
DIRECTIONS OF LINGUISTIC CHANGE 

IN THE TEXAS PANHANDLE 

by 

LORI K. BOYKIN, B.A., M.A. 

A DISSERTATION 

IN 

ENGLISH 

Submitted to the Graduate Faculty 
of Texas Tech University in 

Partial Fulfillment of 
the Requirements for 

the Degree of 

DOCTOR OF PHILOSOPHY 

Approved 

May, 1999 



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

"The subtle charm of the beautiful pronunciation of all words of all tongues, is in perfect 

flexible vocal organs and in a developed harmonious soul. All words spoken from these 

have deeper, sweeter sounds, new meaning, impossible on any less terms." 

-Walt Whitman 

The above quotation I dedicate to my informants without whom this project would 

have been impossible. They graciously gave of their time and of themselves. Countless 

others led me to my informants, and although I cannot list them all, I am also grateful for 

the tremendous help they were. 

Special thanks also go to: 

Dr. Guy Bailey and Dr. Thomas Wikle who allowed me to use the protocol they 

developed for the Survey of Oklahoma Dialects and generously gave me advice and 

encouragement. 

Dr. Mary Jane Hurst whose example and encouragement inspired me to persevere. 

My other committee members. Dr. Heather Barkley and Dr. Rosslyn Smith, whose 

careful reading and suggestions helped to improve the final version of this document. 

My parents, Don and Lois Coffman and Troy and Pat Boykin. for their love and 

support. 

Todd Boykin, my soulmate. 

11 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS ii 

LIST OF TABLES viii 

LIST OF FIGURES x 

CHAPTER 

I. THE PROBLEM OF DEFINING TEXAS PANHANDLE SPEECH 1 

Review of Previous Research 2 

Methodology 23 

Selection of Informants 25 
Sample Size 29 
The Protocol 30 
The Observer's Paradox and Natural Speech 31 
The Questionnaire 34 
The Data 37 

II. A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE TEXAS PANHANDLE 40 

The Native Americans and the Buffalo Hunters 41 

Cattle Ranching and Sheep Herding 45 

Advent of the Railroads to the Panhandle 51 

Population Boom 54 

Education 61 

Physiography 65 

The Great Depression and Dust Storms of the Thirties 68 

The Oil and Gas IndustrA 71 

111 



Cultural Affiliations 72 

Religious Affiliation 79 

Political Affiliation 83 

Cultural Border Zone 86 

III. LINGUISTIC VARIATION OVER SPACE 89 

Discussion of Features 
Positive Anymore 
Quarter till/Quarter of/Quarter to 
Y'all 
Multiple Modals 
Greasy 
Pulley Bone 
Tow Sack 
Pole Cat 
Roastin(g) Ears 
Light Bread 
Snap Beans 
Christmas Gift 
Snake Doctor/Mosquito Hawk 
Shucks/Husks 
Lightning Bug/Firefly 
Sick to/Sick at (the Stomach) 
Belly Flop/Belly Buster 
Belly Band/Girt(h) 

Features Exhibiting a Northem-Southem Split of the Panhandle 
Mud Dauber/Dirt Dauber 
Seesaw/ Teeter Totter 
Tank/Pond 
Cupboard 
Cup Towel/Tea Towel 
All the Farther 

Southern Features Concentrated in Cotton-Producing Area 
Light Bread 
Carry You Home 
Tote 
Haint/Hant 

95 
95 
96 
97 
97 
98 
99 

100 
101 
101 
102 
102 
103 
103 
104 
104 
104 
105 
105 

106 
106 
108 
110 
HI 
112 
113 

114 
116 
119 
| T ) 

124 

IV 



Mosquito Hawk 126 
Dew and Due 126 

Recession of Southern Features Southeastward 132 
.\ lud DauberT)irt Dauber 13 3 
Cup Towel 135 
Tow Sack 138 
Caught/Cot 141 

IV. LINGUISTIC VARIATION OVER TIME 149 

Cup Towel and Tea Towel 152 
Light Bread 157 
Roastin(g) Ears 1 ^9 
Blinky 160 
Bluejohn 162 
Dinner and Dinner on the Grounds 163 
Pulley Bone 164 
Coal Oil 165 
Davenport. Divan. Sofa. Couch 168 
Snake Doctor 171 
Firefly 172 
Drought 173 
Wind is Layin(g) 174 
French Harp and Mouth Harp 175 
Christmas Gift 177 
King's Ex 178 
Hackamore 179 
Dogie Maverick 180 
Kinfolks 182 
Shiplap 183 
Pallet 184 
Multiple Modals 185 
Named after/Named for 188 
Sick to/Sick at (the Stomach) 188 
Greasy 189 
Dew and Due 190 
Wear Where 194 
Causht/Cot 196 
Pool^Pull 197 



V. SOCIAL FACTORS AND LANGUAGE VARIATION 
IN THE TEXAS PANHANDLE 201 

Variation according to Income Level 203 
Wear Where 205 
Pour/Poor 205 
Due and Dew 207 
Pool/Pull 208 
Caught/Cot 209 
Snap Beans 210 
Mukiple Modals 211 
Pulley Bone 212 
Couch, Sofa, Divan, Davenport 213 

Variation According to Gender 214 
Positive Anymore 216 
Muhiple Modals 216 
Unchanged Plurals after Numbers 217 
Sound Changes in Progress 218 
Pour/Poor 218 
Wear/Where 219 
Household Terms 221 
Outdoor Terms 223 
Traditions and Games 225 
Traditional Southern Terms 226 

Variation According to Religious Affiliation 233 
Pallet 234 
Tea Towel 235 
All the Farther 237 
Sick to/Sick at (the Stomach) 238 
Tow Sack/Gunny Sack 239 

Significance of Social Factors in Language Variation 241 

VI. DIRECTIONS OF CHANGE IN A LINGUISTIC BORDER ZONE 244 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 260 

VI 



APPENDIX 

A. CHARACTERISTICS OF INFORMANTS 274 

B. THE QUESTIONNAIRE 282 

C. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF INFORMANTS 
FOR EACH CATEGORY EXAMINED 314 

D. STATISTICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF FEATURES TESTED 330 

Vll 



LIST OF TABLES 

2.1 Census Figures for the Panhandle Area 70 

2.2 Place of Birth of the Original Settlers in the Texas Panhandle 74 

3.1 Speech Features Tested and their Traditional Dialectal Designation 92 

3.2 Comparison of Frequency of Features Tested with Atwood's 

Texas Study and Bailey and Wikle's Oklahoma Study 94 

5.1 Comparison of Frequency of Sound Changes Tested for Men and Women 218 

6.1 Summary of Features Tested according to Dialectal Designation 
for All Informants 248 

6.2 Summary of Features Tested according to Dialectal Designation 
for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 249 

6.3 Summary of Features Tested according to Dialectal Designation 
for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 250 

6.4 Summary of Features Tested according to Dialectal Designation 
for Forty-Year-Old Informants 251 

6.5 Summary of Features Tested according to Dialectal Designation 

for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 252 

6.6 Summary of Recessive and Innovative Features in the Texas Panhandle 253 

C. 1 Number and Percentage of Informants: All Informants 314 

C.2 Number and Percentage of Informants: Single Age Group 318 

C.3 Number and Percentage of Informants: Female Informants 319 

C.4 Number and Percentage of Informants: Male Informants 321 

C.5 Number and Percentage of Informants: "Low" Income Informants 323 

C.6 Number and Percentage of Informants: "Middle" Income Informants 324 

Vlll 



C.7 Number and Percentage of Informants: "High'" Income Informants 326 

C.8 Number and Percentage of Informants: Bapfist Informants 327 

C.9 Number and Percentage of Informants: Methodist Informants 328 

CIO Number and Percentage of Informants: Church of Christ Informants 329 

C.l 1 Number and Percentage of Informants: Catholic Informants 329 

D.l Features Significant by Location 331 

D.2 Features Significant by Age 332 

D.3 Features Significant by Gender 334 

D.4 Features Significant by Income Level 335 

D.5 Features Significant by Religious Affiliation 335 

IX 



LIST OF FIGURES 

1.1 Map of Texas 5 

1.2 Albert C. Baugh's 1935 Map of Dialect Divisions in the U.S. 8 

1.3 Albert C. Baugh's 1957 Map of Dialect Divisions in the U.S. 8 

1.4 Albert C. Baugh and Thomas Cable's 1993 Map 

of Dialect Divisions in the U.S. 9 

1.5 Terry Jordan's Map of Speech Areas in Texas 10 

1.6 Gordon Wood's Map of Dialect Divisions in the U. S. 10 

1.7 Craig Carver's Map of Dialect Divisions in the U. S. 11 

1.8 C. K. Thomas' Map of Dialect Divisions in the U.S. 12 

1.9 John Nist's Map of Dialect Divisions in the U.S. 12 

1.10 Nancy Conklin and Margaret B. Lourie's Quadri-partite Division of Texas 13 

1.11 DARE Map of Areas Where Postvocalic Irl is Weakened 14 

1.12 DARE Map of Areas Where /ai/ Has Undergone Monophthongization 14 

1.13 Craig Carver' s Map of the Inland North Layer 15 

1.14 Craig Carver's Map of the South I Layer 16 

1.15 Craig Carver's Map of the South II Layer 16 

1.16 Craig Carver's Map of the Inland South Layer 17 

1.17 Craig Carver's Map of the Midland Layer 17 

1.18 Raymond Gastil's Map of Cultural Regions in Texas 18 

1.19 D. W. Meinig' s Map of Cultural Regions in Texas 19 

X 



1.20 Terry Jordan's Map of Cultural Regions in Texas 20 

1.21 Bruce Southard's Map of teeter totter and secscnv in Oklahoma 22 

1.22 Bruce Southard's Map of mud dauber and dirt dauber in Oklahoma 22 

1.23 Map of Communities Targeted 24 

2.1 Photograph of the Buffalo in the Texas Panhandle 44 

2.2 Photograph of Charles Goodnight, First Permanent Settler in the Panhandle 44 

2.3 Photograph of Palo Duro Canyon 45 

2.4 Photograph of JA Cattle in Palo Duro Canyon 48 

2.5 Photograph of Chuckwagon Crossing the Red Ri\er 49 

2.6 Photograph of the Fort Worth and Denver City Railroad 53 

2.7 Railroad Company Brochure Advertising the Texas Panhandle 55 

2.8 Land Company Brochure Advertising the Texas Panhandle 56 

2.9 Photograph of Smiling Baby in Brochure Advertising the Texas Panhandle 57 

2.10 Photograph of Immigrants in front of Land Company 59 

2.11 Photograph of Homeseekers with the P. L. Person Land Co. 60 

2.12 Photograph of the West Texas Normal School from Advertising Brochure 61 

2.13 Photograph of the Oldest School Building in the Panhandle. Mobeetie. TX 63 

2.14 Photograph of Dugout School at Happy Jack, TX 63 

2.15 Map Illustrating Median Education b> County for Females in Texas 64 

2.16 Map Illustrating Median Education by County for Males in Texas 64 

2.17 Map of Geographical Areas of Texas 65 

2.18 Map of Cotton Producdon in Texas 6 7 

XI 



2.19 Map of Wheat Production in Texas 67 

2.20 Photograph of Kafir Harvesting in the Texas Panhandle 68 

2.21 Photograph of Dust Storm. Higgins, TX 69 

2.22 Photograph of Borger, TX 72 

2.23 Photograph of Canadian, TX 76 

2.24 Spatial Distribution of the African American Population 78 

2.25 Spatial Distribution of the Hispanic American Population 78 

2.26 Terry Jordan's Map of Religious AffiHation in the United States 81 

2.27 David E. Sopher's Map of Religious Affiliation in the United States 82 

2.28 Terry Jordan's Map of Texas Counties Where Republicans Do Best 84 

2.29 Terry Jordan's Map of Political Culture Regions in Texas 85 

3.1 Bruce Southard's Map of mud dauber and dirt dauber in Oklahoma 106 

3.2 Spatial Distribution of mud dauber and dirt dauber 107 

3.3 Bmce Southard's Map of teeter totter and seesaw in Oklahoma 109 

3.4 Spatial Distribution of teeter totter and seesaw 109 

3.5 Spatial Distribufion of tank and pond 110 

3.6 Spafial Distribution of cupboard Usage 111 

3.7 Spatial Distribution of Passive Knowledge of cup towel and tea towel 112 

3.8 Spatial Distribution of all the farther 114 

3.9 Extent of Cotton Production in the Texas Panhandle 115 

3.10 Spatial Distribution of light bread Usage for All Informants 116 

3.11 Spatial Distribution of light bread Usage for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 117 

xi i 



3.12 Spatial Distribution of light bread Usage for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 117 

3.13 Spatial Distribution of light bread Usage for Forty-Year-Old Informants 118 

3.14 Spatial Distribution of light bread Usage for Twent\ -"I'ear-Old Informants 118 

3.15 Spatial Distribution of carry you Usage for All Informants 120 

3.16 Spatial Distribution of cany you Usage for Eight\-Year-Old Informants 120 

3.17 Spatial Distribution of carry you Usage for Sixt\ -Year-Old Informants 121 

3.18 Spatial Distribution of carry you Usage for Forty-Year-Old Informants 121 

3.19 Spatial Distribution of carry you Usage for Twent>-Year-Old Informants 122 

3.20 Spatial Distribution of ro/e Usage 123 

3.21 Spatial Distribution of Passive Knowledge of tote 124 

3.22 Spatial Distribution of Passive Knowledge of/7flmr 125 

3.23 Spatial Distribution of Passive Knowledge of hant 125 

3.24 Spatial Distribution of PassiAe Knowledge of mosquito hawk 126 

3.25 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of dew for All Informants 127 

3.26 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of dew 
for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 128 

3.27 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of dew 
for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 128 

3.28 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of dew 
for FoitA-Year-Old Informants 129 

3.29 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of dew 
for TwentN-Year-Old Informants 129 

3.30 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciafion of due for All Informants 130 

Xl l l 



3.31 Spatial Distribufion of Pronunciafion of due 
for Eight>-Year-Old Informants 13 0 

3.32 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciafion of due 
for Sixt> -Year-Old Informants 131 

3.33 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of due 
for Forty-Year-Old Informants 131 

3.34 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of due 
for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 132 

3.35 Spatial Distribution of dirt dauber and mud dauber 
for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 133 

3.36 Spatial Distribution of dirt dauber and mud dauber 
for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 134 

3.37 Spatial Distribution of dirt dauber and mud dauber 
for Forty-Year-Old Informants 134 

3.38 Spatial Distribution of dirt dauber and mud dauber 

for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 135 

3.39 Spatial Distribution of cup towel for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 136 

3.40 Spatial Distribution of cw/? row^/for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 136 

3.41 Spatial Distribution of cup towel for Forty-Year-Old Informants 13 7 

3.42 Spatial Distribution of cup towel for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 13 7 

3.43 Spatial Distribution of tow sack for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 13 8 

3.44 Spatial Distribution of tow sack for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 139 

3.45 Spafial Distribufion of tow sack for Forty-Year-Old Informants 139 

3.46 Spafial Distribufion of tow sack for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 140 

3.47 Spatial Distribution of tow sack Usage for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 141 

3.48 Spatial Distribufion of cot/caught Merger for All Informants 142 

XIV 



3.49 Spatial Distribution of co//cflwg/z/Merger for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 143 

3.50 Spatial Distribufion of cot/caught Merger for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 143 

3.51 Spatial Distribution of cot/caught Merger for Forty-Year-Old Informants 144 

3.52 Spatial Distribution of cot/caught Merger for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 144 

4.1 Distribution According to Age for dish towel 154 

4.2 Distribution According to Age for Passive Knowledge of cup towel 155 

4.3 Distribution According to Age for Passive Knowledge of tea towel 155 

4.4 Distribution According to Age for cup towel Usage 156 

4.5 Distribution According to Age for tea towel Usage 156 

4.6 Distribution According to Age for Passive Knowledge of light bread 158 

4.7 Distribution According to Age for light bread Usage 158 

4.8 Distribution According to Age for corn on the cob 160 

4.9 Distribution According to Age for Passive Knowledge of blinky 161 

4.10 Distribution According to Age for Passive Knowledge of bluejohn 162 

4.11 Distribution According to Age for lunch and dinner 164 

4.12 Distribution According to Age for wishbone and pulley bone 165 

4.13 Distribution According to Age for kerosene 167 

4.14 Distribution According to Age for Passive Knowledge of coal oil 167 

4.15 Distribution According to Age for couch, sofa, divan, and davenport 169 

4.16 Distribufion According to Age for Passive Knowledge of davenport 169 

4.17 Distribufion According to Age for Passive Knowledge of divan 170 

4.18 Distribution According to Age for divan Usage 170 

XV 



4.19 Distribution According 

4.20 Distribution According 

4.21 Distribufion According 

4.22 Distribufion According 

4.23 Distribution According 

4.24 Distribution According 

4.25 Distribution According 

4.26 Distribution According 

4.27 Distribution According 

4.28 Distribution According 

4.29 Distribution According 

4.30 Distribution According 

4.31 Distribution According 

4.32 Distribution According 

4.33 Distribufion According 

4.34 Distribution According 

4.35 Distribution According 

4.36 Distribufion According 

4.37 Distribufion According 

4.38 Distribufion According 

4.39 Distribufion According 

4.40 Distribution According 

o Age for Passi\ e Knowledge of snake doctor 

o Age for firefly and lightning bug 

o Age for drought, drouth, and dry spell 

171 

172 

174 

o Age for Passive Knowledge of the wind is layin(g) 175 

o Age for Passive Knowledge of French harp 

o Age for Passive Knowledge of mouth harp 

176 

177 

o Age for Passive Knowledge of Christmas gift 178 

o Age for king's ex and time out 179 

0 Age for Passive Knowledge of hackamore 180 

o Age for dogie, maverick, and orphan 181 

o Age for family, kinfolks, and relatives 183 

o Age for Passive Knowledge of shiplap 184 

o Age for pallet 185 

o Age for Usage of might could 187 

o Age for Usage of may can 187 

o Age for sick at/sick to (the stomach) 189 

o Age for the Pronunciation of greasy 190 

o Age for the Pronunciation of dew 193 

o Age for the Pronunciation of due 193 

o Age for the Pronunciation of wear and where 195 

o Age for the cot/caught Merger 197 

o Age for the pool pull Merger 199 

xvi 



5.1 Distribufion According to 

5.2 Distribution According to 

5.3 Distribution According to 

5.4 Distribution According to 

5.5 Distribution According to 

5.6 Distribution According to 

5.7 Distribution According to 

5.8 Distribution According to 

5.9 Distribution According to 

5.10 Distribution According to 

ncome for the Pronunciation of wear and where 206 

ncome for the pour/poor Merger 

ncome for the Pronunciation ofdeM' 

ncome for the Pronunciation of due 

ncome for the pool/pull Merger 

ncome for the cot/caught Merger 

ncome for snap beans and green beans 

ncome for may can Usage 

ncome for wishbone and pulley bone 

ncome for divan Usage 

5.11 Distribution According to Gender for the pour/poor Merger 

206 

207 

208 

209 

210 

211 

212 

213 

214 

219 

5.12 Distribution According to Gender for the Pronunciation of wear and where 220 

5.13 Distribution According to Gender for Passive Knowledge of tea towel 

5.14 Distribution According to Gender for Passive Knowledge of blinky 

5.15 Distribution According to Gender for Passive Knowledge of davenport 

5.16 Distribution According to Gender for Passive Knowledge of tow sack 

221 

^ i ? 

222 

223 

5.17 Distribution According to Gender for Passive Knowledge of hackamore 224 

5.18 Distribution According to Gender for hackamore Usage 224 

5.19 Distribution According to Gender for Passive Knowledge of Christmas gift 225 

5.20 Distribution According to Gender for king's ex and time out 

5.21 Distribution According to Gender for lunch and dinner 

226 

XVll 



5.22 Distribution According to Gender for Passive Knowledge 
of the wind is layin(g) 228 

5.23 Distribution According to Gender for the Usage of the wind is layin(g) 228 

5.24 Distribution According to Gender for kinfolks 229 

5.25 Distribution According to Gender for the Usage of tote 230 

5.26 Distribution According to Gender for the Usage of done 232 

5.27 Distribution According to Religion for pallet 235 

5.28 Distribution According to Religion for dish towel 236 

5.29 Distribution According to Religion for the a//r/z^yarr/zer 238 

5.30 Distribution According to Religion for sick at/sick to (the stomach) 239 

5.31 Distribution According to Religion for tow sack and gunny sack 240 

5.32 Distribution According to Religion for gunny sack Usage 241 

XVlll 



CHAPTER I 

THE PROBLEM OF DEFINING 

TEXAS PANHANDLE SPEECH 

It is popularly believed that American speech is becoming more homogenous. 

Most people assume that language in the United States is undergoing a "leveling" process 

as a result of the media's influence in our society. However, William Labov and Sharon 

Ash point out that "in spite of the intense exposure of the American population to a 

national media with a convergent network standard of pronunciation . . . the local accents 

of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Atlanta, Buffalo, Detroit, Chicago, San Francisco are 

more different from each other than at any time in the past" ("Understanding 

Birmingham" 508). In fact, Labov has identified three primary dialect areas in the United 

States which are undergoing very different sound changes. The Northem Cities shift 

entails an upward shift of the low long vowels (so that bag sounds like beg, for example) 

and a falling downward and backward of the short vowels (so that Debbie sounds like 

Duhbie), while the Southern shift involves a movement of the back vowels to the front 

and an exchange of position among the front vowels (so that hill/heel, for example, sound 

like /hiyel/). The Third Dialect seems unaffected by the changes occurring in the 

Northem Cities Shift and those in the Southern Shift, but is characterized instead by the 

merger of/a/ and lol (so that cot and caught are homophonous) ("Three Dialects"). 

While Labov and others have demonstrated that phonological differences still exist and 

new differences are emerging, lexically /American English seems, in fact, to be moving 



toward greater homogeneity due to a variety of factors. The effects of marketing, 

education, migration and the media tend to make American speech more homogenous and 

dialect boundaries much more difficuU to draw based on lexical items. Peter Tmdgill 

agrees that lexical difftision as a result of the media and other factors may be taking place, 

but he argues that phonological and syntactic changes take place only through dialect 

contact (Dialects in Contact 41). Social and geographic mobility has made such dialect 

contact in the United States common. Nevertheless, dialect differences do exist and 

deserve careful examination. It is important that we find out what regional distinctions in 

the lexicon are disappearing as well as discover where certain distinctions do exist 

lexically, syntactically, and phonologically. This study will analyze the distribution of 

distinctive regional words that do still exist in the Texas Panhandle and will examine 

their possible future. Additionally, a preliminary account will be given of certain 

phonological changes that are occurring in the Panhandle. As Labov and Ash and many 

others have pointed out, phonological variation, the precursor to phonological change, is 

evident in American speech, and the study of such variation can give us insight into the 

nature of language change and, thus, the nature of language itself Dialectology is just as 

important today as it was when it began over a century ago. 

Review of Previous Research 

Georg Wenker was the first to study dialectal variation in a systematic way. In 

1876 he distributed forty sentences to schoolmasters in almost 50,000 locaUties in the 

German countryside asking them to transcribe the local dialect. Although Wenker's 



methodology did not provide for the most accurate results, he vv as. nevertheless, able to 

identify primary dialect areas on the basis of the data he collected {Der Deutsches 

Sprachatlas). Recognizing the inconsistency and possible prejudice in\'oIved in ha\ ing 

numerous schoolmasters transcribe the local dialect, Jules Gillieron, a French 

dialectologist, introduced the direct method of field invesfigation in dialect study in 1897. 

He trained a former grocer to record phonetically, without bias, the speech of the people 

of France {L 'Atlas linguistique de la France). Karl Jaberg and Jacob Jud further refined 

Gillieron's technique in their study of the Italian dialects of Italy and Southem 

Switzerland {Sprach and Sachatlas Italiens und der Sudschweiz). Following the lead of 

the Europeans, American linguists began recording and describing American English(es) 

seriously and systematically at the beginning of this century. In fact, the American 

Dialect Society was founded in 1889 with the express purpose of studying and 

documenting American dialects (see Craig Carver, American Regional Dialects and 

Harold B. Allen "American English Enters Academe"). The first major dialect study of 

North America, the Linguistic Atlas of the United States and Canada, began in 1930 

under the direction of Hans Kurath, starting with the eastem half of the United States. 

The methodology of the American Atlas, essentially that of Gillieron, Jaberg. and Jud, 

involved fieldwork by investigators, trained to elicit and record phonological, lexical, and 

syntactic data using a lengthy questionnaire and careful phonetic transcription. The first 

of these efforts, the Linguistic Atlas of the New England States, was followed by other 

Atlas projects as well. The Linguistic Atlas of the Middle and Southem Atlantic States, 

the Linguistic Atlas of the North Central States, the Linguistic Atlas of the Upper 



Midwest, the Linguisfic Atlas of the Gulf States, the Linguistic Atlas of the Pacific Coast, 

and the Linguistic Atlas of the Rocky Mountain States have added to the store of 

knowledge we have concerning American English. The intention was for the Linguistic 

Atlas project eventually to cover both the United States and Canada, but the lack of 

necessary funding and fieldworkers has made the mammoth task even more difficult. In 

1964, another project began under the leadership of Frederick Cassidy, the Dictionary of 

American Regional English (DARE), involving five years of fieldwork conducted by 

eighty fieldworkers in one thousand communities nationwide (Cassidy, "DARE: Some 

Etymological Puzzles"). To date, only volumes 1-3 (A-0 ) have been published. 

However, the volumes provide some valuable information about the regional distribution 

of phonological and lexical items. 

Although the Atlas studies, DARE, and countless independent projects have 

provided much valuable data on speech areas of the United States, to date, no thorough 

investigation of all of Texas has been completed and the Panhandle in particular has been 

left largely undocumented. The area commonly referred to as the Panhandle, the 

northwestemmost twenty-six counties of Texas, is about the size of Ohio in land area and 

lies in the heart of the Great Plains mid-continental region (Fig. 1.1). Despite its size, the 

Panhandle has been the subject of only limited linguistic study. 
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Fig. 1.1 Map of Texas. The shaded area is the twenty-six county area generally known as 
the Panhandle. 

Although the Linguistic Atlas of the Gulf States included Texas, only the eastem 

half of Texas was investigated. Oma Stanley and A.Z. Norman have published studies of 

speech in southeast Texas, while Fred Tarpley has documented the speech of northeast 

Texas. In the sixties, Zell SoRelle conducted a phonological study of the speech of Texas 



Panhandle natives; however, only ten informants were included in her study. In the 

eighties, Guy Bailey and his colleagues conducted a random sample telephone sur\ e\ of 

all of Texas, though as Bailey and Dyer point out, sparsely populated areas, particularh in 

West Texas, were not thoroughly examined ("Sampling"). In 1962, E. Bagby Atwood 

published The Regional Vocabulary of Texas, a lexical study of Texas and parts of the 

surrounding states, in which he concludes that "virtually all of Texas and an 

indeterminate portion of the surrounding states can be classified as General 

Southem"(98). From his isoglosses of Southwestem words, Atwood finds a bundle close 

to the Texas/Louisiana border indicating a dialect boundary or dialect transition line 

between the layer of Southem of which Louisiana is a part and the Southwestem Layer of 

which Texas is a part. Atwood also looks at the possible westem boundary of General 

Southem; however, he comes to no conclusion. He suggests that the westem border must 

lie somewhere to the west of the Texas border. As for the northem extension of this 

boundary, Atwood admits, "Whether the northernmost portion [of the area investigated] 

would show a difference in usage I am not able to determine at present, since the number 

of informants is insufficient"(86). Indeed, due to the extensive nature of his project, 

Atwood included only eighteen informants from the Panhandle area and was unable to 

draw any conclusions based on this scant information. Atwood does point out that a 

composite of sixteen Southem words available for comparison shows a frequency in 

Colorado of 14.1 percent compared to 53.3 percent for Texas (88). Such a significant 

difference suggests that a transition zone lies somewhere in the vicinity of the Texas 



Panhandle, yet an intensive scholarly study of the lexical, phonological, and s\ntactic 

features of language use in the Texas Panhandle has never been conducted. 

Atwood is the only scholar who has conducted a linguistic study of all of Texas, 

and yet, unable to draw definitive linguistic boundaries in Texas, he judiciously 

concludes, "I will not draw lines showing the limits of Southwestem [English] or any of 

its subareas. Far too many lines have been dravm already, probably by popular demand 

and certainly of insufficient evidence, purporting to show the limits of speech areas in the 

West" (98-9). Nevertheless, many have attempted to characterize the speech of Texas. 

However, such dialect divisions, as Gary Neal Underwood points out, have been drawn 

based upon "scant and sometimes dubious evidence" (96). Albert C. Baugh's 1935 map 

entitled "The Dialects of American English" in his History of the English Language (Fig. 

1.2) was the first to posit a bi-partite division of Texas into East and West. This bi-partite 

division was maintained by Baugh in 1957 (Fig. 1.3) and by Baugh and Cable (Fig. 1.4) 

as late as 1993. Since 1935 a number of linguists, including C. K. Thomas (Fig. 1.9) and 

John Nist (Fig. 1.8) have sliced Texas into two areas (Underwood). 



T H E DlAiiCTS OF AMERICAN E N O U S H 

Fig. 1.2 Albert C. Baugh's 1935 Map of Dialect Divisions in the U. S. 

Fig. 1.3 Albert C. Baugh's 1957 Map of Dialect Divisions in the U. S. 
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Fig. 1.4 Albert C. Baugh and Thomas Cable's 1993 Map of Dialect Divisions in the U.S. 

Others, however, offer a tri-partite division of Texas. For example. Terr>' Jordan 

in his Texas: A Geography labels the easternmost part of Texas Plantation Southem. the 

majority of Texas Hill Southem. and the upper tip of the Panhandle Midwestem (Fig. 

1.5). Gordon Wood divides Texas into Mid-Southern in north-central and northeastern 

Texas, Gulf Southem in eastem Texas, and Plains Southem in south and west Texas (Fig. 

1.6). Craig Carver designates most of Texas as West Texas while the northeastern 

portion of the state is designated Southem and the extreme top of the Panhandle and the 

fip of the Trans-Pecos region are called Southwest (Fig. 1.7). 
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Fig. 1.5 Terry Jordan's Map of Dialect Divisions in Texas 

Fig. 1.6 Gordon Wood's Tri-Partite Division of Texas 
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Fig. 1.7 Craig Carver's Map of Dialect Divisions in the U. S. 

Clearly, the Panhandle in particular seems to present difficulties for those 

attempting to delineate dialect boundaries. In the latest edition of his Introduction to the 

Phonetics of American English, C. K. Thomas does not include the Panhandle or the 

Trans-Pecos Region in the Southem dialect area (Fig. 1.8). Similarly, John Nist places 

the High Plains of the Panhandle and the Mountain and Basin Region of far West Texas, 

apart from the rest of Texas, labeling them "General American" (Fig. 1.9). 
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Fig. 1.8 C. K. Thomas' Map of Dialect Divisions in the U. S. 

Fig. 1.9 John Nist's Map of Dialect Divisions in the U. S. 
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In A Host of Tongues, Nancy Faires Conklin and Margaret B. Lourie offer a 

quadri-partite division of Texas, including the Texas Panhandle in the North Midland 

speech area, separating it from the rest of Texas, which apparently belongs to the 

Southem dialect area (Fig. 1.10). 

Fig. 1.10 Nancy Conklin and Margaret B. Lourie's Map of Dialect Areas in the U. S. 

Based on the loss of lol and the strong presence of postvocalic Irl, Cassidy also 

sets the Panhandle apart from the rest of the state. In the DARE illustration of the areas 

where medial postvocalic Irl is weakened, or articulated with less-than-full retroflexion of 

the tongue (Fig. 1.11), the southwestem portion of the Panhandle only is included. 

According to DARE, the weakening of/ai/ before a final voiced consonant (as in ride, 

mile, fire) occurs in the greater part of the Panhandle with only the northwestemmost part 

unaffected (Fig. 1.12). 
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Fig. 1.11 DARE illustration of the areas where medial postvocalic Irl is weakened, or 
articulated with less-than-full retroflexion of the tongue 

Fig. 1.12 DARE illustrafion of the areas where /ai/ is weakened before a final voiced 
consonant (as in ride, mile, fire) 
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An even more complex picture of Panhandle speech emerges in Craig Car\'er's 

explanation of American speech areas based on DARE materials. Craig Carver indicates 

a tertiary boundary for the Inland North Layer mnning diagonally through the Texas 

Panhandle (Fig. 1.13); the secondary boundary for what he designates South I 

incorporates most of the Panhandle except for the northernmost tip (Fig. 1.14); and in his 

map of the South II layer, Carver includes the majority of the Panhandle, although the 

northem and southwestem portions are excluded (Fig. 1.15). Carver also includes part of 

the Panhandle in the Inland South Layer (Fig. 1.16) and part in the Midland Layer (Fig. 

1.17). Interestingly, Carver designates the language of Texas as Westem (Carver 247). 

Thus, the Panhandle lies within the Inland North tertiary boundary, the Inland South 

secondary boundary, and the Midland layer, and yet is defined in terms of the West. 

Fig 1.13 Craig Carver's Map of the Inland North Layer 
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Fig. 1.14 Craig Carver's Map of the South I Layer 

Fig. 1.15 Craig Carver's Map of the South II Layer 
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Fig. 1.16 Craig Carver's Map of the Inland South Layer 
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Fig. 1.17 Craig Carver's Map of the Midland Layer 
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This lack of consensus concerning the Panhandle is not limited to linguistic 

studies. Cultural studies corroborate the complexit\- of the Panhandle revealed in the 

linguistic studies. Linguistic geography, although certainly a sub-field within linguistics, 

is a vital branch of cultural geography as well. Cultural geographers examine such 

cultural indicators as housing, food, religion, town street patterns, farming methods, and 

language to determine the diffusion of cultural patterns across an area (Gastil). Although 

Raymond Gastil includes all of Texas in the Southem cultural region, most of the 

Panhandle is set off with a special designation "Panhandle." while the southeastem 

portion of the Panhandle below the Caprock is classified as ''Western South" (Fig. 1.18). 
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Fig. 1.18 Raymond Gastil's Map of Cultural Regions in Texas 
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According to D. W. Meinig (93), the Northem and Southem portions of the 

Panhandle represent two different cultural regions, the northem portion having a 

Midwestem orientation while the southem portion is culturally closer to the South (Fig. 

1.19). Similarly, Terry Jordan demarcates the northem and southem portions of the 

Panhandle as separate cultural regions (Fig. 1.20). It is interesting then to note that 

Chambers and Tmdgill suggest that linguistic and cultural boundaries often coincide 

(123). This study attempts to clarity any linguistic boundaries which could be said to 

exist in this region as well as shed light on these cultural boundaries which have been 

proposed. 
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Fig. 1.19 D. W. Meinig's Map of Cultural Regions in Texas 
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Fig. 1.20 Terry Jordan's Map of Cultural Regions in Texas 

The complexity of the Texas Panhandle as a linguistic and cultural region is, in 

part, a funcfion of the Panhandle's locafion. As Dennis Girard and Donald Larmouth 

have pointed out, dialect mixture appears to be greatest in those areas along the break 

point between major population centers ("Mathematical and Statistical Models" 116). 

Although Amarillo, which lies at the heart of the Panhandle, is a sizable city (with a 

population of approximately 170, 000), its settlement and growth are relatively recent. 

Throughout its short (approximately one hundred year) history, the Panhandle, 

particularly Amarillo, has served as the connecting point between other major 
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cities-Dallas and Denver, Oklahoma City and Albuquerque. In fact, Amarillo is 362 

miles from Dallas and 400 miles from Denver. Amarillo is 284 miles from Albuquerque 

and 259 miles from Oklahoma City. The Panhandle thus connects the North (Den\er) 

with the South (Dallas), the Midwest (Oklahoma Cit> ) with the Southwest 

(Albuquerque). Throughout its history the Texas Panhandle has been at the crossroads of 

major thoroughfares, and therefore has been in a prime location for a great deal of dialect 

contact. The Panhandle is clearh a transition area. Chambers and Tmdgill call for more 

intensive studies of such transition areas because they believe "that transitions point the 

way to a deeper understanding of geographic variability than any other theoretical de\ ice 

posited so far" (Dialectology 142). Most language change occurs preciseh where dialect 

contact is greatest (Tmdgill, On Dialect 101). According to Tmdgill, the varieties of 

English which most strongly resist mergers and simplifications are those which have been 

least subject to dialect contact ("Dialect Typology" 6). The reverse is also tme. Those 

regions where dialect contact is greatest appear to be the regions most susceptible to 

mergers. And in fact, this is tme of the Panhandle. A number of mergers that are taking 

place elsewhere are occurring in the Panhandle as well. 

The transitional nature of this region becomes even clearer when we look at the 

speech of the Panhandle's neighbors. Bmce Southard's map revealing the distribution of 

teeter-totter in Oklahoma based on the Linguistic Atlas of Oklahoma materials reveals a 

northem-southem split of the state, which, if extended, would split the Texas Panhandle 

as well (Fig. 1.21). Southard's map of mud dauber and dirt dauber reveals a similar 

northwestem/southeastem split (Fig. 1.22). 
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Fig. 1.21 Southard's Map of teeter totter and seesaw in Oklahoma 

Fig. 1.22 Southard's Map of mud dauber and dirt dauber in Oklahoma 
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In the eighties, Guy Bailey and Thomas Wikle directed a Surve\ of Oklahoma 

Dialects which revealed that the northem half of Oklahoma had a greater frequenc} of 

North Midland terms than the southem part of the state which exhibited a greater 

frequency of South or South Midland terms. In Kansas, Albert B. Cook found an 

overwhelming dominance of North Midland influence. And T. M. Pearce found a 

predominance of Northem and Midland features in northem New Mexico as a result of 

migration over the Santa Fe trail from Kansas, and over the Raton Pass from Colorado: in 

southem New Mexico, he found a number of Southem and South Midland features as a 

result of the population influx through El Paso and up the Rio Grande Valley (McDavid, 

"Sense and Nonsense" 54). And Clyde T. Hankey's Word Geography of Colorado 

reveals that a number of South Midland terms are found in Colorado, particularly in the 

southeastem Plains area, an area geographically quite similar to the Texas Panhandle. 

However, Hankey found that Northem and North Midland terms preponderated in most 

of the state. The present study, in conjunction with these other studies, will provide a 

clearer picture of this important transition area. 

Methodology 

The present study was designed not only to provide a baseline linguistic picture of 

the Panhandle, but also to provide data comparable to that of the Survey of Oklahoma 

Dialects conducted by Bailey and Wikle. The comparability of the Texas Panhandle and 

Oklahoma data will allow for a more extensive picture of the spatial diffusion of 

linguistic features in the region. A grid, consisting of seventeen quadrants based on 
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thirty-six mile township and range divisions (like that in Oklahoma) was established. The 

Atlas*GIS mapping program randomly placed two points in each enumeration area. The 

communities closest to those two points were then identified. One communit\' was 

selected in the enumeration area as the target community. Figure 1.23 below shows the 

communities targeted in this study. 
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Fig. 1.23 Communities Targeted in this Study 
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Selection of Informants 

Glenna Ruth Pickford's 1956 "sociological appraisal" of techniques in 

dialectology criticizes the methods used in the Linguistic Atlas sttidies. specifically the 

judgment sample and questionnaire, and questions the validity of the results of such 

studies. However, the attempts in the sixties and seventies to achieve a tme random 

sample in dialect studies proved time-consuming, cosfiy, and impractical. In a review of 

the New York and Detroit studies in which random samples were supposed to be used, 

Lawrence Davis concludes: "What we are left with, then, is the fact that classic random 

sampling is for all practical purposes, not really feasible for us: instead, our efforts 

should be spent in eliminating destmctive bias" (11). Although critics in some 

disciplines may question the validity of the judgment sample, Lesley Milroy has come to 

the conclusion that in dialect studies the researcher's goal should be to implement a 

"judgment sample on the basis of specifiable and defensible principles [rather] than to 

aim for tme representativeness" (Observing 28). However, Bailey and Dyer have 

demonstrated that a stratified random sample can be achieved and the results of a random 

sample paired with a judgment sample to produce a clearer overall picture of linguistic 

variation in an area. However, as Bailey and Dyer point out, a random sample cannot 

provide the necessary data to establish a linguistic baseline for an area (" Sampling" 16), 

which was the object of the present study. To establish such a baseline, as Bailey and 

Dyer point out, "dialect geographers systematically exclude those informants who are not 

natives, and they over-represent the rural, insular population in order to provide a 

description of the oldest, most traditional kind of Texas speech against which change and 
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variafion can be measured" ("Sampling" 16). Thus, a quota judgment sample, in which 

specified numbers of subjects are selected to represent predetermined social variables, has 

been used in this study to provide a foundation for comparison with random sample data 

at a later fime. Only natives of the area under investigation qualified as informants. Most 

informants interviewed for this study had lived in the town all of their lives. In a few 

cases, informants had moved to the area in early childhood or had moved away briefly 

and then retumed (see Appendix A for the background and demographic characteristics of 

the informants interviewed). The mral populafion of the Panhandle has also been over-

represented in this study in order to record the most "traditional" kind of Panhandle 

speech against which innovations can subsequently be measured. 

For each quadrant, four people were selected who had lived in the target 

community all or most of their lives. Informants from four different age categories were 

chosen-someone about 80 years old, someone about 60 years old, someone about 40 

years old, and someone about 20 years old-in order to create an "apparent time constmct" 

which would reveal how language in the Panhandle has changed over time, one of the 

primary goals of the study. A secondary goal was to determine if the linguistic features 

tested would vary systematically according to gender. Thus, a near equal number of men 

and women (thirty-three men and thirty-five women) were interviewed. In the Linguistic 

Atlas projects, Kurath required the inclusion of three principal types of informants: Type 

I informants, having little formal education and limited social contacts; Type II 

informants, having a high school educafion (or close to it) and more social contacts; and 

Type III informants, having a college educafion (or close to it) and extensive social 
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contacts. An attempt was not made to have an equal number of each of these three t>pes 

represented here. The goal was to find a speaker who would be representati\ e of most 

speakers of his/her age in the community. According to 1990 census figures, 17% of 

Panhandle residents who responded indicated that they had less than a high school 

education, 32% indicated that they had a high school diploma or GED equivalent but less 

than a college educafion, and 13% indicated that they had acquired an associate's, 

bachelor's, or postgraduate degree. For the present smdy, several informants with less 

than a high school education (13.3%) were interviewed as well as several informants who 

had acquired a college degree (8.8%). The aim was for representativeness and thus the 

focus was on those in Kurath's Type II category-those with a high school education and, 

in some cases, some college credit (78% of informants falling in these two categories). 

However, it must be pointed out that Hispanic Americans and African Americans 

were not included in the present study, though "tme representativeness" would mandate 

that they be included since they comprise 17% and 3.6% of the Panhandle population, 

respectively. Nevertheless, these two populations were not included because I believe the 

that the varieties of English of these two populations are both significant and complex 

and need to be treated separately rather than cursorily as an adjunct to the current study. 

