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Southern lllinois (SolL.)

A Lower-most 16 counties of lllinois
(AEgypto t:n Frazer,
Part of The Ohio River Valley (Dakin, 1966)
A An understudied dialect

A A Rural Transition Zone

Roughly equidistant from NCS and SS urban
anchors

ANCS = St. Louis / SS = Memphis
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Research Questions

A What do the vowel categories of
emergent adults (Arnett, 2000) In
Southern lllinois look like?

A With which major system are Southern
lllineis vowels most similar?

A How can these patterns be explained?



Rural Transition Zones

A e.g., The Ohio River Valley
A Largely unexplored (esp. outside Ohio)

A Geographic diffusion models are problematic
too far from major dialect anchors
too little contact with speakers of major dialects

AHE s t-ori-c al model s ar en.
So'l:L--has  a-:l-arge nshar ed
Individual histories are inaccurate

A Social diffusion models are also problematic
greater homogeneity in rural areas (Gandara et al., 2001)

f-ewer and  -less di:-st il nct N
regional identities ARE social identities



Cognitive Approaches

A MOTIVATION

Why Is one variant or set of variants chosen over
another?

A ACCESS

How are newer dialect features, both socially-based
and regionally-based, acquired?

A CATEGORIZATION

Where do new features and variants fit among pre-
established categories?

A | focus on the MOTIVATION &
CATEGORIZATION components



Methods: Speakers

A high school seniors, age 18

A 2 different schools in Southern lllinois
AiTi gerso = large school
AARWi-l dcatso = smal l scho:t

Ve

A~45 miles apart

A Total Speaker Pool: ~225 Participants

200 Surveys
Al20 -AiTi‘ger.so [ 80 AW I d:¢
85 Recordings
A30 ATigerso [ 55 AWl dec



Methods: Recordings

A 11 vowels, 2 contexts, 2 repetitions
a ,e , 5, , ,0, ,U, )
h\v/d b\t
~44 vowels / speaker

A Geometric normalization (Watt & Fabricius, 2002)
no significant difference for TOWN or SEX

A Recordings made on a computer using Praat
head-mounted Sennheiser microphone
recorded on campus and at local cafes

A F1 and F2 measured

checked via spectral slice, Praat auto-formant tracking, and
visual confirmation

Steady-state midpoints or mini/max points



