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make an utterance mere exmressive is te make it mere apprepriate te the
message, moere icenic, im ether werds,

Even if phenetic icenism is acknewledged as a censtitutive facter in
the functien ef expressive sub-cedes, the structural linguist will want
te knew whether.to admit phenetic icenism te his entelegy is te epen the
door te facters external te language, te make linguistics the study
of external reality and vielate its self-definitien as the study ef what
is imternally systematic in lsnguage. Will the linguist whe allews fer
&he place of phenetic icenism in language have te ge sut inte the street
and investigate the neise that a bus makes? Of ceurse, the answer is ne,
fer phenetic icens are xuaz‘with reference te the phenemie systems eof
1a langue,

Iwe kinds eof phenetic icen-making may be discussed here. Beth
kinds are based en metaphers which the phenemic system prevides. The
first is related te the werk en symmesthesia which was briefly surveyed
sbeve; it has alse been discussed by Jakebsen in lectures, but net,
te the present writer's knewledge, explicitly with respect te his
cenception of subcedes. In this precess aceuktic eppesitiens frem
which the phenemic system of a language is censtructed serve as
metsphers fer semantic eppesitiens, A familiar exsmple is the
eppesitien between the word ™tiny™ and its expressi®e variant
“teeny™., "Teeny™ is icenic with respect te ™timy™ by the expleitatien
of the eppesitien /iy/ ve/ ay/ (high vs. lew, er mere precisely, high
tenality vs. meutral temality) as a metspher forﬁvery 1'111«1-.“5-111:

If "tiny"™ and “teeny"™ are merely regarded as lexical entries in
single cede, there is ne way ef exmressing in & gremmatical descriptien

the fact that the difference between them invelves icenism, fer, ef
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ceurse, the eppesitien /ﬁ/ vSe /&/ is net nmecessarily icenic. Fer
examnle, the werds "trap™ and "Brip"™ have ne icenic relatiem. Again,
the »air "tep™ vs. "tip™, is wmk, in erdinary utterances, like
trtp/%rip, net s pair at all, but twe separate lexical entries. It
is quite cencéivable, hewever, that im an expressive centext the

& ropand k"
difference between thedw vewelsAcan be Hsken as & metapher fer the
difference between their meanings (of. ™the very tippy-tep™ -- "tip®
mesns the same thing as "tep™, but little r mmd mere precise). These
limited examples are intended merely te imdiecate that the eppesitiens
of a given phenemie system can be the basis ef & phenetic icen used fer
expressive purveses; that this precess can be used te create expressive
variante fer werds already in existemce (e.g., "teeny™ for “tiny™) and
xlse te highlight in an expressive centext the difference between twe
words already centaimed withim the principal cede. The exsmples given de
nlfgo beyend the finding s ef psychelegists em synmesthesia; they
merely relate these findings te the study ef limguistie structure.
A mere extensive study eof icemism im particular langusges weuld be needed
te shew hew ether phonemic eppesitiens and cembinations ef eppesitiems
are used icenieally im exwressive subcedes. (The eppesitisn discussed
here is proebably cemmen te all langusges and is prebably used in pretty
much the same way linguistiomlly amd extra-linguistically by all human
beings: and net just thd speakers ef a particular language; hence the
need fer detsailed studies whiech weuld shew that icens ef this sert --
i.8., based en the aceustic sppesitisms ef phenemic structures --

are made differentPy by speakers of different lanmguages accoerding

te the phenelegiesl eppesitiens available te them.)
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‘hother preocess of icenism utilizes met the mceustic preperties ef
the sppesitiens withim & phenemic system, but the hiersrchy of eppesitiens
itself as a basis fer metapher. (This precess dees net seem te have
been discussed elsewhere.,) Within a phenemic system, certaim cembinmtiens
of features are marked with respect te ether cembinatiens. Thus a
cempact nasal censenant is marked with respect te & diffuse ene; gtrident
stops and mellew fricatives are marked with respect te mellew steps and
strident friecatives, respectively. Such statements abeut the hierarchy
within a phenemic structure are based partly en a censideratien ef the
xcoustic preperties of phenemes, on, fer example, answers te the
questi-nywhat is the eptimal censenant fer purpeses of cemmunicatisn

(as in Prelimimaries t Sweech Analysis); partly they are based en typele-

gioal survegs eof the phenelegical systems ef the werld's langusges and
the inductien of universal laws of implicatien, e.z. that if a language
has s cemnact nasal censenant, it must have a diffuse ene (ecf. essays

by Jakebsen and Fergusen fin Universals ef Language). Perhaps such
statements can alse be based en censideratiens ef the frequency er free-
dem with which certain phenemes ef a system are used in cemparisen with
other phenemes; that is, a marked pheneme is less frequently used er mere
restricted as te the pesitiens which it can held in the structure ef a
merpheme or werd. In any case, there seems te be seme inverse cerrelatien
between hew heavily marked a pheneme is (in aceustic er tymeleical terms)
and hew frequently and freely it is used, as study of a werk such as

Truka' A Phenelegical Analysis of Present-Day Standard English will

B PR

whew, What is interestimg fer the purpeses of this paper is that

phenemes or groups of phonemes marked by infrequency er lack ef
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seem o
freedem”lend themselves especially te icenic precesses; that is,
ik expreseive centexts, the special er marked nature ef certain
phenemes can be used te make them icenic with respect te mpecial er
marked cencemsts. Thus, a sheneme (er greum ef phenemes) can be made
te serve as an icen net snly when its sceustic eppesitien te ether
phensmes can be seen te resemble the eppositien between iww twe
signata, but alse when its marked nature with respeft te ether
ummarked phenemes can be taken as a metapher fer the marked nature eof
ene signatum with respect te ether nen-marked signata,

