5.3 Pre-/Post-Accentuation as Transderivational Anti-Faithfulness

In this section, the affix-controlled phenomenon of pre- and post-accentuation
(PPA) isexamined and analyzed in terms of Transderivational Anti-Faithfulness, on a par
with the analysis of dominance effects presented in the previous section. The discussion
begins with an introduction to the problem, and then moves to an analysis of pre-accenting
suffixesin Cupefio in 85.3.2 as an illustration of the basic analysis. Next, some further
implications of the overall approach are examined (85.3.3) and used as a means of
contrasting the TAF theory of pre- and post-accentuation with some plausible alternatives
(85.3.4).

5.3.1 The Problem

An affix may trigger the insertion of an accent into the stem to which it is attached.
When thisinsertion of an accent happens at the same time as prefixation, as exemplified in
(56), it isreferred to as POST-ACCENTUATION. When this morpho-accentua process
correlates with suffixation, as shown by some familiar examples from Cupefio in (57), itis
referred to as PRE-ACCENTUATION. The Cupefio examplesillustrate a further property
commonly found with PPA, namely that this process may not apply when the affix
combines with an inherently accented root, as shown in (57b). (The pre-accenting suffixes
in Cupefio are lexically marked with a subscript ‘pre'; roots are underlined.)

(56) Post-Accenting ma- in Tokyo Japanese (Poser 1984)

a. /ma+ futatw/ — ma-ppUtatu ‘exactly half’
/ma+ usiro/ — ma-Usiro ‘right behind’

b. /ma+ yonakd — mayonaka ‘dead of night’
/ma+ sugu/ — ma-sstgu ‘straight ahead’

(57) Pre-Accenting Suffixes in Cupefio (Hill 1967, Hill & Hill 1968)

a.  /wena+ nukpre/ — wené-nuk “having put in’
Iné+ ma+ Ciped — nema-Ci ‘with my hand(s)’
Iné+sula+ ?a+ipe — ne-s ula-?ai ‘my fingernails (object)’

b. /[Ad +Ye+ipe — Ad-1Y-i ‘coyote (objective case)’
/méme + ykepre/ — méme-yke ‘to the ocean’
Mtivii?e + maapre + l€f — tivi?-me-| ‘small round basket’

In Item-and-Arrangement-style frameworks, PPA is commonly analyzed asa
floating auto-segment that is sponsored by the affix with which it co-occurs, but for
various reasons ends up on a neighboring syllable. Assuming that pitch accentsin
Japanese are represented tonally, post-accenting ma- can be treated as afloating H tonein
the lexical representation of this prefix; when this prefix combines with other morphemes,
the result is an association of the H to afavored position in the word, for example stem-
initially, as shown below.
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(58) Floating Feature Approach to Pre- and Post-Accentuation

H H

I
/ma+ futatu/ — ma-ppatatu

There are, however, some problems with this analysis, which | will discuss herein
order to highlight some issues that any theory of PPA must address. First, an important
property of PPA isthat the inserted accent tends to be placed on a syllablewhichis‘close
phonologically to the accent-inserting affix. The example of Japanese above shows that the
inserted accent must be on an adjacent syllable, which is common cross-linguisticaly.
There are also cases of PPA which involve counting ‘by twos , i.e., inserting an accent
two syllables or moras from the affix in question, as in post-post-accentuation in the
Papuan language Fore (Pike & Scott 1963), and pre-pre-accentuation found in some
contexts in Getxo Basgue (Hualde & Bilbao 1993) and in Tokyo Japanese (Poser 1984).
More often than not, therefore, it seems that the site of insertion is at a morphological
boundary, assigned either on the unit which appears at that boundary, or on a constituent
bound to that edge, like abinary stress foot (though see discussion in 85.3.4 for some
interesting opposite-edge insertion sites). At first glance, the Floating Feature approach
does not predict such locality effects; why should an accent, with no link to itslexical
sponsor, be required to be close to its sponsor?

