
Introduction: 
• RP: 

 originated in the south-eastern public schools 

[7,2] 

 typologically tied to the South East [7] 

 described as regionless [9] (figure 1) 

• Foot-strut and trap-bath distinctions mark the 

North-South divide in England 

• Bath lexical set: 

 South = palm (/ɑː/) 

 North = trap (/a/ or /æ/) 

 Complex isogloss, often lexically constrained e.g. 

gas vs glass 

• Strut vowel: 

 North = FOOT  (/ʊ/)  

 South = /ʌ/—not in phonology of northern 

speakers 

 Split is difficult to acquire in adulthood [1] Conclusion: 
• foot-strut distinction found in all speakers → un-

likely to be later acquisition  [1] 
• bath realised as trap in all North East speakers, likely 

maintained more due to its status as a strong identi-

ty marker [9] 

Research Questions: 
1. What social and linguistic factors affect the foot-

strut and trap-bath distinctions in speakers pri-

vately educated in the North East and the South 

East? 

2. At what socio-economic stage do the foot-strut 

and trap-bath distinctions disappear in speakers 

privately educated in the North East? 

Method: 
• 10 speakers  

  6 South East, 4 North East 

 not pre-defined as RP  

 defined as middle-upper class by other factors - 

private school education. 

• Sociolinguistic interviews, word lists & minimal pairs, 

conducted by the researcher 

• Transcribed in ELAN, FAVE-align & extract (incl. 

Lobanov normalisation) [6] 

• Linear mixed effect models 

Results: 

foot-strut: 

• strut vs foot lexical sets = +166Hz (t= 28.334) 

• No effect of School Region (figure 2) 

trap-bath: 

• F2: speakers pattern by region (figure 3) - no social 

class effects 

• Effect of following sequence structure (figure 4) → 

Rule simplification [3,5,4] 

 

 

 

• Duration, bath = trap for all speakers → cannot be 

used to distinguish bath vowels (figure 5) 
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Figure 1: Relationship between social & regional accents in 

England (adapted from Wells [9], also reported by 

Ward [8] from Daniel Jones). 
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