Te demenstrate the truth ef the thesis just presented is net
eusy;‘ﬁhe difficulty is in iselating marked phenemes which are
the effective agents in the expressivity ef werds. It seems mere
likely that, fer the mest part, it is marked cembinatiens ef
p\pcnemes which make werds expressive, but hew te measure the
markedness of phenemic cembinatiens is preblemstic. A fameus
example eof ga;%f;eme which is restricted im frequency and in the
pesitiens it can hold)and which is thereby capable of being asseciatad
with a certaiam msrked signifieutitg) is the English phon@me&/@j/z whiech
xppears in initial positien enly at the begimning of werds: which can,
s & greup, be reaghly characterized as preneminal, Thig fmct ~-
the asseciatien ef = pheneme marked withim the phenemic system with
= specid merphelegical categery -- illustratss &ha kind efcieinic
p_recess in questien, but it is icenism within the grammar of a
language rather than s a censtitutive facter ef an expressive
sub-cede. The questien of hew merphelegicsl hierarchy msy be pein-

ferced by the use eof icens based en phenelegical hierarchy will net
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be discusged horo!N‘Tho example of English /@r/’wus adduced te
shew abstractly hew the icenic precess in questiem werks. What
fellews is a rather feeble attempt te shew hew this precess werks
im expressive centexts,

If all menemerphemic, menesyllabic English werds which end with a
single censenant (excluding nasals, liquids;, and all cemsenant
clusters) are arranged in rhyming lists (i.e., rap, tap,strap, ete. in
ene list, bid kid, ete, in anether), it will be seen that seme lists are
much lenger than ethers and that seme slets aren't filled at all (eeg.,
there are ne menesyllabic werds centaining the vewel feund in the
word "pet™ which end with /6/ or /s/). Where few or ne entries
appear in & glet, it seem legitimete te say that the censenant in
questien is marked fer that pesitien. (Aetually, it is prebably the
combinatien of vewel and censenant which is marked). In fact, the
censenants which mest eften appear as marked in this sert ef survey tend
te be the enes which would be censidered te be marked frem an examinatien
of a featurs matrix depicting the shenslegical system ef Enmglish.

If the lists ef fhymimg werds are further examined, it will appear
that at least twe of the lists are deminated by a greups ef werds which
bear a streng semantic relatien te eme anether (e.g., the greup ending
in"-ash™, 2/3 ef which imvelve seme sert sf vielent mevement; the greup
ending in "-udge™, almest all ef which express & "stickiness" ef matter,
mevement or feeling -- trudge, sludge, drudge, budge, grudge, smudge ,
and, verhaws, in the American sense, fudge). The 0.E.D. reveals that
mest eof these werds are analegic creatiens or Refermatioms. Their

expressive greuweing is net accidental; it is the result of expressive
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sub-cede déreatiens snd defermatiens tending tweard greater icenism.
The interesting thimg is that beth greups have final censenants
( /s/ and /5//) which must be censidered as marked if the criterien
for markedness is infrequency eof usaze (in final nesitiem #f English
menesy ldabic werds, /Q// o.nd/f/ sutrask enly /6/, /J/, and /2// in
frequency ef usage) and perhaps alse if the criterien is mere general
(aceustic er typelegical), The fact that a certain marked pheneme eccurs
rarely im a certain pesitien has made it pessible fer its presence in
that pesitien te be asseciated with a certain marked meaning; its
special nature with respect te the phenelegy of the language serves as a
metapher fer the special nature ef the mesming in questien,

Twe kinds of phenetics icens have been discussed -- ens well
defined frem the evidence eof psycheleghsts, the ether mere or less
tentative, but merhaps capable of definitiem -- which canm be studied with
respect te the phememic system eof a language. (In view of this,
perhaps such icens sheuld be called shenelegical rather then
phenetic icens.) The study ef phenetic icens as censtitutive facters in
the fermatien of expressive sub-cedes prevides alse a check ef the sert
whi ch is needed if the werk ef the merpheme anslysts cited sabeve is te be
useful in this cemmectien:: it ecan perhaps be determimed which phenetiec
icens are actually part of an exweressive subeede, and which, like
/h/ 2s an icen fer "container™, are icens enly te the limguist flisping
threugh a dictiemary.

Almest ne single idea presented in this paper is eriginal., It has
been the purpese eof this naper te try te understand hew varieus netiems
bearing en the icenic aspects ef language are related; alse te try and p@int

sut the need te study icentsm in language with respect we what is
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systematic im language. This paper has cenfined itself te phemetie
icenism (samd withim the subject ofﬁ?gii;;n, te metaphers between
phenelezical and semantic eppesitiens, exluding metaphers between
phenelegical and merpholegical eppesitiems). It is alse pessible te
talk, as Jakebsen has dene, ef merphelegical er symtactic icenism,

®.5s, the use, in an expressive centext, ef an unusual er variamterder ef
words te make & utterance mere diagrammatic with respect te its

meani ng,

At the beginning ef this paper, twe assertiens ef the nem-arbitrariness
of the limguistic sign were mentiened. They were declared te be independent
of each ether, and se they are, if language is seen as statie. But if
language is seen as dynamie (in a synchremic er diachremic study), them
the relatien between the twe assertiens emerges. Feor phenslegy,
the first assertien means that a pheneme ef a language is net varied er
changed arbitrarily, but emly with respect te the already existing phenemic
system. The secend assertien prevides eme ef the reasens (expressivity
threugh iecemism) why variatien er change eccurs at all; but.variations
or changes for the sake of icenism are alse made with respect te the
phenemic system, are, in fact, based upen the eppmesitiens and the

hierarchy eof eppesitiens ef this system.
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