An additional empirical issue for the Floating Feature analysisisthat PPA is aways
base-mutating. Asdiscussed in 85.1, there are abundant cases of affixes which induce an
insertion of accent into the base, but arguably no instances of pre- or post-accenting roots
or stems. Concretely, if PPA isaproperty invested in aroot, roots should idiosyncratically
cause the insertion of an accent on a neighboring affix, but | know of no clear cases where
some roots trigger PPA, while others do not. (Russian stressis a possible
counterexample, discussed below.) Thisfact isimportant because it foregrounds an
important similarity between PPA and dominance effects, which are likewise always base-
mutating. If PPA involves afloating feature, however, there is no straightforward analysis
of thisfact: why should unassociated auto-segments be limited to just affixes? Indeed,
this assumption would entail arather bizarre typological prediction, namely that affixes
have athree-way contrast for accent, i.e., accented, unaccented, and accented but floating,
while roots only have the standard two-way contrast. This state of affairsis clearly at odds
with the important cross-linguistic trend that roots sponsor awider range of contrasts than
affixes (see discussion in 82.2). A related problem involves languages, like Tokyo
Japanese, that have both post-accenting prefixes and pre-accenting suffixes. Thus, in
addition to post-accenting prefixes like ma-, Japanese has several pre-accenting suffixes,
e.g., -ke in nismura-ke ‘the Nishimura family’, cf. nisimura. The problem with caseslike
these isthat the association of the floating feature is determined by rule in this analysis;
therefore, the fact that the floating feature has two distinct edge orientations requires two
separate rules for the docking of the accent at the surface. The Floating Feature analysis
thus misses the generdization that these affixes are base-mutating, and must therefore be
realized on the base of affixation, a point to which we will return below.

10ne clear line of analysis here is to ascribe affixes with the property of Invisibility, putting them outside
of the domain for accentual processes (Poser 1984). This approach is discussed in 85.3.4, along with other
plausible alternatives.
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These problems with the Floating Feature analysis bring to the fore two important
guestions that an adequate theory of pre- and post-accentuation must address:

1. Why isthe affected syllable typically aneighbor to the triggering affix?
2. Why is pre- and post-accentuation always base-mutating?

The tack taken directly below isto develop an alternative to the Floating Feature analysis
which makes crucial use of Transderivational Anti-Faithfulness constraints. As| show in
this section, the analysis of PPA in TAF theory provides principled answersto these
guestions.

On a par with dominant affixes, pre- and post-accenting affixes subcategorize for a
given correspondence relation, and upon this relation, high-ranking Transderivational Anti-
Faithfulness constraints are formulated. Further, the anti-insertion constraint, DEP-PROM,
has a counterpart in the set of Anti-Faithfulness constraints, namely -DEP-PROM, which
specificaly forcesinsertion of aprominence in the base. The basic features of PPA are
thus explained as the negation of an existing Faithfulness constraint, together with the
assumption that Anti-Faithfulness effects must be felt in the neighboring environment of the
triggering affix. One of the locality requirements defined in 84.3 prescribed an alternation
on an adjacent syllable, which, when applied to the Anti-Faithfulness constraint demanding
an insertion of accent, triggers an epenthetic accent on the syllable directly following or
preceding the affix involved, as sketched below. The square brackets indicate the scope of
the Anti-Faithful ness effect.

(59) Pre- and Post-A ccentuation as the Negation of DEP-PROM

Base /ma+ futatu/ -00-DEP-PROM g OO-DEP-PROM
a futatu ma-[ ppu]tatu *1
b. futatu ma:[ ppu]tatu *| *
c. — futatu ma:[ppU]tatu *

Thus, the last candidate ma-ppUtatu is the winner because only it mutates the base by
inserting an accent on a syllable close enough to the triggering affix.

From this brief sketch, it is clear how the TAF approach to PPA addresses the two
guestions given above. First, the locality conditions on PPA are accounted for in a general
theory of locality effects, namely the set of locality conditions which are attested in one
form or another in all affix-controlled processes. Second, PPA is base-mutating because it
is affix-controlled, and all affix-controlled accentual processes must conform to Strict Base
Mutation (see 84.3.3). Rather on a par with the treatment of these same properties found in
dominance effects, therefore, the basic properties of PPA are explained with aunified
theory of Transderivational Anti-Faithfulness. The overall cohesiveness of the theory isa
further important advantage and will be used in the final subsection as a means of
contrasting the TAF theory of pre- and post-accentuation with some previous approaches to
the problem.
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5.3.2 The Proposal: Pre- and Post-Accentuation as Negation of DEP-PROM

The Transderivationa Anti-Faithfulness constraint, =OO-DEP-PROM, will be
employed below in the formal analysis of morphologically conditioned accent insertion, or
pre- and post-accentuation. Specifically, | will argue that the symmetric counterpart to
-00-MAX-PrOM in the TAF congtraints has arole in the analysis of affix-controlled
accentual processes. Toillustrate the basic features of this theory, we examine pre-
accentuation in Cupefio in more detail, complementing the analysis presented in chapter 2
with a complete account of this important morpho-accentual process. A review of the data
comes directly below, followed by the analysis within TAF theory.

Accent is culminative in Cupefio, and so when more than one inherently accented
morpheme combines in word formation, only one of the accents can berealized. Like
many morphologically governed accent systems, Cupefio shows a preference for realizing
inherent accent in roots over affixes, as shown by the input-output mappings in (60a).
Inherent affix accent istherefore only observed in words with unaccented roots, as
exemplified in (60b). Finaly, in words with more than one accented affix, the rightmost
inherently accented affix surfaces with stress (60c).