Based on her study of bilingual Mexican Americans in San Antonio, Janet Sawyer 

claimed in "Spanish Bilingualism in San Antonio, Texas," that nothing "that could be 

called a Mexican-American dialect of English was found in San Antonio, Texas. The 

English spoken by the bilingual informants was simply an imperfect state in the mastery 

of English" (78). Sawyer asserts that the model for bilinguals in the San Antonio area is 
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the local dialect. However, Roger Thompson has described the English of Mexican 

Americans as "a distinct entity deserving analysis in its own right." and others have 

shown that Chicano English is a distinct variety with unique features that cannot be 

explained as an imperfect mastery of English (see, for example Penfield and Omstein, 

Penalosa, and Omstein-Galicia). An analysis of the speech of Hispanic Americans in the 

Texas Panhandle and their contributions to the innovations that are occurring in 

Panhandle speech will require a more thorough investigation than could have been 

attempted here in conjunction with the other goals of this study. My goal is to conduct 

such a study of Mexican-American speech in the Panhandle after a study of the Anglo-

American population has been completed. 

Likewise, an investigation of the speech of African Americans was not attempted 

in the present study. Some linguists, most notably J. L. Dillard and William A. Stewart, 

have argued that Black English differs from Standard English in its deep stmcture. 

Although many others have argued that Black English and Standard (Anglo) American 

English are quantitatively different though not qualitatively so, those differences 

(qualitative and quantitative) are significant. Labov has observed that in Philadelphia the 

young black speakers are not participating in the sound changes that are affecting the 

speech of white Philadelphians, indicating "their allegiance to a nationally based black 

English vemacular that is extraordinarily uniform in all cities of the North" ("Social 

Origins" 534). Bailey, Wikle and Sand have demonstrated that African Americans in 

Texas use a higher percentage of Lower Southem features than do their Anglo American 

counterparts in the same region ("Focus"). Thus, including Afi-ican Americans in the 
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current study would most likely have caused Panhandle speech to appear more Southem 

than the data reveals based on Anglo American speech alone. A parallel study of the 

African American population in the Panhandle paired with the results of the current study 

will reveal such differences if they exist in the Panhandle. African Americans constitute 

a greater percentage of the population in East Texas than they do in the Panhandle. Thus, 

a comparison of African Americans across Texas should reveal to what extent the speech 

of African Americans is affected by the speech of the Anglo Americans with whom they 

are in contact and what difference a greater density of African Americans in an area 

makes in terms of language. Such a comparison could reveal whether or not African 

Americans in the Panhandle (and in Texas) adhere to a nationally based vemacular as 

their counterparts in Philadelphia do. Regrettably, such a study that would do justice to 

this complex variety of English is beyond the scope of the present study. 

Sample Size 

A total of sixty-eight informants was interviewed for this study. Many linguists 

have noted that, because "linguistic behavior tends to be more homogenous within an 

area than many other types of behavior," large samples tend not to be as necessary for 

linguistic surveys as for other siu^eys (L. Milroy, Observing 22). In fact, Labov points 

out that samples as small as twenty-five speakers have revealed basic pattems of class 

stratificafion (Sociolinguistic Pattems 204). The New York Mobilization for Youth 

Program listed 340 subjects in its sample, but Labov interviewed only 88 of them. 

Similarly, Shuy, Wolfram, and Riley interviewed 702 subjects for the Detroit Dialect 
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study but focused their analysis on the results from thirty-six speakers. Thus, for an area 

the size of the Panhandle, a sample size of sixty-eight informants was thought to be 

sufficient and viable statistically. 

The Protocol 

Since I am a native of the Texas Panhandle, I had a number of "contact people" 

who led me to informants. As a resuh, I went into an interview as a "friend of a friend" 

or as an "acquaintance of an acquaintance." Before tuming the tape on, I would chat with 

the informant a while, explain what was going to happen in the interview, and allow the 

informant(s) to ask any questions before we started. The protocol for the interview 

included five parts: (1) 30 minutes to an hour of conversation in which the informant was 

encouraged to relate the history of the community, childhood activities, and the everyday 

life in the community (2) a questionnaire eliciting demographic and attitudinal 

information about informants (3) a lexical and syntactic questionnaire (4) a 500-word 

reading passage which includes all of the vowels at least five times in five different 

environments (before voiced obstments, voiceless obstments, nasals, and III and Irl) (5) a 

minimal pair list. The reading passage and word list were used to elicit phonological 

data, while the conversation and questionnaire elicited phonological, lexical and syntactic 

data (see Appendix B: The Questionnaire). The questionnaire was adapted from that 

used in the Survey of Oklahoma Dialects, conducted by Bailey and Wikle. Added to the 

quesfionnaire were quesfions that I believed would be dialectally diagnostic in the area 
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under in\ estigation. The reading passage and minimal pair list were those used in the 

Survey of Oklahoma Dialects, developed by Guy Baile\. 

The Observer's Paradox and Natural Speech 

The goal of the language researcher is to obtain a sample of namral speech, the 

kind of talk people engage in when they are not being systematically observed, \et a 

researcher can onl\ obtain such data through systematic observation. This conundrum all 

too familiar to those engaged in dialect studies has come to be known as the Observer's 

Paradox (Labov's coinage) with "natural speech" the elusive goal. An interview certainl} 

could be identified as one such situation in which "more than the minimum attention is 

paid to speech," causing the speech to be unnatural (Labov, Sociolinguistic Pattems 208). 

The Milroys, as well as others, have conducted linguistic investigations using an 

ethnolinguistic approach that does not involve an interview but rather immerses the 

researcher in the daily lives and conversations of the subjects. The researcher is just 

another participant in the conversation and records the language from that vantage point. 

Such an approach can provide a clearer picture of how social networks and the actuation 

of sound changes are interrelated. However, as Lesley Milroy points out, if breadth, 

rather than depth is the objective, an interview is essential in order to obtain 

comparability of data from speaker to speaker as well as fi-om study to study: "The main 

advantage of interview data is allowing a broad general account of syntactic and 

phonological features to be compiled and the general sociolinguistic norms of a 

community to be inferred from scmtiny of roughly comparable sets of data collected for 
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large numbers of speakers" (L. Milroy, Observing 57). As Labov points out, "If the 

language style shifts toward more careful speech, that may be a necessary price to be paid 

for comparability" ("Field Methods" 33). Certainly, an ethnographic smd} of Panhandle 

language is in order but a historical baseline, a general picmre of the linguistic norms, 

must be established first. 

However, E. N. Goody and others have argued that an inter\ iew creates a socially 

asymmetrical relafionship in which the interviewer is in a posifion of power. The 

interviewer asks direct questions, which the interviewee feels obligated to answer, and 

which are thus often viewed as mechanisms of social control by the interviewee (L. 

Milroy, Observing 42). To counteract any feeling of intimidation, Labo\ suggests that 

the interviewer place herself in the position of leamer, reliant on the authority and 

expertise of the informant ("Field Methods" 40). However, Neesa Wolfson has criticized 

Labov's suggestion that fieldworkers make interviews as informal as possible by adopting 

a position of "lower authority and lesser consequence in the conversation," arguing that 

"this is likely to lead to confusion, embarrassment and even hostility, since interviewees 

expect interviewers to ask them a series of clear questions" (L. Milroy, Observing 47). 

However, it is possible to place oneself in the position of leamer and yet maintain an 

interview-style interaction. I introduced myself as a student working on a paper on the 

history and language of the Panhandle, eager to leam anything interviewees could tell me 

about their community. Most people are used to local media interviews in which the 

interviewees are the experts who are asked for their opinion on issues in a non-

threatening format. Nearly everyone I talked to was pleased to help, but wamed me that 
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they were not authorities on their communities. I assured them that their having li\ ed in 

the community for many years made them much more of an expert than I, and that I 

would benefit from their knowledge. 

However, the informants did agree to an interview and did seem to expect the 

conversation to be at least loosely carried out in the form of an interview. They expected 

me to ask the questions, and they expected to answer them. When I responded to what 

they were saying and offered an anecdote or two of my own, the interview felt more like a 

conversation than an interview; nevertheless, if there was a lull in the conversation, the 

informant looked to me to provide the next question. At times, informants apologized for 

getting us off the subject. Although I told them I enjoyed their stories, they still felt that 

we needed to adhere to an interview format (however loosely constmcted) and seemed to 

feel more comfortable and relaxed when we did so. Wolfson argues that "if speech is felt 

to be appropriate to a situation and the goal, then it is natural in that context. The context 

itself may be formal or informal, interview or conversation. It is only when norms of 

speaking are uncertain or violated that one gets 'unnatural' speech" (Wolfson, "Speech 

Events and Natural Speech" 124). I found that informants often "warmed up" to me 

fairly quickly, though a few did not "warm up" until midway through the interview. 

Interviews with the youngest informants lasted usually a little over an hour while the 

older informants often talked for two or three hours. Douglas-Cowie suggests that, even 

when interviewed by a stranger, a speaker will settle down to a pattem approximating his 

or her everyday interacfional style after about the first hour (L. Milroy, Observing 39). 

Thus, the second half of these interviews is likely to contain the most relaxed 

33 



conversation and closest representation of the speakers' "natural speech." The inter\dews 

were (with one excepfion) conducted in the home of the informants so that they would 

feel more at ease and more in control. 

The Ouestionnaire 

The questionnaire consisted of a broad range of onamasiological questions, 

questions in which the referent was described and the informant supplied the word. Not 

only were informants asked to provide the word which they would use for a particular 

item or activity, they were also asked how often they would use such a word. If 

informants did not offer a certain term (in most cases an older or more regional term), 

they were asked if they had heard it and how often they would use it. Such an approach 

was used to tap the speaker's passive knowledge, in addition to his/her actual production. 

With such information, a distinction can be made between those who actually use the 

word, those who know the word, and those who have never even heard the word. Such 

information can tell us much more about the history, recession, and possible future of 

such words than simply recording an informant's active vocabulary can. Bailey and Dyer 

note that such questions enable the researcher to determine the core area where a 

particular term is in the active vocabulary of a number of informants and peripheral areas 

where a feature might have difftised but where it exists mostly or solely in the passive 

vocabulary of informants. The spafial distribution of the feature may be seen more 

clearly and thus a more accurate description results ("Sampling in Dialectology" 13). 
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Some have questioned the accuracy of self-reports, charging that informants tend 

to under-report actual usage, particulariy of stigmatized features. However, Bailey. 

Wikle, and Tillery demonstrated that self-reports for the feature might could, a potentiallv 

highly stigmatized feature, in their study of Texas (52.4%) far exceeded the fi-equency of 

might could in LAGS data for Texas (28%) ("The Effects of Methods on Results in 

Dialectology" 56). Though these self-reports must not be regarded as yielding an exact 

picture of actual usage, neither can statistical analyses of the occurrences of certain 

features in a linguistic interview. Many features, particularly lexical and syntactic ones, 

simply do not "come up" in an interview, even one lasting for several hours, as the LAGS 

data seem to indicate conceming the feature might could. Simple figures enumerating the 

feature's occurrence in an interview is severely limited; the passive competence of the 

speaker needs to be explored. And speakers know more about what they are doing with 

language than some researchers have recognized. Jennifer Coates's study of discourse 

among women friends involved pairing her own analysis of conversational pattems with 

commentary elicited from the women themselves on what was happening in the 

conversation. Coates points out that the intuitions of the women interviewed were in 

large part corroborated by her ovm scientific approach. Such an approach does remove 

informants from object position and makes them tme subjects in the best sense of the 

word. Deborah Cameron and her colleagues have argued against the positivistic approach 

to linguistic research that objectifies informants in the interests of scientific 

disinterestedness. They argue for "linguistic research on, for, and with subjects." They 

argue, "Although we have rejected the sociolinguist's traditional Holy Grail-speech 
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unaffected by the presence of the observer-the use of interacti\ e and non-objectifying 

methods enables us to gain richer insights into subjects' ov^ understandings of their 

behavior and to engage them in dialogue about those understandings" ("Ethics, 

Advocacy, and Empowerment in Researching 'Language'" 161). Furthermore, as Alva 

Davis has shown, dialect boundaries derived from checklists mailed to and completed by 

the informants themselves coincide closely with those derived from Linguistic Atlas 

interview data. Such a result seems to suggest that self-reports, particularly for lexical 

and syntactic features, can provide valuable and amazingly accurate results. The danger 

of under-reporting features, particularly those which are not stigmatized, seems 

negligible: nevertheless, we may accept self-report figures as conservative estimates of 

actual usage. 

The famous French dialectologist Gillieron wryly observed that "'the 

questionnaire, in order to be clearly the best, ought to be made after the survey'" (qtd. in 

Francis, Dialectology 52). Such could be said of the questionnaire used in this study. 

Several items on the questionnaire which I thought would prove to be dialectally 

diagnostic were not significant, and other questions that might have been dialectally 

diagnostic were not included and perhaps should have been. The term dialectally 

diagnostic refers to any form that has the potential to differentiate social groups of 

various types, whether defined on the basis of region, status, ethnicity, gender, age, or 

some other social variable. 
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The Data 

The protocol in this study was designed to elicit a broad range of phonological, 

syntactic, and lexical data. However, this report of the results will focus primarily on the 

lexical material. Kurath found that lexical isoglosses are remarkably similar to isoglosses 

based on morphological and phonological differences and were thus of equal use in 

determining dialect boundaries, at least in the East (Studies in Area Linguistics 38). 

Though increased lexical difftision in recent decades has made this more difficult, 

pattems based on lexical items did emerge and will be discussed in subsequent chapters. 

In addition to the report on the lexical variation found, a preliminary report of certain 

syntactic features will be provided, as well as a brief report of some of the sound changes 

in progress in the Panhandle, based on the informants' reading of the minimal pair list. 

Certainly, a spectrographic analysis would need to be conducted not only on the word 

pairs but also on the reading passage and conversation of the informant for an accurate 

analysis of actual speech production. However, a spectrographic analysis and full 

phonological description are beyond the scope of this study. I will provide the 

informants' perception of whether the minimal pairs were the same or different. 

Marianna Di Paolo has pointed out that judgments of same in minimal pair tests regularly 

exceed production as same. Labov, Yaeger, and Steiner have shown that vowels judged 

to be the same, for instance, source and sauce in New York and loin and line in Essex, 

were actually distinct acoustically. Similarly, Tmdgill asserts that "speakers will 

themselves perceive the vowels as identical even when they are not. . . . This may provide 

an explanation for how lexical sets such as those of meat and mate, in earlier forms of 
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English, appear on the basis of all the available evidence to have merged and then, at a 

later stage to have split again" ( On Dialect 97). Cleariy, subjective evaluation often 

precedes changes in speech features. The self-reports of the informants, then, do provide 

us with knowledge about the informants' mental phonemic representation of the word. If 

differences are not perceived by the speaker, even if differences are produced by the 

speaker, the indication is that those real phonefic differences are likely to disappear in the 

speech of younger speakers in the community in the near future, if the sound change 

proceeds naturally. 

As Raven I. McDavid has pointed out, "Dialects arise through regional and social 

barriers in the communication system: the stronger the barrier, the sharper the dialect 

differences" (Varieties of American English 35). The Texas Panhandle has not been 

isolated by any real geographical barriers. However, it remained unsettled until the 1870s 

primarily because of the Native American presence. When the Native Americans were 

removed by force in the 1870s, settlers from various regions in the United States and 

other countries moved in. Most came to the Texas Panhandle because of cheap land 

prices and the promise of opportunity. Few were wealthy when they came to the 

Panhandle. What Bobbe Lou Van Riper has said of Oklahoma could also be said of the 

Texas Panhandle: "Oklahoma's settling between 1889 and the early years of the twentieth 

century was directed toward the democratic ideal of equality, and equality does not 

generally promote a quick realignment of speech features. If everyone is equal, who is to 

be the model?" ("The Speech of the American Heartland: Oklahoma" 183). Although 

subsequent social stratification has taken place and is taking place, the Panhandle is so 
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newly settled that stratification is not rigid. Nevertheless, independent variables which 

have proven to be statistically significant in urban studies and other areas-income level, 

gender, and educational level-were examined and will be discussed in Chapter V. 

The following chapter will provide informafion about the history and settling of 

the Texas Panhandle which will elucidate further the very democratic, independent nature 

of the people of the Panhandle and will attempt to provide some explanation for the 

linguistic variation that was found. Chapter III will establish the historic baseline of 

Texas Panhandle speech and examine linguistic variation over space. Chapter IV will 

explore linguistic variation over time. Chapter V will evaluate the strength of social 

factors in linguistic variation in the Panhandle. And Chapter VI will summarize the 

findings of the study, examine the directions of language change in the Panhandle's past, 

and explore the possible directions of language change in the Panhandle's future. 
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CHAPTER II 

A BRIEF HISTORY OF 

THE TEXAS PANHANDLE 

That the language of the Panhandle of Texas has not been studied extensively, and 

as a result, perhaps, has been misunderstood makes sense when one considers how very 

recently the Panhandle was settled. The first Anglo settlers came to the Panhandle in the 

1870s, and by 1880, when the first census was conducted, the Panhandle, which is larger 

in land area than nine other individual states, had a population of less than two thousand. 

The Panhandle of Texas was the last region of the Great Plains to be occupied by 

permanent settlers. By 1880 people had been making the trek westward to Califomia for 

thirty years in search of gold, and Colorado and Kansas had both already achieved 

statehood. The real boom in population in the Panhandle did not occur until around 1900. 

Thus, in the 40s, when the Linguistic Atlas projects began in the East, where settlement 

had been permanent in some cases for two hundred or three hundred years, life-long 

residents in the Panhandle over sixty years of age simply did not exist to interview. Now 

it is possible to interview informants of all ages whose families have been here, in some 

cases, since the 1870s and 1880s. 

As Raven I. McDavid has pointed out, to understand the language of a particular 

area and the forces which have shaped it, one must also understand "the terrain, 

communications, economic interests, settlement history and traditional cultural 

affiliafions" of that area (Variefies of American English 96). Perhaps the reason the 
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language of the Panhandle has not been thoroughly understood is that the Panhandle does 

have a unique histor\'. This chapter will briefly elucidate the unique character of the 

Panhandle-its history, geography, economy, and cultural character-which will, it is 

hoped, at least partially explain the composition of and variation within Panhandle 

language. 

The Native Americans and the Buffalo Hunters 

One of the primary reasons settlement did not occur until after man> areas farther 

west had already begun to be occupied by settlers was the presence of the Native 

Americans who continued to roam the plains and hunt the buffalo, still plentiful in the 

High Plains region of the Panhandle. Since prehistoric times. Native Americans had 

occupied the area (see Rathjen, The Panhandle Frontier). In addition to the Comanches. 

Kiowas and Kiowa-Apaches had hunted buffalo for their livelihood in the Panhandle 

area. However, in 1872, new tanning techniques created a demand for buffalo hides, 

which could be used to make belting used in manufacturing plants (Price and Rathjen 45). 

Although Native Americans had made an agreement with the United States government 

which technically restricted them to a reservation in southwestem Oklahoma, many 

Native Americans continued to hunt bison in the Panhandle until Anglo buffalo hunters 

arrived in the 1870s. Both Native Americans and Anglo buffalo himters had thought a 

treaty between the United States government and the native tribes (the Medicine Lodge 

Treaty) had prohibited Anglo hunters from infringing upon Native hunting ground south 

of the Arkansas River, which flows through Dodge Cit>', Kansas, ninety miles north of 
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the Texas Panhandle and had protected the Native American hunting rights in this area 

(Rathjen 154). However, in the 1870s hunters, hungry for the profit to be made from 

buffalo hides, received the tacit approval of Colonel Richard I. Dodge, commander of 

Fort Dodge in Kansas, to hunt buffalo in the area south of the Arkansas; thus, white 

hunters began the decimation of the great southem herd in 1873 (Rathjen 155). By the 

end of May 1874, around fifty hunfing parties were headquartered at Adobe Walls (in 

present day Hutchinson county), where Dodge City merchants set up a trading post to 

supply the hunters. 

Angered by the infringement of the white men on their hunting grounds, the 

Native Americans attacked, killed, and scalped Anglo invaders. An attack by Native 

Americans upon the white people at Adobe Walls provoked a reaction by the U.S. 

government. In September 1874, a powerful military operation was started. Hundreds of 

well-trained, well-equipped troops and volunteers were directed to converge on the 

Panhandle to attack these tribes (including the Comanche, Kiowa, Apache, and 

Cheyenne) so persistent in protecting their hunting grounds and their last stronghold, the 

Llano Estacado. The Red River War in January 1875 in effect forced the Native 

Americans off of their homeland and into reservations in Oklahoma. By early spring 

1875, the Native Americans began to see the futility of continued resistance against the 

relentless advance of the soldiers. In Febmary bands of Comanches and Kiowas 

surrendered and retreated to Fort Sill, Oklahoma. By March, the main body of Cheyennes 

surrendered, and in June the Kwahadie Comanches, the fiercest of all the plains tribes, 
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finally capitulated. Along with the Native Americans, the buffalo soon disappeared from 

the Plains as well. 

In 1875, a military post to "keep the peace" (keep the Native Americans 

contained) was established on Sweetwater Creek in present Wheeler county and was 

named Fort Elliott in 1876 (Rathjen 167). The fort provided protection for the white 

buffalo hunters who were free to complete the extermination of the buffalos. The 

location of Fort Elliott at the terminus of the Dodge freight trail resulted in the area 

around the fort becoming a center for the collection of thousands of buffalo hides 

awaiting shipment. Stationed at Fort Elliott were men from various parts of the United 

States, mostly from the north and east. When they had served their time in the Panhandle, 

many moved back home or to other locations; however, many others chose to stay and 

make their home in the Panhandle. The first permanent settlement in the Panhandle, (old) 

Mobeetie sprang up near Fort Elliott and was the business center of the Panhandle until 

the late 1880s. According to early Texas Panhandle pioneer Charles Goodnight (pictured 

below), Mobeetie "was patronized by outlaws, thieves, cutthroats, and buffalo hunters, 

with a large per cent [sic] of prostitutes. Taking it all, I think it was the hardest place I 

ever saw on the frontier except Cheyenne, Wyoming" (Frontier Times). Polifically, the 

Panhandle had been a part of the vast Bexar Land District created by the Texas 

Legislature in 1846, until 1876 when the twenty-six Panhandle counties, which were 

created by legislative enactment, were attached to Wheeler for judicial purposes, and 

Mobeetie became the capital of an area larger than that of many states (Archambeau 28). 
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Fig. 2.1 Buffalo Grazing on the High Plains of the Panhandle. Photograph courtesy of 
Panhandle Plains Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 

Fig. 2.2 Charles Goodnight, first permanent settler in the Panhandle, standing next to a 
buffalo on his ranch. Photograph courtesy of Panhandle Plains Historical Museum. 
Canvon. Texas 
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Cattle Ranching and Sheep Herding 

With most of the Native Americans and most of the buffalo out of the way, 

cattlemen and sheep herders came with their herds to the Panhandle where plenty of rich 

grass on public land was available free of charge. One of the first settlers in the 

Panhandle was a sheepherder from New Mexico, Casimero Romero who settled on the 

Canadian River. Another, Charles Goodnight (quoted above), a cattleman who brought 

his herd from Colorado made a deal with Romero, agreeing to keep his herd further south 

in Palo Duro Canyon (see Fig. 2.3) while Romero would remain in the northem 

Panhandle. By 1880, other cattlemen and sheep herders moved into areas of the 

Panhandle where water was available. 
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Fig. 2.3 Palo Duro Canyon. Photograph Courtesy of Panhandle Plains Historical 
Museum, Canyon, Texas 
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Prior to any settlement of the Panhandle, scouts had been sent to survey the area. 

One of these. Major Stephen Harriman Long who commanded the first United States 

military expedition along the Canadian River wrote: "In regard to this extensive section 

of the country, I do not hesitate in giving the opinion, that it is almost wholly unfit for 

cuhivation, and of course uninhabitable by a people depending upon agriculture for their 

subsistence" (qtd. in Rathjen 110). And Randolph B. Marcy painted a similar picture, 

describing the area as a "desolate waste of uninhabited solitude, which always has been, 

and must continue uninhabitable forever" (qtd. in Rathjen 129). The scant rainfall and 

paucity of natural rivers and lakes in this part of the "Great American Desert," as it had 

come to be knovm, restricted the cattlemen and sheep herders to the areas along the 

rivers, but also served to keep farmers at bay and ensured cattlemen and sheep herders 

unimpeded grazing land for a while. At the beginning of the 1880s, as Robertson and 

Robertson point out, "nearly half of the Staked Plains was without water; therefore, 29 

million acres of land in Northwest Texas could not be used for grazing cattle" (Cowman's 

50). Thus, the windmill, which was manufactured in the East in 1854 and popularized in 

the 1870's was welcome and necessary technology for the settlement of the High Plains 

(Cowman's 50). By about 1885 hundreds of windmills dotted the High Plains, drawing 

precious water from the seemingly inexhaustible Ogallala aquifer which lay below, 

allowing ranchers to spread out and use more of the available land. The settlement of the 

Panhandle was greatly aided by barbed wire and the windmill, both of which came to the 

Panhandle in the 1880s. 
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The early cattlemen and sheep herders coexisted peacefully in the Panhandle in 

the 1870s. Most of the sheep pasturing occurred in the westem portion of the Panhandle. 

According to the 1880 census, as Archambeau points out, "Seventy percent of those 

living in the three counties along the border of New Mexico were Spanish-speaking 

people who had migrated from New Mexico and Colorado with their sheep, seeking the 

free grass which the Panhandle offered" (25). Populated mainly by Mexican sheepmen, 

Tascosa, the second permanent settlement in the Panhandle, was established on the north 

bank of the Canadian River, 120 miles west of Mobeetie. A mail and stage line ran from 

Mobeetie to Tascosa in 1878, with mail stations along the way. And a direct freight trail 

from Tascosa went to Dodge City, Kansas. After 1875 large ranches occupied the area, 

and Tascosa became the shipping point for the LIT, LX, LS, Frying Pan, and XIT ranches. 

Saloons and dance halls sprang up, and, like Mobeetie, Tascosa gained a reputation for 

lawlessness. Tascosa, called the "Cowboy Capitol of the Plains," was well-acquainted 

with outlaws such as Billy the Kid (William Bonney) and Dave Rudabaugh. As the 

cattlemen began to fence the land during the next few years, sheep herding declined and 

most of the Hispanic sheepmen eventually retumed to New Mexico and Colorado where 

many of them had originated (Archambeau 25). 
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Fig. 2.4 Cowboy herding J A Ranch cattle into Palo Duro Canyon. Photograph courtesy of 
the Panhandle Plains Museum, Canyon, Texas 

48 



-~ i4S^ 
V 

=*55*-:' 
assr -^^ 

Fig. 2.5 Chuckwagon crossing the Red River in 1898. Photograph courtesy of Panhandle 
Plains Historical Museum 
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Many of the early ranchers in the Panhandle prospered, and high cattle prices and 

word of this rich grass land available for open range ranching attracted outside investors 

from the East and from foreign countries, particularly from the British Isles. The early 

ranchers had pre-empted most of the best grasslands, so the modus operandi of the large 

investment companies was to buy out the individual rancher. Thus, between 1878-1885, 

most of the Panhandle land was divided into huge ranches and controlled by these outside 

investors from various places such as England, Scotland and Chicago (Sheffy 59-60). 

Dropping cattle prices and the inability of companies to manage land and cattle that they 

knew little about forced many of these large companies between 1886 and 1900 to sell 

their large land holdings to individuals-primarily farmers coming into the Panhandle. 

Word of the cheap land in the Panhandle reached one enterprising Methodist 

minister who decided to take advantage of the cheap land available in the Panhandle and 

persuaded a brother-in-law, Alfi-ed Sully of New York City, to back his dream of 

establishing a Christian colony and a cattle ranch in the Panhandle. Lewis Carhart saw 

the Panhandle as a place to do the Lord's work by establishing a Northem Methodist 

colony and a place to profit financially at the same time. In 1878, financed by the 

Clarendon Land Investment and Agency Company, a British joint stock venture, Carhart 

laid out a townsite near the juncture of Carroll Creek and the Salt Fork of the Red River, 

called Clarendon, the third towm in the Panhandle (Price and Rathjen 68). Carhart 

promoted his new towmsite to his fellow Methodists in the North and East and in England 

(Robertson and Robertson, Cowman's 72). Carhart attempted to maintain strict control 

over his colony, seeking to people it with "only one class, people of education and of 
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strict adherence to the Methodist faith" (Lewis, Between Sun and Sod 86). Immigrants, 

highly educated and well-versed in law and the fine arts, came to Clarendon from such 

places as Wisconsin, Indiana, Ohio, Illinois, and Washington. Many were college 

graduates from Harvard, Yale, Princeton, and the University of Virginia (Robertson and 

Robertson, Cownnan's 72). The first building erected in Clarendon was a frame church-

school stmcture, a physical symbol of the difference between Clarendon and the other 

two pre-railroad towns of the Panhandle where saloons, brothels, and mercantile 

buildings came first. Cowboys in the Panhandle jokingly called the place "Saint's 

Roost," since the new town was populated by "religious people" who wished to bring 

God, educafion, and temperance to the West. A cowboy in 1879 advised a newcomer to 

Texas, "If you have any life left in you, head for Mobeetie and Tascosa. And we have 

one more town. If you're ready to kick the bucket, you might want to head for Saint's 

Roost" (Robertson and Robertson, Cowman's 53). At the time of the first census in the 

Panhandle, 1880, only two counties had been organized, Wheeler with Mobeetie as its 

county seat and Oldham with Tascosa as its county seat. The twenty-six counties were 

divided and annexed to these two, until 1882 when Donley County was organized, and 

Clarendon became the county seat, creating a tri-partite jurisdictional division of the 

Panhandle. 

Advent of the Railroads to the Panhandle 

Although buffalo hunters, cattlemen and sheepmen had populated the Panhandle 

as early as the 1870s, the large-scale settlement of the Panhandle was the result of the 
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advent of the railroad to the Panhandle in 1887. Beginning in the 1850s. the Texas 

government, in an effort to procure rail service for the populated part of the state gave the 

railroads sixteen secfions of land for every mile of track laid. 84% of the land grants were 

located in the unpopulated areas of west and northwest Texas (Robertson and Robertson, 

Panhandle Pilgrimage 263). Railroad companies, thus, had a vested interest in 

advertising and selling land in the Panhandle area once the Nafive Americans were 

removed and the land was proved to be inhabitable. The railroad companies also 

recognized the Panhandle area as a vital connection between the Gulf of Mexico and the 

West. The first rail lines in the Panhandle, those of The Fort Worth and Denver City, 

crossed the Panhandle in 1887 and reached the Texas-New Mexico border in 1888. 

Officials had accelerated their constmction program to assure that the Fort Worth and 

Denver City would cross the Panhandle before the Santa Fe. How ev er, the Santa Fe soon 

completed its line and was followed by the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific and the 

Texas and Pacific railways in the next decade (Blodgett 27). By 1910, only five 

Panhandle counties were without rail service. Except for Mobeetie, Tascosa, and Old 

Clarendon, virtually all the Panhandle towns grew up along the railroads. Early in the 

Panhandle's settlement, population was concentrated along the major arteries of 

transportation (Price and Rathjen 62). From the beginning, Panhandle residents were 

well-connected with cities outside the Panhandle and could travel not only to distant 

places but also to other communities within the area (Robertson and Robertson. 

Pilgrimage 308). Because of Amarillo's location on the major arteries of transportation 
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linking eastem and westem markets, Amarillo became a major distribution and 

transportation center. 
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Fig. 2.6 The Fort Worth and Denver City Railroad crossing the Canadian River, ca. 1888. 
Photograph courtesy of the Panhandle Plains Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 

Railroad companies, as well as large land companies and local immigration 

associations and newspapers, began to advertise the Panhandle nationally, attempting to 

dispel the belief that it was an "uninhabitable" wasteland. And as a result of an act 

passed in 1887, farmers could purchase land from the state government for as little as two 

dollars per acre at 5% interest over forty years (Price and Rathjen 61). The population 

groyv1;h between 1890 and 1900 reflects the impact of the railroads on settlement, the 

population rising from 1607 in 1880 to 9442 in 1890 and 21, 264 in 1900 (Robertson and 

Robertson, Pilgrimage 308). Only three counties (Wheeler, Oldham, and Donley) had 
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been organized before the advent of the railroad; but between 1887 and 1902 the 

remaining twenty-three counties were organized. 

Population Boom 

However, the population boom in the Panhandle came after 1900 when land 

agents began advertising the Panhandle in eamest, bringing prospects in by rail to see this 

hidden "paradise" (see Figures 2.7, 2.8, 2.9). These efforts extended into the Northeast, 

the Midwest, and parts of the South. In 1910, the W. P. Soash Company, the largest of 

the land companies in the Panhandle at the fime, had 117 agents in Iowa, 36 agents in 

Indiana, 37 in Illinois, and 3 in Kentucky (Blodgett 97). Blodgett notes that a special 

effort was made to attract northem and westem European ethnic groups to the Panhandle 

and to place them, particularly Germans, in advertisements, because advertisers believed 

that Midwestem farmers would perceive these people to be hard-working people who 

would make good neighbors (94). While land companies attempted to attract European 

settlers, many other ethnic groups, such as African Americans, Chinese Americans. 

Japanese Americans, and Mexican Americans were categorically denied access by many 

land agents, particularly those in the northem Panhandle. Blodgett asserts that "These 

exclusions were blunt and consistent, with the preference for Anglo-Americans and those 

of Westem European descent serving as one of the strongest controls during the land 

boom era" (Blodgett 97). Despite its previous label as part of the Great American Desert, 

the Panhandle attracted adventurous, independent people, lured by cheap land prices, who 

believed they could make it in such an environment (see Figures 2.10 and 2.11). 
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Fig. 2.7 Advertising brochure published by Rock Island Lines, Chicago, Dec. 20, 1911 
Courtesy of Panhandle Plains Historical Museum. Canyon, Texas 
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TODAY' 
PROMISED LAND 

Fig. 2.8 Advertising brochure published by the F. Z. Bishop Land Company, Nov. 1924. 
Courtesy of Panhandle Plains Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 
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THE NHVV PROMISr-D LAND 

HAPPINESS 
in a land of plenty 

ichtre fniUs Qroiv in abundance 

Of 

Fig. 2.9 Photograph of a baby in a fruit tree, depicting the fruitfulness of the Panhandle 
Advertising brochure published by F. Z. Bishop Land Company, Nov. 1924 
Photograph courtesy of Panhandle Plains Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 

57 



Women, in particular, were the target audience for many advertisements of the 

Panhandle. Many companies advertised positions for store clerks and hotel managers, 

positions which could be filled by women. Blodgett notes, "Those land companies 

advertising for hotel and boarding-house managers were inundated with applications, 

primarily from women, and those connected with townsites often received inquiries about 

possible occupations and wages for women 'who have to and are desirous to earn their 

own living'" (Blodgett 92). Although, as Blodgett indicates, the percentage of single 

women moving to the Panhandle in the early years was relatively small in comparison to 

the number of families moving into the area, the advertisements and responses reveal that 

the Panhandle was being settled at a time when American society was beginning to 

change. Women were seeking greater opportunities and many land agents in the 

Panhandle sought to provide such opportunities. Many women (and men) expected many 

of the cultural amenities they had enjoyed in the established communities from which 

they were coming. Accordingly bulletins and brochures regularly described the amount 

spent on school buildings (Fig. 2.12), the number and denominations of churches, and the 

general high moral standards of the population (Blodgett 97). 
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Fig. 2.10 Group of prospective German settlers on a wagon in front of the Keiser Bros. & 
Phillips Land Office, Canyon, Texas, ca. 1906. Photograph courtesy of Panhandle Plains 
Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 
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Fig. 2.11 A "bunch of homeseekers" with the P. L. Person Land Company, Amarillo, 
Texas, Oct. 8, 1908. Photograph courtesy of the Panhandle Plains Historical Museum, 
Canyon, Texas 
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TEXAS PANHANDLE AND PLAINS 
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Main Butldmg West Texas State Teachers College, 
Canyon,^ Texas—The Finest School Building 
Owned by the State—Valued at $750,000. 

Fig. 2.12 Photograph of West Texas State Teachers College from the F. Z. Bishop Land 
Company advertising brochure, 1924. Courtesy of the Panhandle Plains Historical 
Museum, Canyon, Texas 

Education 

By the time of the population boom, education for children and institutions of 

higher education were already established in the Panhandle. Education for children in the 

Panhandle's first three communities had been rather sporadic, as children were often 

expected to help their parents rather than attend school. Nevertheless, in 1882 The 

Panhandle Stockmen's Association financed a public school in Donley county, by 1883 
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two school buildings were constructed in Mobeetie in Wheeler county (see Fig. 2.13). and 

in 1885 Tascosa's first fiill-time teacher was hired. In 1898, two colleges were 

established in the Panhandle, one in Clarendon by the Methodist church, and one by 

Charles Goodnight and his wife. Two other institutions were established at this time, 

Canadian Academy and Christian College, which have since closed, as has Goodnight 

College. Of those four initial institutions, only one remains, Clarendon College, which 

was purchased by the city of Clarendon in 1927 and was renamed Clarendon Junior 

College. In 1909, a bill was passed by the Thirty-first Texas Legislature which 

authorized the establishment of a "State normal school for the education of white 

teachers," which was to be located "west of the ninety-eighth meridian." Canyon, a 

community of 1400 south of Amarillo, won the bidding war which ensued between some 

twenty-five west Texas towns and cities. West Texas Normal School became West Texas 

Teachers College inl923, West Texas State College in 1949, West Texas State University 

in 1963 and then West Texas A&M University in 1993 when it became part of the Texas 

A&M system. In 1929, Amarillo College was founded, and in 1948 Frank Phillips 

College was established in Borger. Statistics from the 1970 census, as illustrated in 

Figures 2.15 and 2.16 below, reveal that many residents of the Panhandle have taken 

advantage of the educational opportunities available to them, causing the Panhandle to 

rank among the most educated areas of the state. 
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Fig. 2.13 The oldest school in the Panhandle, Mobeetie, Texas. Photograph courtesy of 
the Panhandle Plains Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 

Fig. 2.14 A group of students and their teacher standing in front of a dugout school, 
Happy Jack, Texas (northem Panhandle). Photograph courtesy of the Panhandle Plains 
Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 
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Fig. 2.15 Median school years completed by females in Texas based on 1970 census 
figures. The darkest shading indicates 12,1 years and over completed, the dense diagonal 
cross-hatch indicates 11.1-12 years completed, the vertical/horizontal cross-hatch 
indicates 10.1-11.0 years completed, horizontal lines indicate 9.1-10 years completed 
(The Atlas of Texas) 

J i ^ r 

Fig. 2.16 Median school years completed by males in Texas based on 1970 census figures 
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Phvsiographv 

The settlers who were flooding into the Panhandle soon had to adapt to the arid 

conditions and unique character of the land. Land in the northwestern part of the 

Panhandle is quite different from that in the southeastem part of the Panhandle. The 

Texas Caprock Escarpment forms a distinct, though irregular, dividing line between the 

flat, dry, treeless High Plains and the more humid Rolling Plains to its east (Fig. 2.17). 

PHYSIOGRAPHY 

RiO Grande 

Emba vmen? 

? r ••i;.i h i i . ' " ^ i ' " ' E « ^ 

Fig. 2.17 Geographic Areas of Texas from Terry Jordan's Texas: A Geographv 
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The Panhandle covers 25.610 square miles. The Panhandle's elevation, highest in 

the northwestem comer at 4600 feet above sea level drops to 2500 feet on the southem 

and eastem edge of the High Plains, and drops again below the Caprock to the lowest 

point in the southeastem comer of the Panhandle, in Childress county, at 1600 feet. 

Informants I inter\'ie\\ ed in Flomot. Texas, which lies below the Caprock, commented 

that their neighbors on the Caprock referred to those below as "sand bellies," indicating 

the distinct difference in terrain perceived by Panhandle residents. The land below the 

Caprock receives more rainfall per year (compare Childress County's 20.67" to Dallam's 

17.38") and has a longer growing season (compare Childress county's 217 day growing 

season to Dallam's 178 day growing season), making the land suitable for cotton farming. 

In fact, cotton production began in the southeastem counties of the Panhandle in the 

1890s (Price and Rathjen 65) and did not come to other southem counties in the 

Panhandle until the Ogallala aquifer was tapped and irrigation introduced in such counties 

as Hale and Lamb in the 1920s. The High Plains receives much less rainfall, and in the 

northem portion of the Panhandle, cotton is not grown at all because the growing season 

is too short. While land in the southeastem counties of the Panhandle is well-suited to 

cotton production (Fig. 2.18), the land in the northem counties of the Panhandle is more 

well-suited to com and wheat production (Fig. 2.19). On the High Plains, com was the 

dominant crop until 1891 because planting and harvesting did not require extensive 

implements (Fig. 2.20). but wheat soon became the most planted cash commodit\ when 

farming became increasingly mechanized. 
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Fig. 2.18 Map of Cotton Production in Texas from Chambers, The Geographv of Texas. 
1946. Each dot represents 1000 bales of cotton produced in one year 
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Fig. 2.19 Map of Wheat Production in Texas from Chambers, The Geographv of Texas. 
1946. Each dot indicates 5000 acres planted in wheat. 
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Fig. 2.20 Kafir com harvesting in Randall county, Texas, ca. 1909. Photograph courtesy 
of the Panhandle Plains Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 

The Great Depression and Dust Storms of the Thirties 

As a result of the broad-scale advertisement, the Panhandle experienced a 

population boom between 1900 and 1910 as more farmers moved into the area, but 

between 1929 and 1932, wheat, cotton, and cattle prices plummeted. The farmers did not 

fare well in the 30s, not only because of the Depression and dropping prices, but also 

because of the horrendous dust storms (Fig. 2.21). Price and Rathjen remark, "In some 

areas of the Panhandle, as much as four inches of topsoil were blown away during the 

early 1930s. . . . Around Dalhart, one of the areas hardest hit, sand dunes measured as 

high as thirty-six feef' (98). Poor agricultural conditions forced an estimated 20,000 
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Panhandle farmers and their families off the land, the number of farms in the Panhandle 

declining by nearly 25% betweenl935 and 1940 (Price and Rathjen 99). Many of these 

were cotton farmers from the southeastem Panhandle (Price and Rathejen 99). A decline 

in population between 1930 and 1940 may be observed for many of the counties in the 

Panhandle as a result of these conditions (Table 2.1). 

Fig. 2.21 Dust storm, Higgins, Texas, April 1955. Photograph courtesy of the Panhandle 
Plains Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 
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The Oil and Gas Industrv 

It was the oil and gas industry in the Texas Panhandle that softened the blow of 

the Depression. In November 1918, the first gas was found in the Texas Panhandle and 

the first oil in 1921. Oil production accelerated in 1926. Hutchinson Count> production, 

for example, increased from approximately one million barrels in 1925 to more than 

nvent>-five million barrels in 1926 (Price and Rathjen 88). In 1927, the Phillips 

Petroleum Company erected northwest of present-day Borger the largest oil refinery in 

the world. A.P. "Ace" Borger bought land near the drilling site for $6,000. In the first 

day. he made o\er $100,000 dollars on the lots he sold, and within a few months. 10.000 

people were living in the towTi named after Borger (Price and Rathjen 88) (Fig. 2.22). 

