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The effects of dialect contact on the accent of Aberdeen

Thorsten Brato

(University of Giessen)

Thorsten.Brato@anglistik-uni-giessen.de
This paper reports the findings of a sociolinguistic study on Urban Aberdonian English before the background of dialect contact (e.g. Trudgill 1986) as a result of large-scale in-migration, particularly from the Western Central Belt, following the discovery of oil in the North Sea. 

The data stems from recordings of 44 Aberdonians in three age groups (children, teenagers and adults) and covers three vowel (boot, cat, out) and seven consonant variables (hw, l, r-realisation, r-vocalisation, t, th, x). These were chosen as representing possible sites for local variation, variation as a result of dialect contact with Central Belt speakers and variation that is spreading through urban varieties in the UK as a set of youth norms (Williams & Kerswill 1999). 

The analysis revealed the effects of dialect contact in various ways. There is a loss of locally marked variants, e.g. /ʍ/ → [f], which is virtually absent in young speakers. At the same time, Glasgow working-class variants either already well-established at the time of migration such as the fronting of boot to [ʉ ~ ʏ] (Macaulay 1977: 38–42) or incipient (/x/ → [k], /ʍ/ → [w]; Macafee 1983: 32, fn. 20) are now the norm for younger speakers irrespective of social background and in the case of the latter even more widespread than in comparable data from Glasgow (Stuart-Smith et al. 2007). The status of the variants that indicate a loss of Scottishness (r-vocalisation) or form part of the youth norms (th-fronting, l-vocalisation) is less clear. The two former are found only infrequently, yet consistently in some speakers and phonological contexts, which ties in well with Kerswill’s (2003: 236) model of geographical diffusion. l-vocalisation is more advanced and accounts for over a third of all variants in the younger groups, but is virtually absent in the adult speakers. 
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Acoustics and ethnicity: /t/ realisation in Sheffield adolescent speech

Sam Kirkham

(University of Sheffield)

s.kirkham@sheffield.ac.uk
Ethnicity has long been established as a significant factor in maintaining social and linguistic boundaries (Labov 1963). Yet recent studies in Europe find an increase in multiethnic varieties and a move away from distinct ‘ethnolects’ (Quist 2008; Cheshire et al. 2011). The patterning of this variation, however, is very much dependent upon the social structure of the community under study, with multiethnic friendship networks playing a key role in the emergence of these new varieties. This paper examines the relationship between phonetic variation and ethnicity in a Sheffield high school that has high levels of inter-ethnic contact but low levels of inter-ethnic integration. Through an acoustic phonetic analysis of /t/ realisation, I explore the ways in which gradient phonetic variation is used to index social distinctions in this community.

The data are comprised of sociolinguistic interviews with White, Pakistani and Somali adolescent speakers of Sheffield English. The results show that Sheffield Pakistani /t/ is more frequently realised as a postalveolar coronal stop and is acoustically characterised by shorter voice onset time, greater burst intensity, and lower mean frequency. White speakers produce alveolar coronals with some affrication and longer VOT values than expected, while Somali speakers also pattern in phonetically distinctive ways. These results are discussed with reference to ethnographic fieldwork carried out in the school. Around 40% of students come from more deprived areas of the city, which have large ethnic minority populations. Socioeconomic divides in the school become translated into ethnic divides and ethnicity emerges as a salient social category for the adolescents in determining friendship networks and social practices. These divides are often marked in speech production, where different ethnic groups diverge from expected norms in the process of carving out social distinctions and making social meaning. These findings demonstrate the relational nature of ethnicity in contact situations.
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Vowel variation in Manchester: a dynamic approach
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(University of York,1 Queens College-CUNY2)
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This paper investigates the sociophonetic advantages of multiple formant measurements for defining vowel trajectories through an analysis of vowel variation in Manchester English. While a growing body of research shows that dynamic approaches to vowel characterisation afford greater speaker discrimination than steady-state measurements (Greisbach et al. 1995, Ingram et al. 1996), no published work has focussed on the application of such methods to variationist studies.

Tokens of monophthongs (GOOSE and STRUT) and diphthongs (FACE and GOAT) were segmented from word list recordings of 18 speakers (10 males, 8 females) aged 18-24 (young) and 50-68 (old). Adopting McDougall’s (2004) method, time-normalised measurements of F1 and F2 at +10% steps across the vowel trajectory were extracted using a Praat script. Values were averaged by speaker and age/gender group and normalised using the modified Watt and Fabricius (2002) method.