(60) Cupefio Accent (Hill & Hill 1968, Crowhurst 1994, Alderete 1996)

a. Overriding Root Accent
Iné+Niy+qgdl +i+pe/ —  neNiy-ga-i-pe  ‘When| go away’

/pé+ Niy + pi/ — pe-Niy-pi ‘S/he would go away’
b. Inherent Affix Accent with Unaccented Root
/pé +.yax/ — pé-yax ‘Shesad’
/pé + yax + qal/ — pe-yax-qd ‘S/he was saying’
c. Rightmost Inherent Accent Wins
lyax + qd +i/ — yex-gel-i “While ghe was saying’
/né + wen + qa/ — ne-wen-gal ‘I was putting’

Thislast fact illustrates the rightward orientation of inherent accent. In the absence of any
inherently accented morphemes, however, words receiveinitial stress, e.g., /lyax + em/ —
yax-em ‘ Speak (2nd Plura)’. In chapter 2, this pattern of conflicting edge orientationsis
analyzed in terms of conflicting Alignment constraints at different levels of anaysisin the
prosodic hierarchy. Words with no inherently accented morphemes are analyzed as lacking
alevel 3 grid mark, and as aresult, recelve default initial stress. | maintain this assumption
in the assessment of base-output relations, but as explained below, this assumption is not
crucia to the analysis of pre-accentuation in Cupefio.

Cupefio also has a set of pre-accenting suffixes which impose root-final stress. For
example, the wordsin (61a) have pre-accenting suffixes (which are marked with the
subscript “pre'), and these words all have root-final stress (see §2.4.3 for further
exemplification).2 Importantly, pre-accentuation is blocked in words with accented roots

2|t appears that these suffixes do not sSimply require accent on the syllable directly preceding them, as Hill
1967 and Hill & Hill 1968 describe a pattern of pre-pre-accentuation in cases where the pre-accenting suffix
is separated from the base by another affix, e.g., /né+ s ula+ ?a+ iprg/ — ne-g ua-?a-i ‘my fingernails
(obj.)’. Because the conditions on this pattern are still unclear descriptively, | addressit in a speculative
way at the end of this subsection.
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(61b). Thus, consistent with the general pattern in the language, inherent accent in roots
impedes the realization of accent contributed by the pre-accenting suffixes.

(61) Pre-Accentuation in Cupefio (Hill 1967, Hill & Hill 1968)

a. Inherent Affix Accent with Unaccented Root
Iné+ ma+ Cipe — ne-mé&Ci ‘with my hand(s)’
/wena +nukpre/ — wena-nuk ‘having put in’

b. Overriding Root Accent
Iméme + “yekepre/ — méme-yke ‘to the ocean’
ftiviize + ‘'maapre-lel — tivi?-mel “small round basket’

While pre-accenting suffixes are abundant in the language, not all of the suffixes are pre-
accenting. Suffixes may be unaccented, and therefore they do not surface with accent, as
in the plural imperative suffix -emin yax-em*Say! (2nd Plural)’. Alternatively, they may
be accented, and therefore surface with stress when they attach to unaccented roots, e.g.,
pe-yax-qal ‘Hewas saying'. In summary, the pre-accenting suffixes differ from other
affixesin the language in that the former trigger insertion of an accent into an unaccented
stem.

The analysis of the first body of data given in chapter 2 isthat Root Faith generally
outranks Affix Faith (McCarthy & Prince 1995); as aresult, this ordering is respected in
the MAX-PROM constraints, as shown below.

(62) Accent in Cupefio
MAX-PROMRoot >> MAX-PROMAaffix >> ALIGN-R(PK, Prwd)

The above ranking correctly accounts for the observed patterns. aroot accent takes
precedence over an affix accent because the Prosodic Faithfulness constraint for rootsis
top-ranked. The rightmost inherently accented affix is realized only in the absence of
accented roots.

The pre-accenting suffixes induce an insertion of accent somewhere in the root to
which they attach. The phonologica operation observed in pre-accentuation is therefore the
insertion of an accent which isnot present in the related form. The observed phonological
pattern may be explained in terms of an Anti-Faithfulness constraint which negates the
logical statement of DEP-PROM, as shown below.

(63) -DEP-PROM:  For x aprominence, - [Vx X', [ XESH =X €S & xRx' ] ]
‘It is not the case that every prominencein Sy has a correspondent in S;.

