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This paper is an attempt to summarize a relatively small n=lper of generaZ-

izatiora to account for sore features of pronunciation in the variety of English

spoken in northwest Arkansas. These generalizations are In the fern of ordered

rules, for the theoretical bias of the analysis is that of gererative granzar.

This stud), reflects general compatibility with, and influence by, S. J. Keyser's

review of The pronunciation of English in the Atlantic states (1963), Cheraky

and Palle's The sound pattern of English (1968), Jares Sledd's article, Break-

ing, umlaut, and the Southern drawl (1966), and Rudolph Troike's article, Over-

all pattern and generative phonology (1971).

The rules postulated in this study constitute a tentative approximation of

a fragment of the abstract phonological system of an idealized Arkansas 1470AVer

functioning in a relaxed, conversational style. Actual speech of any particular

Arkansawyer may yield data in conflict with the phonetic realization of the under-

iling phonological units. In anticipation of these counter-examples, a few

explanations will be suggested. First, the hypothesized rules may be wrong--

in their formulation, their ordering, or both. Second, the counter-examples

could be products of dialect mixture, whereas these rules describe an unmixed

111
dialect. Third, the data of actual speech nay yield the even more unpredictable

co variation that stems from style shifting. Such counter-examplel4re welcored

evidence. Obviously, those revealing errors in analysis are prized, but those
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illustrattng dialect or tylistic viscera are also valuahlevtor they eoahle

tbo investigator to gain insights into the systerotic nature of the differences

between the rules for one dialect and another or one styte and another...1

It should he stressed at this point that these rules arc not the product

of a mere gane of tetellectual tempfrog played in WI office oa the University

of Arkansas carpus. Conceptualization is only a part of ch. input. nese rules

are based upon data contained in aPproximately 40 hours of tape recorded Inter-

views, upon the observations of layren-coerentators on Ozark speech such as

Vance Randolph (2953) and Charles Morrwo Wilson (2959), and upon the author's

casual observatioas rade during the past year's residence in FayettevIlle,

Arkansas. (The author has also trusted his intuitions as a native speaker of

a dialect stellar In ratty respects to the one described in this study, i.e.,

the dialect of northeast Arkansav.)

An underlying phonological systen of diaphoneres Is posited for the dialect

under consi4eration. The tern diaphoneno is used with essuntially the ;WO

meaoing it has in Trolke's article, Overall pattern and generative phonology.

It is not to be confused with the tern as it is used in the works of bill (195$3

59), Weinreich (19541395), and Stockwell (1959:262). The diaphoneric systen

is not as abstract as that of systematic phonanas or rorphophoneces, but the

diaphoneee is clearly pore generalized and abstract than the taxonomic phoneme,

with which it should not be equated or confused.

The postulated system is set forth on the phonotogical ratrix, though the

present rules focus primarily upon the vowels with sore attention to glides and

liquids. True consonants are considered at this tine only when they are involved

in relevant phonetic environments for the rules.

2
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The vocalic portion of the +matrix consists of six tense ard seven lax

vowels. The tense vowels are III in kn. lel in Ids, lul in lel.° lol to

31221. Ial in ,bourht, and MI in Ill. Each of these is paired with a lax counter-

parts It I in lAis ICI hi bet, WI in zgi, lAP in kas 1101 in British atts, (this
vowel S. exploited in this dialect ooly Lu eta Intl diphthong at the diaphoneeic

level), and Int in sei. The seventh lax vowel, lel in lati, has no matching

tense vowel at the diaphonewic level. Three diphthenes, all with lax initial

elements are recornizeds toil in lias , !caul in bow, and lot I in 121,.. In addition

to vowels the matrix provides for "true" consonants, for two liquids ( I r I and IU),

end for three Billies (lhl, lyl, and WI). These elides are not recoguized in

this analysts as vocalic ottglides; the ottglides are (+vocaliej--tha centering!

lel, the palatal Isle and the velar Ws which are (+vocalic, -tense, :beck,

THE LAX VCIMLS

The lax vowel It! is characterized by centering offelides before most con-

sestinas. The offglide occurs before all (-MVO consonants (all stops but ISO

sad lel, before fricatives, and before both (+anterior) nasals. Soee examples

are .02. [bap), bid (hied), It= E Ray), and atm (pion). In two environsnnts,

before (+high, +continuant, +strident) consonants (as in fish and dish) and

before nasal + affricate clusters (as in piss...% h, Int, and sinre) the vowel becones

(+testae). Elsewhere (before lk, g, a, JI and liquids and in word-final positions),

the vowel is a nonophthong Et I.