Howe\'er. the meteoric rise in population resulted in goveming problems. As a result of 

the lawlessness in Borger. the go\'emor of Texas declared martial law and sent the Texas 

Rangers and National Guard to establish order (Price and Rathjen 88). Although the 

Texas Rangers were not sent in to other oil patch towTis in the Panhandle, similar rowdy 

behavior was reported elsewhere. A significant rise in population between 1920 and 

1940 can be seen in those counties where oil or gas drilling sites were located (Table 2.1 

above). The disco\ er) of oil and gas contributed significantly to the rise in population, 

which swelled fi-om 115.000 in 1920 to more than 240.000 inl930 (Price and Rathjen 

90). As Price and Rathjen point out. by 1930, the Panhandle Oil and Gas field was the 

largest of the world, extending diagonally across the northem Panhandle for 120 miles 

from near Dumas to Wheeler (88), 
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Fig. 2.22 Borger, Texas, ca. 1927. Photograph courtesy of the Panhandle Plains 
Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 

Cultural Affiliations 

In his Regional Vocabularv of Texas. Atwood designates the speech of all of 

Texas as Southem and goes on to point out that the linguistic character of the state is the 

result of the flood of immigrants into Texas from Southem states in its early history. 

Atwood asserts that census records indicate that most settlers in Texas came from 

southem states and quotes Richardson who says that, before the war of the states, "ninety 

percent of white immigrants to Texas had come from the Old South" (181). However. 

Atwood relies on the study of census records conducted by H. L. Kerr who did not 

examine census records for much of west Texas and none for the Panhandle. It is 

essential that we understand the unique settlement history of the Panhandle in order to 

understand the linguistic and cultural composition of the region. Wilbur Zelinsky's 

"Doctrine of First Effective Settlemenf states that "Whenever an empty territory 

undergoes settlement, or an earlier population is dislodged by invaders, the specific 
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characteristics of the first group able to effect a viable, self-perpetuating society are of 

cmcial significance for the later social and cultural geography of the area, no matter how 

tiny the inifial band of settlers may have been" (Cultural Geographv 13). Those first 

settlers are of cmcial significance in determining the linguistic character of the language 

in a region as well. It is interesting then to note that census records for the Panhandle 

from 1880 demonstrate that the first settlers in the Panhandle were from all parts of the 

United States and a number of foreign countries. The number of settlers who were bom 

in former Union states nearly equaled the number of settlers bom in former Confederate 

states (Archambeau 29) (Table 2.2). 

Archambeau points out that the first census records indicate that people had come 

mainly from the north and west by way of Missouri, Kansas, Colorado, and New Mexico 

rather than from the older sections of Texas. Archambeau observes. "Of the Anglo-

American families with growing children, nearly a third had migrated from the one state 

of Colorado, and almost half of them were from Colorado, New Mexico, and Kansas 

combined" (28). Only one in nine of the Anglo-American families came directly to the 

Patihandle from older sections of Texas (Archambeau 28). 
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Table 2.2 Place of birth of the Anglo settlers over age 15 in the Panhandle based on 
1880 census figures from Eamest Archambeau's "The First Federal Census in the 
Panhandle." An asterisk indicates a territory rather than a state (IT*=Indian Territory) 

North and West 

North

east 

ME-15 

NH-2 

VT-5 

MA-23 

CT-8 

RI-1 

NY-32 

NJ-2 

PA-25 

MD-7 

WV-2 

Total 

122 

North 

Central 

OH^3 

IN-22 

IL-^5 

MI-IO 

WI-8 

MN-1 

IA-11 

Total 

140 

West 

KS-6 

WY*-1 

CO-2 

WA*-1 

NM-4 

Total 

14 

North and West-276 

South and East 

MO, 

AR, IT* 

MO-59 

AR-27 

IT*-5 

Total 

91 

Southeast 

KY-28 

NC-7 

AL-19 

VA-33 

SC-3 

MS-24 

TN-36 

GA-14 

LA-4 

Total 

168 

Texas 

TX-118 

Total 

118 

South and East-377 

Foreign 

Countries 

Ireland-28 

Wales-1 

Switzerland-2 

Belgium-1 

Scotland-7 

Canada-15 

France-1 

Luxemberg-1 

England-20 

Germany-9 

Portugal-3 

Total 

88 

Foreign-88 
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Price and Rathjen comment that Midwestemers from Illinois, Iowa, and Nebraska 

contributed significantly to the boom in Panhandle population between 1900 and 1910. 

the population almost quadmpling during that decade. Similarly, D. W. Meinig points 

out that "Texans came into the area [of the Panhandle], but Middle Westemers came in 

larger numbers and have given the dominant imprinf (106). The first farming 

community on the Caprock was a Quaker colony from Indiana; one of the first permanent 

towns in the Panhandle was an Iowa temperance colony, and Canadian was very largeh a 

Kansas development (Fig. 2.23) (Imperial 76). He remarks that though the Panhandle is 

predominantly Protestant, "the expression is more that of Midwestem Protestantism, with 

many Baptist churches having Northem rather than Southem affiliations and with 

Methodism, the leading sect of so much of the American Midlands, the largest church in 

several counties" (Imperial 106). Jordan makes similar observations and says fiirther that 

"the Panhandle environment is the only sizable section of Texas where the Midwestem 

influence is dominant" (Immigration to Texas 23). Jordan remarks that "both ancestry 

and livelihood tie the wheat farmers of the northem Panhandle more closely to Kansas or 

Iowa than the remainder of Texas or the South" (139). The southem Panhandle, on the 

other hand, seems to be more closely affiliated with the rest of Texas and the South, 

where cotton is produced. Carver has pointed out that the maps of cotton production 

coincide quite well with the dialect area designated Lower South. Such a comment is 

especially interesting since cotton production extends into the southem portion of the 

Panhandle and stops. Not surprisingly, more Southem features occur in the southeastem 

portion of the Panhandle than do in the northwestem portion of the Panhandle where 
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cotton is not grown. Meinig observes, "The high wheatland is one of the few areas of 

Texas beyond the historic and ecological limits of cotton and it has thus lain beyond the 

spread of any significant numbers of Negroes or Hispanos" (Imperial 106). 

•ti.>i^i:>x.*5'^*'* 

Fig. 2.23 Canadian, Texas, ca. 1909. Photograph courtesy of the Panhandle Plains 
Historical Museum, Canyon, Texas 
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Meinig notes that among the leading cultural indicators are ""the federal census 

figures on Negro and Hispano distributions, the private census (1952) figures on church 

denominations and memberships, and the regular recurrent results of political elections" 

(Imperial 91). As Figure 2.24 demonstrates, overall the Panhandle has a relatively low 

percentage of African American residents compared to the rest of the state, but that 

percentage is particularly low in the northem part of the Panhandle, the area lying beyond 

the extent of cotton production, and an area where, as we have seen, African Americans 

were frequently denied access. Those areas of the Panhandle which do have a higher 

percentage of African Americans are the cotton producing areas of the southem 

Panhandle and the urban Amarillo area. The number of Hispanic Americans in the 

Panhandle is much higher, as Figure 2.25 illustrates. According to the 1880 census, many 

of the residents of the Panhandle were of Hispanic origin; however, most of these 

Mexican sheep herders eventually left when the land was fenced. Many of the Hispanic 

Americans comprising 17% of the Panhandle's current population are relatively recent 

immigrants to the area. The fact that the northem Panhandle in the early part of this 

century included few Hispanics and few African-Americans differentiates it from the 

southwestem portion of the Panhandle where a more sizable population of Hispanic 

Americans resided and from the southeastem portion of the Panhandle where a slightly 

more sizable population of African Americans lived. 
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Fig. 2.24 African American Population in the Panhandle (Panhandle-3.6%, Texas-12%) 
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Fig. 2.25 Hispanic American Population in the Panhandle (Panhandle-17%. Texas 25%) 
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Religious Affiliation 

Settlement history indicates that Midwestemers settled primarily in the northem 

portion of the Panhandle where they could grow wheat and com as they did before, while 

Southemers settled the southem Panhandle where they could continue to grow cotton. 

The effect of these earlier settlers becomes clear when we look at the cultural affiliations 

in the Panhandle. Jordan's designation of the upper part of the Panhandle as belonging to 

the Midwest cultural region is based on the strongly Methodist and Republican character 

of the region. His map of religious regions in Texas indicates that the northem part of the 

Panhandle is predominately Methodist, while the Southem part of the Panhandle is 

predominately Baptist (Texas: A Geographv) (Fig. 2.26). 

David E. Sopher notes that about 97% of the population of the United States 

belongs to some formal religious system and that the identification with a particular 

religion or denomination "tends to be stable and is often a precise indicator of cultural 

and social origins" (108). As Carver remarks, the outline around the highest density of 

Baptist churches in the United States is consonant with the periphery of the Southem 

linguistic region (107) (see also Gaustad 57). Jordan points out that the "Religious 

South" is composed of a Baptist absolute majority with sizable Methodist, Presbyterian, 

and Church of Christ minorities (115). Thus, Methodism is certainly not confined to the 

Midwest, but it predominates in the Midwest as the denomination of the majority while 

each of the other denominations represents a minority. Gaustad's map of religions in the 

United States illustrates the Methodist stronghold in the Midland area, with Methodists 

predominating in Delaware. Maryland, northem West Virginia, Ohio. Illinois, southem 
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Iowa. Kansas, and northwestem Oklahoma. On Gaustad's map, the Panhandle is 

represented as a mixed region where neither Baptist nor Methodist has a majority. In four 

counties, Methodists outnumber Baptists, and in the other counties of the Panhandle 

Baptists outnumber Methodists. According to Sopher's map of religious affiliation, the 

Panhandle is bifurcated, with the northwestem portion characterized by "fairly high 

protestant diversity" with Methodists in the majority while the southwestem portion is 

characterized by relatively little diversity with Baptists and Methodists predominating 

(Fig. 2.27). As shown earlier in this chapter, L.H. Carhart and other Northem Methodist 

ministers in Clarendon were the first ministers in the Panhandle. Price and Rathjen note 

that "a Methodist circuit rider from Weatherford had conducted services at the Frying Pan 

Ranch near Amarillo least twice before the Methodist Church South organized Amarillo's 

first church during the winter of 1888" (74). Shortly after, a sixteen-member Baptist 

congregation completed a church in the spring of 1890 (Price and Rathjen 74). Both 

Baptist and Methodist congregations, as well as other religious groups, soon blanketed 

the Panhandle. Methodists and Baptists continue to have the largest membership in the 

Panhandle, though many congregations of other denominations can be found in the 

Panhandle as well. 
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Fig. 2.26 Terry Jordan's Map of Religious Affiliafion in Texas. Key l=Southem Baptist 
absolute majority, Methodist minority; 2=Southem Baptist simple majority, large 
Methodist minority; 3=Southem Baptist simple majority, large Catholic minority; 
4=Methodist majority, usually with large Baptist minority; 5=Roman Catholic absolute 
majority; 6=Roman Catholic simply majority, with large Lutheran and Reformed 
minority; 7=Lutheran majority, usually with Catholic minority; 8=Mennonite enclave; 9= 
Seventh-Day Adventist large colony; 1 O=traditional agnostic, anticlerical sentiment; 
1 l=Major religious borders; 00=Odessa-Orange line; MA=southem border of Middle 
Atlantic religious subculture 
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Fig. 2.27 Sopher's Map of Religious Affiliation in the United States. The northwest 
portion of the Panhandle belongs in the area designated by Sopher as having fairly high 
Protestant diversity with Methodists generally the leading denomination. The 
southeastem portion of the Panhandle belongs to the area which Sopher describes as 
having low religious diversity with Baptists and Methodists predominant. 
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Political Affiliation 

Jordan's designafion of the top portion of the Panhandle as Midwest is based, not 

only on Methodism but also on Republicanism. Although many Texans ha\ e voted 

Republican in recent elections, for most of its history, Texas, along with other Southem 

states, had been a Democratic stronghold. However, Jordan calls the Panhandle "one of 

the few Republican strongholds in Texas" (Geographv 139). Similarly, D. W. Meinig 

comments that the "political conservatism" of the Panhandle is "rooted in the traditional 

agrarian Republican conservatism of Kansas and northwest Oklahoma, rather than the 

mral Southem Democratic conservatism of the areas just to the southeast" (107). He goes 

on to say that "the gradation in the relative strength of the Republican party decreasing 

from the northeast to the southwest comer of the Panhandle is [probably] a rather close 

reflection of the proportionate distribution of Midwestem and Texan backgrounds among 

the population" (107). According to Douglas Weeks, the Panhandle represents the largest 

contiguous block of counties "in which the Republican party makes its best showing," a 

pattem which Jordan says, has "held ever since grain farmers displaced the cattle ranchers 

in the first two decades of this century" (139) (Figures 2.28 and 2.29). 
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Fig. 2.28 Terry Jordan's Map of Texas Counties Where Republicans Do Best 
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Fig. 2.29 Terry Jordan's Map of Political Culture Regions in Texas from Texas: A 
Geographv. l=Panhandle midwestem traditional Republican; 2=lower-southem Populist 
and liberal Democrat; 3=upper-southem conservative Democratic; 4=Hispanic traditional 
patron system; 5=Hispanic liberal Democratic and Raza Unida; 6=German traditional 
Republican and conservative Democratic; 7=suburban conservative Republican; 
8=Permian Basin oil field conservative Republican 
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Cultural Border Zone 

Meinig considers both the El Paso District and the Panhandle as markedly 

different from the rest of Texas, designating them "a kind of Secondary Domain, firmly 

part of the political area [of Texas] and thus bound by many ties and inevitably reflecting 

many features common to all of Texas, yet less 'Texan' in a general sense than other 

regions of the state . . . both areas being strongly oriented to non-Texan regions" 

(Imperial 113). Indeed, in its early years, economically and socially, the Panhandle faced 

north and west. For the most part, immigrants had come from the north and west by way 

of Missouri, Kansas, Colorado, and for more than a decade residents transacted business 

and obtained supplies from places such as Dodge City, Kansas, Trinidad, Colorado, and 

Las Vegas, New Mexico (Price and Rathjen 67). Significantly, the nearest railroad 

shipping point for most of the Panhandle lay to the north at Dodge City, Kansas, and most 

of the trade moved along the trails to that point. Meinig points out, "In Amarillo. where 

the Texas and Midwestem lines crossed, commission agents for the Kansas City and 

Chicago stockyards competed with those from Fort Worth for the cattle trade of a huge 

realm" making the Panhandle an area "ambivalent in culture as well as commerce" (76). 

He says that communities in the Panhandle have a "political and social outlook" more 

like those of Kansas than those in other Texas regions, a difference that is reinforced by 

"pattems of trade and traffic which tend to move the region's products and people more 

to Kansas City and the East than to Fort Worth and the Gulf (107). Panhandle residents 

like to point out the fact that they are geographically closer to six other state capitols than 

they are to their own. Hansford county in the north-central Panhandle is closer to Santa 
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Fe, Denver, Cheyenne, Lincoln, Topeka, and Oklahoma City than it is to Austin. Over 

the years, many Panhandle residents have felt distant, not just geographically from 

Austin, where Panhandle concems have often been neglected. This fact provoked many 

Panhandle residents in the early nineties to don bumper stickers on their vehicles urging 

the Panhandle to "secede" from the rest of Texas. Though certainly the motto was meant 

to be a joke, humor often has some basis in actual sentiment. In many ways. Panhandle 

people see themselves as a different breed and many comments are made to this effect. 

Yet, most Panhandle people are proud to call themselves Texans. When asked to 

rank Texas as a place to live (excellent, good, fair, or poor), forty-five of my sixty-eight 

informants gave it an excellent rating, twenty-one gave it a rating of good, and only two 

said^zr. When asked to rank Oklahoma as a place to live, using the same scale, no one 

ranked Oklahoma higher than Texas, and fifty-one ranked it below Texas as a place to 

live. Oklahoma received twenty-four^/> ratings and four designations as poor. Clearly, 

Panhandle people, in general, see themselves as separate from their neighbors to the east 

and seem proud of their affiliation with Texas (despite their occasional disgmntlement 

with the state government). Such seems to affirm what David M. Potter, in his study of 

nationalism, has observed, that the political state "can employ the concept of a 'common 

territory' so persuasively as to create the illusion of commonality for geographically 

diverse areas" (The South and Sectional Conflict 41-42). From the time Texas gained the 

status of an independent nation, though such independence was short-lived, Texas has 

been perceived by Texans, at least, as unique, and by some as "an empire in itself 

(Meinig). E. H. Gushing in The New Texas Primarv Reader, published in 1865. urges 
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"every parent and teacher to cultivate a state pride in the children" (qtd. in Meinig). 

Could Gushing have possibly imagined that the proud, indeed arrogant. Texan would 

have achieved stereotype status within a century? Meinig discusses the image of the 

"Typical Texan" that has emerged over the course of Texas history. As Meinig points 

out, the "Texan" began as "the mgged, self-reliant, adventurous frontiersman" (86). It is 

this basic image of the mgged individualist that, undoubtedly, appeals to most Panhandle 

people, many of whom are the descendants of pioneers who came to the "Great American 

Desert," undaunted by the seemingly hostile environment and hostile Native Americans 

who lingered in their former hunting ground. 

What all of this tells us is that the Panhandle psyche is complex, even paradoxical. 

Panhandle people see themselves as separate from the rest of Texas and yet are eager to 

affiliate themselves with Texas. Panhandle people are fiercely independent and 

individualistic, yet feel a responsibility to help their fellow human beings. As this chapter 

demonstrates, the Panhandle's location and diverse terrain have made it the home of a 

unique blend of people and philosophies. The Panhandle welcomed former Unionists and 

Confederates equally. And the Panhandle provided a place for the rowdy buffalo hunter 

and oil patch worker even as it opened its arms to church colonists seeking to bring 

"religion" to the West. That adventurous spirit, tempered with religious and political 

conservatism, still lingers in the Panhandle. Such cultural complexity, not surprisingly, 

finds its reflection in the language. 
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CHAPTER III 

LINGUISTIC VARIATION OVER SPACE 

Albert C. Baugh's 1935 and 1957 maps of American dialects (Figures 1.2 and Fig. 

1.2 in Chapter I) designate the westem two-thirds of the United States as the General 

American speech area. In his Introduction to the Phonetics of American English, C. K. 

Thomas likewise designates the westem half of the United States as General American 

(Fig. 1.8). As late as 1966, John Nist, in A Structural History of English, includes most 

of Texas in the Southem speech area, while the Panhandle and the Trans-Pecos areas in 

Texas belong in the General American speech area, along with Ohio, Illinois. Indiana, 

Michigan, Minnesota, and all the states westward (Fig. 1.9). The term General American 

was used, perhaps, because so little was known about speech west of the Mississippi 

other than the fact that much dialect contact and "leveling" had occurred, making the 

delineation of speech areas extremely difficult, if not impossible and ftatile. However. 

Carroll Reed and David Reed, in their Linguistic Atlas of the Pacific Coast, discovered 

that the English of Idaho and Washington is for the most part Northem speech, whereas 

Oregon speech demonstrated more Midland features. Although Califomia presented an 

even more complex picture, they were able to determine that Califomia seems to have 

more Midland features than Washington or Idaho, but less than Oregon ("Problems of 

English Speech Mixture in Califomia and Nevada" 188). Since Krapp introduced the 

term General American in his English Language in America in 1925. the term has 

continued to be used; however, as William Van Riper notes, "By the early 1950s the 
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concept of General American as the third regional variety of American English had been 

tested and proven to be false" (126). Whether or not dialect designations applied in the 

East can accurately and profitably be applied west of the Mississippi is sfill a concem. 

Baugh and Cable contend that if the designation General American, v\hich Abrahams and 

Troike called a "prescientific concept, " is "completely abandoned, something ver\ much 

like it will have to be invented in the future" (376). 

In his Linguistic Adas of the New England States. Kurath posited three primary 

dialect regions in the United States-Northem, Midland, and Southem. These three 

regions were fiirther divided into eighteen subregions. In 1953, E. Bagby Atwood 

reaffirmed the identity of these three regions in A Survev of Verb Forms in the Eastem 

United States, as did Kurath and McDavid in The Pronunciation of English in the Atlantic 

States in 1961. However, in 1968 C. N. Bailey suggested that the di\iding lines between 

Northem and Midland and between Midland and Southem were of secondary significance 

and that the major division in the Unhed States was between Northem and Southem. the 

line running roughly along the Ohio River in the East. In the eighties. Carver argued for 

basically the same type of classification, with a designation of Upper South as a part of 

Southem, and Lower North as a part of Northem. Carver suggests that Kurath's Midland 

zone can be more accurately characterized as a transitional zone between the North and 

the South. Similarly. Lawrence M. Davis and Charles Houck argue that what has been 

termed the Midland speech area is a transitional area, a gradual decrease of Northem 

terms and a gradual increase in Southem terms occurring as one moves southward. 
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However the tri-partite division has been maintained by some, including Timoth\ 

Frazer, who argues that the various Midland dialects share in common a small set of 

features which seem to have originated with the Ulster Scots ("Midland Illinois Dialect 

Pattems" 82). If a Midland speech area can be said to exist, the Texas Panhandle most 

certainly belongs to the Midland area. However, the primary question is whether 

Panhandle speech is North Midland (Lower North) or South Midland (Upper South) or a 

mixture of the two. The picture that has emerged in the Panhandle is one of a transition 

area, with an amalgam of North Midland, West Midland, South Midland. Southem and 

Westem words. The general discussion given below of the features tested and their 

frequency in the Panhandle will demonstrate the mixed, transitional nature of this region. 

The designations for the features listed in Table 3.1 below generally adhere to Kurath's 

classification system and will be used throughout the paper. This chapter will attempt to 

demonstrate (1) that the speech of the Texas Panhandle is mostly South Midland, with a 

North Midland and West Midland influence, particularly in the northem part of the 

Panhandle (2) that Southem features in Texas Panhandle speech are concentrated in the 

area of the Panhandle where cotton production occurs (3) that a recession of Southem 

features has occurred in the Texas Panhandle since World War II, the line moving 

progressively southeast. 
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Table 3.1 A list of selected features tested in this study. The traditional (Kurathian) 
designation is indicated in the second column. In the third and fourth columns the acti\ e 
and passive frequency for each feature in this study is indicated. 

Term 

wishbone 

(white) bread 

(com) husk 

sweet com 

belly-flop 

teeter-totter 

burlap sack 

firefly 

mud dauber 

skunk 

kerosene 

gunny sack 

sick to 

quarter of 

tea towel 

green beans 

cupboard 

coal oil 

sick at 

wait on 

quarter till 

Traditional 
Designation 

North/North Midland 

Northem 

North/North Midland 

Northem 

Northem 

North/North Midland 

Northem 

Northem 

North/West Midland 

Northem 

Northem, Southem 

West Midland 

Northem 

Northem 

North Midland 

West Midland 

North Midland 

Midland 

Midland/Southern 

Midland 

Midland 

Percentage of 
respondents who gave 
the term when the 
referent was described 

50 

89.7 

35.3 

20.6 

30.9 

19.1 

10.3 

38.2 

44.1 

94.1 

50 

17.6 

35.3 

11.8 

4.4 

72.1 

11.8 

36.8 

63.2 

35.3 

82.4 

Percentage of 
respondents who 
said that they have 
heard the term used 

92.6 

97.1 

80.9 
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Table 3.1 Continued 

Term 

positive anymore 

all the farther 

might could 

may can 

snake doctor 

dirt dauber 

tow sack 

belly-buster 

(com) shucks 

pallet 

roastin' ears 

polecat 

lightning bug 

seesaw 

cup towel 

pulley bone 

light bread 

snap beans 

tote 

Christmas gift! 

carry (escort) 

Traditional 
Designation 

Midland 

North Midland 

South Midland 

South Midland 

South Midland 

South Midland 

South Midland 

South Midland 

South/S. Midland 

South/S. Midland 

South/ S. Midland 

South/S. Midland 

South/S. Midland 

South/S. Midland 

TX/South Midland 

South Midland 

Southem 

Southem 

Southem 

Southem 

Southem 

Percentage of 
respondents who 
gave the term when 
the referent was 
described 

44.1 

52.9 

58.8 

61.8 

70.6 

22.1 

5.9 

60.3 

80.9 

23.5 

50 

10.3 

22.1 

Percentage of 
respondents who 
said that they have 
heard the term used 

95.6 

61.8 

100 

92.6 

42.6 

91.2 

83.8 

86.8 

75 

80.9 

89.7 

30.9 

88.2 
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The following discussion will also involve a comparison of data from Atwood's 

study of Texas in the late fifties and that of Bailey and Wikle, conducted in Oklahoma in 

the late eighties, with my own data collected in the Texas Panhandle in 1998. as shown in 

Table 3.2 below. 

Table 3.2 A comparison of selected features tested in this study with Atwood's study of 
Texas conducted in the fifties and Bailey and Wikle's study of Oklahoma conducted in the 
eighties. The numbers reflect the percentage of informants offering the term when the 
referent was described. 

Term 

snap beans 

green beans 

string beans 

light bread 

(white) bread 

lightning bug 

firefly 

dishtowel 

dishcloth 

tea towel 

cup towel 

tow sack 

gunny sack 

burlap bag 

pallet 

pulley bone 

wishbone 

Texas Panhandle 
Study 

22.1 

72.1 

5.9 

10.3 

89.7 

60.3 

38.2 

63.2 

8.8 

4.4 

23.5 

52.9 

17.6 

10.3 

70.6 

50 

50 

Atwood's Texas 
Study 

44 

30.5 

25.4 

86 

14 

85.6 

14.4 

33.3 

9.4 

8.5 

38.5 

58.6 

24.8 

4.5 

100 

67.8 

32.1 

Bailey and Wikle's 
Oklahoma Study 

35.2 

55.9 

4.8 

24.3 

75.7 

83.4 

14.5 

62.8 

13.1 

17.9 

2.8 

38.9 

43.1 

4.2 

88.6 

30.3 

69.7 
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Table 3.2 Continued 

Term 

mud dauber 

dirt dauber 

sick at the stomach 

sick to the stomach 

dogie 

maverick 

(com) shucks 

(com) husks 

roastin(g) ears 

sweet com 

com on the cob 

polecat 

skunk 

seesaw 

teeter totter 

Texas Panhandle 
Study 

44.1 

44.1 

63.2 

35.3 

38.2 

7-4 

61.8 

35.3 

22.1 

20.6 

57.4 

5.9 

94.1 

80.9 

19.1 

Atwood's Texas 
Study 

29 

71 

58.4 

27.3 

87.5 

12.5 

78 

4.6 

16.6 

53.4 

40.2 

91.6 

8.4 

Bailey and Wikle's 
Oklahoma Study 

56.6 

39.9 

57.6 

30.6 

17.5 

11.9 

67.8 

28 

32.9 

17.5 

0 

100 

Positive Anvmore 

Discussion of Features 

One shibboleth of Midland speech is the use of anymore in a positive sense. The 

use of anymore in a positive sense in a sentence such as, "Anymore both parents have to 

work just to pay the bills," may be baffling to some but sounds quite natural to Panhandle 

speakers who use the form frequently and quite unconsciously. As Labov points out. 
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positive anymore can usually be paraphrased by the adverb nowadays but the tw o are not 

simple synonyms. Positive anymore sentences presuppose that their assertion w as not tme 

in the past and that the speaker disapproves of the situation (Labov, "The Boundaries of a 

Grammar" 264). Positive anymore seems to have originated with the Ulster Scots 

(Crozier 13) and thus spreads outward from the Midland region. In 1949 Eitner posited a 

"rough curve of distribution" from a core area on the Midland seaboard outward to the 

American Midwest and Ontario (Chambers and Tmdgill, "Adverbials in English Dialects" 

265). As Walt Wolfram points out, "The regional distribution of positive anymore mns a 

distinct Midland course through central Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and westward into 

Missouri, Utah, and other states" (Dialects and American English 78). Similarly, Labov 

remarks, "Though we do not yet know the full geographic distribution of this form it is 

used automatically and frequently in Pittsburgh, westem Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana and 

parts of Illinois, Kansas, Missouri, Utah, and other westem areas, and it is apparently 

spreading to other parts of the U.S." ("The Boundaries of a Grammar" 277). With 

confidence we can add to the list the Texas Panhandle where 100% of informants 

acknowledged having heard the form, and where I hear it frequently in conversation. 

Quarter till/Quarter of/Quarter to 

Another Midland feature widely used in the Panhandle is the expression quarter 

till, as in "It's a quarter till twelve." Most of my informants (82.4%) gave the preposition 

till, while 11.8% gave quarter of typically a Northem expression, and 4.4% gave quarter 

to. traditionally designated Southem. Carroll Reed points out that in Midland and 
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Southem areas the Scottish expression //// is the preposition used instead of to and was 

reinforced by the translafion of German bis "unfil" (27). 

Y'all 

A shibboleth of Southem speech that all of my informants reported having heard is 

the Southem plural pronoun y'all. Two of my informants (2.9%) said that they would not 

use the term very often; all others said that they would use the expression all or some of 

the time. Of Bailey and Wikle's informants, 85% said that they would use y'all all or 

some of the time, while 15% said they would use it only occasionally. When asked 

whether 7 a// could be used as a singular pronoun, 30% of my informants reported that 

indeed it could be used with a singular sense, while 26.5% in the Oklahoma study did. 

Muhiple Modals 

Multiple modal verbs such as might could and may can and various other 

combinations are a widely recognized feature of Southem American English, particularly 

of South Midland. The multiple modal is also a common grammatical form in northem 

England and parts of Scotland (Butters 17). Might could, used to could, and might can. 

three of the four multiple modal combinations with the greatest acceptablility in Northem 

Ireland, are three of the four most common combinations in the LAGS concordance 

(Pederson, McDaniel, and Bassett). Margaret Mishoe and Michael B. Montgomery 

surmise that Scots and other northem British settlers took multiple modals with them to 

the Ulster area in the 17̂*̂  centtiry. and then between 1718 and 1775 the Ulster Scots, or 

97 



Scots-Irish, brought them to the Middle Atlantic states, the South Midland area of the 

United States, from which they have spread further westward and southward ("The 

Pragmatics of Multiple Modal Variation"). This Southem feature seems to be thoroughly 

entrenched in Texas Panhandle speech. All sixty-eight informants acknowledged having 

heard the expression might could and 92.6% said that they had heard may can. Almost 

three-fourths of informants in the Panhandle (70.6%) reported that they would use might 

could all or some of the time, while 61.8% said that they would use may can all or some of 

the time. As Chapter IV will demonstrate, the percentage of informants who report using 

this term regularly rises in the forty- and twenty-year-old categories. 

Greasv 

In 1896, George Hempl published a study of grease and greasy in which he was 

able to divide the country into four major areas based on the responses to a widely 

distributed questionnaire. In the North (New England to the Dakotas). the [s] 

pronunciation was given for grease by 88% of informants and for greasy by 82%. In the 

Midland area (New York City to St. Louis), those percentages dropped to 42% and 34% 

respectively. In the South, only 12% of respondents reported using the [s] pronunciation 

in each of the words. In the West, 56% used the [s] pronunciation in grease and 42% in 

greasy. Atwood's article "Grease and Greasy: A Study of Geographical Variation," a 

follow up of George Hempl's study, demonstrates that the distribution of the northem 

form greasy with an [s] as opposed to [z] extends from Maine as far south as Connecticut, 

west through New York and northem Pennsylvania. Atwood mentions Marckwardt's map 
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of the term in which "the northem limit of [z] passes through central Ohio, then swings 

northward so as to take in almost the whole of Indiana, then bends through central Illinois 

in the direction of St. Louis" (166). Thus, in general. Midland and Southem regions tend 

to have a [z] pronunciation (C. Reed 33). In the present study, 61.8% of informants 

offered the [z] pronunciation /grizi/, while 35.3% used the [s] pronunciation /grisi/. The 

pronunciation of greasy varies in the Panhandle with the [z] pronunciation favored among 

older informants. Almost one-fourth of informants in the eighty-year-old category 

(23.53%) used [s] in greasy while 82.35% of twenty-year-olds used [s]. Still, it is 

significant that nearly a fourth of the older informants in the Panhandle use the form 

traditionally considered Northem. 

Pullev Bone 

Kurath notes that wishbone for the clavicle of a chicken is a Northem expression 

which also predominates in the North Midland area as well as Maryland and Virginia west 

of Chesapeake Bay, while pulley bone is the usual Southem and South Midland expression 

(Word Geographv 63). When asked to give the name for the part of the chicken that two 

people hold and pull apart to make a wish come tme, 50% of my informants offered the 

term pulley bone. In Atwood's study of Texas, 67.8% of the informants offered the term. 

The altemative form, wishbone, was offered by 50% of my informants and 32.1% of 

Atwood's informants. In Bailey and Wikle's study of Oklahoma, only 30.3% offered the 

South Midland pulley bone, while 69.7% used the term wishbone. It must be noted that 

41.18% of informants in the eighty year old category gave the Northem term wishbone. 
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while an overwhelming 82.35% of sixty-year-old informants used the South/South 

Midland pulley bone. The percentage drops back to 52.94% of informants who use pulley 

bone in the forty-year-old category and 5.88% who do in the twenty-year-old group. 

Tow Sack 

Kurath calls the term tow sack a "real Tarheelism" noting that its use seemed to be 

restricted to North Carolina and the Norfolk, Virginia area (Word Geographv 44). 

However, tow sack is widely known throughout the South Midland area now, and is used 

and widely known in the Panhandle. Approximately one half of all respondents (52.9%) 

offered this term when asked for a term for a burlap bag, and 91.2% of my informants 

acknowledged having heard it. In Atwood's study, 58.6% of the informants offered the 

term tow sack, and in Bailey and Wikle's study 38.9% gave the term. The altemative form 

gunny sack, generally considered a West Midland term, was offered by 17.6% of my 

informants, though 92.6%) said they had heard the term used. 24.8% of Atwood's 

informants used gunny sack while 43.1% of Oklahoma informants offered the term in 

Bailey and Wikle's study. Carver traces the term gunny sack to the Sanskrit term goni, 

meaning sack, which apparently came into English from Hindi. Carver suggests that 

gunny bag or sack, first attested in the United States in Massachusetts in 1820, seems to 

have begun in New England or the Northeast. However, the term apparently spread 

westward rapidly and was supplanted, particularly in the Northeast, by the term burlap bag 

(American Regional Dialects 207). 

100 



Pole Cat 

Though 83.8% of my informants acknowledged having heard this South Midland 

term, only 5.9%) offered pole cat when asked to give the term for the striped animal that 

emits a foul odor. In the sixties. Atwood noted that the traditional Northem term skunk 

was gaining ground in Texas. Of Atwood's informants. (53.4%) gave the term pole cat, 

while 40.2% used skunk. Kurath notes that the Northem skunk, an Algonquin word, 

"supported by literary usage, has made its way into the Midland and even into the 

Southem area" (Word Geographv 74). The present study, as well as that of Baile> and 

Wikle in which 100% of informants gave the term skunk, indicates that skunk has. indeed, 

gained ground and taken over as the primary term. 

Roastin' Ears 

Roasting ears, a term for com that can be eaten on the cob, says Carver, is a 

Southemism, first recorded in Virginia in 1650, which "spread northward to the Upper 

North boundary and throughout much of the West" (American Regional Dialects 117). He 

designates sweet corn a North and West term. The Midland term roastin' ears appears to 

have lost ground, at least in the Panhandle, since Atwood's study, in which 78% of 

informants gave the term to refer to com on the cob. Only 22.1% of my informants 

offered the term. In Bailey and Wikle's Oklahoma study. 32.9% gave the term. 

Interestingly. 20.6% of Panhandle informants gave the term sMcet corn, as did 17.5% of 

respondents in the Oklahoma study. 
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Light Bread 

The term light bread, which has traditionally been designated a Lower Southem 

term, was given by 86% of Atwood's informants. He commented that "light bread is 

almost universal in the South and South Midland, but white bread is making a little 

progress in Texas" (64). Indeed, it has made progress in the Panhandle where 89.7% of 

the informants used the term over the Southem light bread, offered by only 10.3% of 

informants. In the Oklahoma study, 75.7% of the respondents gave the term (white) bread 

while 24.3%) gave light bread. 

Snap Beans 

According to McDavid, the use of the term string beans by seed companies has 

caused the West Midland green beans and the Southem snap beans for the beans served in 

the pods to be supplanted along the eastem seaboard ("Dialect Areas of the Atlantic 

Seaboard" 19). Such is certainly not happening in the Panhandle. The predominant term 

in the Texas Panhandle for the vegetable is the West Midland term green beans, offered by 

72.1% of informants, as opposed to the Lower Southem term snap beans, given by 22.1% 

of informants. Atwood noted that this "Coastal Southem usage" had extended to all parts 

of Texas but was losing ground to green beans, used by most younger informants. In his 

study, 44% of the respondents used snap beans while 30.5% used green beans. Atwood's 

map of snap beans does not show any particular region where snap beans is not used; 

however, there appears to be a low attestation of the term in Oklahoma. In Bailey and 
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Wikle's Oklahoma study, 35.2% of the informants ga\ e the term snap beans and 55.9% 

gave the term green beans. 

Christmas Gift 

Traditionally, the first person to say Christmas gift! (on Christmas moming or 

Christmas Eve) is supposed to receive a gift from the one to whom he/she is speaking. 

The expression Christmas gift! has been associated with "Negroes specificall} begging or 

demanding gifts," according to Atwood (68). Atwood comments. "A majority of 

informants in all age groups still know and use the exclamation Christmas gift!'' and adds, 

"this phrase is still frequently used throughout the South and a considerable part of the 

Midland" (68). Yet. forty years later, only 10.3% of my informants ga\e the term, as 

opposed to Atwood's 63.4%. Less than a third of my informants (30.9%) even 

acknowledged having heard it. 

Snake Doctor/Mosquito Hawk 

Most of Atwood's informants gave the South Midland term snake doctor (53.5%) 

for the dragonfly, and 22% offered the Lower Southem mosquito hawk. Less than half of 

my informants (42.6%) acknowledged having heard the term snake doctor and only 4.4% 

acknowledged having heard the term mosquito hawk. Atwood notes that mosquito hawk is 

widely used in Louisiana and Southeast Texas and extends into Central and Southwest 

Texas. My research suggests that it barely reached the Panhandle. 
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Shucks/Husks 

For the outside covering on an ear of com, most Panhandle informants offered the 

South/South Midland term shucks (61.8%) while 35.3% gave the traditionally North/North 

Midland term husks. Such responses are quite similar to those given in Oklahoma, where 

67.8% of the informants used the term shucks and 28% used husks. However, the 

Panhandle and Oklahoma studies differ from Atwood's study, in which 87.5% of 

informants gave the term shucks and only 12.5% gave the term husks. 

Lightning Bug/Fireflv 

In Atwood's study, 85.6% of the respondents gave the term lightning bug for the 

insect that glows, while 14.4% responded with the Northem/?r^y7y. However, in the 

Panhandle, 60.3%) of informants used lightning bug and 38.2% used firefly. Interestingly. 

Bailey and Wikle's results in Oklahoma more closely resemble Atwood's results in Texas 

for this feature. Of the Oklahomans interviewed, 83.4% gave the term lightning bug, the 

other 14.5% firefly. However, as Bailey et al. point out, the percentage of respondents 

who report using firefly all or some of the time is above 50% in the westem half of the 

state ("Some Pattems of Linguistic Difftision" 365). 

Sick to/Sick at the Stomach 

Kurath remarks that sick to the stomach is a New England expression common 

throughout the North. However, as he points out, "In southem New England and in 

Metropolitan New York at is replacing to in this phrase" (Word Geographv 14). Carver 
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labels sick to (the stomach) Upper North and West and sick at (the stomach) South and 

West. Approximately two-thirds (63.2%) of Panhandle informants gave the phrase sick at 

the stomach, while one-third (35.3%) of Panhandle people inter\ iewed gave the phrase 

sick to the stomach. 

Bellv Flop/Bellv Buster 

When asked for the term used when someone goes off a diving board and lands 

stomach first. 30.9% of Panhandle informants gave the term belly flop, a term designated 

by The Dicfionarv of American Regional English as North. North Midland, and Westem, 

and which Carver designates as belonging to the North and West speech area. Almost 

two-thirds gave belly buster, the term used in the South, West Midland, and Westem 

speech areas. Although both terms are scattered across the Panhandle, belly flop was 

given by more informants in the Northem Panhandle, and belly buster was given by more 

informants in the Southem Panhandle. 

Bellv band/Girt(hVCinch 

The most common response (57.7%) in Atwood's study for the band that holds the 

saddle on a horse was girt or girth. He reports that 28.9% of informants "particularly in 

the westem half of the state" used the term, cinch, borrowed from Spanish. Only 13.4% 

used the term belly band. However, in the Panhandle, belly band was the most common 

response, given by 36.8%) of informants. Girt or girth was given by 16.2% of respondents, 

mainly in the southem and eastem portions of the Panhandle. And the westem cinch was 
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offered by 16.2%, scattered across the Panhandle. 

While many Southem terms are unevenly distributed in the Panhandle, with North 

and West Midland terms intermingled, other terms reveal a clear difference between the 

northem and southem halves of the Panhandle. 

Features Exhibiting a Northem-Southem Split of the Panhandle 

Mud Dauber/Dirt Dauber 

Carver explains that in the Midland-and-West the most common term for the wasp

like insects that build nests of mud is mud dauber, but in what he calls the South II speech 

area, dirt dauber is the prevalent term (American Regional Dialects 113, 179). Using 

Linguistic Atlas of Oklahoma records, Bruce Southard was able to draw a linguistic 

boundary, slicing Oklahoma into roughly northwestem and southeastem halves, based on 

the distribution of the terms mud dauber and dirt dauber (Fig. 3.1). 

Fig. 3.1 Southard's Map of mud dauber and dirt dauber in Oklahoma 
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The data for the present study reveals that a similar division exists in the Texas Panhandle. 

The North and West Midland mud dauber and the South Midland dirt dauber are used 

equally in the Panhandle (each term was offered by 44.1% of respondents). What is 

striking is the distribution of this feature across the Panhandle. Mud dauber prevails as the 

primary term in the northem and westem part of the Panhandle, while dirt dauber is 

predominant in the southem and eastem portions of the Panhandle (Fig. 3.2). 

Mud dauber/Dirt dauber 
All age categories 

i^ Mud dauber 

9 Dirt dauber 

O Other 

Fig. 3.2 Spatial Distribution of mud dauber and dirt dauber 
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Seesaw/Teeter Totter 

In 1949, Kurath pointed out that seesaw was the general term throughout the 

South, even though it appeared in New England and appeared to be gaining currency 

throughout the United States (Word Geographv 58-59). Kurath notes, "In the North 

seesaw is distinctly a book word, which, however, has attained rather general currency in 

urban areas" (Word Geographv 16). Kurath calls teeter totter a "Hudson Valley 

expression." In his study of Texas, Atwood remarked, "The balanced board that children 

play on is almost always called a seesaw'' and adds that "the Northem teeter totter is 

barely current in Texas, but is apparently regular in northem Oklahoma" (Texas 70-71). 

According to Carver, teeter totter occurs in the Inland North and West dialect layer 

(American Regional 274), but he does not characterize seesaw as representing a particular 

area. Interestingly, the isogloss posited by Luanne von Schneidemesser for teeter totter 

and seesaw cuts across the Panhandle. Southard's teeter totter/seesaw map is similar, 

splitting Oklahoma into roughly northem and southem sections (Fig. 3.3). Although my 

results did not reveal a neat dividing line, it is evident that teeter totter and seesaw are 

altemate, competing forms in the Panhandle (Fig. 3.4). Seesaw seems to be quickly 

overtaking teeter totter as the primary term. The majority of my informants offered the 

term seesaw (80.9%)), though most of them acknowledged hearing teeter totter used as 

well. Interestingly, a number of my informants commented that teeter totter was the old-

fashioned term. 