Satisfaction of -DEP-PROM entails the appearance of (at |east) one epenthetic prominence.
Formulated as a TAF constraint, =OO-DEP-PROM requires accent insertion in
morphologically related words. On par with the analysis of dominance effects, therefore,
the contrast between pre-accenting and non-pre-accenting affixes is established through
constraint ranking, as shown below with two schematic rankings.
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(64) Accent Insertion/No Accent Insertion through Constraint Ranking

a. Accent Insertion: -OO-DEP-PROM >> OO-DEP-PROM

b. No Accent Insertion: OO-DEP-PROM >> -0O0O-DEP-PROM

With =OO-DEP-PROM ranked above OO-DEP-PROM, affixation will trigger an insertion of
prominence in the base, as observed with the attachment of -nuk in [wena] = [wené-nuk].
On the other hand, if ~OO-DEP-PROM is ranked below OO-DEP-PROM, then affixation
does not bring about a change in the base, as we have seen with the suffix -em, e.g.,
[yax(e)] = [yax-em]. Conflating these rankingsin asingle hierarchy yields the following
constraint system.

(65) Pre-Accentuation in Cupefio
MAX-PMm Root >> ﬂOODom'DEP'PM >> O0-DEP-PM >> —IOORec'DEP‘PM

In this system, the same mnemonics from 85.2.2 are used. The pre-accenting suffixes
trigger OOpom-correspondence, and because the Anti-Faithfulness constraint defined on
thisrelation is high-ranking, these suffixes will bring about overt effectsin base-derivative
pairs. In contrast, words with non-pre-accenting suffixes are assessed by ~OORec-DEP-
PROM, which, because of itslow-ranking position in the constraint system, accounts for
the lack of accent insertion. Finally, in this ranking, =OO-DEP-PROM is ranked below the
Root Faithfulness constraint, MAX-PROMRgot, and as a result, words with accented roots
will aways be faithful to the accentuation of the root.

Thefollowing lexical entries distinguish the pre-accenting suffixes and non-pre-
accenting suffixes through the subcategorization of correspondence relations discussed
above.

(66) Lexica Entriesfor Pre-Accenting and Non-Pre-Accenting Suffixes in Cupefio3

a. -nuk Vpunc [[Verbloopom ] [Pre-Accenting]
Ci Ninstr [ [ Noun]Joopom ]
-ye Nob [ [ Noun]oopom ____]
-yeke Npir [ [ Noun]Joopom ]
b. -cdl V Past-dur [[Verb]oorec ] [Non-Pre-Accenting]
-em Vimper (P)  [[VerbJoorec ]

With the contrast between the two affix classes established in the lexicon, the various
patterns of Faithfulness and Anti-Faithfulness for accent may be modelled in terms of
familiar types of constraint interaction, which | now illustrate.

Words with the suffix -nuk are sensitive to OOpom-correspondence. Therefore,
because of the rank of ~OOpem-DEP-PROM in the system, this suffix brings about an
insertion of accent in the derived form, specificaly in theinterval of the word whichisaso

3The morphological restrictions given in these entries are based on the grammatical sketch in Hill &
Nolasguez 1973.
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present in the base, asillustrated below (see 84.2.1 for discussion of the role of Stem-to-
Stem correspondence in DEP-type constraints).4

(67) Pre-Accentuation with Suffix -nuk

Base /wena + nuKpre/ -0O0pom-DEP-PROM OO-DEP-PROM
a wena wena-nuk *|
b. — wena wena-nuk &

The winner here isthus the base-derivative pair which achieves an overt opposition by
inserting anon-lexical accent into the base, smilar to the opposition realized as a deletion of
accent found in words with dominant morphemes.

Pre-accenting suffixes must affect the base, but if the base of affixation is greater
than one syllable, how isthe site of prominence insertion predicted? Asnotedin 85.3.1,in
many cases, the insertion site may be predicted from the locality requirements inherent to
the process, e.g., Japanese pre-accenting suffixes must affect a neighboring syllable, and
so these suffixes posit a threshold on the scope of Anti-Faithfulness (achieved though
Local Conjunction in the domain of the syllable — see the analysisin §5.3.3.1 below). In
Cupefio, however, the locality restrictions are less stringent (see footnote 19), and so the
precise pattern of base mutation becomes an empirical issue. In such a context, lower-
ranking constraintsin the system, which are needed on independent grounds, become
active and predict a specific pattern of Anti-Faithfulness, asillustrated below.

(68) Grammar Dependent Pre-Accentuation
Base /wena+ nukpre/ | ~OO0pem-DEP-PM OO-DEP-PM ALIGN-R

a wena wena-nuk *|
b. wena wéna-nuk * x|
Cc. — wena wena-nuk * *

The fully faithful candidate (68a) is ruled out because the suffix -nuk is evaluated by
-0O0pom-DEP-PROM, and thus, words with -nuk must mutate the base by inserting a
prominence. The remaining two candidates satisfy the Prosodic Anti-Faithfulness
constraints in thisway, and since they both violate OO-DEP-PROM equally, a different
constraint is needed to separate them. The required constraint is the independently needed
Alignment constraint, ALIGN-R, which favorsfinal accent over non-fina accent in the root,
asthis option better satisfies the gradient Alignment constraint. In sum, the inserted accent
must appear in the base because TAF constraints always require base mutation, and the
inserted accent must be stem-final because of the independently attested edge orientation for
word accent.

