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APPENDIX 1

TABLES (in Chronological Order)

Fig 1. Table showing the Phonological Variables used for Tape 1 


(Tape 1 = Yorkshire Random Word List) 

	Word Used
	Investigating
	Phonological form of word
	

	
	response to
	     in West Yorkshire Accent
	

	
	
	
	

	“CITY”
	Final 'y'
	[sɪte] 
	

	
	
	
	

	“MATE”
	'a' vowel
	[me:t] 
	

	
	
	
	

	“BACK”
	Final 'k'
	[bæk]
	

	
	
	
	

	“NOTE”
	'o' vowel
	[no:t]
	

	
	
	
	

	“SINGER”
	'ng' sound
	[sɪŋer] 
	


Fig 2. Table showing the Phonological Variables used for Tape 3


(Tape 3 = Scouse vs Yorkshire Pronunciations of Variables) 

	Words Used
	Investigating
	Phonological form of word
	  Phonological form of word

	
	response to
	     in West Yorkshire Accent
	     in Scouse Accent

	
	
	
	

	“City” / ”Pretty”
	     Final 'y'
	[sɪte]  /  [prɪte]
	[sɪti: ]  /  [prɪti: ]

	
	
	
	

	“Mate” / “Late”
	    'a' vowel
	[me:t]  /  [le:t]
	[meɪt]  /  [leɪt]

	
	
	
	

	“Back” / “Sack”
	     Final 'k'
	[bæk]  /  [sæk]
	[bæx]  /  [sæx]

	
	
	
	

	“Note” / “Float”
	    'o' vowel
	[no:t]  /  [flo:t]
	[nə

 HYPERLINK "http://www.ling.lancs.ac.uk/chimp/101/vowels/grow.wav" ʊ t]  /  [flə

 HYPERLINK "http://www.ling.lancs.ac.uk/chimp/101/vowels/grow.wav" ʊ t]

	
	
	
	

	“Singer”/ “Winger”
	   'ng' sound
	[sɪŋer]  /  [wɪŋer]
	[sɪŋger]  /  [wɪŋger]


Fig 3.
Table showing Attitudes towards possession of Professional Qualities

(Ambitious, Hard Working, Determined, Self Confident).

	WORD / PHONOLOGICAL VARIABLES
	NEGATIVE EVIDENCE OF QUALITIES
	DO NOT KNOW
	POSITIVE EVIDENCE OF QUALITIES

	City – [e]
	22%
	26.50%
	51.50%

	Mate – [e:]
	28%
	19%
	53%

	Back – [k]
	23%
	30%
	47%

	Note – [o:]
	6%
	28%
	66%

	Singer – [ŋ]
	16%
	25%
	59%

	Longer Word Passage
	3%
	6%
	91%


Appendix 1

Section 3 - Results from Fig 3

Single Phonological Variables

From listening to the Yorkshire pronunciation of the /e/ ending, 22% of the participants said that they thought the speaker possessed negative evidence of the professional qualities listed.  A quarter of the participants asked said that they did not know whether the person they heard possessed professional qualities or not.  However, over 50% of the people asked said that they felt the person they heard did possess positive evidence of professional qualities.

From hearing the Yorkshire pronunciation of  /e:/, 28% of the participants felt that the speaker provided negative evidence of possessing professional qualities, 19% had no opinion either way while just over half the people asked felt that the person speaking had positive evidence of professional qualities.

From the pronunciation of the /k/ variable, 23% of participants felt that the speaker possessed few professional qualities, 30% had no opinion, while just under half of the participants asked thought the speaker showed lots of evidence of professional qualities.

From listening to the /o:/ sound in ‘note,’ 6% perceived no evidence of professional qualities, 28% had no opinion, while two thirds of people asked felt that the speaker showed lots of evidence of professional qualities.

The /ŋ/  pronunciation was perceived by 16% of participants as showing the speaker possessed little or no evidence of having professional qualities, a quarter did not have an opinion, while the remaining 59% thought that after hearing the variable, the speaker showed lots of evidence of possessing professional qualities. 

Word Passage

The attitudes towards the longer passage of connected speech were considerably different from those obtained from the single phonological variables.  3% perceived that the speaker possessed no evidence of possessing professional qualities, 6% had no opinion, while a vast majority of 91% felt that from listening to the passage, the speaker showed lots of evidence of professional qualities.

Fig 4.
Table showing Attitudes towards possession of Intelligence.

	WORD / PHONOLOGICAL VARIABLE
	NEGATIVE EVIDENCE OF QUALITIES
	DO NOT KNOW
	POSITIVE EVIDENCE OF QUALITIES

	City – [e]
	19%
	37%
	44%

	Mate – [e:]
	25%
	25%
	50%

	Back – [k]
	31%
	31%
	38%

	Note – [o:]
	31%
	13%
	56%

	Singer – [ŋ]
	31%
	31%
	38%

	Longer Word Passage
	12.5%
	25%
	62.5%


Appendix 1 

Section 4 - Results from Fig 4

Single Phonological Variables
From the yorkshire /e/ ending, 19% of the participants thought that the person they heard was not intelligent, 37% did not have an opinion, while just less than half said they thought the speaker was intelligent.

