
understood in terms of movement within phonological space. A crucial observation has 
been that there are always competing phonological pressures, both syntagmatic and para-
digmatic; it is impossible to satisfy all of these at once, and a great deal of phonological 
change can be understood as endless attempts at satisfying these competing pressures, with 
each resulting change typically introducing new strains into the system. We have further 
seen evidence that the principle that sound change is regular is a very fruitful basis for 
examining the phonological history of a language, since clinging to this principle allows 
us to identify problematic data with great precision and often to  nd explanations for them, 
explanations that increase our understanding of the history of the language in question. 
Finally, while some changes apply only to particular segments, others apply instead to 
entire natural classes of segments, and these changes can often be considered most pro t-
ably within a rule-based framework like generative phonology, with each such change 
being interpreted as some kind of rule change.

The study of phoneme systems and of phonological space was pioneered by the Prague 
School linguists almost 75 years ago, notably in Trubetzkoy (1939). Useful surveys 
of phoneme systems can be found in Hockett (1955), Sedlak (1969), O�Connor (1973: 
Chapter 7), Crothers (1978), Nartey (1979), Maddieson (1980a, 1980b, and especially 
1984), Lass (1984: Chapter 7) and Lindblom (1986). The use of these ideas in exploring 
phonological change, and the notions of holes in the pattern and chain shifts, were chie y 
developed by André Martinet, especially in Martinet (1955); more recently the American 
William Labov has been pursuing the investigation of chain shifts, especially in Labov 
(1994, 2001 and 2008). The classic work on the application of generative phonology to 
phonological change is King (1969). The leading  gure in the  eld has long been Paul 
Kiparsky, who has developed his ideas in a series of publications, among the more import-
ant of which are Kiparsky (1968a, 1968b, 1971 and 1973). Kiparsky (1988) is an overview 
of phonological change including some topics discussed later in this book. Smith (2009) 
is an excellent non-generative treatment of English historical phonology.