Like lily the lax front vowel Iti has a centering offglide before (+high'

consonants, yielding auch pronunciations as Estcep, meet), btet, bted1 for saa

web, Woo and This vowel also becomes (+teasel before (+high, +continuant

3
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+strident] consonants (fmudi and measure), and also before 191 , as in JILL, Isso

=dem. Before nasals Wend lel rarge as RI Pen is [pion].

The low front lax vowel Nel becomes (*tense] in three environments: before

nasal+ coneonant clusters, before [-voice. +continuant] consonants, and before

(+high] stops (1141 and 191 )4, Like the other tense front vowels, (*tense] 1711

develops a palatal offglide (and a lax initial lerent) in the pronunciations

[pate, leif, sii, damns, rsL9] (patho.laugh, ash, dance, and ma). Men followed

by the offglide and a (+nasal) consonant, the low vowel optionally raises to lel

before lasing. Thus pants ray he either [paLnts] or [peints]. In other pre -

consonantal environments lel has a centering offglide as in [keep, rman, haav]

(sa, ran, and have).

The (+high, +back, -tense] lul has two offglides, a centering offglide before

(+anterior) stops (se.lo, hood, and foot are [kuop, huod, fuot]) and a palatal

offglide before (+high, +continuent] consonants. Bush and 2.2a are [butil and

(Win
The merger of Iti and lel before nasals has already been mentioned, but

another coalescence of front vowels occurs in a nasal environment. All front

vowels merge as lel ([ -high, -low, +tense]) before !al. As a result think is

identical to thank; 21mg_is identical toms..

TEE TENSE VONELS

The [+high] or (-round) tense vowels 111,101, lul, anclail become [-tense]

before Irl, but lulfreguently merges with lol and is thus exempt from the

laming rule. If the (+tense) vowel is maintained before Irl, as lol and lol

are, these vowels do not have matching offglides. Otherwise, all (+tense]

vowels have such offglides. One interesting feature of the dialect, however,

4
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is the laxing of the vocalic peak when occompanied by a [-tense] offglide.

Stressed or is (Or], with a (+tense] vowel and no offglide, but on is (pun),

with a [-tense] initial element followed by a velar offglide. It should also

be noted thst on and own are not homophonous, contrary to popular belief. The

two (-low, +back, +tense) vowels lul and lol develop centering onsets, a feature

not shared by the (+low, +back, +round] vowel. Thus own is (Quo], but on is

(nun]. Finally, when lul followsl+moronal] stops, a palatal onglide intrudes.

Ttme is (timun].

DIPHTHONGS

The Iati diphthong has two pronunciations. In word-final position the diph-

thongal character is preserved, but elsewhere the pronunciation is monophthongal.

When the offglide is retained it is "shortened" from [+high] to [-highl([t]).

The initial element of the diphthong and the monophthongal variant are both

fronted to (a]. In old-fashioned speech, Itl is deleted before In{ , and the

lal is not fronted. Tire in old-fashioned speech is [tar], contrasting with

(tar) in this analysis. Like all English nonophthongs, [a] has predictable

length; it is long before voiced fricatives, rather long before voiced stops,

somewhat long before voicless fricatives, and short before

voiceless stops. Since vowel length is so universally predictable in modern

English, the rules postulated in this study do not attempt to account for it.

A more complete set of rules, however, would generate the following pronunciations:

rise (ra::z) (with a tendency for a weak offglide to develop)

ride [ratd]

IjdUt (ras)

right rat ]
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The laul diphthong is monophthongized before Irl , and the lal is not

fronted. When the offglide is preserved, the onset fronts, becoming more

advanced than the [a] of the latl diphthong. It is [+front][a] . Tower is

[tar], but house is [hays]. This offglide, like all other velar offglides in

this dialect, undergoes rounding assimilation.

The IDll diphthong retains the offglide in all environments, but it

assimilates to [a] . The offglide is never deleted; IDIA and 131 do not

neutralize. Ball is [bmul], but boil is [bvelil].

A NOTE ON TPE LIQUID 111

Various observers of Southern and South Midland speech (e.g., Sledd 1966)

have called attention to two varieties of post-vocalic Ill --a "dark" Ill, and

a "clear" Ill They have also noted the intrusiton of the palatal glide before

the "clear" (palatal) Ill and the velar glide before the "dark" (velar) 111.