108 



Fig. 3.3 Southard's Map of teeter totter and seesaw in Oklahoma 

Seesaw- Teeler-ioiter 
All age categones 

9 See&aw 

M Teelef-totter 

Fig. 3.4 Spatial Distribution of teeter totter and seesaw 
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Tank/Pond 

Based on his lexical study of Texas, Atwood was able to identify a dialect 

transition line mnning roughly along the Texas/Louisiana border, based primarily on the 

eastem limit of words common in Texas-tank, cup towel, hackamore, and gully washer 

(96). Atwood says of tank, a term used for a body of water where livestock drink, "This 

term occurs in all but the easternmost extremities of Texas" v^here pond is used. He notes 

that pond "is rare except in East Texas, but it is usual in Arkansas and Louisiana" (42). 

Tank, the primary Texas term, is used in the southem and eastem portions of the 

Panhandle, while pond, a more general term, is the prevalent term in the northem and 

westem portions (Fig. 3.5). 

Tank/Pond 

All age categones 

# Tank 

•JY Pond 

O Other 

Fig. 3.5 Spatial Distribution of tank and pond 
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Cupboard 

The North Midland term cupboard also reveals a difference in the northem and 

southem sections of the Panhandle. Atwood remarks that although "cupboard is by no 

means unknown [in Texas], . . . the chances are that Old Mother Hubbard, had she lived in 

Texas, would have gone to the safe" (45). However, Old Mother Hubbard might have 

gone to the cupboard for dishes in the Panhandle, where cupboard was the term offered by 

11.8% of informants for a place in the kitchen to keep everyday dishes. Though a 

relatively small percentage (13.2%) said they would use the term all or some of the time, 

97.1% acknowledged having heard the term. What is striking is that the nine respondents 

who said they would use the term cupboard all or some of the time are located in the 

northwestem part of the Panhandle. None are located in the southeastem part of the 

Panhandle (Fig. 3.6). 

Figure 3.6 Cupboard Usage in the Texas Panhandle 
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Cup Towel/Tea Towel 

The primary term in the Panhandle for a towel used to dry dishes is the term 

dishtowel, given by 63.2% of informants. Atwood remarks, "Cup towel . . . seems to be a 

distinctively Texas term and extends little beyond in any direction" (Texas 95). The Texas 

term cup towel was offered by 23.5% of Panhandle respondents, while 4.4% gave the 

North Midland term tea towel. In Atwood's study, only 33.3% of his informants gave the 

term dishtowel while 38.5% gave cup towel and 8.5% tea towel. It is interesting to note 

that respondents who have not heard the term cup towel are all in the northwestemmost 

part of the Panhandle. Those who have not heard the term tea towel are in the southem 

three-fourths of the Panhandle (Fig. 3.7). 

O Respondents who 
have not heard 
the term cup towel 

9 Respondents who 
have not heard 
the term tea towel 

Fig. 3.7 Spatial Distribution of Passive Knowledge of cup towel and tea towel 

111 



All the farther 

Another feature that demonstrates a difference across the northem and southem 

sections of the Panhandle is the all the + comparative structure. Informants were asked if 

they had ever heard an expression such as "That's all the farther I can go." Such a 

constmction, meaning roughly "That's as far as I can go" or "That's the farthest I can go," 

is baffling to those who have never heard it. According to Erik Thomas, the all + positive 

construction which developed into the all the + comparative construction seems to have 

been brought to America by the Scotch-Irish (262). Thomas points out that the use of all 

the further/farther appears to be declining in the South but increasing in the Inland Upper 

North ("The Use of the all the + Comparative Stmcture" 258). According to The 

Dictionarv of American Regional English, all the followed by the comparative form is 

chiefly Inland North or North Midland, while all the + the simple positive adjective or 

adverb form is South or South Midland. Almost two-thirds of my informants (61.8%) 

acknowledged having heard something like "That's all the farther I can go." However, the 

knowledge of this expression seems to be concentrated in the northem portion of the 

Panhandle. Of informants in the upper half of the Panhandle, 72% said that they had heard 

the term, as opposed to 47% in the lower half of the Panhandle (Fig. 3.8). 
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All Ihe fanher 
All the + comparative 
All age categones 

V Heard-yes 

( 3 Heard-no 

Fig. 3.8 Spatial Distribution of all the farther 

Southem Features Concentrated in Cotton-Producing Area 

The linguistic differences between the northem and southem portions of the 

Panhandle are undoubtedly a reflection of the different backgrounds of the settlers, of the 

Midwestem orientation of the settlers in the northem Panhandle, and of the closer 

affiliation of those in the southem Panhandle with the cotton culture of the rest of Texas 

and the rest of the South. Craig Carver has pointed out that "maps of cotton production 

for virtually any year to about 1950 show the "cotton belt" region to be essentially 

identical with the Lower South's cultural and dialect area" (American Regional Dialects 
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144). As Chapter II demonstrated, cotton is grown in the Panhandle, but only in the 

southeastem counties and some of the southem counties. Because of the different climatic 

conditions in the northem and southem portions of the Panhandle, wheat has been famied 

in the northem Panhandle and cotton in the Southem Panhandle (Fig. 3.9). 

Texline 

Adrian vega 

Sunray 

Gruver 

Arnanilo 

I evellard Sn"\ -r 

-r.lf-n Bcraer 

SKellylown 

Bo )ker 

Pampa 
Le Fors 

Crosb^'toi 

Fig. 3.9 Extent of Cotton Production in the Panhandle. Generally, cotton farming occurs 
south and east of the line drawn while grain farming takes place north of the line. 

Strikingly, many of the Lower Southem terms used in the Panhandle seem to be 

limited to or more heavily concentrated in the areas in the Panhandle where cotton is 

produced, particularly in the area below the Caprock Escarpment where cotton was first 

produced in the Panhandle. 
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Light Bread 

Although 75% of my informants said that they had heard the Southem term light 

bread, those that report using the term light bread all or some of the time, are in the 

southem portion of the Panhandle. The map of light bread usage among sixty-year-old 

informants, particularly, shows that its regular use is restricted to the area below the 

Caprock (Figures 3.10-3.14). 

Use Light Bread 
All age categones 

9 All or some of 
the time 

O Not very often 
or never 

Fig. 3.10 Spafial Distribution of light bread Usage for All Informants 
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Olex! 

Use Light Bread 
80 year old category 

^ All or some of 
the time 

O No! very often 
or never 

Fig. 3.11 Spatial Distribution of light bread Usage for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 

Use Light Bread 
60 year old category 

^ All or some of 
the time 

O Not very often 
or never 

Fig. 3.12 Spafial Distribufion of light bread Usage for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 
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Use Light Bread 
40 year old category 

^ All or some of 
the time 

O Not very often 
Of never 

Fig. 3.13 Spatial Distribution of light bread Usage for Forty-Year-Old Informants 

OTe« 

Use Light Bread 
20 year old category 

• 
CJ 

All or some of 
Ihe lirne 
Not very often 
or never 

Fig. 3.14 Spafial Distribufion of light bread Usage for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 
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Carrv You Home 

Although McDavid has pointed out that the expression carry you home for give 

you a ride home is found in northeastem New England and on Martha's Vineyard 

("Dialect Areas of the Atlanfic Seaboard" 15), the phrase is traditionally designated 

Southem. Atwood comments that carry you home "is fairly frequent in all parts of the 

state except the Trans Pecos and the northem Panhandle" (68-9). Indeed, carry you home 

has some currency in the Panhandle but seems to be restricted to the southem part of the 

Panhandle. Although 88.2% of all respondents said that they had heard the expression, the 

majority of those who said that they would use the expression all or some of the time are 

concentrated in the southem and particularly in the southeastem portion of the Panhandle. 

Particularly among sixty- and forty-year-olds, the regular use of the phrase is concentrated 

in the area below the Caprock (Figures 3.15-3.19). 
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Use carry you home 
All age categones 

^ All or some 
of the time 

( 3 Not very often 
or never 

Fig. 3.15 Spatial Distribution of carry you home Usage for All Informants 

Use carry you home 
80 year old category 

^ All or some 
of the time 

O Not very often 
or never 

Fig. 3.16 Spatial Distribution of carry you home Usage for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 
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Fig. 3.17 Spatial Distribution of carry you home Usage for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 

Fig. 3.18 Spatial Distribution of carry you home Usage for Forty-Year-Old Informants 
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Use carry you home 
20 year old category 

^ All or some 
of the time 

( 3 Not very often 
or never 

Fig. 3.18 Spatial Distribution of carry you home Usage for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 

Tote 

The Lower Southem term tote, which, according to Tumer, is of African origin. 

proved to be one of the most highly stigmatized features I examined in my research. Some 

of my informants affected a strong Southem accent and used it jokingly in a sentence or 

said that they would use it when joking. Atwood says that the Southem tote "is in general 

use in all areas except the Trans-Pecos, where it is rare" (Texas 69). Atwood's map 

reveals that tote was attested in the Panhandle, but only in the southem portion. In my 

study of the Panhandle, all but one of the nine respondents who said they would use the 

highly stigmatized term are in the southem, particularly the southeastem part of the 

Panhandle (Fig. 3.20). Although there are respondents scattered around the Panhandle 
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who have never heard the term tote, significantly, no such respondents reside in the 

southeastem part of the Panhandle, below the Caprock (Fig. 3.21). 

Whereas many Southem terms are at least known throughout the Panhandle, 

though they may be used chiefly in the southem and southeastem sections, there are 

several terms that are entirely unknown in the northem part of the Panhandle. 

Use tote 
All age categor ies 

• 

() 

All or some 
of the time 
Not very often 
or newer 

Fig. 3.20 Spatial Distribution of tote Usage 
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O Respondents who 
have not heard 
the term tote 

Fig. 3.21 Spafial Distribution of Passive Knowledge of tote 

Haint/Hant 

"The Southem hant (or haint)," says Atwood, "is scattered over all areas [of Texas] 

except the extremities of the Northwest, West, and South" (Texas 71). In the present 

study, thirteen respondents said that they had heard the term haint used to refer to a ghost. 

What is striking is that, of those thirteen, eleven of them live in the southem part 

of the Panhandle and ten of them are concentrated in the southeastem part of the 

Panhandle below the Caprock (Fig. 3.22). The map for the variant hant presents a similar 

picture, but for this term all of the respondents who have any knowledge of the term live in 

the southem counties of the Panhandle (Fig. 3.23). 
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Fig. 3.22 Spatial Distribution of Passive Knowledge of haint 

Fig. 3.23 Spatial Distribution of Passive Knowledge of hant 

125 



Mosquito Hawk 

According to Atwood's map for dragonfly, eight informants in the Panhandle gave 

the South Midland term snake doctor, one gave the Midland snake feeder, and no 

informants in the Panhandle offered the Lower Southem term mosquito hawk. Although 1 

was able to find three informants who said they had heard the term mosquito hawk for 

dragonfly, all three live in the southem Panhandle (Fig. 3.24). 

Fig. 3.24 Spatial Distribution of Passive Knowledge of mosquito hawk 

Dew and Due 

The glide following an alveolar consonant in words like dew and due traditionally 

has distinguished Southem speakers from Northem speakers. Southem speakers typically 

pronounce the glide, while Northemers don't. As Betty S. Phillips has pointed out. the 
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glideless pronunciation is on the rise. However, Ann Pitts has demonstrated that the 

glideless pronunciafion is actually losing some of its prestige, and the pronunciation of the 

glide has become more common in network speech. Nevertheless, pronunciation in the 

Panhandle seems to follow the more typical pattem. Respondents pronouncing the glide in 

the words dew and due are more heavily concentrated in the southem part of the Panhandle 

(Figures 3.25-3.34). 

Pronunciation of dew 
All age categones 

0 /dju/ 

•iJr /du/ 

Fig. 3.25 Spatial Distribufion of Pronunciation of dew for All Informants 
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Pronunciation of dew 
80 year old calegor/ 

# /diu/ 

^ / d u / 

Fig. 3.26 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of dew for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 

Pronunciation ot dew 
60 year old category 

0 /dju/ 

i^ /du/ 

Fig. 3.27 Spatial Distribufion of Pronunciafion of dew for Sixty-Year-Old Infomiants 
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Pronunciation of dew 
40 year old category 

# /dju/ 

Fig. 3.28 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of dew for Forty-Year-Old Informants 

• i r ie 

Pronunciation ot dew 
20 year old category 

% ;d|u' 

Fig. 3.29 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of dew for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 
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All age categones 

• 
• ^ 
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du/ 

Fig. 3.30 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of due for All Informants 
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Fig. 3.31 Spafial Distribution of Pronunciation of ^w^ for Eighty-Year-Old Informants 
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Pronunaation ot due 
60 year old category 

• /dju. 

^ /du/ 

Fig. 3.32 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of due for Sixty-Year-Old Informants 
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Fig. 3.33 Spafial Distribution of Pronunciation of due for Forty-Year-Old Infomiants 
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Pronunciation of due 
20 year old category 

• ,d,u/ 

*Wf /du/ 

Fig. 3.34 Spatial Distribution of Pronunciation of due for Twenty-Year-Old Informants 

Recession of Southem Features Southeastward 

Although General Southem has certainly exerted its influence on the speech of the 

Panhandle, many of those features have begun to lose ground since World War II. The 

extent of Southem in the Panhandle has been receding over the years, the line moving 

progressively southeast. Guy Bailey and Cynthia Bemstein in their Phonological Survey 

of Texas found a northwest to southeast movement of the sound changes they studied 

("Methodology of a Phonological Survey of Texas" 10). The present study demonstrates 

on a micro-level that such seems to be the case with certain lexical and phonological 

features, at least in the Panhandle. 
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Mud Dauber/Dirt Dauber 

The apparent time evidence for the South Midland term dirt dauber suggests not 

only that the term is disappearing but also that it has been retained the longest in the 

southeastemmost portion of the Panhandle. Among eighty-year-old informants, dirt 

dauber was the term given in locations as far north in the Panhandle as Gmver. The 

northem extent of this term recedes southward for both the sixty-year-old and forty-year-

old categories. The map for the twenty-year-olds reveals that the term is being retained in 

the southeastem counties, below the Caprock (Figures 3.35-3.38). 
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Cup Towel 

Similarly, respondents who said they use the Texas term cup towel all or some of 

the time in the eighty-year-old categor\' cover most of the Panhandle: howe\er. a look at 

the respondents in the twenty-year-old category who use cup towel regularly shows that all 

are in the southem part of the Panhandle (Figures 3.39-3.42). 
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Tow Sack 

The South Midland word tow sack has a somewhat sporadic histor\' in the 

Panhandle. A look at the apparent time evidence for the term indicates that in the eighty-

year-old-category, twelve informants gave the term tow sack, nine of whom reside in the 

southem half of the Panhandle. In the sixty-year-old category, nine respondents gave the 

term, seven of whom live in the Southem Panhandle. Of the seventeen forty-year-olds 

interviewed, thirteen in various parts of the Panhandle gave the term, but only three 

twenty-year-old respondents gave the term tow sack. All three live on the southem edge of 

the Panhandle (Figures 3.43-3.46). 
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Of the seven informants in the twenty-year-old category who said they would use the term 

tow sack all or most of the time, all but one live in the Southem Panhandle, indicating that 

the Southem term is being retained only in the southem counties (Fig. 3.47). 
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Caught/Cot 

In his discussion of the Three Dialects in North America. Labov points out that the 

Third Dialect area is characterized by a merger of/a /and lol. so that cot and caught sound 

alike (/cat/). He mentions that part of the Texas Panhandle is included in the area of the 

United States and Canada where this merger has occurred ("Three Dialects" 31). My 

research reveals that this merger seems to have begun in the Panhandle as early as the 

1920's or 1930's and seems to have gained ground rapidly after World War II. Bailey et al. 

note that, in their data for Oklahoma, the pronunciation of words like hawk with an 

unrounded vowel was used among people bom in or before 1945 only in the urban areas of 

Tulsa and Oklahoma City and along the Kansas border ("Some Patterns"" 368). Only one 
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eighty-year-old that I interviewed in the Texas Panhandle pronounced caught and cot 

alike, while one-third of the sixty-year-olds did. All the forty-year old informants except 

four pronounced the words alike. Those four are all located in the southem portion of the 

Panhandle (Figures 3.48-3.52). 
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Chambers and Tmdgill have pointed out that cultural boundaries often coincide 

with linguistic ones. In fact, language is one primary element that cultural geographers 

take into account in the delineation of cultural boundaries. Thus, linguistic boundaries can 

shed light on cultural divisions. By the same token, cultural boundaries can illuminate 

linguistic boundaries as well. Let us retum then to the cultural boundaries posited for the 

Panhandle which were discussed in Chapter I. Meinig divides the Panhandle into two 

separate cultural areas (Fig. 1.19). He explains that these two different cultural regions are 

the result of the different backgrounds and orientations of the settlers. The wheat farmers 

from the Midwest who moved into the Northem Panhandle brought with them a cultural 

orientation different from that of the cotton farmers who moved into the Southem 

Panhandle. Meinig explains that the Northem Panhandle 

was but a small political segment of a large farming region, the Winter 
Wheat Belt, which included much of westem Oklahoma and Kansas and 
eastem Colorado as well, and the whole of which was strongly focused 
upon Kansas City. Thus differences in environment and crops, people and 
orientations gave identity to two regions in that part of Texas and made 
their local capitols, Lubbock and Amarillo, which were so alike in setting, 
in sudden growth, and now in size, interestingly different cities. (83) 

Though Gastil includes all of the Panhandle in the Southem cultural region (Fig. 1.18), 

Gastil does separate most of the Panhandle from the rest of Texas. Gastil's boundary 

looks similar to Meinig's, but Gastil draws his ftirther south. Both Meining and Gastil 

seem to acknowledge a different cultural region below the Caprock as opposed to that in 

the northem half of the Panhandle. 

As this chapter has attempted to demonstrate, linguistically, the area below the 

Caprock where cotton was first produced does exhibit a greater concentration of Lower 

145 



Southem terms. The line demarcating the extent of cotton production does not represent a 

strict boundary of Lower Southem beyond which Lower Southem terms do not occur but 

does represent a boundary beyond which Lower Southem terms are increasingly rare. The 

boundary of South Midland influence, however, cannot be determined from this study 

since South Midland terms are known and used in all parts of the Panhandle and 

apparently even into Colorado, as Hankey suggests. 

However, what must be recognized is the North and West Midland influence in the 

Panhandle. Lying on the southem edge of Northem influence, the Panhandle is clearly a 

transition area where North Midland and South Midland overlap. Jordan designates the 

upper one-third or one-fourth of the Panhandle as Midwestem and the area below the line 

Hill Southem (Fig. 1.20). Indeed, the data from this study reveals that the language of the 

Panhandle is mostly South Midland (Hill Southem), while the upper portion of the 

Panhandle does exhibit more Midwestem speech features. However, Jordan most likely 

would have predicted fewer Southem terms in the northernmost portion of the Panhandle 

than this study shows to be the case. Texline and Booker in the upper comers of the 

Panhandle consistently demonstrate a non-Southem orientation. However, informants in 

Sunray and Gmver often offered Southem terms rather than North or West Midland terms. 

Likewise, Lefors seems to be a Southem stronghold. Why this is so can partially be 

explained by the oil boom in the Texas Panhandle. 

Meinig points out that oil boom towns (such as Sunray and LeFors) are anomolous 

in a given cultural and linguistic region. In these oil boom towns, the ^'explosive growth, 

the sudden swirling influx of a heterogeneous crowd of aggressive rootless people, the 
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feverish speculation, intense competition, and social disorder, left behind shallow-rooted. 

fragile communities, lacking in stability and cohesion, alien to their mral surroundings and 

unrelated to older regional pattems" (80). He says fiirther that -the new oil town remains a 

disfinctive kind of community, related in people, economy, and society more to others of 

its type than to older towns of its region untouched by oil" (81). We can only conjecture 

that many of the oil and gas patch workers might have come from older sections of Texas 

where oil had been discovered earlier, or Oklahoma, or other Southem states, resulting in 

the more Southem speech in these towns. Why Gmver informants would also offer more 

Southem terms is unclear; however, Gmver's proximity to the oil and gas patch area, 

which extended from Dumas to Wheeler, may explain the more Southem character of the 

language. These anomolous areas make the delineation of a boundary nearly impossible. 

What Meinig says of the culture of the Panhandle goes for the language of the Panhandle 

as well: 

The Texas Panhandle is therefore a markedly ambivalent region. People of 
older Texas ancestry are here, and the power of the Texas name, of 
citizenship, and a myriad of other ties is certainly important, yet powerful 
influences orient the region and bind it to the Middle West. It is difficult to 
measure the relative importance of these two but it is clear that the region 
as a whole constitutes a border zone of Texas society. (107) 

The Panhandle, indeed, does constitute a "border zone" of Texas society and 

language. At least two forces are at work in Panhandle speech-linguistic pressure from 

the northwest and linguistic pressure from the southeast. According to Labov's 

descriptions of the three major dialect areas in the U.S., the Panhandle lies between two of 

them~the Third Dialect area and the Southem Dialect area, both of which are exerting 
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pressure on the language. Thus, it will be particularly interesting to see how Panhandle 

language will change in the twenty-first century. How Panhandle language has changed in 

the twentieth century is the focus of Chapter IV. 
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CHAPTER IV 

LINGUISTIC VARIATION OVER TIME 

"Unsere Sprache ist auch unsere Geschichte" 
(Our language is also our history) 

-Jacob Grimm 

Antoine Meillet commented, "Language is a social institution The only 

variable to which we can tum to account for linguistic change is social change, of which 

linguistic variations are only consequences" (qtd. in Labov, Social Stratification 10). 

Language has always been a reflection of the society that uses it. When the society 

changes, so does the language. As Grimm observed, "Our language is our history,"" and a 

careftil examination of language change can reveal much about the forces shaping the 

world we live in. Industrialization, mass marketing, and technology have had a 

tremendous impact on the way we live in this century, making many customs and the 

words associated with those customs obsolete. Dr. Samuel Johnson comments in the 

preface of his 1755 dictionary, "As any custom is disused, the words that expressed it must 

perish with it." So it was in the eighteenth century, and so it has been in the twentieth. 

The rapidity with which changes have been taking place in this century is as 

unprecedented as it is breathtaking, and the language has followed suit. To reveal the 

changes Panhandle language has undergone from the early part of this century to the latter 

part of this century, four generations of speakers were interviewed. Based on this apparent 

time data, this chapter will examine those words which are perishing as well as those 

words which are superseding them. As Chapter III indicated, the incidence of Southem 
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features has been receding in the Panhandle since World War II, the extent of influence 

moving progressively southeast. This chapter will ftirther demonstrate that the speech of 

the Texas Panhandle is becoming increasingly urban and increasingly Northem. 

Linguistic change which occurs over time in a speech community may be either 

communal or generational change. In a communal change, all the members of a speech 

community alter a particular linguistic feature at once or acquire a new form 

simultaneously. Such rarely happens. The most common type of language change is 

generational change in which individual speakers enter the community with a 

characteristic frequency for a particular variable, maintained throughout their lifetimes; 

subsequent generations have incrementally different frequencies for the same variable and 

eventually change is effected in the community. According to Weinreich, Labov, and 

Herzog, studies of preadolescent peer groups reveal that the primary linguistic model for 

children is the language of children only slightly older than themselves (Directions for 

Historical Linguistics 145). Chambers similarly suggests, "Classmates and friends are 

linguistically more influential than teachers and parents"(Sociolinguistic Theorv 159). 

For this reason, apparent time studies can be used to reveal linguistic changes that are 

occurring in real time in a community. Gauchat and Hermann were the first to illustrate 

the usefulness of apparent time data. In 1899 Gauchat conducted his study of six 

phonological variables in the speech of three successive generations of speakers from 

Charmey. Then in 1929 Hermann restudied Charmey and confirmed that the differences 

across the generations revealed in Gauchat's study were in fact changes taking place over 

real time. Pairing LAGS data with data collected in the Phonological Survey of Texas, 
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Bailey, Wikle, Tillery, and Sand have further demonstrated the close correlation between 

real time and apparent time evidence ("Apparent Time"'). 

In the present study, an attempt was made to find two generations of speakers in a 

single family to interview. Examination of this data from father-son and mother-daughter 

informants reveals that the younger speakers are linguistically far more like their peers 

than their parents, indicating that generational rather than communal change has been 

taking place. Labov asserts that "generational change rather than communal change is the 

basic model for sound change," but he points out that "apparent-time studies may 

understate the actual rate of sound change, since older speakers show a limited tendency 

toward communal change, participating to a small extent in the changes taking place 

around them" (Labov, Principles of Linguistic Change 112). Age grading can occur; that 

is, people might shift their use of particular features slightly over time toward the 

incoming norm. For lexical changes, the rate of change may be even more understated in 

apparent time studies since lexical replacements are more common and more easily 

acquired than new phonological features (Chambers, "Dialect Acquistion" 679). For this 

reason, informants were not only asked what term they would use for a particular item, 

they were also asked if they had heard a term and how often they would use it. Such 

questions provide information about who uses the word, who knows the word but would 

not use it, and who has never heard the word, information which can reveal the past and 

possible future of words. The discussion which follows will examine both the recessive 

speech features which are likely to disappear from the language in the near ftature and the 

innovative features that seem to be superseding the older, more traditional forms. 
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Cup Towel and Tea Towel 

Atwood's map of terms for a cloth used to dry dishes reveals that cup towel was 

given by only one informant in the Panhandle of Texas (though two additional attestations 

of cup towel are close to the Panhandle) while tea towel was given by five informants, and 

dish towel or cloth was given by ten Panhandle informants. As Figure 4.1 demonstrates, 

the most common term in all age categories in the present study for a towel to dry dishes 

was dish towel. However, among eighty- and sixty-year-old informants, the term dish 

towel (offered by 47.06% and 52.94% of informants in these two categories respectively) 

competes with the term cup towel (given by 41.18% of eighty- and sixty-year-old 

informants). The term tea towel was also given by 11.76% of eighty-year-old informants 

and 5.88% of sixty-year-old informants. No informants in these two categories gave the 

term dish cloth. Between the sixty-year-old category and forty-year-old category, there is a 

significant rise in the percentage of informants offering the term dish towel. Of the forty-

year-old informants, 70.59% offered the term, and 82.35% of twenty-year-old informants 

did. Of both of these groups, 17.65% used the variant Jw/z c/o/"/?. Of the forty-year-old 

informants, 11.76% gave the term cup towel, however, among twenty-year-old informants, 

no other term was offered other than dish towel or dish cloth. Clearly, the regional terms 

cup towel and tea towel are being lost. Although 100% of informants in the eighty- and 

sixty-year-old categories had heard the term cuptowel, and 94.12% of forty-year-old 

informants acknowledged having heard the term, only about half of the twenty-year-old 

informants (52.94%)) had heard the term (Fig. 4.2). And even fewer had heard the term tea 

towel (Fig. 4.3). All of the eighty-year-olds, 82.35% of sixty-year-olds, and 76.47% of 
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forty-year-olds had heard the term tea towel. Again, that percentage drops off dramatically 

in the twenty- year-old category, in which only a third (35.29%) acknowledged having 

heard the term. The chart provided on the usage of the term cup towel (Fig. 4.4) reveals a 

steady decline in the use of the word. Although 70.58% of eighty-year-olds said that they 

would use cup towel all or some of the time, only 23.53% of twenty-year-olds did. About 

one-fourth of the eighty-year-old informants (23.53%) reported that they would use the 

term tea towel all or some of the time; no twenty-year-olds said that they would use the 

term tea towel regularly. Such seems to indicate that both cup towel and tea towel are 

disappearing, with the North Midland tea toweU the less prevalent term, disappearing first. 

Since the advent of the dishwasher in many homes since the 1960s, undoubtedly terms for 

these cloths are less necessary and more seldom used. Nevertheless, it is striking that a 

new term has arisen, dish cloth, which appears only among the forty- and twenty-year-

olds. 
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towel to dry dishes 

80 60 

cup towel 

dish cloth 

40 20 

tea towel 

dish towel 
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dish cloth 

tea towel 
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47.06 52.94 70.59 82 35 

0.001 

11.76 

41.18 

0.001 

5.88 

17.65 17.65 

0.001 1 0.001 

41.181 11.76[ 0.001 

Fig. 4.1 Distribution according to Age for dish towel. Here and in the charts to follow the 
figures in the four columns reflect the percentage of respondents offering the particular 
term from each of the four age categories-80, 60, 40, 20. 
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cup towel 
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heard-no heard-yes 

heard-yes 
heard-no 

100 
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100 
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Fig. 4.2 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of cup towel 

tea towel 
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Fig. 4.3 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of tea towel 
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Fig. 4.5 Distribution according to Age for tea towel Usage 
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Light Bread 

Atwood comments, "The ordinary bread made of white flour and baked in loaves is 

known throughout Texas as light bread. Only a small number use white bread, and even 

fewer seem content with the simple word bread. Light bread is almost universal in the 

South and South Midland, but white bread is making a little progress in Texas'" (Texas 

64). Yet forty years later, the term white bread has made more than a little progress in the 

Panhandle, where it was the most common term offered, given by 89.7% of informants. 

However, 88.24% of informants in the eighty-year-old category and 100% of informants in 

the sixty-year-old category acknowledged having heard the Southem term light bread and 

approximately a third of informants in those two categories said that they would use the 

term all or some of the time (35.29% of eighty-year-olds and 29.41% of sixty-year-olds). 

While 70.59% of informants in the forty-year-old category have heard the term, only 

17.65% reported using it all or some of the time. Not surprisingly, less than half of the 

twenty-year-olds (41.18%) have heard the term, and only one twenty-year-old said he 

would use it all or some of the time. The mass marketing and distribution of a product 

which used to be made at home seem to explain, at least in part, why the Northem white 

bread is so quickly supplanting light bread as the primary term. 
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Fig. 4.6 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of light bread 
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Fig. 4.7 Distribution according to Age for light bread Usage 
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Roastin' Ears 

Atwood remarks, "For the ears of fresh com to be served at the table, all of Texas 

strongly prefers roastin(g) ears. Corn on the cobxsa newer phrase and is somewhat more 

frequent among better-educated informants. Sweet corn is the only other term with any 

currency" (Texas 59). The most common response among the eighty-year-olds in the 

Panhandle was the Midland term roastin' ears, given by 52.94%. A close second was the 

more general term corn on the cob, offered by 41.18% of informants in this category. The 

Northem term sweet corn was mentioned by only one eighty-year-old informant. 

Overwhelmingly, corn on the cob was the predominant term among sixty-year-old 

informants, given by 76.47%, while 11.76% gave roastin' ears and 11.76% sweet corn. 

What is striking here is that the Northem term sweet corn has been gaining ground over 

time. Almost one-fourth of forty-year-olds (23.53%) offered sweet corn and 41.18% of 

twenty-year-olds did. While corn on the cob dropped off between the sixty- and forty-

year-old categories, it is still used by over half of the younger informants. Roastin' ears, 

on the other hand, was mentioned by only one twenty-year-old and seems to be 

disappearing in the Panhandle. Based on his study of the eastem states, Kurath 

commented, "Roasting ear is the usual term in all of the South as well as in the Midland 

from the Susquehanna westward. In the North Midland other terms are encroaching upon 

the original domain of roasting gflr"(Word Geographv 73). In the Panhandle other terms, 

in particular the Northem sweet corn, appear to be encroaching on the domain of the 

traditional Southern/Midland roastin(g) ear. 
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Fig. 4.8 Distribution according to Age for corn on the cob, roastin 'ears, and sweet corn 

Blinkv 

The terms blink, blinked, and blinky are used throughout the South to describe milk 

that is tuming sour. According to Carver, these expressions may have originated in the 

folk belief that witchcraft, the "blinking" of an evil eye, could cause milk to tum sour. 

Another possibility has to do with the fact that the "blinking" or flashing of lightning was 

thought to sour milk (American Regional Dialects 168). Atwood has noted that 

refrigeration in most homes by 1950 and a decrease in home milk production explain the 

recession of words like blinky and bluejohn. In this study, 70.6% of eighty-year-old 

informants offered the term blinky for soured milk, while 47% of sixty-year-olds did. No 

informants in the forty- or twenty-year-old categories gave the term blinky. A nearly equal 

number of eighty-year-old informants (88.24%) and sixty-year-old informants (82.35%) 
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said that they had heard the term blinky for milk that is tuming sour, and 23.52% and 

29.41% in these two categories respectively said that they would use the expression all or 

some of the fime. However, only about a third (35.29%) of the forty-year-olds 

acknowledged having heard the term and, not surprisingly, no twenty-year-olds had heard 

the term. Atwood noted that blinky was the most commonly used adjective in his study 

although it was not as frequent among the younger informants. He says, "Few Texas 

informants gave the word sour which is usual in Louisiana" (Texas 62), yet in the present 

study, sour (milk) was the most popular term, given by 62.5% of informants. The term 

blinky was only offered by 31 % of informants. 
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Fig. 4.9 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of blinky 
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Bluejohn 

Atwood notes that bluejohn is a "noun with a similar meaning" which he says, 

"may also imply poor milk, although only one informant specifically says so" (Texas 62). 

Those respondents in the Panhandle who acknowledged having heard this term describe 

bluejohn as the weak, blueish colored milk that remains when the cream has been taken off 

the top, in other words, skimmed milk. About half of the eighty-year-old informants 

(52.94%) acknowledged familiarity with the term while only 11.76% of the sixty-year-old 

informants said that they had heard it. Of the forty- and twenty-year-olds, only one 

twenty- year-old said that he had heard the term; however, that twenty-year-old is involved 

in milk judging contests through FHA. 
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Fig. 4.10 Distribufion according to Age for Passive Knowledge of bluejohn 
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Dinner and Dinner on the Ground(s^ 

The traditional term dinner for the noon meal is losing ground in the Panhandle; 

however, even among the youngest informants it has some currency. Approximately 

three-fourths of the eighty-year-old informants (76.47%) gave the term while 82.35% of 

sixty-year-olds did. The percentage of respondents who use the term drops to 47.06% in 

the forty-year-old category and 35.29% in the twenty-year-old category. Although dinner 

is still apparently used by a third of the youngest informants in the Panhandle, a related 

term dinner on the ground(s) is moribund. Dinner on the grounds, what Carver calls a 

South II term, referred to a church social held after the moming worship service to which 

church members brought food to share. Although 88.24% of eighty-year-old informants 

and 70.59%) of sixty-year-old informants acknowledged having heard it, knowledge of the 

term declines dramatically in the forty-year-old category where only 23.53% are familiar 

with the term and disappears in the twenty-year-old category, where none had heard the 

term. Potluck, classified by Carver as a North and West term, is the most frequently used 

term (given by 52.9% of informants) for this type of social gathering in the Panhandle, 

with covered dish a close second. No informants offered the term dinner on the ground(s), 

though a number of informants acknowledged familiarity with the expression. 
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Fig. 4.11 Distribution according to Age for lunch and dinner 

Pullev Bone 

Atwood found that in Texas pulley bone was the most common expression (given 

by 67.8% of informants) for the clavicle of a chicken while wishbone was also used (by 

32.1%), particularly among younger informants (Texas 64). In the Panhandle 58.82% of 

the eighty-year-old informants offered the South/South Midland term pulley bone, and 

41.18% gave the Northem term wishbone. Strikingly, the percentage of those giving the 

term pulley bone rises dramatically in the sixty-year-old category to 82.35%. The 

percentage then drops to 52.94% for the forty-year-olds. Only one twenty-year-old 

informant offered the term pulley bone; an overwhelming 94.12% of the twenty-year-old 

informants used the Northem wishbone. 
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Fig. 4.12 Distribution according to Age for wishbone and pulley bone 

Coal Oil 

According to Gordon Wood, application was made in 1853 for an American patent 

on the process of making kerosene. A lawsuit at the time established the right for a 

company to use the word kerosene, a trade name derived from Greek, to name the same 

product termed coal oil elsewhere. Kerosene was manufactured in New York state while 

competing coal oil works produced the same illuminating oil in West Virginia and Ohio. 

Kerosene became the local word in the North and parts of the Old South as a result of 

trade routes while coal oil became the Midland word. After 1860. kerosene shifted from a 

regional to a national word for the product (Wood, Vocabularv Change 12). Kurath 

points out that lamp oil, the term used for the same oil produced in West Virginia, is the 

West Midland word (Word Geographv 31). Among eighty-year-olds in the Panhandle, 
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coal oil and kerosene are both used (by 41.18% and 58.82%, respectivel>). However, in 

the sixty-year-old category, the use of the term coal oil increases to 70.59%. while 

kerosene was the term given by only 23.53% and lamp oil by 11.76%. Among forty-year-

old informants, the term coal oil, given by 29.41% of informants, is superceded by the 

term kerosene, offered by 47.06% of informants. Lamp oil was mentioned by 11.76% (or 

two) of the informants. For twenty- year-olds, kerosene is the primary term (given by 

70.59%) used for the illuminating oil that these young people seem barely familiar with. 

Several twenty-year-old informants (17.65%) admitted that they had no term for such a 

product. When asked if they had heard the term coal oil, 100% in both the eighty- and 

sixty-year-old categories and 88.24% in the forty-year-old category acknowledged having 

heard it, while only 35.29% of twenty-year- old informants had even heard it. 
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Fig. 4.13 Distribution according to Age for kerosene, lamp oil, and coal oil 
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Fig. 4.14 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of coal oil 
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Davenport. Divan. Sofa, and Couch 

Atwood reported that the predominant terms given for the long piece of flimiture to 

sit or stretch out on were couch (27%), sofa (21%). divan (19%), and davenport (16%) 

(Texas 45). Although couch was the term offered by most of the informants in each 

category in this study (67.6% of all informants offering this term), divan and sofa were 

also used by a number of eighty- and sixty-year-olds but only by a handful of forty- and 

twenty-year-olds. Of the eighty-year-olds interviewed, 29.41% gave the term divan while 

5.88%) of sixty-year-olds, 11.76% of forty-year-olds, and 5.88% of twenty-year-olds did. 

About one-fourth of eighty-year-old informants (23.53%) gave the term sofa while o\ er 

one-third (35.29%)) of the sixty-year-old informants offered the term. Only 5.88% of the 

forty-year-olds and 11.76% of twenty-year-olds gave the term sofa. What is striking is the 

dramatic decline in the knowledge of the term davenport between the sixty- and forty-

year- old categories. All of the eighty- and sixty-year-olds said that they had heard the 

term, while only 52.94% of forty-year-olds and 23.53% of twenty-year-olds expressed 

such familiarity. Although many more informants had heard the term divan, it appears to 

be on its way out as well. All of the eighty-, sixty-, and forty-year-olds said that they had 

heard the term divan, while 82.35% of twenty-year-olds acknowledged familiarity with the 

term. About three-fourths of the eighty-year-olds (76.47%). less than half of the sixt>-

year- olds (47.06%). less than a third of forty-year-olds (29.41%). and less than one-fifth 

of twenty year olds (17.65%) said they would use the term divan all or some of the time. 

Clearly, the term seems to be receding in the Panhandle, but still has some currency even 

among the youngest group of informants. 
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Fig. 4.16 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of davenport 
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Fig. 4.17 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of divan 
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Snake Doctor 

The term snake doctor for the dragonfly first appeared in print in 1862 in a source 

from Virginia, though Kurath believes the term to have been in existence since colonial 

times in North America, springing from both the Pennsylvania and Virginia hearths 

(Carver, American Regional Dialects 113). Most Panhandle informants had not heard the 

Northem term devil's darning needle for a dragonfly, nor the Midland snake feeder, nor 

the Lower Southem mosquito hawk. However, 70.59% of eighty- and sixty-year-old 

informants said that they had heard the South Midland term snake doctor. The knowledge 

of this term, however, diminishes significantly among forty-year-olds (29.41% recognizing 

the term), and then disappears among twenty-year-olds. 
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Fig. 4.19 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of snake doctor 
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Firefly 

Although Kurath suggested that lightning bug seemed to be the national term for 

the glowing insect, having supplanted//re/7y in New York and Vermont (Word Geography 

17), firefly seems to be gaining ground, at least in the Panhandle. Of eighty- and sixty-

year-old informants, 70.59% offered the term lightning bug while only about half of those 

in the forty-year-old (52.94%) and twenty-year-old (47.06%) categories gave the term. 

Atwood commented that lightning bug was the heavily favored term in Texas with firefly 

"distinctly an educated variant" (Texas 58). Nevertheless, it appears that the Northem 

firefly has become the more favored term among the youngest informants in the 

Panhandle. 
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Fig. 4.20 Distribution according to Age for firefly and lightning bug 
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Drought 

When asked for the term for a period without any rain, a phenomenon that all 

Panhandle people are familiar with, 47.06% of informants in the eight>- and sixty-year-old 

categories gave the term drouth, while 11.76% and 17.65%, respectively, gave the variant 

drought. What is striking is that while 41.18% of eighty-year-olds and 35.29% of sixty-

year-olds offered the term dry spell only two forty-year-olds did and no twenty-year-olds 

did. The term and perhaps the concept of a dry spell vis a vis a drought is being lost 

among younger generations. Atwood notes, "For the unreasonable dyness that periodically 

afflicts portions of the state, the usual word is drouth, although dry spell is also in use, 

sometimes with the idea of a shorter period. Drouth is entirely standard; the form with t. 

drought, is a rarity" (Texas 39). Yet, the pronunciation of drought with the -th ending 

{drouth) seems to be losing ground, at least in the Panhandle. While 35.29% of forty-year-

old informants gave the more traditional -th pronunciation, only 11,76% of the twenty-

year-old group did. Of the youngest group, 88.24% gave the book (and the TV 

weathercaster) term drought. 
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Fig. 4.21 Distribution according to Age for drought, drouth, and dry spell 

Wind Is Lavin' 

Atwood reported that the most popular expression in Texas to refer to the 

abatement of wind was the wind is laying (34%), followed by calming down (26%). dying 

down (12%), easing up (12%), letting up (12%), and ceasing (5%) (Texas 39). However, 

the South Midland expression the wind is layin' or laying to express the subsiding of wind 

force seems to be losing ground in the Panhandle. While 88.24% of eighty-year-olds and 

82.35% of sixty- and forty-year-olds acknowledged having heard the expression the wind 

is layin', less than half (47.06%) of the twenty-year-olds did. I have never heard the 

expression the wind is layin' used in a local weather report, but I have frequently heard the 

expression the wind is dying down, given by 52.94% of twenty-year-old informants. 
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Fig. 4.22 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of the wind is layin(g) 

French Harp and Mouth Harp 

"For the harmonica," says Atwood, "the prevailing southwestem term is French 

harp. Apparently of South Midland origin, this is very popular in all of Texas and 

surrounding areas. The Coastal Southem harp and mouth harp are scattered but show 

somewhat more concentration in the southeastem comer of Texas than elsewhere" (Texas 

67-68). While 100% of eighty-year-old informants acknowledged having heard the term 

French harp, that percentage drops to 88.24% in the sixty-year-old category and 47.06% 

in the forty-year-old category. No twenty-year-olds I interviewed had ever heard the term 

French harp. My informants seemed to express greater familiarity with the term French 

harp than with mouth harp. However, 58.82% of the eighty-year-olds interviewed in the 

175 



Panhandle said that they had heard the term mouth harp used to refer to a harmonica. The 

knowledge of the term increases to 64.71% among sixty-year-olds and 70.59% among 

forty-year-olds but declines to 5.88% in the twenty-year-old category. 
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Fig. 4.23 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of French harp 
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Fig. 4.24 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of mouth harp 

Christmas Gift 

Knowledge of the expression Christmas gift! has disappeared in this century, at 

least in the Panhandle. Although Atwood comments, "As a greeting early on Christmas 

moming, a majority of Texas informants in all age groups still know and use the 

exclamation Christmas gift!'' (Texas 68). the expression is not common in the Panhandle. 

