).

The work of Bente Ailin Svendsen, who defined citizen sociolinguistics as “the engagement of
non-professionals in doing sociolinguistic research” (Svendsen 2018: 137; emphasis in the original), has
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demonstrated that students can also become citizen scientists (see also Svendsen and Goodchild 2023). Their
potential involvement in research is not limited to crowdsourcing and outsourcing as illustrated in the examples
above. Svendsen and her colleagues implemented a nationwide quantitative citizen scientific study on language
diversity in Norwegian schools, in which student volunteers became fieldworkers, with some also contributing to
data analysis (Svendsen 2018: 143–146). Another example of expanding the scope of tasks performed by citizen
scientists is IamDiÖ, a research project based in Vienna, which has carried out a variety of activities under the
term “citizen humanities”. These entail collaboration between citizens and academic actors, including the
formulation of research questions on dialectological topics by citizens (Heinisch 2020; Heinisch et al. 2021).
Highlighting the educational potential of citizen science, projects involving young citizen scientists have prolif-
erated across Europe in recent years, for example in England (Escott and Pahl 2019), Sweden (Nielsen et al. 2020),
Germany (Farag et al. 2023), Austria (Soukup et al. 2023), Estonia (Koreinik et al. 2024), and Finland and Poland
(Laihonen et al. 2025; Molek-Kozakowska and Laihonen 2024). These projects, in general, demonstrate that citizen
science with young people has the potential to enhance scientific understanding, expand participation and
inclusivity, and foster community connections, which are crucial features for science’s contribution to the public.
In the following sections, we present a small-scale study on a Hungarian dialect, in which we aimed to facilitate
the potential of citizen science to contribute to both public and scientific outcomes.

3 Towards a citizen science approach in studying Hungarian
dialects

Before discussing the specific project undertaken with high school citizen scientists, we first describe our
academic context. Research on Hungarian dialects faces problems common to dialectology worldwide, such
as a lack of institutional support or the issues of theoretical debates about what constitutes a dialect and
what counts as authentic speech (cf. Bucholtz 2003). Concurrently, the stigmatization of dialect speech is still
documented in public discourse (Kontra 2018) and educational settings (Jánk 2023) despite the efforts of scholars
who advocate for the equality of all language varieties within the Labovian “error correction” paradigm (for a
critique, see Lewis 2018). We posit that the participation of speakers in the academic production of knowledge
about dialects could prove an effective means of addressing these issues.

Thus, in 2021, the first author of this article approached several colleagues with a proposal to create a
database of materials accessible on the internet that deliberately showcase Hungarian dialects or local linguistic
features and to visualize them on a publicly accessible map. The originality of the idea lies in the endeavor to
combine dialect corpora shared by scholars with content published by citizens interested in promoting their own
dialects. This approach allows for the inclusion of material that may be considered invalid or scientifically
irrelevant by professional dialectologists (for an overview of what is considered valid in dialectology, see Aarikka
2023). We argue that such materials can also be regarded as authentic sources of linguistic variation, albeit
requiring an alternative approach to that typically employed in traditional dialectology. By situating them on the
same map with datasets created by professional researchers, we aim to promote their recognition as valuable
contributions to the study and representation of linguistic diversity, both within the academic community and to
the wider public.