4For ease of exposition, | assume that the bases here are not marked for an accent, i.e., agrid mark at the
level on the grid where lexical accent is given (see 82.4.3 for discussion). While these unaccented words do
have a prominent syllable (at level 2), they do not have a stress-accent (at level 3), which isthe level upon
which the Faithfulness and Anti-Faithfulness constraints operate. If it turns out there is a better analysisin
which the bases here are in fact phonologically accented on the initial syllable, this would not affect the
ranking argument here because the high-ranking Anti-Faithfulness constraint will still require an inserted
accent, different from the one present in the base.
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Thislast result highlights an important feature of the analysis, namely the treatment
of grammar dependent morpho-accentual processes. Paralleling the treatment of dominant
suffixes, pre-accenting suffixes in Cupefio require a change in the base, but the
independently needed grammar of accent helps, in some contexts, to predict the overall
character of the accentual change. In Russian, for example, the TAF constraint -OO-
MAX-PROM requires aloss of accent in the base, but the dominated constraint POST-STEM-
PROM determines the stress of de-accented words. Likewise, in Cupefio, ~OO-DEP-
PROM requires an insertion of accent in the base, but the lower-ranking constraint, ALIGN-
R, isresponsible for predicting where this epenthetic accent is placed in the base. Thus,
there isa symmetry in the patterns of morphologically triggered Anti-Faithfulness in that
they are both grammar dependent.

Returning to the details of the analysis, adifferent set of suffixes subcategorize for
OORec-correspondence, and as aresult of the rank order of “OORec-DEP-PROM, these
suffixes do not condition pre-accentuation. The imperative plural suffix -emis one such
suffix, and asillustrated in the following tableau, derivatives with this suffix are like their
simplex bases.

(69) Lack of Pre-Accentuation with -em

Base lyax + em/ OO-DEP-PROM ~OO0Rgc-DEP-PROM
a yax(e yax-em *|
b. — yax(e) yax-em *

Because -emisitsalf unaccented, the larger word surfaces without an accent as a means of
satisfying the Transderivational Prosodic Faithfulness constraints.

The next fact of interest here concerns the combination of a pre-accenting suffix
with an accented root. As exemplified above, the inherent accent of the root wins out over
the pre-accenting suffix, and thisfact is aso correctly predicted through constraint
domination. Thus, employing the well-motivated distinction between Root and Affix
Faithfulness, the constraint which requires realization of inherent accent in roots, namely
MAX-PROMRoqt, iS ranked above the constraint which calls for pre-accentuation in pre-
accenting suffixes, i.e., “OOpom-DEP-PROM. Asillustrated below, the result of this
ranking isthat it is more harmonic to realize root accent than to mutate the base with an
insertion of accent, even with the suffixes which are sensitive to =OOpom-DEP-PROM.

(70) Blocking Effect of RCA

Base /méme + yekepre/ |O-MAX-PMRoot -OOpom-DEP-PM
a meéme-t memeé-yke *|
b. - mémet méme-yke *

The loser here satisfies the Anti-Faithfulness constraint, as the accentuation of the baseis
changed in base-output pairs, but this pattern is of little help because base-mutation in this
context requires being unfaithful to the root accent on the |O-dimension. The winner is
thus the candidate which fails to change the base as a means of satisfying high-ranking
Root Faith.

Non-uniformity effects such as this were mentioned as a conceptual possibility in
chapter 4: the demands placed on an affixed form by a TAF constraint can be stymied by
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the force of an higher-ranking constraint. Pre-accentuation in Cupefio isthusared life
example of such an effect, providing empirica evidence for the approach taken here where
constraint ranking plays acrucia role. Interestingly, many systems which have pre-
accentuation exhibit this type of blocking effect. For example, in Getxo Basgue, there are
severa pre-accenting suffixes, but these suffixes only trigger an insertion of accent in
words with unaccented stems, again showing arole for Root Faithfulnessin pre-
accentuation. Another relevant example is metatony, or ‘ pattern D mobile stress’ in
Russian. Asargued in 85.2.3, this pattern is best treated as a case of pre-accentuation; if
thisanalysisis correct, it is significant that this pattern of mobile stressis only available in
words with unaccented roots because only such formswill be able to insert a new accent
into the stem.