While 82.35% of the eighty-year-old informants said that they had heard the expression, 

only 17.65% of sixty-year-olds and 23.53% of forty-year-olds had. No twenty-year-olds 

had heard the expression. Exactly why the expression is not known among twenty-year-

olds is clear when we look at the usage of the term. Of the eighty-year-old informants, 

58.82% said that they would use the term all or some of the fime, but only 5.88% of the 
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sixty-year-olds and 17.65% of the forty-year-olds said that they would use the term ail or 

some of the fime. 
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Fig. 4.25 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of Christmas gift 

King's Ex 

Carver calls the term king's ex from king's excuse a Greater West term, used 

"almost exclusively west of the Appalachians, except in Michigan, Kentucky, Tennessee, 

and Louisiana" (American Regional Dialects 208). The term is used in children's games, 

such as tag, to request momentary immunity or a brief suspension of the game. The 

expression king's ex has been superceded in young people's vocabulary by the term time 

out, solidified in the vocabulary of Americans as a result of the popularization of 

organized sports in the United States. Approximately three-fourths (76.47%) of eighty-

year-old informants gave the expression king's ex for the phrase used to stop a child's 
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^game and, interestingly, no eighty-year-old informants gave the current time out. Among 

sixty-year-olds, king's ex and time out were offered equally by 41.18% of infomiants. 

However, among forty-year-olds, time out is clearly the most popular term, given by 

82.35% of informants, and king's ex is clearly the recessive term, given by just 11.76%. 

Not surprisingly, the most common term among twenty-year-olds was time out. with none 

offering the term king's ex. 
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Fig. 4.26 Distribution according to Age for time out and king's ex 

Hackamore 

The word hackamore, from the Spanishyflf̂ w/m^̂  is a halter without a bit used to 

control a horse. The fact that many of my informants know the term hackamore has 

something to do with the westem location of the Panhandle of Texas, as well as the rural 
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background of the overwhelming majority of my informants. Three-fourths (76.47%) ot 

eighty-year-olds were familiar with the term, while 88.24% of sixty-year-olds were. The 

percentage of respondents familiar with the term does decline, but still about half of the 

informants in the forty-year-old (52.94%) and twenty-year-old (47.06%) categories 

expressed a knowledge of the term. The term remains current among those who regularly 

work with horses. 
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Fig. 4.27 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of hackamore 

Dogie/Maverick 

The terms dogie and maverick, on the other hand, seem to be losing ground in the 

Panhandle. While almost one-half (47.06%) of eighty-year-olds and almost two-thirds 

(64.71%) of sixty-year-olds offered the term dogie for a calf without a mother, less than 

180 



one-third (29.41%) of forty-year-olds gave the term, and only 11.76% of twenty-year-olds 

gave the term. Five informants gave the term maverick for a calf without its mother (three 

eighty-year-olds, one sixty-year-old, and one twenty-year-old), but most informants 

explained that a maverick was a wild cow (that had been separated from someone's herd) 

rather than a calf without its mother. Interestingly, the term orphan or orphant was also 

given by 14.7% of informants, scattered throughout the Panhandle. Atwood explains that 

dogie is the "usual Texas term" while orphan (calf) is "rather scattered in Texas" and 

"more common in Arkansas and Louisiana" (Texas 57). 
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Fig. 2.28 Distribution according to Age for dogie, maverick, and orphan 
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Kinfolks 

In Atwood's study, the majority of informants (66%) used the term kinfolks for the 

group of people related to the informant, while/o/yb (13%), relatives (10%), relations 

(6%)) and kin {5%) were mentioned by some informants. Despite its apparent popularity 

thirty or forty years ago, kinfolks is a recessive term today. When asked for the term 

informants would use for their relatives, almost two-thirds (64.7%) of eighty-year-old 

informants responded with kin or kinfolks, while 35.29% responded with the term 

relatives. What is striking is that no eighty-year-old informants in this study used the term 

family to refer to the "big group" of relatives, their extended family, and Atwood mentions 

none of his informants using the word family. In the sixty-year-old category, 58.82% gave 

kin or kinfolks, while 23.53% used the term family and 17.65% offered the term relatives. 

Slightly less than half of the forty-year-olds (47.06%) responded with kin or kinfolks. As 

in the sixty-year-old category, 23.53% respondents in the forty-year-old category offered 

family. Less than one-third (29.41%) responded with the term relatives. The most drastic 

shift comes in the twenty-year-old category in which only 11.76% of informants gave kin 

or kinfolks. 17.65% offered relatives, and an overwhelming 70.59% used the Xerm family. 
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Fig. 4.29 Distribution according to Age for family, kinfolks, and relatives 

Shiplap 

Another recessive term in the Panhandle is the term shiplap, which only one 

twenty-year-old recognized for the horizontal overlapping boards on the outside of the 

house. Of the eighty-year-olds, 82.35% were familiar with the term. That number 

declines to 70.59% in the sixty-year-old category and 58.82% in the forty-year-old 

category and then drops off dramatically to 5.88% in the twenty-year-old category. 

Because shiplap is no longer used, not surprisingly, less than a third (29.41%) of eighty-

year-old informants said they would use the term all or some of the time. Less than half of 

sixty-year-old informants (41.18%) said they would use the term regularly, but only 

17.65% of forty-year-olds said they would use the term with any frequency, and the 

twenty-year-olds said they would never use the term. 
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Fig. 4.30 Distribution according to Age for Passive Knowledge of shiplap 

Pallet 

As Carver indicates, pallets, improvised beds to use on the floor, have been used at 

least since Chaucer's time, the original word being paillet, since these were originally 

made of straw {paille means straw) (American Regional Dialects 108). Although pallets 

were known in Boston in the 17̂*̂  century (Carver, American Regional Dialects 108), the 

word pallet is now restricted to the South, and there is not currently a word for this type of 

improvised bed in the North. Atwood remarks that pallet is in "universal usage in parts of 

Texas and neighboring states" (Texas 47). Although the term pallet is widely known in 

the Panhandle and has some currency even among the youngest informants, it seems to be 
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steadily losing ground. Of the eighty-year-old informants, 88.24% gave the term when 

asked for the word for a bed that one might make on the floor to sleep on if no bed were 

available. Approximately three-fourths of informants in the sixty- and forty-year-old 

categories (76.47% and 70.59%, respectively) gave the term pallet, but less than half 

(47.06%) in the twenty-year-old category gave the term. 
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Fig. 4.31 Distribution according to Age for pallet 

Multiple Modals 

Only a few syntactical features were directly tested in the question-and-answer 

portion of the interview. A large body of conversational data has yet to be analyzed 

thoroughly in terms of syntax. However, the features tested directly exhibited some 

interesting variation across age groups. Perhaps one of the most interesting findings is that 
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the use of multiple modals appears to be on the rise in the Panhandle. As Guy Bailey and 

Garry Ross have demonstrated, the use of multiple modals seems to have been increasing 

in the twentieth century, the overwhelming majority of written examples occurring after 

1900 ("The Evolution of a Vemacular" 524). Multiple modals were until recently Upper 

Southem features, but began to spread in the Lower South after 1920 as a result of 

increasing urbanization (Bailey and Ross, "The Evolution of a Vemacular'^ 525). In the 

present study, 100% of informants said that they had heard the expression might could, as 

in "I might could do it, but I'm not sure." Less than two-thirds of eighty-year-olds 

(64.71%)) said that they would use might could all or some of the time and 52.94% of 

sixty-year-olds said that they would. The number of respondents who reported using the 

term regularly rises to 82.35% for both the forty- and twenty-year-old categories. 

Although the results for the multiple modal may can are not quite as striking, the evidence 

does suggest that, not only is this multiple modal holding its ground, its use seems to be 

increasing steadily as well. Almost all of the respondents (92.6%) said that they had heard 

may can. The fact that 58.82% of eighty-year-olds, 52.94% of sixty-year-olds, 70.59% of 

forty-year-olds, and 64.71% of twenty-year-olds report using the multiple modal all or 

some of the time, seems to confirm Bailey and Ross' assertion that multiple modals are 

expanding in the twentieth century. 
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Fig. 4.32 Distribution according to Age for might could Usage 
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Fig. 4.33 Distribution according to Age for may can Usage 
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Named after/Named for 

Respondents were asked to complete several sentences, one of which was the 

following: They named the baby his father. While close to 100% of the 

respondents in the sixty-, forty-, and twenty-year-old categories responded with the 

preposition after (with only twenty-year-old using/or), in the eighty-year-old category the 

results are much different. About three-fourths (76.47%) did give the preposition after, 

and about one-fourth (23.53%) responded with the preposition^or. 

Sick to/sick at the Stomach 

In the Panhandle, the Northem expression sick to (the stomach) for nausea seems 

to be superceding the Southem and Midland sick at (the stomach). Of the eighty-year-old 

informants, 82.35% gave sick at (the stomach), as did 76.47% of sixty-year-olds, and 

58.82% of forty-year-olds. Of the youngest informants, only 35.29% gave the expression 

sick at (the stomach) while 58.82% offered sick to (the stomach). 
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sick to/sick at 

sick to sick at 

I sick at 
i sick to 

82.35 
17.651 

76.471 
23.53 

58.82J 
41.18 

35.29 
58.82 

Fig. 4.34 Distribution according to Age for sick at/sick to (the stomach) 

Greasv 

As was demonstrated in Chapter III, the distinction between /grisi/ and /grizi/ has 

traditionally distinguished Northem from Midland and Southem speakers. In the 

Panhandle, 61.8% of informants offered /grizi/, the Midland and Southem pronunciation, 

while 35.3% responded with /grisi/, the traditionally Northem pronunciation. Yet as 

Atwood remarks in his article, "Grease and Greasy: A Study of Geographical Variation," 

in the eastem states "within the areas of overlapping [where both [z] and [s] 

pronunciations exist] there is naturally some variation between older and more modem 

informants-yet the general trend is not at all clear" (165). Yet, the pattem seems to be 

clear in the Panhandle. The pronunciation of greasy varies in the Panhandle with the [z] 
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pronunciation favored among older informants. Approximately three-fourths of 

informants in the eighty-year-old category (76.47%) used [z] in greasy, as did 88.24% in 

the sixty-year-old category and 64.71% in the forty-year-old category, while only 17.65% 

of twenty-year-olds used [z]. Clearly, the [s] pronunciation, predominant among the 

youngest speakers, is likely to replace the Southem and Midland form /grizi/. 

greasy 

I I 

80 60 40 20 

/grisi/ /grizi/ 

/grizi/ 
/grisi/ 

76.47 
23.53 

88.24 64.71 17.65 
5.88 29.41 82.35 

Fig. 4.35 Distribution according to Age for Pronunciation of greasy 

Dew and Due 

The monophthongization of the diphthong /ju/ in words like tune, duke, news has 

occurred to a much greater degree in America than it has in England. Stuart Robertson 

and Frederic G Cassidy point out that [u] in words like Tuesday, due, new is used in the 

North and North Midland speech areas, and that only in the South and South Midland area 
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is [ju] still used (398-399). In her study of a fifteen-county area of East Texas in 1936. 

Oma Stanley pointed out that "such words as new, duke, duty, tube, Tuesday, and tune 

[were] always pronounced with [ju], never with [u] alone" (29). Emest J. Clifton 

conducted a more extensive study of this feature in Texas and demonstrated that the glide 

was equally prevalent in West Texas. However, as Betty S. Phillips has pointed out, the 

glide pronunciation /ju/ in words such as tune, duke, news is being lost among many 

younger Southem speakers ("Lexical Diffusion and Southem" 72). Based on LAGS data, 

Bailey, Wikle, and Sand conclude that the glide /j/ after alveolars began to lose ground in 

Texas sometime around the time of World War I, the glideless pronunciation beginning 

first in a few counties in north Texas and then spreading from the most populous areas 

throughout the rest of the state ("The Linguistic Landscape" 37). In the Panhandle, the 

glideless pronunciation has certainly taken over. Of the eighty-year-old informants, 

52.94% pronounced the word dew as /du/, and 35.29% pronounced due as /du/. Of the 

sixty-year-old informants, 41.18% gave /du/ for dew, and 41.18% gave /du/ for due. 

Approximately three-fourths of the forty-year-old informants (76.47%) gave the glideless 

pronunciation for dew, and almost two-thirds (64.71%) gave the glideless pronunciation 

for due. All but one of the twenty-year-old informants (94.12%) used the glideless 

pronunciation in dew, while approximately three-fourths (76.47%) used the glideless 

pronunciation in due. Clearly, the glideless pronunciation is winning out over the glide in 

the Texas Panhandle. What is striking is that the "new" monothongization has apparently 

not been implemented at equal rates in dew and due. In the rarer word dew. the newer 

pronunciation seems to have progressed more rapidly, while in the more commonly used 
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term due, the innovati\ e pronunciation is taking hold more slowly. Phillips demonstrated 

that the same was true in her study of Georgia students. Greater monophthongization had 

occurred in the words less frequently used while the diphthong had been retained longer in 

the more common words. Earlier in the twentieth century, as Ann Pitts points out, the 

North/North Midland glideless pronunciation had been the more prestigious 

pronunciation; however, the pronunciation with the glide has recently become more 

prestigious and is being used in the media by w hite non-Southem male announcers in 

selected words. Pitts asserts, "Glidelessness is valued by speakers only now gaining a 

place in broadcasting-women, local Southem announcers, and perhaps blacks, all of 

whom still face linguistic discrimination in the media" ("Flip-Flop Prestige" 137). Such 

ambivalent prestige value for each of the forms makes it difficult to predict which 

pronunciation will prevail: however, in the Panhandle the trend is clearly toward 

monophthongization. 
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Fig. 4.36 Distribution according to Age for Pronunciation of dew 
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Fig. 4.37 Distribution according to Age for the Pronunciation of due 
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Wear/Where 

In his 1977 Dialects of American English. Carroll Reed commented on the 

increasing loss of [h] in words like wheelbarrow, wharf, and whip. "In most of England," 

says Reed, "speakers of all classes have given up the h sound in wh words long ago, 

although it is still common in Northem dialects, notably Scottish, and it is perhaps through 

the influence of early Scottish schoolteachers in this country that the archaism has so long 

prevailed here. All signs indicate, however, that it stands little chance of survival even 

through the present century" (32). Tmdgill has similarly commented on the h-lessness in 

England, saying, "the whole of south-eastem England has been h-less for a long time, and 

pronunciations such as [aei] hat are entirely usual in London and elsewhere" (Dialects in 

Contact 138). The loss oflhJ in some types of English, as Lass points out, is a tendency 

toward phonological symmetry in the fricative system. In Anglo-Saxon, Ihj could occur in 

initial position as well as in medial position and in consonant clusters. By the 14̂*̂  century, 

h had been eliminated from all initial clusters except Ihwl clusters and had ceased to be 

pronounced in medial position (Leith 136). //has thus had a very restricted privilege of 

occurrence, syllable-initial only (Tmdgill 46). As Donald M. Lance comments, most of 

New England and in both Southem and South Midland speech, the [-h] is pronounced in 

words like wheat, while the typical North Midland pronunciation is [wit] ("Some Dialect 

Features in the Speech of Missouri Germans" 194). Labov points out that, in the Northem 

Cities studies he and his colleagues have conducted, no speakers in New York State 

maintaining the distinction have been found (Labov. Principles 314). Ihl is being lost 

before Iwl and even before /j/ in many parts of the U. S. As Tmdgill notes, the loss of h is 
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carried even further in some varieties of English (i.e. Cockney English) in which Ihl is lost 

word-inifially, even before vowels. Though the loss of IhJ before Iwl is not complete in 

the Texas Panhandle, the trend is clear. Only 11.76% of eighty-year-old speakers 

pronounced wear and where the same, while 23.53% of sixty-year-olds did. The 

percentage of speakers who reported that the pair sounded the same increases to 52.94% 

for the forty-year-old category and 88.24% for the twenty-year-old category. 

wear/where 

80 60 40 20 

different same 

same 
different 

11.76 
88.24 

23.53' 52.94 88.24 
76.47 47.06 11.76 

Fig. 4.38 Distribution according to Age for wear/where 
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Caught/ Cot 

Of the English vowels, the back lol of law and coffee is one of the most dialectalh 

sensitive vowels in the English language (Wolfram, Dialects and American English 51). 

The characterizing feature of the Third Dialect area posited by Labov is the merger of/a/ 

and lol in words like caught/cot, and dawn/don so that the pairs are homophonous, 

sounding like the latter word of each pair. The Third Dialect area includes most of 

English-speaking Canada and the westem United States. According to Labov, "a 

transition zone mns through Wisconsin and Minnesota, Iowa, Kansas, Arkansas, and the 

panhandle of Texas, then passes southward to include all but the southernmost regions of 

New Mexico and Arizona" (Labov, "The Three Dialects Of English" 31). Combining 

LAGS data and data from the Phonological Survey of Texas, Guy Bailey has discovered 

that the merger of/a/ and lol is a recent change in Texas, having begun to diffuse after 

World War II ("Directions"). This sound change seems to have begun in the Panhandle 

sometime between the 1920s and 1940s. Only one eighty-year-old interviewed in the 

Panhandle exhibited the merged pronunciation of caught and cot; however, over one-third 

(35.29%) of the sixty-year-olds pronounced caught and cot the same. Approximately 

three-fourths (76.47%) of the forty-year-olds interviewed had homophonous 

pronunciafions of caught and cot, and all but one (94.12%) twenty-year-old did. Jan 

Tillery has pointed out that the diffusion of the merger of/a/ and lol has moved in a 

generally northwest to southeast pattem in Texas ("The Merger of the Phonemes /a/ and 

lol in Texas"). Similarly, Bailey, Wikle, and Sand assert, "The merger seems to have 

entered the state through smaller, mostly Anglo cities in the northwestem part of the state 
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and from there was carried to DFW" and to the rest of the state ("Focus of Linguistic 

Innovation" 206). 

caught/cot 

80 60 40 20 

merged 
unmerged 

unmerged 

5.88; 
88.24 

merged 

35.29 76.47 
64.71 23.53 

94.12 
5.88 

Fig. 4.39 Distribution according to Age for the caught/cot Merger 

Pool/Pull 

Labov first discovered the merger of lul and /o/ before III (in words such as pool 

and pull) among Mexican-American youth in the Salt Lake City area in the sixties (Labov, 

Yaeger, and Steiner 236). Labov comments, "It then appeared that the merger of luwl and 

lul before III was the most general in the Southwest, overlapping with a merger of liyl and 

HI before III that was expanding from a base farther to the easf (Principles 359). 

According to Labov, Yaeger, and Steiner, this sound change has spread in a west to east 

pattem across Texas. Bailey, Wikle, and Sand point out that the spread of the lax vowel 
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seems to have begun in Texas around the time of World War II or slightly before: "The 

LAGS data indicates that it was quite rare in earlier Texas speech, at least east of the 

Balcones Escarpment. The data from PST suggests that the foci of laxing seem to be a 

cluster of counties mnning along the 1-35 corridor from the San Antonio metropolitan area 

northward to the Austin area. In other words, laxing seems to have taken hold first in 

urban areas and then spread out from there" ("Linguistic Landscape** 40). In the present 

study, all of the eighty-year-old respondents had distinct pronunciations for the words pull 

and pool, and 82.35%) of sixty-year-olds pronounced the words pull and pool differently. 

Less than half of the forty-year-olds (41.18%) pronounced the words the same, while over 

half of twenty year olds (58.82%) did. Clearly, this merger seems to have begun difftision 

in the Panhandle after World War II and continues to expand. 

The apparent time data reveals that the Southem influence in the Panhandle is 

receding and that Northem words are used with greater frequency among the younger 

informants. Though the media, as Tmdgill argues, is less responsible for phonological and 

syntactic changes, lexical changes can and do occur as a result of the media's influence. 

Whether the incidence of Northem words in the Panhandle can be attributed to the media 

(where Inland Northem has long been the model) is unclear. Other factors may have 

played a part as well. Widespread migration, which may also explain the shift, has 

undoubtedly altered the speech in the Panhandle, as it has elsewhere in the country. Bailey 

et. al. found that many of the most significant changes in the speech features they 

examined in their study of Oklahoma seemed to have occurred after World War II 

("Catastrophic Events"). 
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Fig. 4.40 Distribution according to Age for pool/pull Merger 

Following World War II, urban growth accelerated and pattems of migration were 

altered ("Catastrophic Events" 435). In the years before World War II, Southemers were 

migrating to the North, though comparatively few Northemers were moving to a South 

still recovering from the Civil War. However, in the latter half of this century, the South 

has boomed economically, bringing Northemers south and west. In the years following 

the war, the introduction of more advanced farm equipment such as tractors, cultivators, 

combines, and harvesters brought commodity prices down, forcing many small farmers out 

of farming and into other jobs in the cities. In fact, Martindale and Hanson note that 

between 1959 and 1966, the number of farms nationwide decreased by 20 percent (Frazer, 

"Rural Sound Change and Social Structure" 315). That the speech of the Panhandle is 
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becoming more urban, less characteristically mral, may be attributed to the increasing 

urbanizafion of our society as a whole and altered pattems of migration. 

Throughout its history, the Texas Panhandle has been at the crossroads of major 

thoroughfares and, therefore, has been in a prime location for a great deal of dialect 

contact. As Tmdgill has pointed out, most language change occurs precisely where dialect 

contact is greatest (On Dialect 101). Those regions where dialect contact is greatest 

appear to be the regions most susceptible to mergers. And in fact, this is tme of the 

Panhandle. Mergers of different types are evident in the speech of young people in the 

Panhandle. A number of mergers that are taking place elsewhere are occurring in the 

Panhandle as well. The phonemic distinctions before Irl are disappearing: merry, marry. 

and Mary are homophonous for most younger speakers in the Panhandle, poor sounds like 

pore and surely and Shirley are homophonous. The merger of lol and lol so that cot and 

caught sound the same, which has occurred in the much of the Midwest and West, has 

occurred in the Texas Panhandle. And the tense-lax distinction before III, as in pull/pool, 

has been lost among most younger speakers. According to Labov's descriptions of the 

three major dialect areas in the U.S., the Panhandle lies between two of them—the Third 

Dialect area, which Labov says takes in part of the Panhandle; and the Southem Dialect 

area, which Labov says extends at least as far as Central Texas. At least two forces are at 

work in Panhandle speech-linguistic pressure from the northwest and linguistic pressure 

from the southeast. Currently the linguistic pressure from the northwest seems to be 

prevailing. 
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CHAPTER V 

SOCIAL FACTORS AND 

LANGUAGE VARIATION IN THE TEXAS PANHANDLE 

Gillieron's study of France and Jaberg and Jud's study of Italy and Switzerland 

initiated the direct method of fieldwork in dialect study and provided the template upon 

which the North American Linguistic Atlas studies were based thereafter. However, 

Gillieron's and Jaberg and Jud's studies had involved only one type of informant, the 

"mstic" informant who had little education and who had traveled very little beyond his 

hometown, if at all. However, Kurath took the fieldwork methodology he inherited from 

Gillieron, Jaberg, and Jud a step further, insisting that more than one type of informant be 

interviewed. Kurath recognized a need to interview different types of informants, from 

differing social backgrounds. He sought to include a Type I informant, an older informant 

with minimal education, little travel and few social contacts outside of his/her hometown, 

a Type II informant with a high school education and more social contacts, and the Type 

III informant with a college education and extensive social contacts outside of the 

hometown realm. However, the intersection of social factors and language variation and 

change was not tmly examined until the 1960s. 

In the latter half of this century an attempt has been made to see how social factors 

play a part in language variation. One of the earliest systematic studies of the correlation 

between linguistic and social variables was that of Fischer (1958) who, in a study of 

Boston school children, found that girls used the -in variant of the -ing suffix less 
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frequently than boys did. Labov's Martha's Vineyard stud> (1963) demonstrated that 

social factors (in this case, a sense of identification with the Martha's Vine\'ard 

community and concem over the encroachment of "summer people" into Martha's 

Vineyard) can and do correlate directly with linguistic features. Labo\ later showed in his 

study of New York City (1966) that social stratification correlated with frequency of 

certain linguistic features as well. Peter Tmdgill's study of Norwich likewise 

demonstrated that linguistic features vary systematically according to social class and 

gender. 

Researchers have recognized that social relationships and their impact on language 

are complex and have responded with increasingly sophisticated means of dealing with 

social and linguistic phenomena. For example Sankoff and Laberge found that social class 

membership alone did not account for other economic forces affecting speech pattems (for 

example, teachers and receptionists have to conform to "official" speech standards more 

than other members of the socioeconomic strata do because their livelihood depends upon 

it). They introduced the concept of the linguistic market, or marche linguistique, and 

constmcted a linguistic market index which was designed "to measure specificalh how 

speakers' economic activity, taken in its widest sense requires or is necessarily associated 

with competence in the legitimized language" (Sankoff and Laberge 239). James and 

Lesley Milroy discovered in their study of Belfast that a carefiil examination of social 

networks can answer some of the questions Weinreich, Labov. and Herzog raised 

conceming the actuation and difftision of innovations. And Chambers found that social 

factors other than those traditionally assumed to be most significant such as education and 
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occupation should be examined. He discovered that these factors, in fact, correlated less 

precisely with degree of standardness than ambifion did (Sociolinguistic Theorv 99). 

Jenny Cheshire constmcted a vemacular culture index for her study of youth in Reading 

and discovered that adherence to vemacular values (such as the carrying of weapons, 

fighting, and swearing) correlated with a greater use of non-standard features. Many other 

innovafive studies have demonstrated that the intersection of social and linguistic variables 

is highly complex. Such sociolinguistic studies can and have been paired with traditional, 

regional dialectology to provide a clearer linguistic picture of a particular area. The 

primary objective of the present study was to provide a baseline description of Panhandle 

language (since no other such study has been conducted) so that it might act in 

complementary fashion with a more sophisticated sociolinguistic investigation at a later 

time. Although the primary purpose of the present study was to provide a baseline which 

could then be juxtaposed with further studies in this area, several social factors were 

examined to provide a preliminary look at what part they might play in linguistic variation 

in the Texas Panhandle. 

Variation according to Income Level 

At the end of each interview in this study, informants were asked to answer several 

additional questions about themselves, one of which inquired about their income level. 

Informants were told that they were under no obligation to respond to that question if they 

preferred not to. Five informants opted not to answer the income question. Thus, the 

following discussion is based on the responses of the remaining sixty-three informants 
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wha difjjydirRtf- thp̂ fĉ inromr- IpvfJ, ^ e e income brackets \ĵ ere listed: under $20,000, 

$20,000 to $40,000, and over $40,000, and informants were^isksd to mark which bracket 

their family fit in for yearly income. In the following discuslion, these three income levels 

will be referred to as low, middle, and high for the sake of simplicity. The low income 

level category indicated here would correlate most closely with the lower working class 

bracket in most other studies. The middle income bracket here would most nearly 

correlate with the upper working class/lower middle class of other studies. And the high 

income level here is closest to the upper middle class group of comparable studies. 

Certainly, no attempt was made to verify the accuracy of these self-reports. Nevertheless, 

the results are consistent with the research that has gone before. 

Previous studies have demonstrated that changes from below generally are most 

advanced among the youngest speakers and among speakers in the upper working 

class/lower middle class (Peter Tmdgill, Social Differentiation 62). A change from below 

is defined as a sound change in progress which occurs below the level of consciousness, 

which results from intemal linguistic factors. A change from above, on the other hand, is 

a sound change which is consciously implemented because of the prestige value attached 

to that feature. As Labov explains, "Innovators are found among 'interior groups'-that is, 

groups centrally located in the class hierarchy. In terms of social class labels, this means 

the upper working class and lower middle class; in occupational terms, skilled workers, 

technicians, clerks, teachers, merchants, and leaders of local organizations and political 

parties" (Principles of Linguistic Change 156). As Labov points out, when a sound change 

is in progress, the highest social class lags behind (Locating Language in Time and Space 
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253). Labov explains, "In each case of sound change in progress, the variables display a 

curviHnear pattem of social distribufion, where the innovating groups are located centrall\ 

in that hierarchy: the upper working class or lower middle class** (Labov 254). Of the 

sound changes in progress examined in this study, such a curvilinear pattem is evident, 

based on income level alone. The "innovative" group in the sound changes in progress 

examined in this study was the middle income bracket-upper working class/lower middle 

class informants. 

Wear/Where 

The dropping of [h] sound in words like wheat, which, etc. that has taken place in 

most of the Midland area is becoming established in the Texas Panhandle. Speakers in the 

middle income bracket in this study appear to be leading the way, with 51.72% using the 

h-less pronunciation in where. Less than half of the high income informants (41.67%), 

and less than one-fourth of informants in the low income bracket (22.22%) pronounced 

them the same. 

Poor/Pour 

The figures for the poor/pour merger demonstrate a similar pattem. Almost three-

fourths of middle income bracket informants (73.3%) pronounced the words alike, while 

54.17% and 44.44% of informants in the high and low brackets, respecfively, merged the 

vowels in these two words. 
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Fig. 5.1 Distribution according to Income for h-lessness in wear and where 

poor/pour 
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merged 
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44.44 73 33 54.17 
55.56 23.33 37.5 

Fig. 5.2 Distribution according to Income for the pour/poor Merger 
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Due and Dew 

Chapter III demonstrated that the pronunciation of words like due and dew without 

a glide /du/ has shifted progressively southeast, with the glide being retained longest in the 

southeastem counties of the Panhandle below the Caprock. Apparently, this change is 

being led by middle income informants, 63.33% of whom pronounce due as /du/ and 80% 

of whom pronounce dew as /du/. Of the low income level informants, 55.56% used the 

glideless pronunciation for due and 66.67% did for dew. Due was pronounced /du/ by 

41.67% of high income level informants, and dew was pronounced /du/ by 50% of high 

income level informants. 

dew 
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80 
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Fig. 5.3 Distribution according to Income for Pronunciation of dew 
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due 

merged 55.56 63.33 
unmerged 44 44 36.67, 

41 67 
58 33 

Fig. 5.4 Distribution according to Income for the Pronunciation of due 

Pool/Pull 

Though the merger of lul and lul has not progressed as extensively in the Texas 

Panhandle as other sound changes examined here, the middle income bracket still leads in 

the sound change, with over one-third (37.93%) pronouncing/7oo/ and pull the same. 

About one-fifth in both the low income bracket (22.22%) and the high income bracket 

(20.83%) demonstrated merging of these vowels. 
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Fig. 5.5 Distribution according to Income for the pool/pull Merger 

Caught/Cot 

Another sound change which has spread throughout the Panhandle is the merging 

of/a/ and lol so that, for example, caught and cot sound alike. All but one twenty-year-

old, located in the southeastem Panhandle, reported the homophony of cot and caught 

(discussed in both Chapters III and IV). Of middle income level informants, 60% 

pronounced cot and caught homophonously while half of the high income level informants 

did and only about one-third of informants in the low income bracket (33.33%) did. 
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Fig. 5.6 Distribution according to Income for the caught/cot Merger 

Snap Beans 

As Chapter IV demonstrated, the West Midland term green beans is quickly 

overtaking the Southem snap beans for the beans that snap when they are broken in half 

before cooking. This feature demonstrated significant variation according to income level, 

with the use of the older term snap beans declining from 44.44% in the lowest income 

bracket, to 26.67% in the middle income bracket and 8.33% in the high income bracket. 
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Fig. 5.7 Distribution according to Income for snap beans and green beans 

Muhiple Modals 

Bailey and Ross have demonstrated that the use of multiple modals has been on the 

rise in the twentieth century (see Chapter IV), at least in the South. May can is a relatively 

new multiple modal, which many more young informants than older informants reported 

having heard. Multiple modals are still somewhat stigmatized and are proscribed in 

current dictionaries. Nevertheless, approximately three-fourths (73.34%) of middle 

income informants reported that they would use the expression all or some of the time, 

while two-thirds (66.66%) of informants in the low income bracket said that they would. 

However, less than half (41.66%) of informants in the high income bracket indicated that 

they would use this double modal with any frequency. 
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use may can 

low middle high 

not very often or never 

all or some of the ti 
not very often or n 

all or some of the time 

66.66 73.34 
33.33 2666 

41 66 
5833 

Fig. 5.8 Distribution according to Income for the Usage of may can 

Pullev Bone 

The "innovative" term for the clavicle of a chicken is the Northem wishbone, given 

by almost two-thirds of informants in the middle income bracket (63.33%). The older 

pulley bone is favored among high income level informants, with only 29.17% offering the 

term wishbone. Among low income level informants, wishbone and pulley bone were 

given about equally, with pulley bone slightly favored (55.56%) over wishbone (44.44%). 
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wishbone/pulley bone 

low middle high 

wishbone Q pulley bone 

pulley bone 
wishbone 

55.56 
44.44 

36.671 
63.33 

7083 
29.17 

Fig. 5.9 Distribution according to Income for wishbone and pulley bone 

Couch, Sofa, Divan, Davenport 

As Chapter IV demonstrated, the word couch is rapidly replacing older terms such 

as davenport, divan, and even sofa among younger informants. While davenport is not 

even known among many informants, divan is known but considered archaic by a number 

of informants. Informants in the middle income bracket are the least likely to use this 

archaism, with only 23.33% of informants reporting that they would use the term all or 

some of the time. Over half of the informants in the high income bracket (54.17%) and 

two-thirds of informants in the low income bracket (66.66%) said that they would use the 

term all or some of the time. 
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use divan 

low middle high 

not very often or never 

all or some of the ti 
not very often or n 

all or some of the time 

66.661 23.33 
33.34 i 76.63 

54.17 
45.83 

Fig. 5.10 Distribution according to Income for divan Usage 

Variation According to Gender 

As the beginning of this chapter indicated, one of the first systematic studies of 

language variation was Fischer's 1958 study of Boston schoolchildren. Fischer found that 

boys were more likely to use the non-standard -in' form of the -ing suffix than were girls. 

Fasold points out that in other studies-Labov's study of New York City, Wolfram's study 

of Detroit, Tmdgill's study of Norwich, and the Milroys' study of Belfast-a similar pattem 

has emerged with men exhibiting a greater use of non-standard features than women 

(Sociolinguistics of Language 92). Since then a number of studies have revealed 

214 



significant differences according to gender. Tmdgill has also found that women 

consistently under-reported their use of non-standard features while men consistently over-

reported their use of non-standard features. Tmdgill's explanation for this phenomenon is 

the "covert prestige" attached to the non-standard features which are often associated with 

masculinity while standardness of language is usually associated with femininity. Why 

women would use more standard features and/or claim to use more standard features is 

explained by Tmdgill as a result of the posifion of women in society. Women have the 

primary responsibility in child-rearing and the transmission of culture and thus may be 

more cognizant of "correct" usage. Another possible explanation is that women are rated 

on how they appear in society rather than "by their occupation or occupational success" 

and thus attempt to "better" themselves through language (Tmdgill, On Dialect 167-68). 

The Milroys have discovered that greater linguistic differences according to gender appear 

in those social networks which are denser and more multiplex. Although he acknowledges 

that general pattems have appeared, Fasold points out that even in Fischer's study the 

variation found according to gender was not statistically significant and represented a trend 

rather than a strict pattem. With this in mind, we will begin our discussion here with 

those features that did not exhibit statistical significance according to gender. A 

discussion of features that were statistically significant according to gender and the 

possible reasons for these differences will follow. 
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Positive Anvmore 

As Walt Wolfram and Donna Christian say in their book Appalachian Speech. 

'"Speakers who come from regions where anymore is used only in negati\e contexts ma\ 

find the use of positive anymore rather obtmsi\e. [though] nati\e speakers of varieties 

where posifive anymore is current tend not to view it as a socially diagnostic linguistic 

feature" (105). Thomas Murray agrees saying that " its use is not govemed by 

socioeconomic stams, gender, or age" ("Positive Anymore in the Midwest"' 175). Such 

certainly seems to be the case in the Panhandle, where all but one informant acknowledged 

having heard the form, and where I ha\ e heard the term used frequently. e\ en by well-

educated individuals. Approximately three-fourths of the male informants (72.72%) 

reported that they would use anymore in a positive sense all or some of the time, as did 

approximately three-fourths of female informants (74.28%). 

Multiple Modals 

Despite the proscription of multiple modals in current dictionaries and grammar 

handbooks and the possible stigma attached to them, as Chapter IV demonstrated, 

multiple modal use is increasing in the Panhandle, particularh among younger informants. 

I have often heard well-educated individuals use multiple modals. not out of ignorance, 

but out of politeness. In fact, Michael Montgomer\ and Margaret Mishoe explain that 

politeness, or face-saving, is one of the primary functions of multiple modals. They point 

out that such face-saving features occur only in particular types of one-on-one 

con\'ersations, a fact which may explain the relativeh low incidence of these constmctions 
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in the LAGS data ("Pragmafics*'). Montgomery and Mishoe also point out that multiple 

modals are "found in equal proportions for men and women,'blacks and whites, older and 

younger speakers" ("Future of Southem"* 10). Yet, the data for this study reveals that, in 

fact, multiple modals appear in greater percentages for the youngest speakers. This study 

also reveals that little stigma seems to be attached to multiple modal use in Panhandle 

speech. Thus, not surprisingly, 72.72% of male informants (twenty-four) as opposed to 

68.57% of female informants (twenty-four) report that they would use the double modal 

might could all or some of the time. While the figures for may can show more difference 

between the genders, with 69.69% of men reporting that they would use may can all or 

some of the time and 54.28% of women reporting that they would use the expression 

regularly, the difference is not statistically significant. 

Unchanged Plurals after Numbers 

The unchanged plural after numbers, as in five foot tall, is an inflectional form 

characteristic of non-standard English. Marckwardt points out that it is actually "the 

preservation of an old partitive genitive plural after numbers, which resisted the analogical 

extension of the -s inflection to cases other than the nominative and accusative*" (American 

English 147). Informants in the present study were asked to complete the following 

sentence: That fence must be nine tall. Approximately one-fourth of informants 

(26.5%) responded with foot instead of feet. Of the men interviewed, 27.27% responded 

with foot, as did 25.71% of the women interviewed, indicating no significant variation due 
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to gender. In fact, the uninflected/oor in measurements seems to be beyond social 

stigmatizafion. I have heard a number of well-educated speakers in the Panhandle use it. 

Sound Changes in Progress 

Several sound changes that were examined showed \ er> little variation according 

to gender, as Table 5.1 demonstrates. 

Table 5.1 Comparison of Frequency of Sound Changes Tested for Men and Women 

Sound Change 

due/do 

dew/do 

cot/caught 

pull/pool 

% of men merged 

54.55% 

63.64% 

54.55% 

24.24% 

% of women merged 

54.29% 

68.57% 

51.43% 

34.29% 

Total % merged 

54.4% 

66.2% 

52.9% 

29.41% 

Poor/Pour 

The oldest sound change examined in this study, the merging of the vowel sounds 

in pour and poor, generated the greatest variation according to gender. The merger of the 

vowels in the words poor and pour is a relatively old sound change that has been subject 

to much correction. As a child, I was told by my grandmother to sa\ poor /por/. not Iporl, 

as I was so inclined to do. Labov points out that, among middle class speakers, 

"women use a more standard pronunciation than men for vowels that have become subject 

to overt correction while they show a more innovative pronunciation than men for 

changing vowels that have not triggered correction" ("Intersection of Sex and Social 
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Class" 37). It is not surprising then that, in a minimal pair test in which informants 

(particularly women) want to be "correct," 45.71% of female informants pronounced the 

words differently, using the traditional pronunciation of poor as /por/. and 45.71% 

pronounced them as /por/, while 75.76% of male informants pronounced them as /por/. 

poor/pour 
^ ^ / - ' ^ 

100 n 

80 

60 -

4 0 -

20 -
r\ 

0 

; ; : / / 

^^ 

1 1 

women 

1 unmerged 

merged 
unmerged 

"'" -rJSM 
. . ^ ^ ^ _ 

men 

Q merged 

45.71 
45.71 \ 

>• 

_ _ ^ ^ ^ , / ^ ^ 
„ . - ' ' 

75.76 
18.18; 

Fig. 5.11 Distribution according to Gender for the poor/pour Merger 

Wear/Where 

The only other sound change examined that demonstrated significant variation 

according to gender is the loss of [h] in words like where and which. Carroll Reed 

surmises that the only reason the [h] has been retained so long in the U. S. while it has 

largely disappeared in Britain is the "influence of the Scottish schoolteachers in this 
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country"; however, he predicts that it will not survive "through the present centur>"" (32). 

Voiceless w does not appear to be disappearing as rapidly as Reed imagined: however, he 

may be right about schoolteachers influencing the retention of voiceless w. Approximately 

two-thirds of female informants in the Panhandle pronounced wear and where differently. 

I have heard overt comment from non-linguists conceming this sound change, and clearly 

many women have sought to maintain the "educated" distinction. The apparent time data 

does indicate that a majority of twenty-year-olds have lost the h. and though it looks as 

though it has survived through the twentieth century, it will most certainly be lost in the 

twenty-first. 

wear/where 

^ 
1 . , - • , . 

•'i-n 

women men 

different same 

same 
different 

34.29 
65.71 

54^5^ 
45.45 

Fig. 5.12 Distribution according to Gender for wear and where 
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Household Terms 

The fact that women traditionally have been assigned the duties of food preparation 

and cleanup may explain why 88.57% of female informants acknowledged having heard 

the term tea towel for a cloth used to dry dishes while only 54.55% of men said that they 

had heard the term, and why more women (62.86%) than men (39.39%) seem to be 

familiar with the term blinky for milk that is tuming sour. Although the term davenport is 

definitely on its way out of the language, many informants still expressed familiarity with 

the term; most of these, however, were women. Of the women interviewed, 82.86% said 

that they had heard the term, while only 54.55% of men said that they had. 

tea towel 

women men 

heard-no heard-yes 

heard-yes^ 
heard-no 

88.57 54.55 
8.57! 45.45 

Fig. 5.13 Distribution according to Gender for Passive Knowledge of tea towel 
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blinky 

women men 

heard-no heard-yes 

heard-yes 
heard-no 

62.86 
37.14 

39,39 
60.61 

Fig. 5.14 Distribution according to Gender for Passive Knowledge of blinky 

davenport 

women men 

heard-no [ ^ heard-yes 

heard-yes^ 
heard-no 

82.86 
17 14 

54 55 
45.45 

Fig. 5.15 Distribution according to Gender for Passive Knowledge of davenport 
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Outdoor Terms 

While vwomen have traditionally been relegated to tl*e indoor duties, men have 

traditionally been assigned the work that takes place outdoors-. Perhaps for this reason. 