Our results support two main findings. Firstly, GOOSE and GOAT fronting are most advanced among younger speakers. In terms of GOAT production, there is a gender effect among younger speakers, with females showing more fronted trajectories. These findings are consistent with results from steady-state studies (Watt and Tillotson 2001, Hawkins and Midgley 2005, Flynn forthcoming). In light of Kerswill and Williams’ (2005) findings, these results may reflect diffusion of fronted GOAT and GOOSE from the South-East. 

Secondly, dynamic measures are shown to offer greater value in defining the phonetic reality of vowel production than a traditional ‘static’ approach. A comparison with GOAT fronting in York (Haddican et al. 2010) reveals that younger females in the two communities employ different dynamic articulatory strategies, despite fronting to a similar extent. In York, fronted realisations were produced with c-shaped curves, while straight line trajectories were common among younger females in Manchester. These results therefore reveal social correlates of vowel trajectory shape not detectable using steady-state techniques.
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The role of sociophonology in sociolinguistic investigation
William Barras

will@barras.ws 

The term ‘sociophonetics’ is an increasingly popular label for a type of sociolinguistic investigation, with textbooks such as Watson (2011) addressing the topic. Some definitions of the term suggest that it involves a consideration of phonetic and phonological variation and that ‘many sociophoneticians appear to make no distinction … using “phonetics” and “phonology” interchangeably’ (Foulkes 2006). Other accounts argue for ‘the use of increasingly sophisticated phonetic analysis, which is demonstrating that very fine phonetic detail is used for the construction of social identity’ (Hay & Drager 2007). While advances in phonetic analysis are important in identifying patterns of variation, I argue that it is still important to engage with phonological theory when analysing phonetic and phonological variation. Indeed, Johnson & Britain (2007) argue that ‘sociolinguists, who collect and work with real, and hence variable, language data, rarely attempt to produce a phonological explanation for their results’.

This paper presents data on rhoticity and r-sandhi gathered in five communities in Greater Manchester, which is non-rhotic, and East Lancashire, which is an ‘island of rhoticity’ (Britain 2009). I show that individual speakers have variable levels of both rhoticity and r-sandhi. Hay & Sudbury (2005) present a similar pattern in their data and argue that the gradual development of linking and intrusive-r leading to their convergence to a single synchronic phenomenon ‘is not a process that can be well described by any categorical, phonological grammar’. I argue that my results suggest that the use of intrusive-r as a hiatus-filler is not, in fact, ruled out by standard phonological approaches to modelling rhotic speech. Furthermore, the phonological model proposed by Uffmann (2007) actually predicts a parallel distribution for rhoticity and intrusive-r, in which individual speakers can have both features. A sociophonological approach enables me to show that the overlap in East Lancashire rhoticity and r-sandhi is not as unexpected as it at first seems.
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Sociolinguistic variation and change in FACE and GOAT in Sunderland
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(Edge Hill University)
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The variables FACE and GOAT have been widely analysed in variationist studies in the UK due to the high level of sociolinguistic variation they show within and between communities. In the North-east, in particular, these two variables have a number of variants:

	Area
	FACE
	GOAT

	Northern 
	eː ~ ɪə
	oː > ʊə ~ ɵː

	Central 
	eː ~ eə > ɪə
	oː > ʊə ~ ʊə

	Southern 
	ɛ̝ː > ɪə ~ ɛ̈ː
	ɔ̝ː > ɔ̈ː ~ ɒː > ʊə


Beal, Burbano-Elizondo & Llamas (in preparation)

Research conducted in Tyneside and Teesside in the past decade demonstrates that both variables are undergoing change, with usage of localised variants decreasing and pan-regional monophthongs increasing (Watt 2000; Watt & Llamas 2004). The centring diphthongs, [ɪə] and [ʊə], are the traditional regional realisations, generally associated with male speakers, and in both areas they are used most frequently by the older working-class males. The monophthongs [eː ~ ɛː] and [oː ~ ɔː] are the preferred variants of all the other speaker groups, including the female ones. The closing diphthongs [eɪ] and [oʊ], used across the UK, are most frequently recorded amongst the middle-class females. Lastly, [ɵː], a feature typical of Tyneside English, has been recorded most frequently amongst male speakers, in particular young middle-class speakers. However, like [ʊə], it is being levelled out. 