Returning to the locality restriction on the site of accent insertion noted above, as
thistype of effect is one of the stated goals of this section, it is necessary to consider how
to analyzethisrestriction. Unfortunately, the available evidence israther inconclusive, so |
can only make a speculative hypothesis at thistime. Starting with my primary source, Hill
& Hill 1968: 236 discuss amorphological restriction on the range of pre-accentuation,
namely that the pre-accenting suffix may not be separated from the base by more than one
affix. Megan Crowhurst (personal communication) suggests that this apparent
morphological restriction may in fact be phonological. Given that almost al of the suffixes
are monosyllabic at the surface, it may be possible to state this restriction in terms of atwo
syllable window: the accent contributed by the pre-accenting suffix must not be farther
than two syllables from the triggering suffix. Thiskind of restriction would not come as a
surprise, because, as noted in the introduction, there are a number of languages with PPA
which exhibit atwo syllable threshold.

The observed disyllabic threshold on pre-accentuation invites a foot-based
interpretation: the inserted accent must appear in the foot directly preceding the pre-
accenting suffix. To make this proposal more concrete, | assume that thereisarelatively
high-ranking constraint in the grammar which aligns a stress foot at the right edge of the
stem (excluding the pre-accenting suffix). This constraint is of course subordinate to the
Prosodic Faithfulness constraints which may bring about non-right-aligned feet and the
Alignment constraint governing the edge properties of affix accent (see 82.4.3). Inwords
with unaccented roots, however, this foot will aways be right-aligned, providing the basis
for the following restriction: the accent contributed by the pre-accenting suffix must bein
the foot which abuts this suffix. In acase like the one given above, pre-pre-accentuation
places an accent on the head of atrochaic foot, asin: [ne-[su(l&7a)] siem-i], while pre-
accentuation inserts an accent into the head of an iambic foot, asin [(wend)] stem-nuk].
However, the inserted accent cannot be pre-penultimate in the stem because such a pattern
would put an accent outside of the stressfoot: [[o (0 0) ]-afpre]. Within the framework for
locality effects developed in 84.3, thistype of restriction is d@crl bed by locally conjoining
the TAF constraint with an Anchoring constraint in the domain of the prosodic foot, i.e.,
(-OO-DEP-PROM & ANCHOR(Stem, PrWd, R)Foot. 10 the case study of Aguaruna
presented in §85.4.3, there appears to be asimilar type of restriction on accent shifts,
namely that the shifted accent must be within the foot directly preceding the accent-shifting
suffix. Thus, while there are still some formal details to be worked out, the facts here seem
to pattern with other types of affix-controlled processes.
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The following constraint hierarchy summarizes the ranking arguments given above
in the analysis of pre-accentuation in Cupefio.

(71) Summary Ranking®
|O-MAX-PROMRoot
|O-MAX-PROMaffix “OOpom-DEP-PROM
ALIGN-R (PX, F/>rWd)
OO—DI|EP-PROM
—.OORe(l;-DEP-PROM

Reviewing the essential features of the anaysis, with the |O-Root Faithfulness constraint
top-ranked, words with accented roots will aways be paired with derived forms which are
faithful to thisroot accent. However, in derived words with an unaccented root and a pre-
accenting suffix such as -nuk, the result isinsertion of accent in the base, because the TAF
constraint ~OO0pom-DEP-PROM outranks OO-DEP-PROM. The constraint ranking here
predicts avery specific pattern of base mutation, namely insertion of accent in the root-final
gyllable, as this pattern fares better on the relatively low-ranking Alignment constraint,
ALIGN-R. Furthermore, suffixes such as -em subcategorize for OORec-correspondence,
and because the Anti-Faithfulness constraint defined on this relation is low-ranking,
specifically ranked below the Transderivational Prosodic Faithfulness constraints, these
suffixes contrast with the pre-accenting suffixesin not causing insertion of accent into the
base. Findly, inherently accented affixes, such as-gal, may realize their inherent accent
because |O-MAX-PROMatix dominates the Anti-Faithfulness constraint sensitive to this
non-pre-accenting suffix.

Now that | have constructed an analysis of a particular language, it is possible to
establish more explicitly the relation between the TAF analysis of PPA and the analysis
presented in the previous section for another type of affix-controlled accentual process,
dominance effects. First, inthe analysis of both dominance effectsin Russian and of pre-
accentuation in Cupefio, the affix-controlled processislexically specified through
subcategorization of correspondence relations. Thus, dominant suffixes and pre-accenting
suffixes select a correspondence relation upon which a high-ranking Anti-Faithfulness
constraint is defined, and as aresult, only these suffixes trigger the process. Furthermore,
inthe TAF analysis for both types of affix-controlled processes, the observed processes are
morphologically triggered and base-mutating. That is, in both analyses, the observed
accentual change is aresponse to an OO-Anti-Faithfulness constraint, and because of their
transderivational nature, the constraints only affect base-derivative pairs. The observed
changes always affect the base, consistent with Strict Base Mutation.