100% of the men interviewed said that they had heard the term tow sack for a burlap sack 

used to haul feed and the like, while 17.14% of women were unfamiliar with the term. 

The term hackamore for a halter used to control a horse is a term familiar to 51.43% of the 

women interviewed, but only 17.14% said that would use the term with any regularity. A 

greater percentage of men interviewed said that they had heard the term (81.82%) and a 

much greater percentage reported using the term all or some of the time (60.6%). 

tow sack 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 
0 

^ ' 

- " ' I 

,< ;>'ii>'.-iSi^il^i'&iti 

-. 

W '\ 

, . ^ 

women 

1 heard-no 

hear 
hear 

d-yes 
d-no 

..^•K^^ 
Ĵ  • • 1 

men 

heard-yes 

82.86 100 
17.14 0.001 i 

--''' 

Fig. 5.16 Distribution according to Gender for Passive Knowledge of rmr sack 
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hackamore 

women men 

heard-no heard-yes 

heard-yes 
heard-no 

^1 .43 
48.57 

81.82 
18.18 

Fig. 5.17 Distribution according to Gender for Passive Knowledge of hackamore 

use hackamore 

^ ^ ^ H 

^-- I I 

women men 

not very often or never 

all or some of the time 

all or some of the ti 
Lnot very often or n 

17.14! 
82.86 

60.6 
39.4 

Fig. 5.18 Distribution according to Gender for hackamore Usage 
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Traditions and Game.s 

The expression Christmas gift! (as discussed in Chapters III and IV) is 

disappearing in the Panhandle. Women expressed greater familiarity with the expression 

Christmas gifl! than did the men interviewed. Although 42.86% of women expressed 

knowledge of the expression, only 18.18% of the men interviewed said that they had heard 

the expression. 

Christmas gift! 

women men 

heard-no heard-yes 

heard-yes 
heard-no 

42.86 
57.14 

M8.18 
81.82 

Fig. 5.19 Distribution according to Gender for Passive Knowledge of Christmas gift 

The greater interest in organized sports among men may explain why more men 

responded with the expression time out while women responded with the temi king's ex 

for the expression used (by a child) to stop a game. Almost two-thirds of the men 
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interviewed (63.64%) gave the expression time out, clearly the favored term over king's or 

king's ex, given by only 21.21 % of male informants. King \s ex was the temi slightly 

favored by women (42.86%) over time out (37.14%). 

king's ex 

women 

other 

men 

time out king's ex 

king's ex 42.86 
time out i 
other 

37.14 
21.21 
63.64 

201 15.15 

Fig. 5.20 Distribution according to Gender for king's ex and time out 

Traditional Southem Terms 

The traditional Southem word for the noon meal is dinner, while lunch represents 

the newer, more urban term. Women use the terms lunch and dinner for the noon meal 

about equally (48.57% and 51.43%, respectively). However, women are more likely to 

use the newer term lunch than are men in the Panhandle, who prefer the term dinner 

(69.7%). 
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noon meal 

women 

lunch 

men 

dinner 

dinner 
lunch 

51.43 
48.57 

69.7 
30.3' 

Fig. 5.21 Distribufion according to Gender for lunch and dinner 

The expression the wind is layin(g) for the subsiding of wind force, is designated 

by Carver as a South II expression. Of the male informants, 87.88% as opposed to 62.86% 

of female informants in the Panhandle expressed familiarity with this term. The wind is 

layin(g) is a recessive expression which is being superseded by the wind is dying down or 

calming down for most younger informants. Perhaps for this reason, less than one-fourth 

(22.86%) of the women interviewed said that they would use the expression all or some of 

the time. However, two-thirds (66.67%) of the men interviewed said that they would use 

the expression the wind is layin(g) all or some of the time. 
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the wind is iayin(g) 

women men 

heard-no heard-yes 

heard-yes 
heard-no 

6286 
37.14 

87 88 
12 12 

Fig. 5.22 Distribution according to Gender for Passive Knowledge of the wind is layin(g) 

use wind is iayin(g) 

women men 

not very often or never 

H J all or some of the time 

I all or some of the t 
not very often or n 

22^86 
77.14 

66.67 
33.33 

Fig. 5.23 Distribution according to Gender for the wind is layin(g) Usage 
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The words kin and kinfolks, traditional South Midland terms, seem to have an older 

and more mral, Southem ring to them than the terms relatives ov family, which are the 

strongly favored terms among the younger speakers. Accordingly, when asked for the 

word for "the big group of people related to you," women offered the terms relatives and 

family equally (37.14% for each), and only one-fourth used the terms kin or kinfolks 

(25.72%). On the other hand, men seem to prefer the older, more Southem-sounding 

expressions, with two-thirds (66.67%) giving either kin or kinfolks. Only 12.12% of men 

used the term relatives, while 21.21% offered family. 

extended family 

women 

family 

kin/kinfolks 

men 

relatives 

kin/kinfolks 
relatives 
family 

25.72 
37.14 
37.14 

66.67 
12.12 
21.21 

Fig. 5.24 Distribution according to Gender for kinfolks, relatives, and family 
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The term tote for carry was one of the most highly stigmatized features tested in 

this study. Some of my informants affected a strong Southem accent and used it Jokingly 

or said that they would use it only as a joke. Not surprisingly then, not many informants 

admitted that they would use the term frequently. Only 5.71% of the women interviewed 

said that they would use the term with any regularity, while 21.21% of men said that 

would use the term all or some of the time. 

use tote 

women men 

not very often or never 

all or some of the time 

all or some of the ti 
not very often or n 

5.71 
94.29 

21.21 
7879 

Fig. 5.25 Distribution according to Gender for the Usage of tote 
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An aspect marker, perfective done, as in "I done cut the hay" emphasizes the 

completed nature of an event (Chambers and Tmdgill. Dialectologv 90) and functions 

much like the adverb "already." Elizabeth Traugott indicates that done, w ith the same 

meaning of already or completely, existed in Middle English, Medieval Literary Scots and 

Early Modem English but died out in the south of England in the ID*** C. though it 

remained common in Northem English. Crawford Feagin. points out, however, that e\ er> 

example of this type of done has a preceding auxiliary have has 'had. unlike Southem 

White English. Feagin asserts, "Of all the grammatical forms in Southem White US 

English which are claimed to be derived from the mesolect Creole spoken b> blacks during 

the era of American slavery, preverbal done (also called quasi-modal done) is the most 

likely candidate in the verb system" ("Preverbal done in Southem States English" 161). 

Perhaps for this reason, it is a salient marker of Southemness. Less than half of all 

informants in the Panhandle (47.1%) reported using an expression such as I done finished 

all or some of the time. Significantly, only about one-third of the female informants 

(32.3%) reported using it all or some of the fime, while almost two-thirds (60.6%) of male 

informants did. 
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use done 
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\ 

J 

women men 

not very often or never 

all or some of the time 

all or some of theji^ 
not very often or n 

32.3 
67.7' 

60.6 
39.4 

Fig. 5.26 Distribution according to Gender for done Usage 

Why more of the men prefer the older Southem terms {dinner, the wind is laying, 

kinfolks, tote, done), even stigmatized ones, is a matter of conjecture, but the answer may 

have something to do with what John Coggeshall has termed "The Rustification of 

America," the rejection of urban bourgeois values and the identification with Upland 

Southem culture taking place among many Americans. In a study conducted in Farmer 

City, Illinois, Timothy Habick discovered that Upland Southem speech seems to have 

acquired "value as a rejection of certain bourgeois values and the Inland Northem speech 

associated with those values"(120). Men, more than women, perhaps choose the more 

rural, traditional, Southem words to signify a rejection of the urban North value system. 

Although women, to some extent, may likewise consciously (or unconsciously) choose 
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more traditional terms in order to assert a mral identity, I have found, as a nati\ e of this 

area, that men, more than women, not only use the older Southem expressions more often 

but seem to take great pride in using them, while women seem more inclined to use the 

newer, urban expressions. 

Variafion according to Religious Affiliafion 

As Chapter II explained, among the leading cultural indicators that define a cultural 

area are religious affiliation and language, which often coincide. The South, as defined b> 

Carver on linguistic grounds, closely corresponds with the Southem religious region 

derived by Zelinsky (Carver. American Regional Dialects 193). As Carver points out, the 

outline around the highest density of Baptist churches in the United States is consonant 

with the periphery of the Southem linguistic region (American Regional Dialects 107). 

Frazer has pointed out that the examination of the relationship of social strata and 

language variation, which has proven fruitful in urban areas such as New York, Detroit, 

etc.. is less fmitfial in the Middle West, where other factors, for example, religious 

affiliation, may explain linguistic variation in a speech community better than the factors 

traditionally examined. Frazer refers his readers to historians who ha\ e seen the 

development of the Middle West as a struggle between cultural groups: as "a conflict 

which cut along religious lines and frequently centered on temperance issues" (Jensen), as 

"a three-way stmggle between European immigrants. Southemers, and Yankees"" 

(Doyle), or as a clash "between a [Yankee] town-oriented cuhure based on a cash economy 

and a [Southem] rural one related to subsistence farming" (Power) ("Rural Sound Change" 
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314). These inifial divisions, according to Frazer, linger longer than one might suppose. 

Using Linguistic Atlas records, Frazer studied the degree of assimilation of 

cultural/religious groups and discovered that from the time settlement was complete, 

assimilation took approximately fifty years. Perhaps, not surprisingly, the records for the 

present study reveal, for several features, significant variation according to religious 

affiliafion. Such seems to indicate that complete assimilafion had not occurred in the 

Panhandle, at least before the fifties and sixties. 

Pallet 

Carver explains that religious practices often generate terms to designate those 

practices. Carver mentions that in the Baptist-dominated religious South, camp meetings 

lasting several days were usual; sleeping on a makeshift bed called a pallet and eating 

communal meals, referred to as dinner-on-the-ground(s) were common practices 

(American Regional Dialects 107). Atwood notes that in his Texas study four of the 

informants used the term Baptist pallet, rather than simply pallet because of its association 

with these religious gatherings. Interestingly, in the Panhandle, the Baptist and Church of 

Christ informants showed the greatest familiarity with the term. 86.96% of Baptists and 

85.71% of Church of Christ informants, giving the term to refer to a makeshift bed. 

Almost two-thirds of Methodists interviewed (65.38%) gave the term, and onl} one 

Catholic informant gave the term. 
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makeshift bed on the floor 

^ ^ # ii 

baptist methodist c of christ catholic 

other pallet 

pallet 
other 

86.96 65.38 85.71 
13.04 34.62 14 29 

20 
80 

Fig. 5.27 Distribution according to Religious Affiliation for pallet 

Tea Towel 

In Atwood's study, cup towel was the most prevalent term for the cloth which is 

used to dry dishes. Atwood demonstrates that the existence of the word cup towel east of 

the Texas/Louisiana border is rather rare. Cup towel might be dubbed a Texas term since, 

as Atwood says, ''Cup towel. . . extends little beyond [Texas], in any direction" (Texas 

95). Chapter III discussed the fact that cup towel seems to be used more frequently in the 

southem portion of the Panhandle. Tea towel, on the other hand, the North Midland term, 

appears to be more familiar to those in the northem Panhandle. Interestingly, the only 

informants who gave the term tea towel were from a Methodist background. The 
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suggestion in Chapter III that the more North Midland character of the language in the 

northem Panhandle derives from the fact that Midwestemers from such states as Kansas. 

Nebraska, and Iowa brought their culture, their religious practices (including their 

Northem Methodism), and their unique speech pattems to the northem Panhandle seems to 

be home out in the results given here. The much more Southem orientation of the Baptist 

and Church of Christ informants can be seen in the percentage of informants offering the 

more Southem term cup towel. Of the Baptist informants. 39.13% gave the term cup 

towel, as did 28.57% of the Church of Christ informants, while only 15.38% of Methodist 

informants did. Although there were only five Catholic informants interviewed for this 

study, it is interesting to note that none of these five used either cup towel or tea towel. 
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Fig. 5.28 Distribution according to Religious Affiliation for dish towel 
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All the Farther 

The Dictionarv of American Regional English indicates that the all+the 

comparative constmction is most prevalent in the North Midland speech area. In the 

Panhandle, 76.92% of Methodist informants said that they had heard an expression such 

as, "That's all the farther I can go" while only 39.13% of Baptists acknowledged ha\ing 

heard such an expression. All four of the German Catholic informants acknowledged 

having heard an expression like the one given. Over half of the Church of Christ 

informants (57.14%) said that they had heard the phrase or one like it. Although onK 

23.08% of Methodist informants said that they would use such an expression all or some 

of the time, it is significant that 91.3% of Baptist informants as opposed to 50% of 

Methodist informants said that they would never use the expression. 
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all the farther I can go 

baptist methodist c of christ catholic 

heard-no heard-yes 

heard-yes 
heard-no 

39.131 
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76.92 
23.08 

57.14 
42.86 

80 
20 

Fig. 5.29 Distribution according to Religious Affiliation for the all the + comparative 
Structure 

Sick to/Sick at (the Stomach) 

While sick at (the stomach), the Midland/Southem expression for stomach 

discontent, is still the prevalent term in the Panhandle, the Northem expression sick to (the 

stomach) is gaining ground in the Panhandle. Although the percentages for the Baptist and 

Methodist informants do not demonstrate a striking difference between these two groups, 

the figures for the Church of Christ and Catholic informants are rather interesting. All 

seven Church of Christ informants used the term sick at (the stomach) while all five 

Catholic informants used the expression sick to (the stomach). 
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sick at/sick to 

baptist methodist c of christ catholic 

sick to sick at 

I sick at 
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60.87 
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Fig. 5.30 Distribution according to Religious Affiliation for sick at/sick to (the stomach) 

Tow Sack/Gunnv Sack 

Tow sack, the South Midland term for a burlap sack, was the most commonly used 

term in Atwood's study of Texas in the fifties. While 52.9% of all informants in the 

Panhandle used the term tow sack when asked for the term for a bag made out of burlap, 

the majority of those were Baptist informants. In fact. 69.57% of Baptist informants used 

the term tow sack, 8.7% used burlap bag/sack, and no Baptist informants used the North 

and West term gunny sack. In contrast, a little less than half (46.15%) of Methodist 

informants gave the South Midland term tow sack, but over one-fourth (26.92%) used the 

term gunny sack, and 28.57% of the Methodists interviewed used the Northem burlap bag 
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or burlap sack. Of the Methodist informants, 42.31% said that they would use the temi 

gunny sack all or some of the time, as did 60% (three) of the Catholic infomiants. Only 

17.39% of Bapfist informants and 14.29% of Church of Christ informants said that they 

would use gunny sack all or some of the time. 

burlap sack 

baptist methodist c of christ catholic 

other 

gunny sack 

burlap 

tow sack 

tow sack 

gunny sack 

burlap 

other 

69.57 

0.001 

8.7 

13.04 

46.15 

26.92 

3.85 

11.54 

4286 

14.29 

2857 

14.29 

60 

0001 

20 

20 

Fig. 5.31 Distribution according to Religious Affiliation for tow sack and gunny sack 
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Fig. 5.32 Distribufion according to Religious Affiliafion for gunny sack Usage 

Significance of Social Factors in Language Variation 

While region used to be the primary influence in language variation. Ellen 

Johnson suggests that "mrality has become the primary geographical variable affecting 

language variation" ("Geographical Influence on Lexical Choice" 391). Such seems to 

follow from what Tmdgill has noted in his study of Norwich teenagers who were adopting 

London speech pattems long before youth in the intervening countryside did—that 

innovations tend to spread from one center of population to another and then diffuse from 

those population centers to the surrounding countryside (J. Milroy, "A Social Model for 

the Interpretation of Language Change" 84). Similarly. Jan Tillery explains that data from 

the Survey of Oklahoma Dialects telephone survey revealed that, in addition to nati\'ity. 
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mrality proved more important in explaining language variation in Oklahoma than did 

class and gender ("The Role of Social Processes"). Because 85.3% of my informants li\e 

in mral areas, the results, undoubtedly, are much more conservative than they would ha\ e 

been for informants from Amarillo. Certainly a comparison of these mral informants with 

Amarillo informants is in order. 

A more thorough investigafion of the significance of social factors should be 

conducted in the Panhandle before any conclusions can be drawn; however, the fact that 

relatively little significant variation according to gender and class were found in this study 

warrants a possible explanation. West notes in his book Plainville. U.S.A. the remark of 

one of his informants, "There is one place where everybody is equal. You don't find no 

classes here" (115). Although such a place is certainly a non-existent Utopia, because the 

Middle West, and the Panhandle particularly, has been so recently settled, social 

stratification is not yet as rigid as it may be in other parts of the country. The settlement of 

the Panhandle, with cheap land available to those seeking a better life or a new start, 

particularly has encouraged an egalitarian system. The fact that public education has been 

available to Panhandle residents from its early settlement also tends to level the class lines. 

As Chapter II explained, the settlement of the Panhandle (the most significant 

increase occurring between 1900-1920) took place at a time when circumstances were 

beginning to change for women in the United States. Women began taking a more active 

role in public affairs. The fact that many of the advertisements for the Panhandle targeted 

women suggests that women had more control over familial decisions as well. Many 

single women wrote land company offices seeking employment opportunities in the 
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Panhandle and found them. Even the women who came with husbands were forced to take 

a much more active role in the work outside of the home than man\ women did in the 

East. 

The fact that significant variation according to religious affiliation was found 

suggests that social factors, in addition to the ones traditionally examined (class, gender. 

education), need to be examined. For example, rural versus urban attitudinal affiliation 

seems to pla> a significant part in the speech of the young people in the Panhandle. Le 

Page has asserted that each indi\ idual creates an identit} through language, adopting 

verbal behavior that resembles that "of the group or groups with which from time to time 

he may wish to be identified" (2). Le Page has observed that more than one model or 

group can influence the language of an individual. Each utterance made by a speaker, 

thus, must be examined multidimensionally (L. Milroy. Language and Social Network 

115). Such a multidimensional approach to the social factors invohed in Texas Panhandle 

speech is beyond the scope of this study. However, it is hoped that a more sophisticated 

investigation of social factors in the Panhandle can be conducted in the future. 
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CHAPTER VI 

DIRECTIONS OF CHANGE 

IN A LINGUISTIC BORDER ZONE 

Atwood is the only researcher to date who has completed a linguistic study of the 

entire state of Texas. Based on his lexical study, he concludes that "virtually all of Texas 

and an indeterminate portion of the surrounding states can be classified as General 

Southem" (Texas 98). However, he resisted the temptation to draw boundary lines where 

he believed evidence to be insufficient, saying, "I will not draw lines showing the limits of 

Southwestem [English] or any of its subareas. Far too many lines have been drawn 

already, probably by popular demand and certainly of insufficient evidence, purporting to 

show the limits of speech areas in the West" (Texas 98-9). As Gary Neal Underwood 

demonstrates in his article "Scholarly Responsibility and the Representation of Dialects: 

The Case of English in Texas," before Atwood's study, numerous attempts had been made 

to delineate dialect boundaries in Texas based on insufficient or dubious evidence. And 

remarkably, as Underwood shows, a number of similarly inaccurate representations of 

Texas dialects have been put forth since. Those who posit an East-West division of Texas 

based on phonological evidence not only differ conceming the location of such a boundary 

but also disagree about how to characterize the speech in the westem portion of Texas. 

General American. Central Midland, and Outer Southem are among the possibilities. The 

speech of the Panhandle has proven to be particularly enigmatic and has been labeled 
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variously as General American, South Midland, North Midland, Central Midland. Outer 

Southem, and Plains Southem. 

Misunderstanding conceming Texas Panhandle speech has been pervasive because 

no thorough investigation of Panhandle speech had been conducted. One reason that no 

extensive study had been conducted in the Panhandle was its relatively recent settlement. 

The rest of the Great Plains, which had been assigned the forbidding epithet, "the Great 

American Desert," had been settled well before the Texas Panhandle. Kansas and 

Colorado had already achieved statehood. The presence of Native Americans in the 

Panhandle, in addition to the harsh climatic conditions and scarcity of water, made 

settlement impossible until the 1870s. After the Native Americans were forcibly removed 

and the buffalo exterminated, the Panhandle remained rather sparsely settled until the 

advent of the railroads at the end of the nineteenth century. The combined efforts of the 

railroads, the land companies, and ranchers eager to make a profit from their land 

holdings, advertised the Panhandle to the rest of the nation, bringing thousands of settlers 

into the Panhandle, particularly between 1900 and 1910. Many of these were wheat 

farmers from the Midwest who settled primarily in the northem Panhandle, and many were 

cotton farmers from the older parts of Texas and other Southem states who settled 

primarily in the southem Panhandle. Mostly farmers and ranchers inhabited the Panhandle 

until oil was discovered in the late 20s, bringing oil production and oil patch workers in 

droves to the Panhandle. In addition to the revenue generated from the agricultural 

business and the petroleum industry, the Panhandle has benefitted financially as a 

transportation and distribution center because of its central location, at the crossroads of 
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numerous transportafion routes. Amarillo, which is the Panhandle's unofficial capital and 

close to the center of the Panhandle, is strategically located on the main lines of 

transportation linking eastem and westem as well as northem and southem markets. The 

Panhandle was amazingly well-connected from almost the very beginning of its settlement. 

The Panhandle's unique settlement history separates it from the rest of Texas both 

culturally and linguistically. D. W. Meinig calls the Texas Panhandle a "border zone of 

Texas culture." Based on the data gathered for this study, we may add that the Texas 

Panhandle represents a linguistic "border zone" in which the extent of Texas Southem 

speech begins to dissipate. 

Chapter III demonstrated that, although most of the Panhandle could be termed 

South Midland, the North Midland influence is evident, particularly in the speech of the 

residents of the northem Panhandle, many of them descendants of wheat farmers from the 

Midwest, who brought with them their farming practices as well as their speech pattems. 

While many Southem terms are unevenly distributed in the Panhandle, with North 

Midland and West Midland terms intermingled, other terms reveal a clear difference 

between the northem and southem halves of the Panhandle. Strikingly, many of the Lower 

Southem terms used in the Panhandle seem to be limited to or more heavily concentrated 

in the areas in the Panhandle where cotton is produced, particularly in the area below the 

Caprock Escarpment where cotton was first produced in the Panhandle. The line 

demarcating the extent of cotton production does not represent a strict boundary of Lower 

Southem beyond which Lower Southem terms do not occur but does represent a boundar}' 

beyond which Lower Southem terms are extremely rare. Although no distinct boundaries 
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may be drawn, partly due to the anomolous character of the oil patch region in the central 

part of the Panhandle, it is clear that the Panhandle lies in a transitional zone between 

North Midland and South Midland, or as Carver would have it, between the larger 

Northem and Southem speech areas. The following summary tables illustrate the 

linguistically mixed nature of this region. The list of selected features given by the oldest 

group of informants most nearly approximates the "original" speech of the area. The 

figures for the North Midland features for this group generally cluster in the 20-25% 

range. Interestingly, in his map of speech areas in Texas (Fig. 1.5). Terry Jordan marks off 

the upper quarter of the Panhandle, labeling it Midwestem (though he qualifies his map 

with the admission that he lacked sufficient evidence to delineate conclusive boundaries). 

Though the data collected do not pattem as neatly as one would hope, the general pattem 

is clear. The Panhandle appears to be about one-fourth to one-fifth North Midland (Lower 

North) and three-fourths to four-fifths South Midland (Upper South). The list of features 

for each of the four age categories (Tables 6.2-6.5) also demonstrate the recession of 

Southem features and the increasingly Northem character of Panhandle speech over the 

last century. Table 6.6 summarizes the recessive and innovative features in the Panhandle. 

In every case a non-regional or Northem term is replacing the traditional feature(s). One 

exception is the term seesaw, which has been called a Midland/Southem feature but which 

has now become the national term. 
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Table 6.1 Summary of Responses for Selected Feattires from All Informants 
(An asterisk indicates responses of "all or some of the time" when informants were asked 
how often they would use a feature. For the composite figures, passive knowledge of a 
feature was not included in the calculation. One number-the percentage of those who 
gave the term or the percentage of informants who reported using the term all or some of 
the time, or (for those where both figures were available) an average of those who gave the 
term and those who reported using the term regularly-was used for each feature given.) 

North Midland 

gave tea towel-4.41 

use* tea towel-11.76 

gave wishbone-50 

gave firefly-38.2 

gave (com) husk-35.3 

gave belly flop-30.9 

gave teeter totter-19.1 

gave mud dauber-44.1 

gave gunny sack-17.6 

use* gunny sack-33.82 

gave /grisi/-35.29 

gave /du/ for due-54.41 

gave sick to-35.3 

Composite-34.21 

South Midland 

gave cup towel-23.5 

use* cup towel^4.1 

gave pulley bone-50 

gave lightning bug-60.3 

gave (com) shuck-61.8 

gave belly buster-58.8 

gave seesaw-80.9 

gave dirt dauber-44.1 

gave tow sack-52.9 

use* tow sack-61.76 

heard French harp-58.82 

use* French harp-26.5 

gave/grizi/-61.76 

gave /dju/ for due-44.1 

gave sickat-63.2 

Composite-52.95 

Lower Southem 

heard light bread-75 

use* light bread-22.36 

heard x-mas gift-30.9 

use* x-mas gift-20.6 

heard carry you-88.2 

use* carry you-32.3 

heard tote-89.7 

use* tote-13.24 

gave snap beans-22.1 

use* snap beans-22.1 

heard mouth harp-50 

use* mouth harp-4.41 

Composite-19.2 
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Table 6.2 Summary of Responses for Selected Feattires from Eight\-Year-Old Informants 

North Midland 

gave tea towel-11.76 

use* tea towel-23.53 

gave wishbone-41.18 

gave firefly-23.53 

gave (com) husk-23.53 

gave belly flop-17.65 

gave teeter totter-11.76 

gave mud dauber-29.41 

gave gunny sack-17.65 

use* gunny sack-29.41 

gave/grisi/-23.53 

gave /du/ for due-35.29 

gave sick to-17.65 

Composite-24.06 

South Midland 

gave cup toweM 1.18 

use* cup to we 1-70.5 8 

gave pulley bone-58.82 

gave lightning bug-70.59 

gave (com) shuck-76.47 

gave belly buster-70.59 

gave seesaw-88.24 

gave dirt dauber-70.59 

gave tow sack-64.71 

use* tow sack-52.94 

heard French harp-100 

use* French harp-76.47 

gave /grizi/-76.47 

gave /dju/ for due-58.82 

gave sick at-82.35 

Composite-70.34 

Lower Southem 

heard light bread-88.24 

use* light bread-35.29 

heard x-mas gift-82.35 

use* x-mas gift-58.82 

heard carry you-94.12 

use* carry you-23.53 

heard tote-88.24 

use* tote-17.65 

gave snap beans-35.29 

use* snap beans-47.05 

heard mouth harp-58.82 

use* mouth harp-11.76 

Composite-32.7 
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Table 6.3 Summary of Responses for Selected Feattires from Sixty-Year-Old Informants 

North Midland 

gave tea towel-5.88 

use* tea towel-11.76 

gave wishbone-17.65 

gavefirefly-29.41 

gave (com) husk-35.29 

gave belly flop-35.29 

gave teeter totter-29.41 

gave mud dauber-58.82 

gave gunny sack-23.53 

use* gunny sack-35.29 

gave /grisi/-5.88 

gave /du/ for due-41.18 

gave sickto-23.53 

Composite-25.4 

South Midland 

gave cup towels 1.18 

use* cup towel-52.94 

gave pulley bone-82.35 

gave lightning bug-70.59 

gave (com) shuck-64.71 

gave belly buster-58.82 

gave seesaw-70.59 

gave dirt dauber-41.18 

gave tow sack-52.94 

use* tow sack-70.59 

heard French harp-88.24 

use* French harp-23.52 

gave /grizi/-88.24 

gave /dju/ for due-58.82 

gave sick at-76.47 

Composite-57.24 

Lower Southem 

heard light bread-100 

use* light bread-29.41 

heard x-mas gift-17.65 

use* x-mas gift-5.88 

heard carry you-88.24 

use* carry you-41.18 

heard tote-100 

use* tote-17.65 

gave snap beans-29.41 

use* snap beans-17.65 

heard mouth hari>-64.71 

use* mouth harp-5.88 

Composite-21 
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Table 6.4 Summary of Responses for Selected Features from Forty-Year-Old Informants 

North Midland 

gave tea towel-0 

use* tea towel-11.76 

gave wishbone-47.06 

gave firefly-47.06 

gave (com) husk-41.18 

gave belly flop-23.53 

gave teeter totter-29.41 

gave mud dauber-58.82 

gave gunny sack-11.76 

use* gunny sack-35.29 

gave /grisi/-29.41 

gave /du/ for due-64.71 

gave sickto-41.18 

Composite-37.43 

South Midland 

gave cup towel-11.76 

use* cup towel-29.41 

gave pulley bone-52.94 

gave lightning bug-52.94 

gave (com) shuck-58.82 

gave belly buster-76.47 

gave seesaw-70.59 

gave dirt dauber-41.18 

gave tow sack-76.47 

use* tow sack-82.35 

heard French harp-47.06 

use* French harp-5.88 

gave/grizi/-64.71 

gave /dju/ for due-35.29 

gave sick at-58.82 

Composite-51.47 

Lower Southem 

heard light bread-70.59 

use* light bread-17.65 

heard x-mas gift-23.53 

use* x-mas gift-17.65 

heard carry you-82.35 

use* carry you-35.3 

heard tote-88.24 

use* tote-5.88 

gave snap beans-17.65 

use* snap beans-17.65 

heard mouth harp-70.59 

use* mouth harp-0 

Composite-16.0 
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Table 6.5 Summary of Responses for Selected Features from Twent\-Year-Old Informants 

North Midland 

gave tea towel-0 

use* tea towel-0 

gave wishbone-94.12 

gave firefly-52.94 

gave (com) husk-41.18 

gave belly flop-47.06 

gave teeter totter-5.88 

gave mud dauber-76.47 

gave gunny sack-17.65 

use* gunny sack-35.29 

gave /grisi/-82.35 

gave /du/ for due-76.47 

gave sifk to-58.82 

PpmP^s|tMl'Q7 

South Midland 

gave cup towel-0 

use* cup towel-23.53 

gave pulley bone-5.88 

gave lightning bug^7.06 

gave (com) shuck-47.06 

gave belly buster-52.94 

gave seesaw-94.12 

gave dirt dauber-23.5 

gave tow sack-17.65 

use* tow sack-41.18 

heard French harp-0 

use* French harp-0 

gave/grizi/-l 7.65 

gave /dju/ for due-23.53 

gave sickat-35.29 

Composite-32.35 

Lower Southem 

heard light breads 1.18 

use* light bread-5.88 

heard x-mas gift-0 

use* x-mas gift-0 

heard carry you-88.24 

use* carry you-29.41 

heard tote-82.35 

use* tote-11.76 

gave snap beans-5.88 

use* snap beans-5.88 

heard mouth harp-5.88 

use* mouth harp-0 

Composite-8.4 
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Table 6.5 Summary of Recessive and Innovafive Features 

Traditional Words 
Being Supplanted 

tea towel, cup towel 

light bread 

snap beans 

roastin(g) ears 

blinky (milk) 

bluejohn 

dinner 

pulley bone 

coal oil, lamp oil 

davenport, divan, sofa 

lightning bug 

drouth, dry spell 

wind is layin' 

French harp, mouth harp 

Christmas gift! 

king's ex 

kinfolks 

pallet 

sick at (the stomach) 

teeter totter 

dirt dauber 

/grizi/ 

New Features Superceding 
Traditional Ones 

dish towel, dish cloth 

white bread 

green beans 

sweet com, com on the cob 

sour (milk) 

skimmed milk 

lunch 

wishbone 

kerosene or no term 

couch 

firefly 

drought 

wind is dying down 

harmonica 

Merry Christmas! 

time out 

family 

no term 

sick to (the stomach) 

seesaw 

mud dauber 

/grisi/ 
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Although General Southem has certainly exerted its influence on the speech of the 

Panhandle, many of those features have begun to lose ground, particularly since World 

War II. The loss of many traditional, Southem lexical items and a shift in some syntactical 

features and phonological features is evident, especially for those in the youngest 

categories. Mass marketing and distribution of products traditionally produced at home, as 

well as the media, have played a role in the loss of many lexical items known to eighty-

year-old and sixty-year-old informants. Though the media, as Tmdgill argues, is less 

responsible for phonological and syntactic changes, lexical changes can and do occur as a 

result of the media's influence. As the figures demonstrate, the Northem influence is 

evident in the speech of younger informants. Whether this is a result of the media (where 

Inland Northem has long been the model) or of migration is unclear. Widespread 

migration has undoubtedly altered the speech of the Panhandle, as it has elsewhere in the 

country. Since World War II pattems of migration have altered, and the movement of 

Northemers to the "Sunbelt" in recent decades may partially explain the increasingly 

Northem character of the Panhandle lexicon. For whatever reasons, and they may be 

many, the influence of Southem in the Panhandle has been receding over the years, the 

line moving progressively southeast. Guy Bailey and Cynthia Berstein found a northwest 

to southeast movement for all of the sound changes they examined in Texas ("Method of a 

Phonological Survey"). The present study confirms that a northwest to southeast 

movement of speech features is taking place in the Panhandle, which represents a shift 

from the east to west pattem of linguistic diffusion. 
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J. L. Dillard has pointed out that most paradigms of speech diffusion ha\e built 

upon the east-to-west paradigm which assumes that cultural and speech pattems have been 

and continue to be carried westward from the East Coast. Indeed, when the United States 

was first settled, the East Coast provided centers of culture and influence in cities such as 

New York City, Boston, and Charleston. Difftision. not just of linguistic pattems, but of 

cultural pattems emanated from the East Coast and spread westward as the pioneers took 

with them their unique speech and culture. Vestiges of the movement of these groups of 

people remain in our speech and cultural pattems today, as Chapter III has demonstrated. 

However, the idea of the West, indeed the mythology of the West, as a vast 

expanse of promise lured thousands of settlers, and continues to draw hundreds of 

thousands of immigrants to the West. The frontier has been considered so important in 

shaping the national psyche that a number of historians, beginning with Frederick Jackson 

Tumer, have interpreted our national development in terms of the "Frontier Thesis" 

(Marckwardt, American English 81). Dillard points out that poker and drinking terms, as 

well as terms associated with lumbering, mining, cattle raising, and many other 

occupations, diffused from the frontier to the East-directly against the flow of the major 

American settlement pattem (Dillard, American Talk xxi). He points out that the 

"booming of the West," resulting from the movement for territorial expansion and hunger 

for free land, was one of the greatest advertising campaigns in history and still pervades 

the American psyche. Many promotional ventures, whether in business or in politics, have 

been rural- and frontier- oriented and continue to be so. stressing "the frontier spirit, cattle 

country, and the rural" (Dillard, American Talk 144-148). 
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In much of America's history the culttiral centers, such as New York Cit\, Boston, 

and Charleston, have been in the East; however, in this century, we have seen San 

Francisco and Hollywood become influential culttiral (or (cult)ural) centers. At least since 

the 1930s onward, the West, particularly Califomia, has exerted its influence primarily 

through the media of movies and then television. The cultural and linguistic influence of 

the West has been diffusing eastward ever since. The surfer or valley girl talk, dismissed 

as a passing fad, has nevertheless reached most of the young people in the United States, 

most certainly the speech of the young people in the Texas Panhandle who still use the 

term radical and interject the word like into virtually every other sentence. The speech of 

some of the forty-year-olds interviewed and certainly of many twenty-year-olds exhibits a 

greater influence from the North and West than that of the sixty- and eighty-year-old 

informants. 

Throughout its history, the Texas Panhandle has been at the crossroads of major 

thoroughfares and, therefore, has been in a prime location for a great deal of dialect 

contact, where language change is more likely to occur (Tmdgill, On Dialect 101). 

Transitional regions, like the Panhandle, where dialect contact is greatest appear to be the 

regions most susceptible to mergers. Indeed, mergers of different types are evident, 

particularly in the speech of younger speakers in the Panhandle. As Chapters IV and V 

have demonstrated, the mergers investigated are being led by the youngest speakers and b\ 

those speakers who fall in the middle income bracket, the Upper Working Class/Lower 

Middle Class informants. 
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Although clear pattems seem to be emerging, what Carver has said of the W est is 

tme of the Panhandle: "In effect, the settlement of the West is sfill in progress and Westem 

speech is sfill undergoing the modificafions and leveling processes of a region in social 

flux" (Carver, "The Mayflower to the Model-T" 150). Indeed the West, the Panhandle of 

Texas included, is undoubtedly still in social flux, making the study of this region complex 

and exciting. Yet, rather than labeling the westem half of the country as General 

American, we must attempt to analyze and re-analyze the speech of the West as closely as 

we have of that of the East. 

Undoubtedly, the data collected for the present study has the potential of providing 

many more insights about this complex transitional region. Approximately 140 hours of 

data on audio tape were collected. To date, about 20% of the data has been transcribed. A 

full syntactic analysis and spectrographic analysis of the data have yet to be undertaken. 

Such analysis will provide a richer, more intricate explanation of Panhandle speech than 

could be attempted in this preliminary study. A comparison of the phonological data 

collected by Zell SoRelle in the Panhandle in the sixfies with the current data will provide 

ftirther insight into linguistic change across time in the Panhandle and can be used to test 

the validity of the apparent time data. Additionally, a thorough comparison of the Texas 

Panhandle data with that collected in the neighboring states of Colorado, Kansas, and 

Oklahoma will provide a clearer picture of this transitional area. 

More sophisticated sociolinguistic studies should also be conducted and paired 

with the current data to provide a more comprehensive picture of the intersection of social 

factors and language. Jan Tillery has shown that sound changes have been accelerated in 
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Texas in areas where a sizable Hispanic population exists. A follow-up stud\ of the 

Hispanic American population in the Panhandle, in addition" to revealing the degree of 

assimilation and/or cultural distincti\ eness maintained among Hispanics in the Panhandle 

area, may further illuminate the interacfion of Anglo and Chicano English. In those areas 

where Hispanic Americans constitute a sizable portion of the populafion (for example in 

the southwestem Panhandle where Hispanics almost equal Anglos), is the Anglo dialect 

affected? Does h differ from the speech of communities where Hispanic Americans are 

not so numerous? Likewise, an invesfigation of the speech of African Americans will 

likely reveal to what extent the speech of African Americans is affected by the speech of 

the Anglo Americans with whom they are in contact and whether or not African 

Americans in the Panhandle (and in Texas) adhere to a nationally based vemacular rather 

than a local Anglo norm. 

As Frazer has shown, the sociolinguistic models used in the East may not as readily 

or accurately explain language in the West, where social strata are not as clearly defined. 

Based on my long-term residence in the Panhandle and the investigative work I have just 

completed, it is my belief that mral versus urban attitudinal affiliation could as readih 

explain linguistic variation as social class or gender. It will be necessary to explore other 

factors which may explain linguistic variation. The analysis of the complex social and 

linguistic forces at work in the Panhandle (and the rest of the West) has the potential of 

bringing valuable insights about the nature of language change and must be undertaken, 

despite the increased difficulties. Although the current study certainly is incomplete and 

flawed in certain respects and raises as many questions as it answers, it does bring us 
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closer to an understanding of the speech of this important transitional region. Labo\ has 

commented on what he calls the "Cumulafive Paradox" of linguistic study: "the more that 

is known about a language, the more we can find out about it" (Sociolinguistic Pattems 

202). This study has attempted to provide knowledge about the speech of the Texas 

Panhandle, a linguistic "border zone" between the South Midland and the North Midland 

speech areas, in order that more may be known. 

259 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Allen, Harold B. "American English Enters Academe." Language Variation in North 
American English. Ed. Wayne A. Glowka and Donald M. Lance. New York: 
Modem Language Association, 1993. 3-15. 

—• The Linguistic Atlas of the Upper Midwest. Minneapolis, MN: U of Minnesota P, 
1973-76. 

—, and Gary N. Underwood. Readings in American Dialectologv. San Diego, CA: 
Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich, 1986. 

—, and Michael D. Linn. Dialect and Language Variation. New York: Harcourt. Brace. 
Jovanovich, 1986. 

Archambeau, Emest R. "The First Federal Census in the Panhandle." Panhandle Plains 
Historical Review 23.1 (1950V 23-132. 

Amold, Jennifer. Renee Blake, Brad Davidson, Scott Schwenter. and Julie Solomon. 
Sociolinguistic Variation: Data. Theorv. and Analvsis. Stanford, CA: Center for 
the Study of Language and Information, 1996. 

Atwood, E. Bagby. "Grease and Greasy~A Study of Geographical Variation." Readings 
in American Dialectologv. Ed. Harold B. Allen and Gary N. Underwood. New 
York: Appleton, Centtiry, Crofts, 1971. 160-168. 

—. The Regional Vocabularv of Texas. Austin: U of Texas P, 1962. 

—. A Survev of Verb Forms in the Eastem United States. Ann Arbor. MI: U of 
Michigan P, 1953. 

Bailey, Charles-James N. "Is There a Midland Dialect of American English?" ERIC 
Document 021 240. 1968. 

—. and Roger Shuy, eds. New Ways of Analvzing Variation in Linguistics. Washington, 
DC: Georgetown UP, 1973. 

Bailey, Guy. "Directions of Change in Texas English." Joumal of American Culture 14 
(1991): 125-34. 

—. and Cynthia Bemstein. "Methodology for a Phonological Survey of Texas." Joumal 
of English Linguistics 22 (1989V 6-16. 

260 



—, and Margie Dyer. "An Approach to Sampling in Dialectology." American Speech 
67.1 (1992): 1-18. 

—, and Garry Ross. "The Evolution of a Vemacular." Historv of Englishes. Ed. Matfi 
Rissanen, et al. Berlin: Mouton de Gmyter, 1992. 519-31. 

—, Jan Tillery, and Tom Wikle. "Methodology of a Survey of Oklahoma Dialects." 
SECOLReview 21.1 (1997): 1-30. 

—. Tom Wikle, and Jan Tillery. "The Effects of Methods on Results in Dialectology." 
English World-Wide 18 (1QQ7V 35-63. 

—, Tom Wikle, Jan Tillery. and Lori Sand. "The Apparent Time Constmct." Language 
Variafion and Change 3 (1991): 241-264. 

—. Thomas Wikle, and Lori Sand. "The Focus of Linguisfic Innovafion in Texas." 
English World-Wide 12 (1990: 195-214. 

—, Tom Wikle, and Lori Sand. "The Linguistic Landscape of Texas." North American 
Culture 7 (1991): 21-48. 

—, Tom Wikle, Jan Tillery, and Lori Sand. "Some Pattems of Linguisfic Diffusion." 
Language Variation and Change 5 (1993): 359-90. 

—, Tom Wikle, Jan Tillery, and Lori Sand. "The Linguistic Consequences of Catastrophic 
Events: An Example from the American Southwest." Sociolinguistic Variation: 
Data. Theorv, and Analvsis. Ed. Jennifer Amold, Renee Blake, Brad 
Davidson, Scott Schwenter. and Julie Solomon. Stanford, CA: Center for the 
Study of Language and Information, 1996. 435-451. 

Baugh, Albert C. A Historv of the English Language. New York: Appleton, Century. 
Crofts, 1935. 

—. A Historv of the English Language. 2"*̂  ed. New York: Appleton, Century. Crofts, 
1957. 

—, and Thomas Cable. A Historv of the English Language. 4*** ed. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: 
Prentice Hall. 1993. 