We published the map on the website Civil Dialektológia (2021; ‘Citizen Dialectology’) in September 2021 and
have regularly updated it since then. On the map, we differentiate between content published by citizens
voluntarily (in a bottom-up manner, independent of research institutes; colored blue), content published by
professional researchers working in research institutes (colored red), and participatory content based on
collaboration between citizens and professional researchers (colored purple). Most data points are currently
represented by blue dots (see Figure 1), indicating that there is a significant interest in dialectal phenomena
among citizens. Nevertheless, we would like to see more purple dots on the map in the future to build further
connections between the emic perspectives of the speakers and the scholarly perspectives of the academic
community.
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Althoughwe employed Civil Dialektológia for the examination of dialect features on social media (see Krizsai
and Szabó 2024; Kocsis et al. 2022; Szabó and Bodó 2020), our objective extends beyond the mere pursuit of
research. We are committed to engaging with the public in various forms to facilitate change, despite the
constraints imposed by limited resources. This can be viewed from the perspective of researchers being
increasingly expected to participate in public outreach activities (D’Este et al. 2018; Kassab 2019). However, we
intended to create the map as a communication tool to promote participatory engagement rather than to view
it merely as a disseminating platform (Giardullo et al. 2023). We posit that showcasing the content created by
citizens on the map together with other dialectal data can facilitate the recognition of these speakers as language
expertswho provide knowledge that is relevant bothwithin and beyond academia. As part of these endeavors, we
have written about and with them in alternative forms of academic publishing (see Jakab-Benke 2021; Presinszky
2024) and have invited them to linguistic conferences. On one occasion, one of the content creators even agreed to
participate in a roundtable discussion on the representation of spatial variation in the Hungarian language
(for the written version, see Szabó et al. forthcoming). These activities can also be viewed as contributions to the
integration of citizen science with science communication (Golumbic et al. 2024; Veeckman et al. 2023).

In this section, we have described our path in identifying a format through which to contribute to the public.
However, informed by a recent citizen science project involving young people, we have recently taken further
steps towards a citizen dialectology. The output of this recent project is presented in the next section and is
represented on the Civil Dialektológia map with a purple dot, which indicates its participatory nature.

4 Building a dialect corpus with high school citizen scientists

The project described in this section is part of a four-year research program investigating variation and change in
Hungarian dialects. The program is primarily based on recordings from the 1960s, as these constitute the only
available audio sources suitable for acoustic measurements (Kocsis et al. 2024; Vargha et al. forthcoming). To
facilitate comparisons between dialect talk in the 1960s and 2020s, we initiated a collaboration with a high school
situated in the center of the Palóc dialect area (for the classification of Hungarian dialects, see Vargha 2024) in the
third year of the program. The school was selected based on a combination of scientific and social considerations.
From a scientific point of view, Palóc dialects are distinguished by their notable divergence fromother Hungarian
dialects in terms of vowel pronunciation, making them optimal for investigating change (Vargha 2017: 84–88).
From a social perspective, the speakers of these dialects are the most exposed to stigmatization (Kontra 2002).
Consequently, we believe that a project employing collaborative research practices (Szabó 2024) within a citizen
science framework would be most beneficial in this context. Previous personal connections led us to the Madách

Figure 1: Screenshot of the Civil Dialektológia map (20 December 2024). (© OpenStreetMap, https://openstreetmap.org/copyright; ©
MapTiler, https://maptiler.com/copyright/; Leaflet, https://leafletjs.com.)
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Imre High School in Salgótarján, which expressed interest in our initiative at the beginning of the 2023/2024
academic year.

In our project with the high school students, we combined experimental and citizen science methods. Our
scientific objective was to contribute to the rather limited corpus of research on the acoustic variation of
Hungarian dialect speech (see Presinszky 2016), while simultaneously engaging with the public. Accordingly, the
project design comprises four phases, each with distinct objectives and varying levels of participation. Drawing
on the taxonomy of Strasser and colleagues (2019: 55), Phase 2 can be classified as contributory citizen science,
where citizen scientists contribute through crowdsourcing. Phases 3 and 4 qualify as collaborative citizen science
as citizen scientists assist in the analysis and other research tasks (see alsoMolek-Kozakowska and Laihonen 2024:
2). The research process and our own experiences were documented in ethnographic field notes throughout all
four phases. The specificities of these phases are outlined in Table 1 and will be discussed in further detail.