An additional paralle between the TAF analyses of these two affix-controlled
phenomenais that in both cases the morpho-accentual processis grammar dependent. That
is, aTAF constraint requires an accentual change between a base and its derivative, and
other constraints operative in the system play arolein predicting the precise nature of the

SThe ranking of ALIGN-R above OO-DEP-PROM, though not apparent from the above discussion, is
required to account for the fact that the base accent is not preserved in the base-output pair, pé-yax/pe-yax-
gal ‘He says, was saying'; if the reverse ranking held, then prefix accent would be preserved in the
derivative, instead of the observed pattern of rightward edge orientation.

199



change. In Russian, the constraint POST-STEM-PROM was responsible for the fact that de-
accented words always surface with ending stress. In Cupefio too, the constraint ALIGN-R
had a say in the pattern of Anti-Faithfulness observed in derived forms, namely that the
inserted accent must be rightmost in the root. In both analyses, therefore, independently
attested constraints on the distribution of accent have aforma rolein characterizing the
outcome of the morpho-accentual process.

Another important similarity between the TAF approaches to dominance effects and
PPA, though not made explicit in these particular analyses, is that both approaches account
for certain locality conditions on the range of an Anti-Faithfulness constraint. Thus, in the
analysis of phrases with no in Tokyo Japanese (85.2.4), the observed locality condition on
de-accentuation is handled with the same machinery employed in characterizing locality
effectsin pre-accenting suffixes and post-accenting prefixes (discussed in more detail
below). In both cases, accent deletion or accent insertion only affects a prosodic category
which is adjacent to the relevant affix. Thisfact isdescribed by locally conjoininga TAF
constraint with an Anchoring constraint within the domain of the relevant prosodic unit.
On this count too, therefore, TAF theory gives an integrated analysis of arelated fact.

To conclude this subsection, | have shown in the context of a set of problemsin
Cupefio that the TAF theoretic analysis of pre- and post-accentuation accounts for al of the
formal properties observed in other affix-controlled processes. Thisresult is significant
because it is the second step in establishing afully integrated theory of ACA, aprogram
which isto be continued in the next section. Furthermore, this result will also enable usto
distinguish the TAF approach to PPA from other possible alternatives, which are studied in
the last subsection.

5.3.3 Implications
5.3.3.1 Strict Base Mutation in Pre- and Post-Accentuation

Before we study to gpproaches pre- and post-accentuation in awider theoretical
context, | would like to flesh out some further implications of the TAF approach which will
serveto distinguish it from various plausible alternatives. The first point involves the
treatment of locality conditions and how the account in TAF theory extends to languages
like Tokyo Japanese which have both pre-accenting suffixes and post-accenting prefixes.
As | show below, the apparent bi-directional orientation for the accents introduced by these
affixes follows quite naturally as an effect of Strict Base Mutation.

Asillustrated with the following examples, Japanese has both prefixes which give
stem-initial accent and suffixes which cause stem-final accent.

(72) Pre- and Post-Accentuation in Tokyo Japanese (Poser 1984: 54 ff.)

a. /ma + futatu/ — ma-ppUtatu ‘exactly haf’
/ma’ + yonakal — maryonaka ‘dead of night’

b. /yosda+ ke — yosidé-ke ‘the Y oshida family’
/nisimura+ “ke/ — nisimura-ke ‘the Nishimura family’

The two patterns above are clearly connected by the fact that they are both base-mutating
and subject to alocality requirement dictating that the insertion of accent be in an adjacent
syllable.
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How are these two related facts to be accounted for? The only mechanism for
characterizing locality conditionsin TAF theory is through Loca Conjunction defined
within certain morphological or prosodic categories, and thus the locality conditions on
Japanese PPA must fall out from thistheory. Consistent with the set of assumptions
developed in 84.3, therefore, the observed locality conditions here may be characterized
through local conjunction in the domain of the syllable, asin the constraint below.

(73) (-OO-DEP-PROM & ANCHOR-R/L(Stem, PrWd))s = ~OO-DEP-PROMEGge-o
In base-derivative pairs, a prominence which is not present in the base must be
inserted in the derived form in the syllable which is de-aligned through affixation.

-0O0-DEP-PrROM isviolated in apair of related words where the derived word does not
have an inserted accent in the base, while ANCHOR-R/L isviolated in all affixed words
because such words introduce material which stands in the way of perfect Stem-to-Prwd
Alignment. On astrictly formal level, ANCHOR-R/L is acombination of two constraints,
so the conjoined congtraint here actually involves a conjunction of =OO-DEP-PROM with
an aready conjoined congtraint; since the two Anchoring constraints have the same overall
effect, | refer to them jointly as ANCHOR-R/L..6 The conjunction of the TAF and
Anchoring constraints in the domain of the syllable therefore entails that it is not allowed to
de-align the stem through affixation and at the same time fail to insert an epenthetic
prominence into the stem at the de-aligned edge. The effect of this complex constraint is
illustrated in the following two sets of tableaux.