And finally, it has been observed that under certain conditions the Ill is

deleted. The dialect described in this study shares these three general chara-

cteristics.with other Southern dialects, but the rules are not the same. For

example, in some dialects Ill between two front vowels is "clear", but in north-

west Arkansas it remains "dark" or [+back] . Billy is [btlat] Post-vocalic

"clear" or [-back] [I] is posited only before [+high, -back, -consonantal,

-vocalic] segment lyl. However, since the Ill is later deleted, the argument

for "clear" and "dark" Ills rests on the glide which remains. It is [-back],

not [+back]. Consider these three names: Will, Willie, and William. Will is

[wtv1]; the Ill remains [+back] and the glide is also [+back]. Willie is

[wilt], the Ill and the glide being identical to those in the previous

example. But William.is different; it is [vittyam].
2 This pronunciation is

6
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generated by three rules: first, Ill becomes [-back]. The intrusive glide is,

therefore, also [-back]. Then III is deleted (the alveolar contact disappear-

ing), but the palatal glide remains. It appears that Ill vocalizes, before any

[-vocalic] segment (i.e., auy true consonant or glide), but under certain con-

ditions it vocalizes in word final position after [+back] vowels, especially

in unstressed syllables. Rule 120 is obviously inadequate since it does not

account for the latter deletion.

Clearly, much of the phonological system has not been studied, even

tentatively. Some problers that remain are:

1. vowels in unstressed syllables

2. the loss of word-final III

3. the simplification of word-final consonant clusters

4. the simplification and assimilation of medial consonant clusters

5. the so-called "weakening" of final stops (There is evidence in oui

tapes and the printed records of devoicing of voiced stops, of

voiceless stops becoming glottal stops or disappearing altogether,

and of vowels + nasals becoming nasalized vowels only.)

6. initial Ihyl and Ihwl clusters

7. initial led in monosyllables
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NOTES

1Obviously, I reject Labov's (1969) concept of inherent variability as

a means of explaining pronunciation variation in favor of more conservative

theoretical assumptions about dialect mixture and style shifting. My position

is closer to DeCamp's (1969: 172, esp;) than Labov's. Such variation, as

between [peen] and [pLan] for imo, is regarded as the product of dialect or

style shifting, not as inherent variability, lt is assumed that the rules

for a particular style or dialect are an ordered set. Different styles or

dialects differ in that they may not share the same rules, they may share

identical rules with different ordering, or they may share partially similar

rules with differences in contexts, restrictions, etc. Thus, when one's

performance is characterized by pronunciation fluctuation, it is assumed that

the variation is the result of the speaker's switching, however brief, from

the set of rules for one dialect or style to another. For example, if a

speaker of the dialect under analysis pronounces tire as [tar] and then at

another time as [tar], the latter would be considered the product of code

switching. He would have not followed Rules 16 and 17, but instead Rule 15',

which would belong to another rule set.

LA) a r

[

15'. [-tense] -, 0' / -consonantal +consonantal
+vocalic +vocalic
-round -anterior

2
The symbolization [LI.] should not be misinterpreted as vowel length,

which would be noted as [L:]. The Second [i] in this transcription, it will

be remembered, is merelY a cover symbol for a palatal offglide, the specific

tongue height being unspecified.

8
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SOME RULES FOR THE PRONUNCIATION
OF ENGLISH IN NORTHWEST ARKANSAS

i/e/m/u a r

[

1. [-tense] - -high / +consonantal
-low +vocalic
+back -anterior
-tense

OPT 2. +high - [-high] / +consonantal
+back +vocalic
+tense] -anterior

i/e/u/E L/e/Tu/a r

[

3. +tense - [-tense]/ +consonantal
Pi-light +vocalic
l-r'ndj -anterior

4
i/L/e/e/m e 0

-consonantal - -high /

+vocalic -low
rnasall
+back

-back j +tense

tie

[

5. -back
-low
-tense]

i/e
[+tense]/

6/J
+nasal][continuel

+anterior

g/2
r+continuent
+strident
high

I. m/n
[-Fhigh]/ [+nasal]

E e 9
6.

[

-high - [+tense]/ +consonantal
-low -vocalic
-back +voice
-tense +high



7.

m
+low
-back
-tense[

W
'-' [+tense]/ r

12

f/e/s/5
+continuen1
-voice

k/g

[+back
-vocalic

[+nasaiTconsonantal3
-vocalic

L/e/m p/b/t/d/f/v/0/5/s/z/m/n
8. 0 - -high / rack

- low -tense] -vocalic
+back -high
-tense]

9. 0

[

a
-high

kiCk
-tense

L

-back
-tense]

u

[

/ C +high
+back
-tense]

L

u u/o/o

-Ell.