In Phase 1, we conducted an experiment to elicit quasi-spontaneous peer interactions among students. To this
end, we used the map task method (Anderson et al. 1991; Berríos et al. 2023; Molnár et al. 2023), a well-established
approach in the field of speech sciences (distinct from the mental mapping task used in perceptual dialectology,
on which see Preston [1989] and, more recently, Jeszenszky et al. [2024]). This method entails participants
engaging in a two-person cooperative map-based game while being recorded. During the game, the participants
have to find a route while looking at two slightly different maps depicting an imaginary world. The method was
designed to observe various linguistic aspects of the participants’ spontaneous dialogues.

We collected over 2 h of audio recordings from 30 students (15 pairs) who had volunteered to participate in
the experiment. This took place over a single school day in October 2023. The participants were between the ages
of 16 and 17, and thus the prior written consent of their legal guardianswas obtained. The research team provided
the equipment for the recording of data suitable for subsequent acoustic analysis, while the school organized the
activities in accordance with the students’ schedules and made two silent classrooms available for the experi-
ment. Furthermore, the school provided additional assistance by allocating empty classrooms for the subsequent
stages of the project.

Phase 1 was designed to elicit spontaneous conversational data frompeers whowere not trained dialectology
fieldworkers. This was intended to serve as an icebreaker activity before Phase 2, during which students would
become acquainted with the researchers. On our next visit to the high school, at the beginning of Phase 2, we
provided the students with a more detailed account of our research and asked them about their interest in
collaborating with us as coresearchers (citizen scientists) on a longer-term basis. Twelve students volunteered for
this activity. As citizen scientists, they were invited to design and conduct unstructured interviews with older
speakers. Our objective was to afford them asmuch agency as possible. To achieve our scholarly aim of recording
their speech with other interlocutors and gaining access to speakers to whom we would not be able to reach out,
we did not provide them with any other directives; they were at liberty to select the speakers and topics for
discussion at their discretion. The only recommendation provided was to find individuals whose voices they
would like to record (e.g., an older relative) and select a topic that the respondent could easily talk about.

Table : Research phases of the project.

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4

Time frame October  November –March


April–May  May 

Research method Map task experiment Conducting interviews Processing interviews Publishing selected
excerpts

Role and number of students
involved

Research participants
()

Citizen scientists () Citizen scientists () Citizen scientists ()

Research tasks for citizen
scientists

– Crowdsourcing Primary analysis Participation in
dissemination

Data availability For professional
researchers

For professional
researchers

For professional
researchers

For the wider public
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The research teamprovided instruction to citizen scientists on the proper utilization of ZOOMH2n recorders,
research ethics, and the creation of a safe environment for the interviewees, thereby ensuring their comfort
throughout the recording process. Training was provided during our scheduled visits to the high school on school
days. We conducted nine visits, during which we discussed the students’ own lived experiences of language, as
well as their perceptions regarding conducting interviews. Between visits, students were encouraged to contact
us via instant messaging platforms when they needed further assistance with their interviews. By the end of
Phase 2, a total of two and a half hours of high-quality audio recordings suitable for acoustic measurements had
been collected from 13 speakers in eight investigation points (two cities –Bátonyterenye and Salgótarján – and six
nearby villages – Bárna, Cered, Karancslapujtó, Istenmezeje, Nógrádmegyer, and Szalmatercs). While the citizen
scientists were almost gender balanced, with seven women and five men participating, this was not the case for
their selected interviewees. Eleven of themwerewomen, with only twomen (and an average age of 69 years). The
participants discussed awide array of topics, encompassing traditions associatedwith holidays such as Christmas
and Easter, as well as aspects of life related to healthy living, childhood experiences, first jobs, family dynamics,
and other spontaneously emerging themes.

