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(see fi g ure◊6.50 A). Both the post-stressed cases, however, belong to Type◊2, 

while the post-unstressed cases are all of Type◊4—and all have total voicing 

breaks of 38◊ms or more (with a median of 88◊ms). The two post-stressed 

cases also have a far shorter median constriction duration: 31◊ms as against 

61◊ms (fi g ure◊6.50 B). The /d/s, too, differ in roughly the same way between 

the two contexts. Though the differences are a bit smaller, the presence of 

four post-stressed cases, as opposed to eight post-unstressed ones (see fi g-

ure◊6.51 A), probably makes them more important. This dichotomy for /d/, 
though, is nevertheless more uneven than the fi ve-to-seven grouping based 

on following stress (cf. fi g ure◊6.44). Anyway, the median constriction du-

rations are 65◊ms and 47◊ms (fi g ure◊6.51 B), PR 14 very deep now being an ini-

tial post-unstressed outlier. And while all the post-stressed cases, even the 

two that belong to Type◊4, have total voicing breaks of zero, all but two 

of the (uniformly Type◊4) post-unstressed cases have nonzero breaks (fi g-

ure◊6.51 C); the median being 36◊ms (the median positive break, 10◊ms).

 Not just the constriction-duration but also the realization-type and 

voicing data therefore seem to be more fl aplike, for both the stops, in the 

initial post-stressed context than in the initial post-unstressed one. But I 

have loosely treated the initial contexts as nonfl apping contexts, the pre-

ceding subsection suggesting that initial fl apping is mainly restricted to the 

(pre-unstressed) to and do cases. And indeed, the two post-stressed /t/s in 

the above comparison turn out to be JD 6 due to and RM 6 try to. If we exclude 

these as lexical exceptions, we can of course make no comparisons. As for 

the /d/s, the post-stressed token of Type◊3 is RM 13 I decided—which, again, 

shows that initial /d/ fl apping is not wholly restricted to the do cases—but 

the other post-stressed tokens are JD 13 I don’t, RM 14 I did, and RM 14b I did. 

With these do cases excluded, the 54◊ms long RM 13 alone would still be 

shorter than the post-unstressed median of 65◊ms; but the comparison 

would of course have little signifi cance. Note that the comparisons in the 

fi nal context are not similarly marred by lexical exceptions, though the 

post-unstressed tokens admittedly show little variety for both the stops. For 
/t/, there are DS 5 it off, RM 4b it at, JD 5b it all, and PR 3 at all; for /d/, DS 11 

gyrated and, JH 11b wanted, I, and PR 11 extended itself.

 But even if we were to ignore the issue of lexical exceptions, we could 

ask whether the differences—primarily the durational ones—might actu-

ally be due to following stress. The post-unstressed tokens could be longer 

than the post-stressed ones partly because the following vowel is more of-

ten stressed when the preceding one is unstressed, and because pre-stressed 

tokens generally are longer. Now, fi g ure◊6.45 shows that the latter assump-

tion is not true for fi nal /d/; but let us consider the other three cases, where 