10. 0 - +high / rback
back +tense
tense

p/b/t/d

+anterior
-nasal

g/I
L+continuent]

high
OM.

WHERE C = ANY.CONSONANT, LIQUID, OR GLIDE

r

WHERE X # +consonantal
+vocalic
-anterior

N L rn/n

OPT 11. [-back 1 -. [-low V [-tense][+nasal]
+tense

I t/d/n/6/j u

12. 56 -. +high rcontinuent]

[ -back
/ +corona! +back

-tense - +tense

12
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u/o erg
13e - low 1 -- -back 1 u

+back I
-f ront_1/ [-tense]

+tense

i/e/TE/e[B/o i/c/m/v/e/D i/u

14. [-i.tense] - [-tense ] / [-tense ]

a.

15. rback 0 / --consonanta I
-tense] +voca I c +voca I I c

a L

a. ea u
16. [-round] -. -back IC. [-tense]

etf ront I/ Rfront

L[17. -tense
+f ront

a
- 0 /[-front.]

--round X
e a
e rt

[-high! [-flowij
et backl / clbac

-anterior

18.

19.

20.

21.

+consonanta
+voca
+anterior

0 -.

I/I
+voca
-Ea nterf
[

fatback
L-tense]

I

1 i

u
I.

+high
oCback
-tense

I I

c

c
or]

l

/

-

WHERE

1

--.. [-back] / -con
-voca
--back

X # #

Y
sonanta

I ic

I

1

+consonant
+voca I i
+anterior
%Aback

I]

I

a
c

rback
--tense]

I..-consonanta I
+voca l i c

/ [-vocal

----

ic]

a
I lc

0 / [-consonant
+.voca
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22.

23.

u
[I..back

-tense]

O
+nasal

corona!
-anterior
-[.

-

I

u
D Kround]/[7tesol

s/e/m/a/A

n
+anterior
+coronal
-high
-back

n
oroundj

/C
I

[-tense) E.back
-tense] I

MERE C ANY CONSONANT, LIQUID, OR GLIDE



stolid (U) grog (zz) 
no4id (00 cowl (0z) 

inmod (6I) wont (6T) 
mod qpiq 
TIM qInq 

illiw (U) 
iIniw (6I) 
iliw 

Inaq (Tz) :An (ZZ) 

lAnag (U) Inneg (6T) Ina (TZ) 

Ineng (6T) inaq (pT) Inna (6T) ia (U) Jel (LT) 

lecg (LT) Incg (on Ina (90 Ina (6I) jun (9T) 

itaq icq mo In 
irrir Vie TY VAT2 

2nA4 (LI) 4AnW (n) 
J1104 (0) naq (LI) iem4 (9T) 40mu (91) temu (g) 

Jaw laq vomq 4no.1 4mu 

aminora 
Tan-4 *WW1 3VA 

Prim? (VT) 
ineil (VT) PnaiR (ET) 

le4 (LT) 5fleci (VT) ZPLIN (CT) Prim? (ZT) 

41641 (9T) SwF, (0I) 004 (OT) PrinTe (0T) 
Sep Jo4 looM pn2 

Wrirr 0100 3,0* pommy 

sui3p (iT) 
pm; (VT) swamp (TT) 

Pnai (CT) sump (01) 

Pnn; (OT) Wing (6) 4en; (6) Peeg (8) sum) (0 
_ME _la JUIL Paq sump 
poo; qimq moo; 1RPT emump 

Ut3S (U) 
elm; (tT) 513 (VI) fi2J; (T) Coils (n) 
Ogg (0T) Bin (00 2104 (0T) timid (9) biee (OT) 

°AA (L) Se (9) 110-1; (S) uid (s) Oos (,) 

Oaq 53 ,113-1,3, u3d GIs 
TOW VW spoon TroT WWI 

M0130 (VT) 46130 (VT) Rcv3g (VT) 211; (VT) 
46108 (0T) m6100 (oT) plog (0T) VI; (01) 
11000 (V) 4600 (V) 2uoq (5) WI4 (S) clel..14 (9) 
liGa9 4619 _s_t_q -La quill 

numq3 AuTy Waif gen ciT.2.3 

STIeSNX3 MOS 
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