The integration of experimental and citizen science methodologies in Phases 1 and 2 yielded unique data
for (Hungarian) dialectology. First, data was generated in the absence of professional researchers. In the past,
data for dialect atlases was typically collected through structured interviews with presumed dialect speakers,
to elicit specific language features (Bailey 2018). The methods by which new data are currently generated
appear to remain largely unchanged, despite the potential for remote solutions, enabled by technological
advancements that reduce the resource demands of such research (Gardner and Kostadinova 2024; Leemann
et al. 2020). Finding alternative data generation methods may facilitate the acquisition of a more accurate
representation. An examination of the scientific contribution of our project reveals similarities with the line of
research in citizen sociolinguistics that underscores the capacity of citizens to identify data sources that are
challenging for professional researchers to access (cf. SturtzSreetharan 2020). Second, focusing the inquiry on
the younger generation, who are significantly underrepresented in dialectological research compared to the
elderly, can facilitate a more comprehensive understanding (for a critique of NORM informants, see Chambers
and Trudgill 1998: 29–30). The younger generation is often disregarded as a source of reliable and authentic
dialect data. Third, the speech of these younger speakers was recorded on two separate occasions, which allows
for the examination of both intra- and inter-speaker variation. This topic has only recently and sporadically
been discussed in dialectology (Llamas 2018: 257–261). In conducting this investigation, we rely on the acoustic
analysis of the vowels pronounced by the speakers in the recordings. We have started the processing of the
material from this perspective and carried out preliminary analyses (see Kocsis et al. 2024). However, a
comprehensive study is planned for a future research stage, as we prioritized the local impact of our activities,
leading to Phases 3 and 4.

It can be argued that Phases 1 and 2 exploited citizen scientists as data providers for the benefit of profes-
sional scientists (cf. Stewart in Jopling et al. 2024). From a research perspective, this proposition may be deemed
valid. However, our objective transcends the mere fulfillment of academic interests. Through our presence,
we intended to support communitymembers with Palóc linguistic backgrounds and contribute to the local public
(for a similar initiative, see Hall-Lew et al. 2022). In this regard, “public” can be understood in two distinct ways:
(i) as the wider public and (ii) as the local community, particularly the high school students participating in the
project. Phase 3 was designed to engage with the local public, while Phase 4 also incorporates elements aimed at a
broader audience. In agreement with the high school citizen scientists, their interviews were designed in a way
that would allow for eventual publication online. Consequently, in our Phase 3 meetings, we presented the
interview transcripts to the students. They were then invited to engage in a joint revision process, which we also
understand to be a primary analysis. Together, we selected the excerpts to be published. Finally, the students
confirmed that the interviewees provided consent for the material to be published. Despite treating the students
as individuals with relevant language expertise, and thus as coresearchers, the joint revision of transcripts
frequently proved insightful for the students regarding their linguistic repertoires. An illustrative example can be
seen in the field notes of the last author. It describes a moment when one of the high schoolers, Eszter, identifies
features in her own talk:
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A lejegyzés ellenőrzése során pótoltuk azokat a részleteket, ahol bizonytalan voltam abba, mi hangzott el. Nem ismertem a rúra
tájszót, Eszter azt mondta, ‘lábas’-t jelent, ezt írtuk be a magyarázatba. Eszter egy korábbi beszélgetésünk során azt mondta
nekem, ő egyáltalán nem tud palócosan beszélni, mert a szülei nem beszéltek így vele. Ezen a felvételen többször is hallható, hogy
a kiejtésében öntudatlanul igazodni kezd a dédmamájához. Eszter meglepetten vette észre, hogy időnként palócos kiejtéssel
szólalt meg az interjú során. (field notes of Fruzsina S. Vargha)

During the revision of the transcription, we filled in the details where I was unsure about what was on the recording. I wasn’t
familiar with the word rúra; Eszter said it meant ‘saucepan’, so we put that in the explanation. Eszter had told me during a
previous conversation that she couldn’t speak Palóc-like at all because her parents didn’t speak to her that way. Several times in
this recording, she can be heard unconsciously adjusting her pronunciation to that of her great-grandmother. Eszter was
surprised to notice that at times during the interview she spoke with a Palóc-like accent.