Baugh, John, and Joel Sherzer. Language in Use: Readings in Sociolinguistics. New 
York: Prentice Hall. 1984. 

261 



Benes, Peter, and Jane M. Benes, eds. American Speech 1600 to the Present. Boston. 
MA: Dublin Seminar for American Folklife, 1985. 

—, Thomas Nunnally, and Robin Sabino, eds. Language Varietv in the South Revisited. 
Tuscaloosa: U of Alabama P, 1997. 

Blodgett, Jan. Land of Bright Promise: Advertising the Texas Panhandle and South 
Plains. 1870-1917. Austin: U of Texas P. 1988. 

Cameron, Deborah, Elizabeth Frazer, Penelope Harve)^ Ben Rampton, and Kay 
Richardson. "Ethics, Advocacy, and Empowerment in Researching Language." 
Sociolinguistics. Ed. Nikolas Coupland and Adam Jaworksi. New York: St. 
Martin's P, 1997. 145-62. 

Carver, Craig M. American Regional Dialects: A Word Geographv. Ann Arbor: U of 
Michigan P, 1987. 

—. "The Mayflower to the Model-T." English in its Social Contexts. Ed. Tim William 
Machan and Charles T. Scott. New York: Oxford UP, 1992. 136-150. 

Cassidy, Frederic G. "DARE Some Etymological Puzzles." Language Varietv in the 
South Revisited. Ed. Cynthia Bemstein, Thomas Nunnally, and Robin Sabino. 
Tuscaloosa, AL: U of Alabama P, 1997. 277-281. 

—, ed. Dictionarv of American Regional English. Vol. 1-3. Cambridge, MA: Belknap P. 
1985. 

Chambers, J. K. Sociolinguistic Theorv. Oxford: Blackwell, 1995. 

—, and Peter Tmdgill. Dialectologv. New York: Cambridge UP, 1980. 

Chambers, William Trout. The Geographv of Texas. Austin, TX: Steck, 1946. 

Cheshire, Jenny. "Linguistic Variation and Social Function." Socio-historical Linguistics. 
Ed. Suzanne Romaine. Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1982. 153-66. 

Clifton, Emest S. "Some [u] [ju] Variations in Texas." American Speech 34 (1959): 190-
93. 

Coates, Jennifer. Women Talk: Conversation between Women Friends. Oxford: 
Blackwell, 1996. 

262 



Conklin, Nancy Faires, and Margaret A. Lourie. A Host of Tongues: Language 
Communities in the United States. New York: Free P. 1983. 

Cook, Albert B.. III. "Perspectives for a Linguistic Atlas of Kansas." American Speech 
53 (1978): 199-209. 

Coupland, Nikolas, and Adam Jaworski. Sociolinguistics. New York: St. Martin's P, 
1997. 

Crane, R. G. "Act of 1876 Created Panhandle Counfies." Amarillo Sundav Globe News 
14 Aug. 1938: 29. 

Crozier, Alan. "The Scotch-Irish Influence on American English." American Speech 59 
(1984): 310-31. 

Davis, Alva L. "A Word Atlas of the Great Lakes Region." PhD dissertation. U of 
Michigan P. 1949. 

Davis, Lawrence M. St^istics in Dialectologv. Tuscaloosa, AL: U of Alabama P, 1990. 

—, ed. Studies in Linguistics in Honor of Raven I. McDavid. Jr. University, AL: 
University of Alabama P, 1972. 

—, and Charles L. Houck. "Is There a Midland Dialect Area?-Again." American 
Speech 67(1992): 61-70. 

Denning, Keith M, et al., eds. Variation in Language. Stanford, CA: Department of 
Linguistics, 1987. 

Dillard, J.L. American Talk. New York: Random House, 1976. 

Di Paolo, Marianna. "Pronunciation and Categorization in Sound Change." Linguisfic 
Change and Contact. Ed. Kathleen Ferrara et al. Austin: U of Texas, 1988. 84-
92. 

Eckert. Penelope. "Adolescent Social Stmcture and the Spread of Linguistic Change." 
Language in Societv 17 (1988): 183-207. 

—. New Ways of Analvzing Sound Change. New York: Academic P. 1991. 

Edmondson, Jerold A., Crawford Feagin, and Peter Muhlhauser. Development and 
Diversity: Linguistic Variation across Time and Space. Dallas: Summer Institute 
of Linguisfics, 1990. 

263 



Fasold, Ralph. W. The Sociolinguistics of Lanpuape Cambridge: Basil Blackwell. 1990. 

—, and Roger W. Shuy. Analvzing Variation in Language. Washington: Georgetown 
UP. 1975. 

Feagin, Crawford. "More Evidence for Major Vowel Change in the South." Diversity and 
Diachrony. Ed. David Sankoff. Philadelphia: John Benjamins. 1986. 

—. "Preverbal done in Southem States English." Dialects of English. Ed. Peter Tmdgill 
and J. K. Chambers. New York: Longman, 1991. 

—• Variation and Change in Alabama English. Washington: Georgetown UP. 1979. 

Ferguson, Charles A., and Shirley Brice Heath. Language in the USA. New York: 
Cambridge UP, 1981. 

Ferrara, Kathleen, et al., eds. Linguisfic Change and Contact. Austin: U of Texas P, 1988. 

Fischer. John. "Social Influences on the Choice of a Linguisfic Variant." Word 14 
(1958): 47-56. 

Francis, W. Nelson. Dialectologv: An Introduction. London: Longman. 1983. 

—. The Stmcture of American English. New York: Ronald P. 1958. 

Frazer, Timothy C, ed. Heartland English. Tuscaloosa: U of Alabama P. 1993. 

—. "Midland Illinois Dialect Pattems." Publication of the American Dialect Society 73. 
University: U of Alabama P, 1987. 

—. "Sound Change and Social Stmcture in a Rural Community." Language in Societv 
12(1983): 313-328. 

Gastil, Raymond D. Cultural Regions of the United States. Seattle: U of Washington P. 
1975. 

Gaustad. Edwin Scott. Historical Atlas of Religion in America. New York: Harper and 
Row. 1962. 

Girard, Dennis, and Donald Larmouth. "Some Applications of Mathematical and 
Statistical Models in Dialect Geography." American Dialect Research. Ed. Dennis 
Preston. Philadelphia: John Benjamins, 1993. 107-32. 

264 



Glowka, A. Wayne, and Donald M. Lance, eds. Language Variation in North American 
English: Research and Teaching. New York: Modem Language Association. 
1993. 

Gough, Judge L. "Land Sales Boom after 1905." Amarillo Sundav News and Globe 14 
Aug. 1938: 33. 

Gumperz, John J., and Dell Hymes, ed. Directions in Sociolinguisfics. New York: Basil 
Blackwell, 1986. 

Guy, Gregory R., Crawford Feagin, John Baugh, and Deborah Schiffrin, eds. Towards a 
Social Science of Language. Philadelphia: John Benjamins, 1996. 

Habick, Timothy. "Bumouts versus Rednecks: Effects of Group Membership on the 
Phonemic System." New Wavs of Analvzing Sound Change. Ed. Penelope 
Eckert. San Diego, CA: Academic P, 1991. 185-212. 

Hankey, Clyde T. A Colorado Word Geographv. University, AL: U of Alabama P, 1961. 

Hempl, George. "Grease and Greasy." Readings in American Dialectology. Ed. Harold 
B. Allen and Gary N. Underwood. New York: Appleton, Century, Crofts, 1971. 
154-159. 

Johnson, Ellen. "Geographical Influence on Lexical Choice in the Twentieth Century." 
Language Varietv in the South Revisited. Ed. Cynthia Bemstein, Thomas 
Nunnally, and Robin Sabino. Tuscaloosa: U of Alabama P, 1996. 382-91. 

Jordan, Terry G. Immigration to Texas. Boston: American P, 1980. 

—. Texas: A Geographv. Boulder, CO: Westview P, 1984. 

Kerr, Homer Lee. Migration into Texas, 1865-1880. Ausfin, TX: U of Texas P. 1953. 

Kraenzel, Carl Frederick. The Great Plains in Transition. Norman: U of Oklahoma P. 
1925 

Krapp, George P. The English Language in America. New York: F. Ungar Publishing 
Co., 1925. 

Kretzschmar. William, Jr. ed. Dialects in Culture: Essays in General Dialectologv by 
Raven I. McDavid. Jr. University: U of Alabama P. 1979. 

265 



Kroch, Anthony. "Dialect and Style in the Speech of Upper Class Philadelphia." Towards 
a Social Science of Language. Ed. Gregory Guy. et. al. Philadelphia: John 
Benjamins, 1996. 

—. "Towards a Theory of Social Dialect Variation." Language in Societ\' 7 (1978): 17-
36. " 

Kurath, Hans. Studies in Area Linguistics. Bloomington, IN: Indiana UP. 1972. 

—• Word Geography of the Eastem United States. Ann Arbor, MI: U of Michigan P, 
1961. 

—. M. L. Hanley, B. Bloch, G. S. Lowman, Jr., and M. L. Hansen. Linguistic Atlas of 
New England. Providence, RI: Brown UP, 1939-43. 

—, and Raven I. McDavid, Jr. The Pronunciation of English in the Atlantic States. Ann 
Arbor, MI: U of Michigan, 1961. 

Labov, William. The Boundaries of a Grammar." Dialects of English. Ed. Peter Tmdgill 
and J. K. Chambers. New York: Longman, 1991. 

—. "Field Methods of the Project on Linguistic Change and Variation." Language in Use. 
Ed. John Baugh and Joel Sherzer. New York: Prentice Hall, 1984. 28-53. 

—. "General Attitudes toward the Speech of New York City." Varieties of Present-Dav 
English. Ed. Richard W. Bailey and Jay L. Robinson. New York: Macmillan, 
1973. 274-92. 

—. "The Intersection of Sex and Social Class in the Course of Linguistic Change." 
Language Variation and Change 2 (1990): 205-54. 

—. Locating Language in Time and Space. New York: Academic P, 1980. 

—. "Near-mergers and the Suspension of Phonemic Contrast." Language Variation and 
Change 3 (1991): 33-74. 

—. Principles of Linguistic Change: Intemal Factors. Oxford: Basil Blackwell. 1994. 

—. The Social Stratification of English in New York City. Washington, DC: Center for 
Applied Linguistics, 1966. 

—. Sociolinguistic Pattems. Philadelphia: U of Pennsylvania P, 1972. 

266 



—. "The Three Dialects." New Wavs of Analyzing Sound Chanpe Ed. Penelope Eckert. 
New York: Academic P, 1991. 1-44. 

—, Malcah Yaeger, and Richard Steiner. A Ouantitative Study of Sound Change in 
Progress. Philadelphia: U. S. Regional Survey, 1972. 

—, and Sharon Ash. "Understanding Birmingham." Language Variety in the South 
Revisited. Ed. Cynthia Bemstein, Thomas Nunnally, and Robin Sabino. 
Tuscaloosa, AL: U of Alabama P, 1997. 508-73. 

Lance, Donald M. "Some Dialect Features in the Speech of Missouri Germans." 
Heartland English. Ed. Timothy C. Frazer. Tuscaloosa: U of Alabama P. 1993. 
187-198. 

Lass, Roger. Phonology: An Introduction to Basic Concepts. Cambridge: Cambridge UP. 
1984. 

Lavendera, Beatriz. "Where Does the Sociolinguistic Variable Stop?" Language in 
Society 7 (1978): 171-82. 

Lehmann, W. P., and Y. Malkiel. Directions for Historical Linguistics. Austin: U of 
Texas P, 1968. 

Leith, Dick. A Social Historv of English. New York: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1983. 

Lewis, Willie Newbury. Between Sun and Sod. College Stafion, TX: Texas A & M UP, 
1976. 

Luthin, Herbert W. "The Story of Califomia (ow): The Coming-of-Age of English in 
Califomia." Variation in Language. Ed. Keith M. Denning, et al. Stanford, CA: 
Department of Linguistics, 1987. 

Machan, Tim William, and Charles T. Scott, eds. English in its Social Contexts: Essays 
in Historical Sociolinguistics. New York: Oxford UP, 1992. 

Marckwardt, Albert H. American English. 2nded. New York: Oxford UP. 1958. 

McCarty. John. "Lift Me Up and Let Me Stand by Faith on Heaven's Table Land." 
Amarillo News and Globe Times 14 Aug. 1938: 1. 

McDavid. Raven I., Jr. "The Dialects of American English." The Stmcture of American 
English. Ed. W. Francis Nelson. New York: Ronald. 1958. 480-543. 

267 



—. "Dialect Areas of the Afiantic Seaboard." American Speech 1600 to the Present. Ed. 
Peter Benes and Jane M. Benes. Boston, MA: Dublin Seminar for American 
Folklife, 1985. 

—• Dialects in Culture: Essays in General Dialectologv. University, AL: U of Alabama 
P, 1979. 

—. "Dialect Geography and Social Science Problems." Social Forces 25 (1946): 168-72. 

—. "Historical, Regional, and Social Variation." Joumal of English Linguisfics 1 (1967): 
25-40. 

—. "Sense and Nonsense about American Dialects." Readings in American Dialectology. 
Ed. Harold B. Allen and Gary N. Underwood. New York: Meredith, 1971. 36-52. 

—. Variefies of American English. Stanford, C A: Stanford UP, 1980. 

—, Raymond K. O'Cain, and George T. Dorrill, eds. Linguisfic Adas of the Southem 
and Middle Atlantic States. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1980. 

Meinig, D. W. Imperial Texas: An Interpretive Essay in Cultural Geography. Austin, 
TX: U of Texas P, 1969. 

Milroy, James. Linguistic Variation and Change: On the Historical Sociolinguistics of 
English. Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1992. 

—. "A Social Model for the Interpretation of Language Change." History of Englishes. 
Ed. Matti Rissanen, et. al. Berlin: Mouton de Gmyter, 1992. 72-91. 

Milroy, Lesley. Language and Social Networks. Oxford: Basil Blackwell. 1980. 

—. Observing and Analysing Natural Language. New York: Basil Blackwell, 1987. 

Mishoe, Margaret, and Michael B. Montgomery. "The Pragmatics of Multiple Modal 
Variation in North and South Carolina." American Speech 69 (1994): 3-27. 

Montgomery, Michael B. "The Future of Southem American English." SECOL Review 
20(1996): 1-24. 

—, and Guy Bailey, eds. Language Variety in the South. Tuscaloosa: U of Alabama P. 
1986. 

268 



Murray, Thomas. "Positive Anymore in the Midwest." Heartland English. Ed. Timoth\ 
C. Frazer. Tuscaloosa: U of Alabama P. 1993. 173-186. 

Nist, John. A Stmctural Historv of Enph.sh New York: St. Martin's P. 1966. 

Norman, Arthur M. Z. A Southeast Texas Dialect Smdv. Austin: U of Texas P. 1955. 

Omstein-Galicia, Jacob, ed. Form and Function in Chicano English. Rowley. MA: 
Newbury House Publishers, 1984. 

Pearce, T. M. "The English Language in the Southwest." New Mexico Historical Review 
7 (1932): 210-32. 

Pederson, Lee, Raven I. McDavid, Jr., Charies W. Foster, and Charies E. Billiard. A_ 
Manual for Dialect Research in the Southem States. 2"̂^ ed. University, AL: U of 
Alabama P, 1974. 

—, Susan Lea McDaniel, Guy Bailey, and Marvin Bassett. Linguistic Atlas of the Gulf 
States. Athens, GA: U of Georgia P, 1986. 

Pefialosa, Femando. Chicano Sociolinguistics. Rowley, MA: Newbury House Publishers, 
1980. 

Penfield, Joyce, and Jacob Omstein. Chicano English: An Ethnic Contact Dialect. 
Philadelphia, PA: John Benjamins, 1985. 

Phillips, Betty S. "Lexical Diffusion and Southem 'tune,' 'duke' and 'news'." American 
Speech 56 (1981): 72-8. 

Pickford, Glenna Ruth. "American Linguistic Geography: A Sociological Appraisal." 
Word 12 (1956): 211-33. 

Pitts, Ann. "Flip-flop Prestige in American 'tune,' 'duke' and 'news'." American Speech 61 
(1986): 130-8. 

Potter, David M. The South and Secfional Conflict. Baton Rouge. LA: Louisiana State 
UP, 1968. 

Price, B. Byron, and Frederick W. Rathjen. The Golden Spread: An Illustrated History of 
Amarillo and the Texas Panhandle. Northridge, CA: Windsor, 1986. 

Preston, Dennis R., ed. American Dialect Research. Philadelphia: John Benjamins, 1993. 

269 



Rathjen, Frederick W. The Texas Panhandle Frontier. Austin: U of Texas P, 1976. 

Reed, Carroll E. Dialects of American English. Cleveland, OH: World. 1967. 

—, and David W. Reed. "Problems of English Speech Mixttire in Califomia and Nevada." 
Dialect and Language Variation. Ed. Harold B. Allen and Michael D. Linn. San 
Diego, CA: Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich, 1986. 188-97. 

Richardson, Gina. "Can y'all Funcfion as a Singular Pronoun in Southem Dialect?" 
American Speech 59 (1984V 51-59. 

Rissanen, Matti, et al., eds. Historv of Englishes: New Methods and Interpretations in 
Historical Linguisfics. Berlin: Mouton de Gmyter, 1992. 

Robertson, Pauline Durrett, and R. L. Robertson. Cowman's Country: Fifty Frontier 
Ranches in the Texas Panhandle 1876-1887. Amarillo, TX: Paramount, 1981. 

—. Panhandle Pilgrimage. Amarillo, TX: Paramount, 1978. 

Robertson, Stuart, and Frederic G. Cassidy. The Development of Modem English. Rev. 
ed. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall, 1954. 

Romaine, Suzanne. Socio-Historical Linguistics. Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1982. 

Rooney, John F., Wilbur Zelinsky, Dean R. Louder, and John D. Vitek, eds. This 
Remarkable Continent: An Atlas of United States and Canadian Society and 
Culture. College Stafion, TX: Texas AMU P, 1982. 

Sankoff, David, ed. Diversity and Diachrony. Philadelphia: John Benjamins, 1986. 

—. Linguistic Variation: Models and Methods. New York: Academic P, 1978. 

—. and Suzanne Laberge. "The Linguistic Market and the Statistical Explanation of 
Variability." Linguistic Variation: Models and Methods. Ed. David Sankoff. New 
York: Academic P, 1978. 227-38. 

Sawyer, Janet. "Social Aspects of Bilingualism in San Antonio, Texas." Readings in 
American Dialectology. Ed. Harold B. Allen and Gary N. Underwood. New York: 
Appleton, Century, Crofts, 1971. 375-81. 

Schneider. Edgar W. Varieties of English around the World: Focus on the USA. 
Philadelphia: John Benjamins, 1996. 

270 



Sheffy, L. F. "Brifish Pounds and Brifish Purebreds." Panhandle Plains Historical Re\ iew 
6 (1933): 50-65. 

Shuy, Roger W., Walter A. Wolfram, and William K. Riley. Field Techniques in an 
Urban Language Study. Washington: Center for Applied Linguistics, 1968. 

Sopher, David E. Geography of Religions. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice HalL 1967. 

SoRelle, Zell Rodgers. "Segmental Phonology." Diss. U of Denver, 1965. 

Southard, Bmce. "Elements of Midwestem Speech in Oklahoma." Heartland English. 
Ed. Timothy Frazer. Tuscaloosa: U of Alabama P. 1993. 229-44. 

Stanley, Oma. The Speech of East Texas. New York: Columbia UP, 1937. 

Tarpley, Fred Anderson. From Blinky to Blue-John: A Word Atlas of Northeast Texas. 
Wolfe City, TX: UP, 1970. 

Thomas, C. K. Introduction to the Phonetics of American English. New York: Ronald. 
1958. 

Thomas, Erik. "The Use of the all the + Comparative Stmcture." Heartland English. Ed. 
Timothy Frazer. Tuscaloosa: U of Alabama P, 1993. 257-66. 

Thompson, Roger M. "Mexican-American English: Social Correlates of Regional 
Pronunciation." American Speech 50 (1975): 18-24. 

Tillery, Jan. "The Merger of the Phonemes lol and lol in Texas: A Study of Sociological 
and Phonetic Constraints. Diss. Texas A & M University, 1992. 

—. "The Role of Social Processes in Language Variation and Change." Language Variety 
in the South Revisited. Ed. Cynthia Bemstein, Thomas Nunnally. and Robin 
Sabino. Tuscaloosa: U of Alabama P, 1996. 

Tmdgill, Peter. Dialects in Contact. Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1986. 

—. "Dialect Typology." Towards a Social Science of Language. Ed. Gregory Guy et al. 
Philadelphia: John Benjamins, 1986. 

—. On Dialect: Social and Geographical Perspectives. New York: New York UP, 1983. 

—. The Social Differenfiafion of English in Norwich. London: Cambridge UP. 1974. 

271 



—, and J. K. Chambers. Dialects of English: Studies in Grammatical Variation. New-
York: Longman, 1991. 

Tumer, Lorenzo Dow. Africanisms in the Gullah Dialect. Chicago: U of Chicago P. 
1949. 

Underwood, Gary Neal. "Scholariy Responsibility and the Representation of Dialects: 
The Case of English in Texas." Joumal of English Linguistics 23.1 (1995): 95-
113. 

Van Riper, Bobbe Lou. "The Speech of the American Heartland: Oklahoma." Dialect and 
Language Variation. Ed. Harold B. Allen and Michael D. Linn. San Diego. CA: 
Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich, 1986. 180-87. 

Van Riper, William. "General American: An Ambiguity." Dialect and Language 
Variation. Ed. Harold B. Allen and Michael D. Linn. San Diego, CA: Harcourt, 
Brace, Jovanovich, 1986. 123-35. 

Von Schneidemesser, Luanne. "Terms Used for Children's Games." Variefies of English 
around the World: Focus on the USA. Ed. Edgar Schneider. Philadelphia: John 
Benjamins, 1996. 16-34. 

Webb, Walter Prescott. The Great Plains. New York: Ginn, 1931. 

Weeks, Douglas, O. "Texas: Land of Conservative Expansiveness." The Changing 
Politics of the South. Ed. William C. Havard. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State UP. 
1972. 

Weinreich, Uriel, William Labov, and Marvin Herzog. "Empirical Foundations for a 
Theory of Language Change." Directions for Historical Linguistics. Ed. W. P. 
Lehmann and Yakov Malkiel. Austin, TX: U of Texas P. 1968. 95-188. 

West, James. Plainville. U.S.A. New York: Columbia UP, 1961. 

Wolfram, Walt. Dialects and American English. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, 
1991. 

—, and Ralph W. Fasold. The Study of Social Dialects in American English. Englewood 
Cliffs, NJ: Prenfice Hall, 1974. 

—, and Donna Christian. Appalachian Speech. Arlington, VA: Center for Applied 
Linguistics, 1976. 

272 



Wolfson, Neesa. "Speech Events and Natural Speech." Sociolinguisfics. Ed. Nikolas 
Coupland and Adam Jaworski. New York: St. Martin's P. 1996. 116-25. 

Wood, Gordon. Vocabularv Change: A Study of Variation in Regional Words in Eight 
of the Southem States. Carbondale: Southem Illinois UP. 1971. 

Zelinsky, Wilbur. The Culttiral Geographv of the United States. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: 
Prenfice-Hall, 1973. 

—. "North America's Vemacular Regions." Annals of the Association of American 
Geographers 70 (1980): 1-16. 

273 



APPENDIX A 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE INFORMANTS 

1201 female, bom 1980, lifelong resident of Texline, Methodist, one year 
of college at San /Vngelo State, mother from Dalhart, TX, father from 
Texline, TX, matemal grandmother from Guymon, OK, patemal 
grandfather from Clayton, NM, ancestry: KY, Ireland 

1401 female, bom 1962, lifelong resident of Texline, Methodist, mother 
from Pampa, TX and Texline, TX, matemal grandmother from CO, father 
from Corlena, TX, daughter of 1601 

1601 female, bom 1931, 52 years in Texline, Methodist, mother from 
Nevada and Colorado, matemal grandmother from WI, father from CO, 
patemal grandfather from CO, mother of 1401 

1801 female, bom 1914, 73 years in Texline, TX, 11 years in Amarillo, 
TX, Methodist, one year of college at WTSU, mother from WI, matemal 
grandmother from Norway, father from WI, patemal grandfather from 
Norway? 

2202 male, bom 1978, lifelong resident of Sunray,TX, Baptist, one year 
of college at WTAMU, mother from Sunray, TX, matemal grandmother 
from Dumas, TX, son of 2401 

2401 female, bom 1959, lifelong resident of Sunray, TX, Baptist, mother 
from Dumas, TX, matemal grandmother from Okulmulgee, OK, father 
from Dumas, TX, and AR, patemal grandfather from AR, mother of 2202 

2601 female, bom 1941, 54 years in Sunray, TX, Church of Christ, mother 
from Niotaze, KS, matemal grandmother from IN, father from Sunray, 
TX, patemal grandfather from OK and Hutchison, KS 

2801 female, bom 1923, lifelong resident of Sunray, TX, Church of Christ, 
one year of college at Abilene Christian University, mother from 
Mobeetie, TX, Wayside, TX, and Tulia, TX, matemal grandmother from 
Mobeetie. TX, father from Tulia, TX and Bell co., patemal grandfather 
from AR 

3202 male, bom 1972. 22 years in Gmver, Methodist, some college at 
PSU. WTSU, TTU mother from Hardesty. OK, matemal grandmother 
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from Adams, OK and England, father from Gmver, TX, NM. and OK. 

3402 male, bom 1956, lifelong resident of Gmver. Methodist, college 
degree from PSU, mother from Gmver, TX. matemal grandmother from 
Sunray, TX, father from Gmver,TX, patemal grandfather from Gmver. 
TX, Fargo, ND and Norway 

3601 female, bom 1935, 53? years in Gmver. Methodist, college degree 
from SMU, mother from Hutchinson co., TX, matemal grandmother from 
Paris, TX, father from TX, MO, KS, patemal grandfather from Germany 

3802 male, bom 1911, lifelong resident of Gmver, TX, Methodist, one 
year of college at PSU, mother from Estelline. TX, matemal grandmother 
from TN?, Native American, father from Groom, TX and TN, patemal 
grandfather from TN (English/Irish ancestry) 

4201 female, bom 1981, lifelong resident of Booker, TX, Methodist, 
mother from McLean, TX, father from Follett, TX, patemal grandfather 
from Follett, TX 

4401 female, bom 1961, 35 years in Booker, TX, 2 years in Follett, TX 
and Darrouzett, TX, Non-denominational, mother from Beaver co., OK. 
matemal grandmother from Beaver co., OK, father from Kenton, KS, 
patemal grandfather from Meade, KS 

4601 female, bom 1934, 43 years in Booker, TX, Independent Chrisfian 
Church, mother from Booker, TX, NE, and Czechoslovakia, matemal 
grandmother from Czechoslovakia, father from KY, patemal grandfather 
from KY 

4801 female, bom 1920, lifelong resident of Darrouzett, TX, Methodist, 
mother from CO, and Argentina, matemal grandmother from Argentina 
and Russia, father from Darrouzett, TX and Russia, patemal grandfather 
from Darrouzett, TX, Russia (ancestry German) 

5202 male, bom 1981, lifelong resident of Adrian, TX, no religious 
preference, mother from CO, matemal grandmother from CO and 
Germany, father from Adrian, TX, patemal grandfather from Adrian. TX 
(ancestry German) 

5402 male, bom 1961, lifelong resident of Adrian, TX, two years of 
college at WTSU. Catholic, mother from Amarillo, TX, matemal 
grandmother from Amarillo, TX, father from Adrian, TX, patemal 
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grandfather from Decatur. TX and Germam 

5602 male, bom 1940. lifelong resident of Adrian, TX, college degree 
from TTU (2 years at WTSU), Baptist, mother from Flomot, TX, father 
from Ft. Worth, TX, patemal grandfather from SC? 

5802 male, bom 1908, 82 years in Adrian, TX. Methodist, mother from 
lA, father from lA, patemal grandfather from PA 

6201 female, bom 1982, lifelong resident of Washbum, TX, Baptist, 
mother from Amarillo, TX. matemal grandmother from Edna. TX, father 
from Washbum, TX, patemal grandfather from Amarillo, TX (ancestr\ 
German), daughter of 6401 

6401 female, bom 1962, 11 years in Washbum, TX. 25 years in Amarillo, 
TX, two years of college at Amarillo College. Baptist, mother from 
Floydada, TX and Edna, TX. matemal grandmother from South Texas, 
father from Floydada, TX 

6602 male, bom 1938, 54 years in Washbum, TX, one year of college at 
WTSU. Methodist, mother from MS, matemal grandmother from MS, 
father from Witchita Falls. TX, patemal grandfather from IL 

6801 female, bom 1917. 70 years at Washbum, TX. 10 years as an aduh in 
other places (CO), Baptist, mother from lA, father from IL. patemal 
grandfather from IL 

7202 male, bom 1980, lifelong resident of Pampa (mral area). Disciples of 
Christ, mother from Pampa, TX, matemal grandmother from Ringo, TX 
and Henrietta, TX and TN (Ireland), father from Pampa, TX, patemal 
grandfather from Pampa, TX 

7402 male, bom 1958, 34 years in Lefors, TX, two years of college at 
Clarendon College, Baptist, mother from Le Fors, TX, Stephenville. TX, 
and KS, matemal grandmother from Lefors/Pampa, TX, father from 
Lefors. TX, patemal grandfather from Lefors, TX and OK, son of 7602 

7602 male, bom 1937. one semester at WTSU, lifelong resident of Lefors, 
TX, Methodist, mother from Dewey. OK. and Lefors, TX, matemal 
grandmother from AR?, father from Duncan, OK, and Lefors. TX, patemal 
grandfather from PA (Scotland), father of 7402 

7802 male, bom 1923. lifelong resident of Lefors. TX, Methodist, one \ear 
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of college at TTU. mother from Conway. TX. Claude, TX. and Pampa, 
TX, matemal grandmother from MS, father from Pampa. TX. patemal 
grandfather from Stephens co. TX (WI. TN) 

8202 male, bom 1974. college degree from TTU, lifelong resident of 
Wheeler, TX, Church of Christ, mother from Shamirock, TX, matemal 
grandmother from Shamrock, TX, father from Wheeler. TX. patemal 
grandfather from Wheeler, TX (PA, Switzeriand, Germany) 

8402 male, bom 1957, lifelong resident of Wheeler. TX, Baptist, mother 
from Wheeler co. TX, matemal grandmother from TX, father from Hoi lis, 
OK 

8601 female, bom 1939, lifelong resident of Wheeler. TX, Church of 
Christ, mother from Wheeler co. TX, matemal grandmother from 
Cornwall, England, father from Stephenville, TX, patemal grandfather 
from TN? 

8801 female, bom 1918, 76 years in Wheeler, TX, college degree from 
WTSU, mother from Chandler, GA, matemal grandmother from GA?. 
father from Cummins, TX, patemal grandfather from GA (Polish) 

9201 female, bom 1979. lifelong resident of Hereford, TX, Church of 
Christ, mother from Hereford, TX, father from Nazareth, TX (ancestr> 
German) 

9401 female, bom 1958, 22 years in Dawn, TX, 10 years in Amarillo. TX. 
two years of college at WTSU, no religious preference, mother from 
Robie, TX. matemal grandmother from OK, MO (English/Irish), father 
from Fischer. TX, patemal grandfather from TX? 

9601 female, bom 1938, lifelong resident of Hereford area, one year of 
college at WTSU and one semester at Amarillo College, Methodist, 
mother from Hobart. OK, matemal grandmother from OK (TN and 
France), father from White Hill. TX, patemal grandfather from 
Schullenberg, TX 

9801 female, bom 1916, lifelong resident of Hereford area, one year of 
college at WTSU. Methodist, mother from lA, MO, matemal grandmother 
from Leeds, England, father from Sanger, TX, patemal grandfather from 
TX? 

10202 male, bom 1971, hfelong resident of Umbarger, TX. four years of 
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college at WTSU, Catholic, mother from Canyon, TX, matemal 
grandmother from Germany, father from Umbarger. TX, patemal 
grandfather from Schillenberg, TX (Germany), son of 10602 

10402 male, bom 1958, lifelong resident of Umbarger, TX, some college 
at WTSU, Catholic, mother from Hereford, TX. matemal grandmother 
from NE and Germany 

10602 male, bom 1933, lifelong resident of Umbarger, TX, one year of 
college at Amarillo College, one year at WTSU, Catholic, mother from 
Chickasha, OK and TX, father from Schillenberg, TX, patemal 
grandfather from Germany, father of 10202 

10802 male, bom 1923, 57 years in Umbarger, TX, 17 years in Canyon, 
TX, Catholic, mother from NE, father from Germany 

11201 female, bom 1976, lifelong resident of Memphis, TX, one year of 
college at WTAMU, Assembly of God, mother from Lesly, TX, matemal 
grandmother from Sulphur Bluff, TX (Dutch Irish) father from Cincinnati, 
OH, patemal grandfather from Germany? (Black Dutch, Maryland) 

11402 male, bom 1964, lifelong resident of Lakeview, TX, 2.5 years of 
college at AC, Methodist, mother from Memphis, TX, matemal 
grandmother from Gotebo, OK (NE), father from Lakeview, TX, patemal 
grandfather from Lakeview, TX 

11601 female, bom 1940, lifelong resident of Lakeview area, assoc. degree 
from Clarendon College, Baptist, mother from Piano, TX, matemal 
grandmother from MO, IL, VA, KY, father from GA 

11801 female, bom 1916, lifelong resident of Lakeview, TX, Methodist, 
mother from Atlanta, GA, matemal grandmother from GA, father from 
KY (England) 

12202 male, bom 1981, lifelong resident of Lutie, TX, Baptist, mother 
from Samnorwood, TX, matemal grandmother from Clarksville. TX 
(Germany), father from Lutie, TX, patemal grandfather from East Texas, 
son of 12402 

12402 male, bom 1953, lifelong resident of Lufie, TX. Bapfist, mother 
from Antlers, OK. matemal grandmother from OK (Choctaw), father from 
Mt. Vemon, TX, patemal grandfather from Mt. Vemon, TX, father of 
12202 
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12602 male, bom 1930, lifelong resident of Lufie, TX, Lutheran, mother 
from Yorktown, TX, matemal grandmother from Yorktown, TX, father 
from Yorktown, TX, patemal grandfather from Yorktown, TX and 
Germany 

12801 female, bom 1919, moved to Lutie area at 9 years of age from OK. 
65 years in Lutie, TX, 5 years in Shamrock, TX, some college at AC and 
Clarendon College, Baptist, mother from TX, OK, matemal grandmother 
from TX, father from TX (Red River), patemal grandfather from AL 
(Arabia and Native American) 

13201 female, bom 1973, lifelong resident of Earth, TX, two years of 
college-South Plains Junior College and TTU, Non-denominational, 
mother from Earth, TX, matemal grandmother from Earth, TX, father 
from Earth, TX, patemal grandfather from Earth, TX and Amherst, TX 
(KS) 

13401 female, bom 1952, 35 years in Earth, TX, 11 years in Lubbock, TX, 
some college at TTU, Methodist, mother from Earth, TX, matemal 
grandmother from Lubbock, TX and Earth, TX, father from Tmscott, TX, 
patemal grandfather from East TX (England) 

13601 female, bom 1938, lifelong resident of Earth, TX, bachelor's degree 
from TTU, Methodist, mother from Frederick, OK, and Dodd, TX, 
matemal grandmother from Frederick, OK, father from Fresno, CA, and 
TN 

13801 female, bom 1919, lifelong resident of the Panhandle (first ten years 
in McLean area). Baptist, mother from East Texas, matemal grandmother 
from East Texas, father from Chattanooga, TN 

14202 male, bom 1977, lifelong resident of Hart, TX, two years of college 
at WTAMU, Methodist, mother from Borger, TX, Lockney, TX, Kress, 
TX, and Hart, TX, matemal grandmother from McAdoo, TX, father from 
Hart, TX, patemal grandfather from Floydada, TX and Hart, TX, nephew 
of 14402 

14402 male, bom 1952, lifelong resident of Hart, TX, one year of college 
at TTU, Methodist, mother from Manitou, OK and Hart, TX, matemal 
grandmother from Manitou, OK, father from Floydada, TX and Hart. TX, 
patemal grandfather from Temple, TX 

14602 male, bom 1942, lifelong resident of Hart, TX, Bapfist. mother 
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from Cedar Hill, TX, matemal grandmother from Chickasha, OK, father 
from OK, TX, and NM, patemal grandfather from OK 

14801 female, bom 1916, lifelong resident of Hart area. Baptist, mother 
from Hico, TX, father from Hico, TX 

15201 female, bom 1978, lifelong resident of Flomot, TX, one year of 
college at TTU, Methodist, mother from Flomot, TX and Lockney. TX, 
matemal grandmother from Lockney, TX, father from Flomot, TX, 
patemal grandfather from TX, granddaughter of 15801 

15402 male, bom 1957, lifelong resident of Flomot area, Bapfist, mother 
from Flomot, TX, matemal grandmother from Flomot, TX, father from 
Flomot, TX, patemal grandfather from TX 

15602 male, bom 1936, lifelong resident of Flomot, TX, Methodist, 
mother from Nocona, TX, matemal grandmother from St. Joe, TX (?), 
father from TX 

15801 female, bom 1913, lifelong resident of Flomot, TX, Methodist, 
mother from Clinton, OK, matemal grandmother from OK, father from 
Flomot, TX, patemal grandfather from Meridian, TX, grandmother of 
15201 

16202 male, bom 1981, lifelong resident of Childress area, Baptist, mother 
from Clarksville, TX, matemal grandmother from East Texas, father from 
Tell, TX, patemal grandfather from Tell, TX and Estelline, TX, grandson 
of 16801 

16402 male, bom 1962, lifelong resident of Childress, Baptist, mother 
from Estelline, matemal grandmother from Estelline, TX, father from 
Childress, TX, patemal grandfather from East TX, son of 16602 

16602 male, bom 1938, lifelong resident of Childress, TX, Baptist, mother 
from Sawyer, OK and Cee Vee, TX, matemal grandmother from Sayvyer, 
OK, father from Wise co. TX, father of 16402 

16801 female, bom 1917, lifelong resident of Tell, TX, Bapfist, mother 
from Greenville, TX and Tell, TX, matemal grandmother from Hope, AR, 
father from MO, patemal grandfather from MO, grandmother of 16202 

17202 male, bom 1978, lifelong resident of Chillicothe, TX, one year of 
college at Vemon Junior College, Baptist, mother from Quanah, TX, 
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matemal grandmother from Kings High, TX. father from Paducah. TX. 
patemal grandfather from South? TX 

17401 female, bom 1959, one year of college at Vemon Junior College. 
Bapfist, mother from Chillicothe, TX, matemal grandmother from Sahillo. 
TX, father from Saltillo, TX, patemal grandfather from East TX 

17602 male, bom 1932, 60 years in Chillicothe, one year at Abilene 
Christian College, mother from Weatherford, OK, matemal grandmother 
from Weatherford, OK, father from Weatherford, OK, patemal grandfather 
from Harper, KS. Weatherford, OK, and Ardmore. OK (KY. KS. England) 

17801 female, bom 1920, lifelong resident of Chillicothe, Baptist, mother 
from Bell co. TX, father from Bell co. TX 
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APPENDIX B 

THE QUESTIONNAIRE 

ID Number: Date: County: 
Community: 

0-0 PRELIMINARIES: Before we get started, I need to check the 
recording equipment to make sure it is working property. [FW says 
'testing 1. 2, 3, 4' slowly here.] Could I just get you to say the days of the 
week for me like I said testing 1. 2. 3. 4? Now would you say the number 
40 and the number 1000? 

1.0 PERCEPTIONS OF TEXAS: 
I'd like to begin by asking you some questions about Texas and the community you li\ e 
in. 

1.1 First of all, how would you rate Texas as a place to live? 
(1) Excellent (2) Good (3) Fair or (4) Poor 

1.1 

1.3 Do you think of Texas as a southem, westem, Midwestem, or southwestem 

State? [Allow and encourage respondents to elaborate.] 
(1) Southem (2) Westem (3) Midwestem (4) Southwestem 1.3 

1.4 If you had to live in another state, where would you most like to li\e' 
[Ask respondents why and let them elaborate) 

14 

1.5 How do you think Oklahoma would be as a place to li\ e? 
(1) Excellent (2) Good (3) Fair or (4) Poor 

1.6 What is the size of the town where you currently live? 

(1) a cit) with more than 100,000 
(2) a city with less than 100,000 but more than 20.000 
(3) a town of less than 20,000 
(4) a rural area or farm 
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[If the respondent gives an actual figure, enter it here) 1.6a 

1.7 If you had to rank the quality of your local neighborhood, would you rank it 
(1) Excellent (2) Good (3) Fair (4) Poor 

1.7 

1.8 How many years have you lived in your current neighborhood? 
[less than 10=1; more than 10 but not life = 2; lifelong = 3] 

1.8 

47.0 What do people usually call the region of Texas where you live? 
For instance, there is the Panhandle and the Rio Grande Valley ... 
is there a name for your region? 

47.0 

47.1 If you had to live in another part of Texas, where would you 
most like to live? 

47.1 

1.9 Which of the following regions is Texas a part of 
[allow respondents to elaborate] (yes = 1; no = 2; don't know = 3) 

1.9a the Bible Beh 1 -^a, 
1.9b the Sunbeh 1.9b_ 
1.9c the Dust Bowl 1.9c 
1.9d the breadbasket of the country 1.9d_ 
1.9e other 1 -^e. 

1.10 I'm going to read some statements that some people have used in describing 
Texas and Texans. I would like to know whether or not you 
(1) strongly agree (2) agree (3) disagree or (4) strongly disagree 

1.1 Oa Texas is mostly a mral state. 1 • 1 Oa 

1.1 Ob Texas is a barren state. 1.1 Ob 

1.10c Texas is a land of opportunity. 1.10c 

1.1 Od Texas is a hot state weatherwise. 1.1 Od_ 
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l.lOe Texas is a poor state. l.lOe 

1. lOf Texas is a progressive state. 1.1 Of_ 

1.1 Og Texas is a distinctive state. 1.1 Og_ 

1.1 Oh Texans are a proud people. 1.1 Oh_ 

1.1 Oi Texans are ambitious. 1.1 Oi_ 

1. 1 Oj Texans are content with what they have. 1 • 1 Qj_ 

1.1 Ok Texans are friendly. 1.1 Ok_ 

1.101 Texans are religious. 1.101 

1.10m People from Dallas and Houston are 
different from people in your community. 1.1 Om 

1.lOn People from Dallas and Houston are 
different from each other. 1.1 On 

1.11 What was the community like that you grew up in? {nothing to record} 

1.12 How would you say that the community has changed during your lifetime? 
Do those changes make the state a better or worse place to live? {nothing to 
record —just let respondents elaborate} 

TEXAS WORDS AND PHRASES 
Next, I'd like to ask you about some traditional Texas words and phrases. 
We want to know if people are still using them or if they are disappearing. 