25% of participants felt that from listening to the pronunciation of /e:/ that the speaker was not intelligent, while 25% of participants did not have an opinion. The remaining 50% of participants felt that the speaker was intelligent.

From the Yorkshire pronunciation of the /k/ ending in ‘back,’ 31% of the participants asked felt that the speaker possessed a low level of intelligence, the same percentage had no opinion either way, while the remaining 38% thought that from the pronunciation, the speaker possessed a high level of intelligence.

On hearing the /o:/ 31% of participants felt the speaker possessed a low level of intelligence, 13% had no opinion and 56% felt the speaker possessed a relatively high level of intelligence.

From the Yorkshire /ŋ/ variable, 31% felt the speaker had a low level of intelligence, the same percentage had no opinion, while the other 38% felt that from listening to the pronunciation of /ŋ/, the speaker possessed a high level of intelligence. 

Word Passage

From listening to the longer word passage, 12.5% of participants felt that the Yorkshire speaker had a relatively low level of intelligence, a quarter did no have an opinion while the remaining 62.5% possessed lots of evidence of intelligence.

Fig 5.
Table showing Attitudes towards possession of Personal Qualities

(Honest, Good Natured, Kind Hearted).

	WORD / PHONOLOGICAL VARIABLE
	NEGATIVE EVIDENCE OF QUALITIES
	DO NOT KNOW
	POSITIVE EVIDENCE OF QUALITIES

	City – [e]
	8%
	15%
	77%

	Mate – [e:]
	19%
	23%
	58%

	Back – [k]
	19%
	29%
	52%

	Note – [o:]
	4%
	21%
	75%

	Singer – [ŋ]
	21%
	21%
	58%

	Longer Word Passage
	6%
	13%
	81%
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Section 5 - Results from Fig 5

Single Phonological Variables

Only 8% of participants from listening to the /e/ ending, felt that the person on the tape possessed none of the personal qualities listed. Nearly twice as many (15%), did not know whether the person possessed any personal qualities or not and a majority of 77% thought that the person pronouncing the /e/ ending, possessed lots of personal qualities.

19% of the participants asked said that from listening to /e:/, they felt that the speaker possessed none of the personal qualities listed above. 23% did not have an opinion and 58% felt that the speaker did possess personal qualities.

From listening to the /k/ ending, 19% said that the speaker possessed no evidence of having personal qualities, 29% did not have an opinion, while just over half of the participants asked said that on listening to the /k/ ending, they perceived the speaker to have many personal qualities.

The /o:/ vowel sound in ‘note’ caused 4% of participants to say they felt the speaker had little or no personal qualities, 21% had no opinion, while the remaining 75% felt that the speaker had lots of personal qualities.

On hearing the Yorkshire pronunciation of the /ŋ/ variable, 21% of participants said that they thought the speaker possessed no or very few personal qualities, the same amount of people said they did not know and the remaining 58% felt the speaker possessed lots of evidence of possessing personal qualities.

Word Passage

From listening to the longer word passage, 6% of participants felt that the speaker possessed no or little evidence of personal qualities, just over twice this amount (13%), had no opinion either way, while a majority of 81% thought that on hearing the word passage, the speaker possessed lots of evidence of personal qualities.

Fig 6.
Table showing Attitudes towards possession of Social Qualities 

(Talkative, Good sense of Humour).

	WORD / PHONOLOGICAL VARIABLE
	NEGATIVE EVIDENCE OF QUALITIES
	DO NOT KNOW
	POSITIVE EVIDENCE OF QUALITIES

	City – [e]
	34%
	22%
	44%

	Mate – [e:]
	22%
	19%
	59%

	Back – [k]
	19%
	25%
	56%

	Note – [o:]
	16%
	34%
	50%

	Singer – [ŋ]
	13%
	28%
	59%

	Longer Word Passage
	9%
	16%
	75%
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Section 6 - Results from Fig 6

Single Phonological Variables

On listening to the /e/ ending, 22% did not have an opinion about the person’s possession of social qualities, 34% thought that the person they heard did not possess social qualities and 44% thought that the person did possess significant social qualities.

Just over 40% of the people asked, after listening to the /e:/ variable, thought that the speaker had either no social qualities, or they did not have an opinion while the other 60% thought that the speaker did possess the social qualities listed above.

From listening to the /k/ ending, 19% of participants felt that the speaker showed little evidence of social qualities, a quarter of participants had no opinion either way, while 56% thought that the speaker would possess lots of social qualities.