As a result of such experiences, the students reported feelingmore equippedwith relevant knowledge of their
linguistic environment than they had before. This can be seen as an important contribution to the project at
the local level in terms of language awareness. Furthermore, the students’ level of involvement increased
with each subsequent visit: they were reluctant at first, but over time, they began to recognize the relevance
of their language expertise and the acceptability of their novel ideas. This can be attributed to the fact that the
Hungarian education system is quite centralized and hierarchized (see Semjén 2023; Semjén et al. 2018),
which leaves limited space for students to achieve their full potential. Consequently, participation in
a collaborative citizen science project can also train high school participants to exercise democratic
functioning.

In Phase 4, we and the students designed a website entitled “Mai Magyar Nyelvjárási Hangoskönyv 1. –
Salgótarján és környéke” (2024; ‘Contemporary Hungarian dialectal talking book 1 – Salgótarján and surround-
ings’). This website contains a dialect corpus, comprising both audio recordings from Phase 2 and time-aligned
phonetic transcriptions of the interviews created in Phase 3. In line with previous efforts to disseminate Hun-
garian dialectal audio recordings with transcriptions, we designate this type of publication as a hangoskönyv (see
Presinszky 2021). Despite the divergence between the corpus and the traditional concept of a “talking book”, we
argue that this format is equally applicable. The dialect corpus is completedwith amultimedia section comprising
visual and textual descriptions of the investigation points. Additionally, the students produced written text about
the municipalities and took photographs that accompany the transcriptions and the recordings. Thus, the stu-
dents created innovative and multimodal representations of these municipalities and their dialects, thereby
asserting their agency within the local public sphere.

Publishing excerpts from the interviews may contribute to the broader objective of popularizing language
variability and challenging the misconception that dialects are exclusively spoken by the elderly. Conversely, our
objective was to refrain from utilizing the data for exclusively academic purposes, while concurrently aligning
ourselves with the emerging trend of integrating open science and citizen science (see Hecker et al. 2018). It is
evident to us that the contributions of high school citizen scientists warrant wider dissemination. While we
consider the process itself to be of significant value, our project aligns with a body of work that yields a product of
interest to a broader audience beyond the academic community (e.g., Svendsen 2018).

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we outlined how citizen science methods can be and have been applied in linguistic inquiry into
dialects. To this end, we provided a summary of previous research and our own framework, followed by a
description of a high school citizen science project aiming to create novel representations of the Palóc dialect. We
evaluated this project according to two criteria: its scientific contribution and its benefit to the public (Golumbic
et al. 2017: 2–3).

First, we argued that the study combining experimental and contributory citizen science methods (in Phases
1 and 2) provides unique data for Hungarian dialect research. This is achieved by examining the speech of the
same speaker in different situations with different interlocutors, without the presence and involvement of
professional researchers. This allows for the examination of both inter- and intra-speaker variation, a topic that is
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less frequently discussed in dialectology. Collaborationwith young citizen scientists also enables us tomove away
from the assumption that dialects are only spoken by the elderly. Such innovative methodological approaches
have the potential to assist researchers in “embracing the future of dialects” (Nerbonne et al. 2016).

Second, the contribution to the public is evident in the role that the published dialect corpus serves, namely to
showcase excerpts of spontaneous talk and thereby promote the Palóc dialects in general. From another
perspective, Phases 3 and 4 contributed to the enhancement of the scientific literacy of the participating high
school citizen scientists, as well as their agency in the local public. While this study was conducted on a relatively
small scale compared to others (it involved a considerably smaller number of participants than, for instance, the
4,500 individuals included in a Norwegian study; see Svendsen 2018: 145), it has the potential to have an impact on
the local level. In contrast with the position taken by Koreinik and colleagues (2024: 396), which suggests that
citizen science with youths is “recommended for use in settings where teenagers are independent and respon-
sible agents both online and offline, and where a generalized trust can be built with schools and/or parents”, this
is not necessarily the case in the centralized Hungarian educational system. Instead, we claim that one positive
outcome of collaborative citizen science initiatives is that young citizen scientists may become independent
and responsible agents within their sociolinguistic environments.
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