Whilst Llamas et al. (2010) have ascertained usage of the above mentioned variants of FACE and GOAT in Sunderland English, to date no study has focused on the sociolinguistic distribution of these variables in Sunderland. In this paper, I present the results of an analysis of a socially stratified sample of Sunderland speakers collected between 2003 and 2005; I consider the findings of this study alongside those of research conducted elsewhere in the North-east to ascertain whether FACE and GOAT in Sunderland present the same patterns of variation and change. Furthermore, the linguistic variation identified in this apparent-time study will be considered in light of the identity and local affiliations of the speakers.
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Phonetic variation and social practice:

/u/ in the Scottish Gaelic of Glaswegian adolescents

Claire Nance

(University of Glasgow)

c.nance.1@research.gla.ac.uk
Scottish Gaelic is a language spoken by around 58,000 people traditionally in northwest Scotland. The language is undergoing decline (Dorian 1981) but is now the focus of revitalization efforts, such as the provision of Gaelic Medium Education. This paper considers language variation in a Gaelic medium secondary school in Glasgow, where the official language is Gaelic, but the students only speak English among themselves. Based on findings from previous research on adolescents (Eckert 2000), we would expect that phonetic variation patterns with social groups and practices in the speakers’ peer-group language (English). However, is this also the case in a language that is not used in the peer-group (Gaelic)?

In order to answer this question, sociolinguistic interviews were conducted with 27 adolescents at the Gaelic school. In order to assess the relationship between social practice and phonetic variation in Gaelic, I consider variation in the vowel /u/. Previous research has indicated that this vowel is changing in apparent time in Gaelic, with younger speakers producing more fronted vowels (Nance 2011). 

Results suggest that despite Gaelic never being used as a peer-group language, differences in social practice are reflected in the phonetic realisation of Gaelic /u/. For example, female speakers who display an anti-school attitude and dress in a more sexualised manner show more fronted and lowered /u/, while more school-oriented girls show less fronted and higher productions. Two explanations are proposed for this variation: [1] speakers access social meanings attached to phonetic variation in English /u/, and translate these meanings to the same phonetic space in Gaelic; [2] those with a more pro-school orientation engage with traditional models of Gaelic pronunciation, whereas the anti-school adolescents speak Gaelic with a more Glaswegian-sounding accent. These findings have implications for the study of L2 language and identity and cross-linguistic representations of variation.
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GOOSE-Fronting: It’s happening in Nottingham t[ʉː]!

Nicholas Flynn

(University of York)

nejf100@york.ac.uk 
The trend for GOOSE-fronting has been widely studied and discussed in the English-speaking world, in particular in the United States (e.g. Labov 1994, Ash 1996, Hall-Lew 2005). The process has also been described as being present in several localities in Southern England, and has been noted in RP (cf. Torgersen & Kerswill 2004, Henton 1983). In addition, many of the chapters in Foulkes & Docherty (1999) and Kortmann & Upton (2008) mention a comparatively front realisation of GOOSE in passing, and data in Ferragne & Pellegrino (2010) suggests many varieties of English in the UK now display a fronter realisation of GOOSE.

Previous research has found the sex of a speaker plays little if any role in the conditioning of GOOSE-fronting (e.g. Hall-Lew 2005) and the surrounding phonological environment strongly conditions the amount of fronting observable (e.g. Ash 1996, Hall-Lew 2005).

Given the recent existing accounts of GOOSE in southern varieties of English and the consideration of GOOSE in ongoing research in northern varieties of English (Haddican & Richards in progress, Jansen fc), it appears a good time to investigate GOOSE in the centre of the country, to help fill in the status of this variable in the zone intermediate between north and south.

Data come from sociolinguistic interviews of a subset of 24 speakers, both male and female of two age groups, collected for a larger project on sociophonetic variation and change in Nottingham. Analysis is ongoing, but preliminary results demonstrate the presence of GOOSE-fronting in the area, and suggest that patterns already found in other varieties are present: preceding coronals promote fronting, while following laterals inhibit it. There is also no significant sex difference. Age is the most significant social factor, implying GOOSE-fronting is an ongoing linguistic change. The presence of substantially fronted tokens in word list items suggests this is a change speakers are less aware of than others (e.g. th-fronting). 

Results are discussed with reference to arguments made by Labov (1994), Henton (1983) and Ash (1996) for the feasibility of the fronting of GOOSE in a speaker’s vowel system.
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Do you say ken or know or both?

Bidialectalism and dialect attrition in the Shetland Islands, Scotland

Jennifer Smith1, Mercedes Durham2 & Sophie Holmes-Elliott1

 (1University of Glasgow 2University of Aberdeen)
<mercedes.durham@abdn.ac.uk>

<s.e.m.holmes@gmail.com>

<Jennifer.smith@englang.arts.gla.ac.uk>

Cornips and Hulk (2006:355) suggest that in present day ‘the phenomenon of ‘bidialectalism… has increased so much that monolingual speakers of non-standard dialects have become the exception’. Our previous research on change across three generations of speakers in Lerwick, in the Shetland Islands demonstrated heterogeneity of use in the younger generations: half used predominantly standard variants and half predominantly local variants. We suggested that these results may reflect the pivotal generation in dialect attrition. Alternatively, these data may be the product of bidialectalism: the younger speakers have access to two codes, with some speakers choosing to be recorded using ‘the dialect’ and other speakers choosing more standard variants. Which is the correct interpretation?