From the /o:/ in ‘note’ 16% of participants feel the speaker shows no evidence of having social qualities, 34% had no opinion and the remaining 50% thought the speaker showed evidence of having lots of social qualities.

The /ŋ/ variable caused 13% of participants to say that the speaker possessed no social qualities, 28% had no opinion, while 59% felt the speaker had lots of social qualities.

Word Passage

From listening to the longer word passage, 9% of participants felt that the speaker possessed no or very few social qualities, 16% had no opinion, while a majority of 75% thought that the speaker possessed lots of evidence of social qualities.

Fig 7.
Table showing Responses to Phonological Variables heard on Tape 3

	WORDS USED
	VARIABLE BEING
	PREFERENCE
	NO
	PREFERENCE

	
	INVESTIGATED
	FOR YORKSHIRE
	PREF
	FOR SCOUSE

	
	
	
	
	

	"City" / "Pretty"
	[e] vs [i:] ending
	28%
	0%
	72%

	
	
	
	
	

	"Mate" / "Late"
	[e:] vs [eɪ]
	9%
	13%
	78%

	
	
	
	
	

	"Back" / "Sack"
	[k] vs [x] ending
	69%
	16%
	16%

	
	
	
	
	

	"Note" / "Float"
	[o:] vs [ə

 HYPERLINK "http://www.ling.lancs.ac.uk/chimp/101/vowels/grow.wav" ʊ]
	13%
	6%
	81%

	
	
	
	
	

	"Singer" / "Winger"
	[ŋ] vs [ŋg]
	9%
	38%
	53%


APPENDIX 2

TABLES

(Not included in main body of Dissertation)

These tables were not included in main body of dissertation but the results are discussed briefly below as they are of interest to the study. 

Fig 8.
Table showing Attitudes towards Speaker’s area of Residence

	
	
	
	NORTH /
	

	WORD
	YORKSHIRE
	LANCASHIRE
	NORTH EAST
	SOUTH

	
	
	
	NORTH WEST
	

	
	
	
	
	

	CITY
	25%
	37.5%
	25%
	12.5%

	MATE
	31%
	50%
	13%
	6%

	BACK
	37.5%
	12.5%
	31%
	19%

	NOTE
	44%
	25%
	19%
	12%

	SINGER
	44%
	12%
	25%
	19%

	WORD
	
	
	
	

	PASSAGE
	56%
	13%
	31%
	0%
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Section 8 – Participant responses to Speaker’s perceived area of Residence in 

       Fig 8

From listening to the first single phonological variable [e], nearly 40% of participants perceived that the speaker resided in Lancashire. On listening to [e:] in ‘Mate,’ this percentage increased as 50% of participants perceived the speaker to be from Lancashire.  However, in response to the final three phonological variables [k], [o:] and [ŋ], the responses changed as an increasing number of participants perceived the speaker to reside in Yorkshire.  On hearing the longer word passage, over half correctly stated that the speaker came from Yorkshire.  These results show that it is possible to perceive where the accent originates from just from listening to one phonological variable, however, the variables that were chosen were very similar to those spoken in Lancashire and this may account for the confusion at the beginning. It also supports research question 1 as from the results obtained after the word passage, nobody perceived that the speaker was from the South, when previously they had.  So more conclusive opinions are formed on listening to a longer passage of speech.  These results may account for some of the negative feedback obtained from participants, when listening to the variables (for instance see reference to ‘Woolybacks’ in discussion of questionnaire findings.)
Fig 9.
Table showing Attitudes towards speaker’s Occupation Profile

	WORD
	UNEMPLOYED
	MANUAL / DRIVER
	SHOPKEEPER
	STUDENT
	PROFESSIONAL

	CITY
	
	75%
	
	12.5%
	12.5%

	MATE
	
	62.5%
	12.5%
	6%
	19%

	BACK
	6%
	69%
	
	6%
	19%

	NOTE
	
	56%
	13%
	6%
	25%

	SINGER
	6%
	63%
	6%
	6%
	19%

	LONGER PASSAGE
	
	44%
	31%
	
	25%


Appendix 2

Section 9 - Participant responses to Speaker’s Occupation Profile in Fig 9

The participants were also asked, after listening to each separate phonological variable and the longer word passage, what occupation they would expect the person they heard speaking to have.  The results from this can be seen in the table above.

From hearing each word and the word passage, the highest percentage of occupation profiles occur in the ‘Manual’ section.  The next most popular occupations that were selected were the ‘Professional’ and the ‘Shopkeeper.’  This result was quite surprising as the ‘Shopkeeper’ would probably the most similar to the manual section, however, the ‘Professional’ opposes this.  This perception could be seen as influential to my findings on stereotypes, as there was a preference by the participants for the speaker to be possess a lot of professional qualities.  This stereotype may be generated from the perception that the speaker is a manual worker, therefore, he will be required to work hard in order to provide for his family (as he was also perceived as being a ‘family man’ in section 5.2 of analysis).