2.0 What word would you use for the beans that you break in half to cook? 
{snap bean = 1; green bean = 2; other = 3} 

2.0 
{If the respondent uses snap bean, go to #3} 

2.1 Have you ever heard the term snap beans used for those kinds of beans? 
(yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 31 
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2.1 

2.2 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

2.2 

3.0 What word would you use for the regular white bread that you buy 
at the store? {light bread = 1; other = 2} 

3.0_ 
{If the respondent uses light bread, go to 4} 

3.1 Have you ever heard the term light bread for that kind of bread? 
{yes =1; no =2 - if no go to 4} 

3.1 

3.2 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

3.2. 

4.1 Now what about the term yall. Have you heard that? 

4.1 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no go to 5} 

4.2 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

4.2 

4.3 Can you use yall for just one person, or does it always have to 
be for more than one? {just one = 1; more than one = 2} 

4 . 3 _ 
{If respondents will elaborate on how yall can be used, let them} 

5.1 What do you call those little bugs that get on you in the grass and make 
you itch? [PROMPT: would you call them redbugs or chiggers?] 
{redbugs = 1; chiggers = 2; other = 3} 5.1 _ 
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5.2 {if respondent acknowledges both, ask} Is there a difference between 
them? {Nothing to record ~ allow respondents to elaborate.} 

6.1 Now what do you call those bugs that light up at night? [PROMPT: would 
you call them lightning bugs or firefiies7] 
{lightning bug = 1; firefly = 2; other = 3} 

6.1 

7.1 What about the expression/?xz>? to, as in "I'm fixin to go to town"? 
Have you heard that.? 
{yes= l;no = 2 - i f n o , goto8) 7.1 

7.2 Would you use it 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

7.2 

8.1 Now would you be most likely to say got to or went to in the following 
sentence: "we went to laughing and couldn't stop" or "we got to laughing 
and couldn't stop"? 
{got to = 1; went to = 2; neither = 3} 

8.1 

9.1 What do you normally call the piece of cloth you use to dry dishes with? 
{dish towel = 1; dishcloth = 2; tea towel = 3; cup towel = 7;others =10 

9 . 1 _ 
{ask about tea towel and cup towel if they were not given as responses} 

9.2 Have you ever heard the term tea towel for that? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 9.4} 

9.2 

9.3 How often would you use that term yourself.? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

9.3 

9.4 Now have you ever heard the term cup towel for a cloth to dry 
dishes with? {yes = 1; no = 2 — if no go to 10} 
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9.4 

9.5 How often would you use the term yourself.? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

9.5 

10.1 What do you call the piece of cloth you use to wash your face every 
moming? [PROMPT: would you call it a wash cloth or wash ragl] 
{rag= 1; cloth = 2} 

10.1_ 

11.0 What do you usually call a big heavy bag made out of burlap? 
[PROMPT: would you be most likely to call it a croker sack, 
tow sack, gunny sack, burlap bag, or grass sack?] 
{croker = 1; tow = 2; gunny = 3; burlap = 4; grass = 5; other =6} 

11.0 

{For each term other than the answer given, ask} Have you ever heard any of 
the following terms for burlap bag? 
11.1 croker sack {yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 11.3} 

11.1 

11.2 Would you use that 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

11 .2 _ 

11.3 tow sack {yes= l;no = 2 - i f n o , goto 11.5} 

11.3_ 

11.4 Would you use that 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

11.4 

11.5 gunnysack {yes = I; no = 2 ~ if no go to 11.7} 

11.5 
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11.6 Would you use that term 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) ne\er 

11.6 

11.7 burlap bag {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go to 11.9} 

1I.7_ 

11.8 Would you use that term 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

11.8. 

11.9 grass sack {yes = 1; no=2~if no go to 12.1} 

11.9 
11.10 Would you use that term 

(1) all of the fime (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

11.10 

12.1 Have you ever heard any other words for a bag made out of burlap? 
{potato sack = 1; cotton sack = 2; feed sack = 3; flour sack = 4; 
laundry bag = 7; burlap sack = 8; poke = 9; other =10} 

12.1_ 

13.1 Now tell me if you have you heard any of the following words that 
some people use for the dragon fly.? 

13.1 snake doctor {yes = 1 ; no = 2} 13.1 

13.2 Would you use that term 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

13.2 

13.3 snake feeder {yes=l;no = 2} 

13.3_ 

13.4 Would you use that term 
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(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 
13.4 

13.5 mosquito hawk {yes = 1; no = 2} 

13.5_ 

13.6 Would you use that term 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

13.6_ 

13.7 devil's darning needle {yes = I; no = 2} 

13.7 

13.8 Would you use that term 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

13.8 

14.1 Have you heard any other names for the dragon fly? 
{horsefly = 1; devil's horse = 2; devil's fly = 3; firefly = 4; snap dragon = 5, 
pest = 6; mayfly = 7; sewing needles = 8; helicopter = 9; other = 10} 

14.1 

15.1 Now have you ever heard the phrase might could, as in "I might 
could do it but I'm not sure"? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 15.3} 15.1 

15.2 Would you use that term 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

15.2. 

15.3 What about the phrase may can, as in "I may can go with you 
tomorrow"? Have you heard that? 
{yes= 1; no = 2 - if no, go to 16} 15.3 

15.4 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

154 
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16.1 Now have you ever heard the word anymore used like this: 
"anymore people have to have two jobs to make ends meet".? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 17} 

16.1 

16.2 How often would you use that term yourself 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

16.2 

24.1 Now have you ever heard the term carry used this way. as in 
"I'll carry you home," meaning "I'll give you a ride"? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 25} 24.1 

24.2 How often would you use that term yourself. 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

24.2_ 

25.1 What about tote, as in "I toted that suitcase home'.? Have you 
heard that? {yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no go to 26} 

25.1 

25.2 How often would you use that term yourself 
(l)all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

25.2 

26.1 What would you call some quihs and blankets that you might 
make on the floor to sleep on if no bed were available? 
[PROMPT: would you call it a pallet?] {pallet = 1; other = 2} 

26.1 

27.1 Now I'd like to ask you some questions about some different foods. 
What do you usually call the kind of bread you sometimes eat for 
breakfast - the ones where you make a batter and stack three or four 
on top of one another and gamish them with butter and symp? 
{fritter = 1; flitter = 2; griddlecake = 3; pancake = 4; other = 5} 

27.1 
{if the respondent uses either fritter or flitter, go to 28} 
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27.2 Have you ever heard fritter used for pancakes? [ yes = 1; no = 2} 
27.2. 

(If yes,- go to 27.3; if no go to 274) 

27.3 How often would you use that term yourself 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

27.3 

274 What about flitter, have you ever heard that used for pancakes? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 28} 

27.4_ 

27.5 How often would you use that term yourself 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

27.5. 

28.1 Now what about bread you might eat with fish ~ you make them 
up in balls with commeal and onions and fry them? [PROMPT: 
would you call them hushpuppies or corn dodgers?] {hushpuppies 
= 1; com dodgers = 2; other = 3} 

28.1_ 
{If respondents do not use hushpuppies, go to 28.2; if they hushpuppies 
but do not use corn dodgers, go to 28.4} 

28.2 Have you ever heard the term hushpuppies used for that? 
{yes= 1; no = 2 - i f no, go onto 28.4 or 29.1} 

28.2_ 

28.3 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

28.3 

28.4 Have you ever heard the term corn dodgers used for that? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go on to 29.1} 

28.4 

28.5 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

28.5 

29.1 Now what do you call the part of the chicken that two people hold 
and pull apart to make a wish come tme? [PROMPT: would you call it 

291 



a pulley bone or a wishbone"?] 
{pulley bone = 1; wishbone = 2} 

29.1 

29.2 Which part do you have to get to make your wish come tme? 
29.2 

30.1 Do you have a name for a hen sitting on an egg? [PROMPT: would 
you call it a clook, a cluck, a gluck, or a setting henl] 
[clook = 1; cluck = 2; gluck = 3; setting hen = 4; other = 5} 

30.1 

31.1 Do you have a name for homemade curd cheese? [PROMPT: would 
you call it clabber cheese, smearcase, kochcase or cook cheese, or 
cottage cheese?] 
{clabber = 1; smearcase = 2; kochcase = 3; cottage cheese = 4; other=5 

31.1 

32.1 What about milk that is tuming sour but has not yet become clabber? 
Do you have a name for that? [PROMPT: would you call it blinky or 
bluejohn?] {blinky = 1; bluejohn = 2; other = 3; no name = 4} 

32.1_ 
{If respondents use either blinky or bluejohn, go to 33} 

32.2 Have you ever heard it called blinky? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 33.41 

32.2_ 

32.3 How often would you use that term yourself.? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

32.3 

32.4 Have you ever heard it called bluejohn? 
32.4_ 

{yes = I; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 33} 

32.5 How often would you use that term yourself.? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

32.5. 

33.1 Speaking of things that smell bad, what do you call the striped 
animal that stinks so bad? [PROMPT: would you call it a polecat, 
a civet cat, or a skunk?] {polecat = 1; civet cat = 2; skunk = 3} 
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' > "" 1 

{If respondents do not use polecat and civet cat. ask) 

33.2 Have you ever heard it called a polecat? 
) 33.2 

{yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go to 33.4} 

33.3 How often would you use that term yourself 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

33.3 

J J . 4 

33.4 Have you ever heard it called a civet cat? 

{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 34} 

33.5 How often would you use that term yourself ? 
(I) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

33.5. 

33.6 Are a skunk and a civet cat the same thing? 
33.6. 

{yes = 1; no = 2} 

34.1 Now what would you call a kind of wasp-like insect that builds 
a nest of mud? [PROMPT: would you call h a mud dauber or 
dirt dauber?] {mud dauber = 1; dirt dauber = 2: other = 3} 

34.1 

35.1 What about the kind of worm that you might fish with, what 
would you call that? [PROMPT: would you call it a fish worm, 
a redworm, an earthworm, or an angleworm?] 
{fish worm = 1; redworm = 2; earthworm = 3; angleworm = 4: other=5 

35.1 

36.1 Have you ever heard done used in a phrase like "I've done finished?" 
36.1 

{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no go to 37} 

36.2 How often would you use that term yourself.? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

36.2 

37.1 What about the phrase all the farther in a sentence like this? "That's 
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all the farther I can go." [yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go to 38} 
37.1 

37.2 How often would you use that term yourself 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

37.2_ 

38.1 Now would you be more likely to say sick (at/to/on/in) your 
stomach? {at = I; to = 2; on = 3; in = 4; other = 5} 

38.1 

Have you ever heard any of the following words that some people use for a harmonica? 
39.1 harp {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go to 39.3} 

39.1 

39.2 How often would you use that word yourself? 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

39.2. 

39.3 mouth harp {yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no go to 39.5} 
39.3. 

39.4 How often would you use that term yourself. 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

39.4_ 

39.5 French harp {yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no go to 40} 
39.5 

39.6 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

39.6 

40.1 What general term do you usually use for a carbonated soft drink? 
[PROMPT: would you use cold drink, drink, tonic, pop, dope, or soda?] 
{cold drink = 1; drink = 2; tonic = 3; pop = 4; dope = 5; soda = 6; 
coke = 7; other = 8} 

40.1 
{if respondents do not use cold drink, tonic, or pop, ask} 

40.2 Have you ever heard it called a cold drink? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - if no go to 40.4} 

40.2 
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40.3 How often would you use that term yourself 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

40.3. 

40.4 Have you ever heard it called a tonie? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - if no go to 40.6} 

40.4 

40.5 How often would you use that term yourself.? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

40.5. 

40.6 Have you ever heard it called a pop? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no go to 41} 

40.6 

40.7 How often would you use that term yourself. 
(I) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

40.7_ 

41.1 What term would you normally use for high flat land? [PROMPT: 
would you use mesa, plateau, or high plains?] 
{mesa = 1; plateau = 2; high plains = 3; other=4} 

41.1 

42.1 Now thinking about some things on a ranch or farm, do you have 
a word for a calf, particularly on the range, that is unaccompanied by its 
mother? [PROMPT: would you call it a dogie or maverick?] 
(dogie = 1; maverick = 2; other = 3; no term = 4} 

42.1_ 

43.1 Do you know the term hackamore for a halter used to control a horse? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 — if no, go to 17 below} 

43.1 

43.2 How often would you use that term yourself 
(I) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

43.2 

17.1 What do you call the area or piece of ground where you grow crops 
like wheat, cotton, or hay? [PROMPT: would you call it field or patch?] 
{field = 1; patch = 2; pasture = 3; acres = 4; farmland = 5; other = 6} 
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17.1_ 

17.1a Do field and patch mean the same thing to you, or is one larger 
than the other? {field larger = 1; patch larger = 2; same = 3} 

17.1a_ 

17.2 When they put hay in big square or round bundles in the field, what 
do you call that? [PROMPT: would you call it a bale or stack] 
[bale = 1; stack = 2; bundle = 3; hay ball = 4; other = 5} 

17.2_ 

17.3 What about the outside layer of an ear of com that you have to pull 
off, what do you call that? [PROMPT: would you call it shucks 
or husks?] {shucks = 1; husks = 2; other = 3} 

17.3. 

17.4 Now the sweet com that can be eaten on the cob, what do you call 
that? [PROMPT: would you call it roastin' ears or sweet corn?] 
{roastin ears = 1; sweet com = 2; other = 3} 

174 

18.1 What do you call the enclosed place where hogs are kept? 
[PROMPT: would you call it a hog pen or sty?) 
{pen = 1; sty = 2; wallow = 3; shed = 4; lot = 5; other = 3} 

18.1 

18a. Now can you tell me if you have heard any of the following words 
that some people use for a fenced-in area where livestock is kept? 

18.2 lot? {yes=l;no = 2 - i f n o , goto 184} 18.2. 

18.3 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

18.3 

184 corral? {yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 18.6} 18.4 

18.5 How often would you use that term yourself.? 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

18.5 

18.6 cowpen {yes= 1; no = 2 - ifno go to 18.8} 18.6 
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18.7 How often would you use that term yourself.? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

18.7_ 

18b. Now can you tell me if you have heard any of the following names 
that people use for a rope with a loop that is thrown around the 
neck and head of a horse or cow? 

18.8 lariat {yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 18. 10} 18.8 

18.9 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

18.9 

18.10 lasso {yes= l;no = 2-ifno go to 18.12} 18.10 

18.11 How often would you use that term yourself 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the fime (3) not very often (4) never 

18.11 

18.12 reata {yes = 1; no = 2 ~ if no, go to 18.14} 18.12 

18.13 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

18.13 

18.14 roping rope {yes = 1; no = 2; ifno, go to 19} 
18.14 

18.15 How often would you use that term yourself.? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

18.15 

18.16 What would you call the band that holds the saddle on a horse? 
[Prompt: would you call it a saddle girt, a saddle girth, a cinch, 
a belly band, or a girdle?] 
{saddle girt = 1; saddle girth = 2; a cinch = 3; belly band = 4; girdle = 5: other =6 

18.16 

18.17 What do you call an unbroken horse? 
{bronc = 1; bronco = 2; wild horse = 3; potro = 4; other = 5} 

18.17 
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19.0 Now what about those birds that hoot, what do you call the big 
ones? [PROMPT: would you call them hoot owls or screech 
'owls?] {hoot owls = 1; screech owls = 2; other = 3} 

19.1 When are you most likely to hear those things? [PROMPT: at 
daytime or at night?] {night = 1; other = 2} 

19.0 

19.1 

19.2 {If the respondent has not menfioned a name for the small owls, ask} 
Do you have a name for the small owls? [PROMPT: would you ever 
call them screech owls?] {yes = 1; no = 2} 

19.2 

20.1 What about those large birds that sit on telephone poles and swoop 
down to kill mice and other small animals, what do you call those? 
[PROMPT: would you say hawk or chicken hawk?] 
{hawk = 1; chicken hawk = 2; other = 3} 

20.1 

20.2 What do you call those birds that bore holes into trees? 
[PROMPT: would you call them woodpeckers or peckerwoods?] 
peckerwood = 1; woodpecker = 2; other} 

20.2. 

20.3 Have you ever heard the word peckerwood for the birds.^ 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - if yes go to 20.4; ifno go to 20.5} 

20.3 

20.4 How often would you use that term yourself 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

20.4 

20.5 Have you ever heard peckerwood used for people? 
{yes= 1; no = 2} 

20.5. 
{if respondents say yes, try to get them to elaborate on how it is used. 
What kind of person is it used for?} 

21.1 Now what do you call a small body of water on a ranch where cattle 
go to drink, would you call it a tank or pool or pond? 
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(tank = 1; pond = 2; other = 3} 
21.1 

21. la To you, what is the difference between those three? {nothing to record} 

21.2 [If the respondent did not use tank for a small body of water, ask} 
Have you ever heard that body of water called a tank? 
{yes= 1; no =2} 

21.2 

21.3 {If the respondent has not used the word pool, ask} What would you 
call the small body of water, dug in the ground, made with concrete 
or tile, that you go swimming in during the summer?} 
{pool=l;other = 2} 21.3. 

23.1 What about a dry creek bed? What do you call that? [PROMPT: 
would you call it a draw, arroyo, dry creek, or dry branch?] 
draw = 1; arroyo = 2; dry creek = 3; dry branch = 4; other = 5} 

23.1_ 
{ask about the following if they were not given as the response to 23.11 

23.2 Have you ever heard the term drccw for that? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ ifno, go to 23.4} 

23.2_ 
It 

23.3 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

23.3 

23.4 Have you ever heard the term arroyo for that? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 ~ ifno, go to 60.1} 

23.4 

23.5 How often would you use that term yourself 
(1) all of the fime (2) some of the time (3) not very often (4) never 

23.5 

60.1 Now what about an unusually heavy rain that does not last very long? 
What would you call that? {downpour = I; cloudburst = 2; pourdown = 3: 
flash flood = 4; gully washer = 5; chunk floater = 6; turd floater = 7; 
chunk mover = 8; toad strangler = 9} 

60.1 
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61.1 What about a period without any rain? 
{drought = 1; drouth = 2; dry spell = 3; other = 4] 

61.1. 

61.2 Is there a difference between a dry spell and a drought or drouth? 
{yes = 1; no = 2; ifno, go on to 62} 

61.2 

61.3 {If the respondent does not supply this informafion, ask} Which one 
is longer? {drought/drouth longer = 1; dry spell longer = 2} 

61.3. 

62.1 What term would you use for a strong wind that is decreasing? 
[Prompt: would you say the wind seems to be dying down, easing up, 
letting up, laying, or laying down?] ^ 
{dying down = 1; easing up = 2; letting up = 3; laying = 4; laying down = 5; other=6 

62.1. 

62.2 Have you ever heard the term dying down? 
{yes = 1; no = 2; ifno, go on to 62.4} 

62.2. 

62.3 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

62.3 

62.4 What about the term laying or laying down? 
{yes = 1; no = 2; ifno, go on to 63} 

62.4 

62.5 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the fime; (3) not very often; (4) never 

62.5. 

63.1 What do you call the time of day when the sun first appears? 
{sun-up = 1; day break = 2; dawn = 3; other = 4} 

63.1 

63.2 {If the respondent does not use sun-up, ask} Have you ever heard 
the term sun-up for that? {yes = 1; no = 2; ifno, go on to 63.4} 

63.2_ 

63.3 How often would you use the term yourself? 
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(1) all of the fime; (2) some of the time; (3) not ver\ often; (4) never 
63.3. 

63.4 {If the respondent does not use daybreak, ask} Have you ever heard 
the term daybreak for that? {yes = 1; no = 2; ifno, go on to 64} 

63.4 

63.5 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the fime; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

63.5. 

64.1 In the past people used to use a kind of oil for lighting lamps and 
sometimes for heating. What do you call that kind of oil? [Prompt: 
would you call it coal oil or kerosene or lamp oil?] 
{coal oil = 1; kerosene = 2' lamp oil = 3} 

64.1 

64.2 {If respondents do not use coal oil, ask} Have you ever heard coal oil 
used for that? {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go on to 65} 

64.2 

64.3 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the fime; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

64.3. 

65.1 Now the place in the kitchen where people keep everyday dishes, 
what do you call that? {cupboard = 1; cabinet = 2; other = 3} 

65.1 

65.2 {If respondents do not use cupboard, ask} Have you ever heard 
the term cupboard for that? {yes = 1; no = 2; ifno, go on to 66} 

65.2 

65.3 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

65.3. 

66.1 Thinking about the constmction of houses, what do you call the 
horizontal, overlapping boards on the outside of the house? 
{weatherboarding = 1; weatherboards = 2; siding = 3; shiplap = 4; clapboards = 5; other =6 

66.1 

66.2 {If respondents do not use shiplap, ask} Have you ever heard 
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the term shiplap for that? {yes = 1; no = 2; ifno, go on to 67] 
66.2 

66.3 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

66.3 

67.1 What would you call the long piece of flimiture to sit or stretch out on? 
(sofa = 1; couch = 2; divan = 3; davenport = 4; settee = 5} 

67.1 

67.2 {If respondents do not use divan, davenport, or settee, ask} have you ever 
heard divan used for that? {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go on to 674} 

67.2 

67.3 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

67.3 

67.4 What about davenport, have you heard that? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go on to 67.6} 

674. 

67.5 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

67.5. 

67.6 Have you heard settee used for that? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - ifno, go on to 68} 

67.6 

67.7 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

67.7_ 

68.1 What do you call a group of trees in a fairiy open area? 
{motte = 1; clump = 2; grove = 3} 

68.1. 

68.2 {If respondents do not use motte, ask} Have you ever heard motte 
used for that? {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go on to 69} 

68.2 
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68.3 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the fime; (3) not very often: (4) never 

68.3 

69.1 Do you have a name for the flat piece of stone used to sharpen knives? 
{whetrock = 1; whetsone = 2; other = 3} 

69.1 

70.1 What about the board that goes up and down that children play on? 
[Prompt: would you call it a seesaw or a teeter totter?] 
{seesaw = 1; teeter totter = 2; other = 3) 

70.1. 

70.2 When you were a child playing games and wanted to stop the game 
for a minute, what did you say? 
{time out = 1; times = 2; kings = 3; X's = 4; other = 5} 

70.2 

71.1 What about at Christmas, what is the first thing you would say to 
someone on Christmas moming? 
{Christmas gift = 1; Merry Christmas = 2: other = 3} 

71.1_ 

71.2 {If respondents do not use Christmas gift, ask} Have you ever 
heard anyone say Christmas gift? {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go to 72} 

71.2 

71.3 How often would you use the term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) ne\er 

71.3_ 

71.4 What did Christmas gift mean? {nothing to record} 

72.1 What would you call a social gathering where peo))le bring dishes 
to share with everybody? 
{potluck = 1; carry in = 2: dinner on the ground = 3; other = 4} 

72.1. 

72.2 {If respondents do not use dinner on the ground, ask} have you ever 
heard dinner on the ground used for something like that? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - ifno, go on to 73.} 

72.2 
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72.3 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time: (3) not \ er>' often; (4) never 

'72.3 
> 

72.4 What exactlx^does dinner on the ground mean? {nothing to record} 

73.1 What do you usually call the noon meal? 
{dinner = 1; lunch = 2} 

73.1. 
i 

73.2 {If respondents do not use dinner, ask} have you ever 
heard dinner used for that? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - ifno. go on to 74} 

73.2_ 

73.3 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

73.3_ 

73.4 Would you ever say you were going to pack your dinner 
to take with you? {yes = 1; no = 2} 

73.4_ 

74.1 When someone looks like their mother or father or someone 
else in the family, what do you call that? 
{favors = 1; takes after = 2; resembles = 3; looks like = 4; other = 5} 

74.1 

74.2 {If respondents do not use favor or take after, ask} Have you ever 
heard favor used for that? {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go on to 74.4} 

74.2 

74.3 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

74.3. 

74.4 Have you ever heard take after used in that way? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - ifno, go on to 75} 

74.4 

74.5 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the fime; (3) not very often; (4) never 
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74.5 

75.t How do you refer to people who are related to you? How would 
you finish this phrase: "I'm going to see my ." 
{folks = 1; kinfolks = 2; kin = 3; relatives = 4: other = 5} ^ 

75.1_ 

76.1 What do you call it when someone hits the water stomach-first 
going off a diving board? 
{belly-flop = 1; belly-flopper = 2; belly-bust = 3; belly-buster = 4; other = 5} 

76.1 

77.0 Now can you tell me if you have heard any of the following words for ghosts. 

77.1 haint {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go on to 77.3} 
77.1 

77.2 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often: (4) never 

77.2 

77.3 hant {yes = 1; no = 2 - i f no, go onto 77.5} 
77.3 

77.4 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

77.4 

77.5 spook {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go on to 77.7} 
77.5 

77.6 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

77.6 

77.7 booger {yes = 1; no = 2 - if no, go on to 79} 
77.7_ 

77.8 How often would you use that term yourself? 
(1) all of the time; (2) some of the time; (3) not very often; (4) never 

77.8 

78.1 In the past, when people died their bodies used to be kept 
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in the home a time before burial. Have you ever heard of this practice? 
{yes = 1; no = 2 - ifno, go on to 80} 

7§.l. 

78.2 What would you call this practice? 
{calling hours = 1; viewing = 2; sitting up = 3; visitation = 4; other = 5} 

) 78.2. 

79.1 What phrase would you use for someone leaving in a msh? 
{light a shuck = 1; ball the jack = 2; beat it = 3; high-tail it = 4; light out = 5; 
skeedaddle = 6; take off = 7; vamoose = 8; other = 9} 

79.1 

80.0 Now I'd like for you to complete the following phrases for me. 

80.1 "They named the baby him." 
{after = 1; for = 2; at = 3; from = 4; other = 5} 80.1 

80.2 "I wonder what he died 
{of = 1; with = 2; from = 3; for = 4; other = 5} 

80.3 "We're waiting John." {on = 1; for = 2; other = 3} 

80.2 

80.3 

80.4 "That fence must be nine tall." {foot = 1; feet = 2; other = 3} 
80.4_ 

80.5 If its 6:30, another way you might say that is half " six." 
{past = 1; half = 2; other = 3} 

80.5_ 

80.6 If its 11:45, another way of saying that is a quarter " 12:00." 
{before == 1; of = 2; fill = 3; to = 4; other = 5} 

80.6 

80.7 If someone was sick and threw up, you might say he was 
sick " his stomach." {at = 1; on = 2; in = 3; to = 4; other = 5} 

80.7. 

80.8 If you had not washed a pan that you had used for frying, you might 
say that the inside was still " ." {greazy = 1; greasy = 2} 

80.8 
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3.0 READING PASSAGF. 
Pronunciations of words sometimes differ from one place to another and change from one 
generation to another. The following reading passage is designed to let us look at some 
of these pronunciations. Please read the passage just as you would normally read 
something. If you want to look over it a minute first, that's fine. 

My Friend Hugo 

I first saw^ Hugo the day he brought his pet billy goat to school. The 

little fool had walked four miles from home - his parents didn't own a car ~ 

with that goat, a pocketfial of worms, and two dead wasps. He was an odd-

looking bird, a lean, gaunt boy with coal-black hair, huge green eyes, a 

missing front tooth, a squeaky voice, a big hawk-like nose, and awesome 

ears that made him look like a mule. Since he would not wear a coat, Hugo 

always had a wheezing cough during cold weather. I can still remember 

seeing him go right past our house about eight every moming with only an 

old sweater on, held tightly together by a safety pin and Hugo's left hand, 

even on the coldest days. He either didn't feel the cold or didn't care. His 

family often lived about three miles east of us down the road to the Huron 

community. Their house was really just a shack, with rickety stairs up the 

front porch, a tin roof, wooden shutters held together with wire because they 

wouldn't shut all the way, and some cots, pallets, and a baby crib where the 

children slept. His father plowed from dawn to sunset with two horses 
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which he would call up from the field with a moth-eaten old deer horn. The 

big meal at Hugo's was at noon and usually consisted of dried beans, some^ 

greasy fried com, wheat bread, and salty ham. While Hugo's family was 

poor, they were still a merry bunch, fall of laughter, joy, and good humor. 

Hugo, his brothers John and Abe, and his sister Mary (who was a real doll) 

went to our church in Fort Dale, but they never did join. Although many 

people used to make fian of them and say they didn't have good sense, all 

except Hugo tumed out pretty good, due largely to their mother Nelly. 

Hugo wasn't really a naughty child, but he just sort of fell into trouble. 

He got whipped in school in the fourth grade one time for accidentally 

slinging ink from his fountain pen on a girl's new dress, and he seemed to 

get in a fight (and win) almost every day, though I never saw him try to hurt 

or wound anyone he fought. That year everybody just knew that Hugo 

would fail the fourth grade like he had the third, but somehow he passed. 

His worst trouble came that May when he got caught stealing four pies from 

the church bake sale. He said he was going to hock them, but I don't know 

how he thought he'd ever sell those pies himself When he was caught, he 

didn't whimper, whine, cry foul, ask for favors, or shrink from his 

punishment. He just shmgged his shoulders and took what was coming to 
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him. He had to wash all the glass in the church for a year, fill the lamps 

with coal oil, change the few light bulbs in the office, cut the grass and trim 

the shmbs, and haul wood for the wood stove during the winter and fall. I 

can still remember watching him tote, pull, and push wood for a good two 

hours every Tuesday, whistling some old tune off key while he worked. 

Hugo's been gone for nearly forty years now. He left school when he could, 

got married, and moved first to Washington and then to Houston where he 

works in a steel mill. He sent me a knife he made the other day (he'd also 

made one for his landlord), and I couldn't help but think how dull my 

childhood would have been if he hadn't lived here. Things sure aren't as 

interesting around here anymore. 
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Please read each pair, and after you read the pair, give your opinion on 

whether or not you think the two words sound alike. You can just say yes or 

no or same or different 

1. 

47 

6. 

so 
wrote 
would 
route 
past 

coop 
made 
wet 
bee 
it 

poor 
fill 
when 
sell 
awed 

Hugh 
watch 
meal 
hock 
wide 

hill 
far 
due 
pull 
wear 

pin 
wheel 
cents 
are 
naught 

sew 
rote 
wood 
root 
passed 

coupe 
maid 
whet 
be 
hit 

pour 
feel 
win 
sail 
odd 

you 
wash 
mill 
hawk 
white 

heel 
for 
do 
pool 
where 

pen 
will 
since 
or 
not 

8. 

10. 

11, 

12. 

13. 

sweet 
bid 
feud 
road 
loud 

bread 
back 
read 
gate 
bough 

right 
caller 
for 
which 
world 

pen 
fill 
Toon 
you 
fool 

sure 
sfill 
bale 
cot 
tin 

Hugo 
tide 
watt 
way 
rot 

suite 
bit 
food 
rode 
allowed 

bred 
bag 
reed 
gait 
bow 

ride 
collar 
far 
witch 
whirl 

pin 
feel 
tune 
Hugh 
ftill 

shore 
steel 
bell 
caught 
ten 

you go 
tight 
what 
weigh 
wrought 
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7. lord 
do 
Ott 
field 
ftill 

DEMOGRAPHICS-

lard 
dew 
ought 
filled 
fool 

14. ten 
pool 
caught 
what 
shore 

tin 
pull 
cot 
watt 
sure 

Now I'd like to ask you a few questions about yourself so that we can compare the answers of 
different groups of people. 

44.1 First,what year were you bom in? 44.1 

44.2-3 Next, I'd like to ask you some questions about your ancestors. 
What state or country did your mother grow up in ? 44.2 

What tovm or county? 44.3 

44.4-5 Now what about your mother's mother, do you remember what 

state or country she came from? 44.4 

What town of county? 44.5 

44.6-7 What state or country did your father grow up in? 44.6 

What town or city? 44.7 

44.8-9 What about your father's father, what state or country did he 
grow up in? 44.8 

What town or city? 44.9 

44.10 Do you know anything about your ancestry before your grandparents? 

Where did your family come from? 44.10_ 

45.1 What is the last school you attended? 45.1 

45.2 What level or grade did you finish? 

{Grade ; HS grad =12; technical/trade school =13; some college =14: 
Bachelors = 15; Masters = 16: Ph.D. = 17; other = 18} 45.2 _ 

46.1 Sex {DO NOT ASK - JUST RECORD male = 1; female = 2] 46.1 
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46.2 What sorts of music do you listen to most often? [PROMPT: do you 
listen to country, gospel, rock, popular, jazz, or blues?] {country = 1: 
gospel = 2; rock = 3; popular = 4; jazz = 5; Blues - 6} 

46.2. 

46.3 What are some of your favorite TV shows? {Just write them in} 

46.3 

46.4 What other things do you usually do for entertainment? 
{nothing to record} 

46.5 Where do you get most of your news? [PROMPT: newspapers, 
magazines, TV, radio, friends and neighbors?] 
{newspapers = 1; TV = 2; radio = 3; friends = 4; other = 5} 

46.5 

46.6 
46.6 What is your religious preference? 

{Write in preference and code it later if you need to) 

[Protestant: 

1. Baptist 9. Mennonite 
2. Lutheran 10. Mormon 
3. Methodist 11. Disciples of Christ 
4. Seventh-Day Adventist 12. Assembly of God 
5. Church of Christ 13. Church of Nazarene 
6. Episcopal 14. Church of God 
7. Congregational 15. United Church of Christ 
8. Presbyterian 16. Unity of Brethren 
17 Catholic 18. Jewish 
19 Other 20. none 

49. What is your zipcode? 49.0 

50. What is your occupation? {If retired, ask} What did you do before 
you retired? 

50.0 
{1 = professional; 2 = administrafive/clerical; 3 = sales 4 = blue collar; 
5 = student; 6 = unemployed; 7 = farmer; 8 = housewife; 9 = self employed} 
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50a. What (was/is) your spouse's occupation? {see the list above) 
50a. 

53. {DO NOT ASK BUT RECORD- racial or ethnic group) 
(white = 1; black = 2; Am. Indian = 3: Hispanic = 4: other =5) 

53.0. 

54. What is the size of the place where you lived MOST OF YOUR LIFE? 
1) a city with over 100,000 people 
2) less than 100,000 but more than 20,000 
3) 20,000 or less 
4) a rural area or farm 

54.0 

52. So that we can compare different groups of people, please indicate 
which of the following categories most accurately indicates your family's 
earnings from all sources from last year. 
1) less than $20,000 
2) between $20,000 and $40,000 
3) more than $40,000 

52.0 
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APPENDIX C 

NUMBER OF INFORMANTS FOR EACH CATEGORY EXAMINED 

AND CORRESPONDING PERCENTAGE OF INFORMANTS 

Total Number of Informants-68 

Number of Informants in the Eighty-Year-Old Category-17 
Number of Informants in the Sixty-Year-Old Category-17 
Number of Informants in the Forty-Year-Old Category-l]j 
Number of Informants in the Twenty-Year-Old Category-17 

Number of Female Informants-35 
Number of Male Informants-33 

Number of Informants in the "Low" Income Category (Under $20,000)-9 
Number of Informants in the "Middle" Income Category ($20,000-$40,000)-30 
Number of Informants in the "High" Income Category (Over $40,000)-24 

Number of Baptist Informants-23 
Number of Lutheran Informants-1 
Number of Methodist Informants-26 
Number of Church of Christ Informants-7 
Number of Disciples of Christ Informants-1 
Number of Assembly of God Informants-1 
Number of Catholic Informants-5 
Number of Non-denominational Informants-2 
Number of Informants Having No Religious Affiliation-2 

Number of Informants Having Completed the Seventh Grade-1 
Number of Informants Having Completed the Tenth Grade-4 
Number of Informants Having Completed the Eleventh Grade-4 
Number of Informants Having Completed High School-27 
Number of Informants Having Completed High School and Some College-26 
Number of Informants Having Completed a College Degree-6 
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Table C.l All Informants 

Number of Informants 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Percentage of Informants 

1.47 

2.94 

4.41 

5.88 

7.35 

8.82 

10.29 

11.76 

13.24 

14.71 

16.18 

17.65 

19.12 

20.59 

22.06 

23.53 

25 

26.47 

27.94 

29.41 

30.88 

32.35 

33.82 
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T a b l e d Continued 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

35.29 

36.76 

38.24 

39.71 

41.18 

42.65 

44.12 

45.59 

47.06 

48.53 

50 

51.47 

52.94 

54.41 

55.88 

57.35 

58.82 

60.29 

61.76 

63.24 

64.71 

66.18 

67.65 
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Table C.l Continued 

47 

48 

49 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

57 

58 

59 

60 

61 

62 

63 

64 

65 

66 

67 

68 

1 

69.12 

70.59 

72.06 

73.53 

75 

76.47 

77.94 

79.41 

80.88 

82.35 

83.82 

85.29 

86.76 

88.24 

89.71 

91.18 

92.65 

94.12 

95.59 

97.06 

98.53 

100 
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Table C.2 Informants for a Single Age Category-80,60,40. or 20 

Number of Informants 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

Percentage of Informants 

5.88 

11.76 

17.65 

23.53 

29.41 

35.3 

41.18 

47.06 

52.94 

58.82 

64.71 

70.59 

76.47 

82.35 

88.24 

94.12 

100 
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Table C.3 Female Informants 

Number of Informants 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Percentage of Informants 

2.86 

5.71 

8.57 

11.43 

14.29 

17.14 

20 

22.86 

25.71 

28.57 

31.43 

34.29 

37.14 

40 

42.86 

45.71 

48.57 

51.43 

54.29 

57.14 

60 

62.86 

65.71 
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Table C.3 Confinued 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

68.57 

71.43 

74.29 

77.14 

80 

82.86 

85.71 

88.57 

91.43 

94.29 

97.14 

100 
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Table C.4 Male Informants 

Number of Informants 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Percentage of Informants 

3.03 

6.06 

9.09 

12.12 

15.15 

18.18 

21.21 

24.24 

27.27 

30.30 

33.33 

36.36 

39.39 

42.42 

45.45 

48.48 

51.52 

54.55 

57.58 

60.61 

63.64 

66.67 

69.7 
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Table C.4 Continued 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

72.73 

75.76 

78.79 

81.82 

84.85 

87.88 

90.91 

93.94 

96.97 

100 
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Table C.5 "Low" Income Informants 

Number of Informants 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Percentage of Informants 

11.11 

22.22 

33.33 

44.44 

55.56 

66.67 

77.78 

88.89 

100 
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J. .-: 
Table C.6 "Middle" Income Informants 

Number of Informants 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Percentage of Informants 

3.33 

6.67 

10 

13.33 

16.67 

20 

23.33 

2^.67 

30 

33.33 

36.67 

40 

43.33 

46.67 

50 

53.33 

56.67 

60 

63.33 

66.67 

70 

73.33 

76.67 
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Table C.6 Continued 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

80 

83.33 

86.67 

90 

93.33 

96.67 

100 
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Table C.7 "High" Income Level Informants 

Number of Informants 

1 

") 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

-)-) 

23 

24 

Percentage of Informants 

4.17 

8.33 

12.5 

16.67 

20.83 

25 

29.17 

33.33 

37.5 

41.67 

45.83 

50 

54.17 

58.33 

62.5 

66.67 

70.83 

75 

79.17 

83.33 

87.5 

91.67 

95.83 

100 
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Table C.8 Baptist Informants 

Number of Informants 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Percentage of Informants 

4.35 

8.7 

13.04 

17.39 

21.74 

26.09 

30.43 

34.78 

39.13 

43.48 

47.83 

52.17 

56.52 

60.87 

65.22 

69.57 

73.91 

78.26 

82.61 

86.96 

91.30 

95.65 

100 
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Table C.9 Methodist Informants 

Number of Informants 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Percentage of Informants 

3.85 

7.69 

11.54 

15.38 

19.23 

23.08 

26.92 

30.77 

34.62 

38.46 

42.31 

46.15 

50 

53.85 

57.69 

61.54 

65.38 

69.23 

73.08 

76.92 

80.77 

84.62 

88.46 
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Table C.9 Continued 

24 

25 

26 

92.31 

96.15 

100 

Table CIO Church of Christ Informants 

Number of Informants 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Percentage of Informants 

14.29 

28.57 

42.86 

57.14 

71.43 

85.17 

100 

Table C.l 1 Catholic Informants 

Number of Informants 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Percentage of Informants 

20 

40 

60 

80 

100 
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APPENDIX D 

STATISTICAL SIGXIFICAXCE OF FEATURES TESTED 

A chi-square analysis was performed using the SAS program for se\eral 

demographic variables, including age. gender, income level, education le\ei. and religion. 

In conventional chisquare anal\sis. data are arranged with the independent \ariables 

(demographic variables) and the dependent variables (linguistic features) in a t\\o-ua\ 

table, and values are computed by muhiplying row total by column total and di\ iding b\ 

the table total. The result is subtracted from 100 to give p. the probabilit) the null 

hypothesis is true. The null hypothesis states that no relationship exists between the 

independent and dependent variables and the observed distribution of data is due to 

chance and/or sampling error. If this hypothesis has a low probability of being true. sa\ 

p=.05 or .01, then the distribution is said to be statistically significant. The likelihood of 

the variation being due to chance would be one in 20 or one in 100. Those features which 

demonstrated a value of p<.05 are listed below. In the tables below, h (which stands for 

heard) next to a feature indicated the latent knowledge of this feature, and u (which 

stands for use) indicates self-reported usage. 
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Table D. 1 Features Significant by Location 
Informants in the top eight enumeration areas were designated Location 1. while the 
informants in the lower nine enumeration areas were designated Location 2 

Feature 

pour/poor 

due/do 

dew/do 

snap beans (h) 

light bread (h) 

light bread (u) 

burlap bag 

tow sack (u) 

dogie 

carry you home (u) 

dinner/lunch 

half past/half after 

Value of p 

.04 

.01 

.05 

.02 

.03 

.02 

.00 

.00 

.03 

.00 

.02 

.01 
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Table D.2 Features Significant b\ Age 

Feature 

pour/poor 

wear/where 

pull/pool 

dew/do 

cot/caught 

light bread (h) 

light bread (u) 

dish towel 

tea towel (h) 

cup towel (h) 

cup towel (u) 

snake doctor (h) 

snake doctor (u) 

blinky (h) 

bluejohn (h) 

mouth harp (h) 

mouth harp (u) 

French harp (h) 

French harp (u) 

pulley bone 

com on the cob 

dinner/lunch 

dinner on the ground(s) 

Value of p 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.01 

.01 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.01 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.01 

.01 

.00 
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Table D.2 Continued 

xmas gift (h) 

xmas gift (u) 

king's ex 

coal oil 

kerosene 

shiplap (h) 

shiplap (u) 

divan (h) 

divan (u) 

davenport (h) 

davenport (u) 

kinfolks 

dogie 

hackamore 

named for/after 

greasy 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.01 

.00 

.00 

.02 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.01 

.02 

.04 

.03 

.00 
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Table D.3 Features Significant by Gender 

Feature 

pour/poor 

tea towel (h) 

tow sack (h) 

tote (u) 

hackamore (h) 

hackamore (u) 

wind is layin(g) (h) 

wind is layin(g) (u) 

davenport (h) 

xmas gift (h) 

dinner/lunch 

kinfolks 

Value of p 

.04 

.00 

.01 

.04 

.01 

.00 

.02 

.00 

.01 

.03 

.03 

.01 
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Table D.4 Features Significant by Income Level 

Feature 

wear/where 

pour/poor 

dew/do 

pull/pool 

cot/caught 

pulley bone 

French harp (u) 

divan (u) 

Value of p 

.04 

.04 

.01 

.00 

.02 

.04 

.04 

.02 

Table D.5 Feature Significant by Religious Affiliation 

Feature 

dish towel 

Value of p 

.02 
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