In an attempt to answer this question, we returned to the community to conduct further interviews with the younger speakers. The ‘dialect’ speakers were recorded by an ‘outsider’ in a formal situation and the ‘standard’ speakers were recorded with friends in a more casual setting. We replicated our previous analysis of a number of lexical, phonological and morphosyntactic variables in this additional dataset. 
Examination of over 10000 contexts of use across 6 variables show a consistent pattern: the ‘dialect’ speakers reduce their rates of the dialect variants when talking to an outsider i.e. they switch towards the standard; the ‘standard’ speakers show no change in their use across the two interviews. These results suggest that the ‘dialect’ speakers do indeed have access to two codes across their linguistic repertoire while the ‘standard’ speakers have access to one code only. We conclude that at least with some speakers, rapid dialect attrition in the space of one generation best characterizes the change in Lerwick. We discuss these findings against the backdrop of bidialectalism and the process of language attrition in the British Isles and elsewhere. 
Dialect acquisition in a second language – towards a usage-based explanation of vowel variation

Rob Drummond

(Manchester Metropolitan University)
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This paper reports on findings from a larger study into the acquisition of local accent features by adult Polish migrants living in Manchester, UK. The data come from 40 speakers who all came to Manchester as adults, and who all had some degree of proficiency in English on arrival. Four features were studied overall, but the focus here is on the STRUT vowel, a vowel whose local variant is different from any pedagogical target the participants would have been exposed to in Poland, and different from any Polish-influenced realisation. Therefore a change in vowel production towards the local variant is seen as evidence of locally-influenced acquisition. 

Although the findings convincingly suggest that certain social factors play a part in the extent to which individuals acquire the local variant (length of residence, positive attitude towards Manchester, having a native speaker partner), the primary focus in this paper will be on the linguistic factors behind the vowel change. In particular, the results will be discussed from the perspective of a usage-based framework, with a view to ascertaining whether this is a useful approach to take in explaining the variable acquisition of the local vowel.

Whilst initial examinations into the role of frequency at the level of lexis revealed no apparent pattern, frequency effects were observed at a particular level of phonetic context (voiced versus voiceless consonants), with more frequent contexts being far more likely to involve the use of a locally-influenced variant. The relevance of this emerging pattern is discussed, with the possibility put forward that this is a significant level of abstraction in the organisation of second language phonology. Thus it is argued that the variation in vowel production can indeed be explained from a usage-based perspective, but not at the (perhaps expected) level of lexis. 

Constructing a “neutral” variety of English:

L2 pronunciation among Norwegian learners

Ulrikke Rindal1 & Caroline Piercy2
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<caroline.piercy@ling-phil.ox.ac.uk>
This paper reports a study which examines patterns of linguistic usage by Norwegian adolescent speakers of English, investigating their use of L2 phonological variants and assessing how their L2 pronunciation relates to language ideologies and the development of English as a second language in Norway. The results suggest that English varieties contribute to the formation of locally meaningful and socially unmarked L2 pronunciation.

Norwegians learn English from an early age, and are exposed to different varieties of English, mainly British English and American English. Results from an attitude test and interviews show that a standard British accent is associated with more status and competence than an American accent, but both are considered appropriate models of pronunciation.
Although many learners choose one of these native accents as their model of pronunciation, some learners reported a desire to use a more neutral L2 accent. Production data from word list readings and conversational dyads by 70 adolescent learners of English from different sociogeographical areas of Oslo indicate blended use of English varieties within the L2 speech community. Variants from American English and British English, as well as interdialect forms, seem to acquire different degrees of formality and be reallocated functions as stylistic variants cf. Trudgill, 1986


( ADDIN EN.CITE )
. The production data, as well as learners’ reports, suggest that the aim for this blended use of phonological variants is an English accent which is less marked socially, geographically and linguistically.

Such sociolinguistic practices and ideologies are of importance to English language teaching in a field where there is little discussion and no official norms concerning pronunciation. Furthermore, the meaning-driven use of English observed within this L2 community has implications for the globalisation of English and the development of World Englishes e.g. Kachru, 1990()
.
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