(74) Post-Accentuation in Tokyo Japanese

Base Output —~0O0-DEP-PROMEqgec | OO-PROS-FAITH

a. futatu ~  ma[ppU]tatu *
*ma-[ppu]tatu *|

b.yonakdA = ma[yl]naka *
*ma-[yo]naka *|

c.yosida = yosi[dd]-ke *
*yosi[da]-ke *|

d.nisimura = nisimu[ral-ke *
*nisimu[ra)-ke *1

In the candidates above, the bracketed syllable identifies the locus of the Anchoring
violations, and hence, the syllable in which the TAF constraint is active. As can be seen
from each base-output pair, this constraint always rules out the fully faithful formin favor
of apattern of Anti-Faithfulnesswith insertion in aneighboring syllable. For example, in
the losing base-output pairsin (74a) and (74b), failure to insert an accent in the first
syllable of the stem resultsin aviolation of the Anti-Faithfulness constraint ~OO-DEP-
PROM. Sincethiscongtraint violation islocal to the violation of Anchoring incurred by

5Perhaps the combined force of these two constraints can be achieved with the Wrap constraints devel oped
in Truckenbrodt 1995 and applied specifically to word-level unitsin Peperkamp 1997. The idea behind
these constraints is the edge of the morphological stem must be ‘wrapped’ by, or co-extensive with, the
edge of the Pr\Wwd (see also McCarthy & Prince 1994 for arelated ideain the analysis of recursive stem
structure in Diyari).
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prefixation, these pairs are ruled out. The same holds with the pre-accenting suffixes
shown in (74c) and (74d), except the insertion of a suffix in the derived form calls for
accent insertion in the fina syllable of the stem. Asillustrated with the losing candidates,
failure to insert an epenthetic accent in this context leads to a violation of the conjoined
congtraint, which effectively eliminates these base-output pairs as well.

To summarize the result here, the conjunction of the two constraints in the domain
of the syllable requires a breach of Faithfulnessin the syllable which is adjacent to the
relevant affix. With this approach to the locality condition, the fact that prefixes are post-
accenting and suffixes are pre-accenting is explained as an effect of Strict Base Mutation.
Since TAF constraints require a mutation of the base of a morphological process, the
directionality effects of the two types of affixes are explained by the subcategorization
regquirements which define the edge properties of the individual affixes. In thistheory,
therefore, there can be no pre-accenting prefixes nor post-accenting suffixes because,
without a rather non-standard morphological analysis, such morpho-accentual processes
are not base-mutating. Thisfollowing statement foregrounds this prediction, whichisa
special type of SBM, and hence does not need to be stipulated in the analysis of PPA.

(75) Strict Base Mutation in Pre- and Post-Accentuation
Morphologically triggered insertion of accent always affects the base of affixation.

This prediction can be counter-exemplified in two logically possible scenarios: (i) an affix
which causes insertion of an accent into a non-base affix, and (ii) a stem which inserts an
accent into a neighboring non-base affix. The constraint behind the scenarioin (i) isat
work in the explanation of the two patterns of base-mutation in Japanese PPA. Concerning
scenario (ii), however, it isinteresting to review the stress system in Russian inflected
nouns, as a common approach to the analysis of stress in Russian involves recognizing a
set of ‘ post-accenting stems’, so-called because they are claimed to trigger a shift of accent
to the following vowel in the inflectional ending (see e.g. Melvold 1990 and references
therein). If such acategory was indeed required in the analysis of Russian stress, this
system would constitute a clear counter-example to the restrictive claim established above.
It turns out that this approach is unsatisfactory for several reasons, and so it does not refute
the application of SBM to pre- and post-accentuation, as | will now show.”

Russian has two productive patterns of stressin nominal paradigms (whichis
mirrored in verbs and adjectives as well, as discussed in §83.2.3). These two patterns are
exemplified below with two second declension nouns.

(76) Stressin Russian Noun Paradigms

a. Fixed Stem Stress b. Fixed Inflection Stress
komnat-a C'et-a Nominative Singular
komnat-e C'et-é Dative Singular
komnat-am €’ ert-am Dative Plura

TAnother interesting case in regard to SBM is the Hare dialect of Slave, which, according to Rice 1989,
1990 has atwo-way contrast between unmarked stems and stems which trigger the insertion of tone into the
preceding syllable in verbs; in nouns, the marked tone stays on the stem. Following Rice 1990 (see also
Gessner 1999), however, the retraction of tone specifically in verbs can be accounted with the special
prosody characteristic of thisword class, whereby the stem tone shifts to the preceding syllable to appear in
the head of atrochaic foot.
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‘room’ ‘characteritic’

Thefirst pattern, which is by far more common, is fixed stress on a stem vowel (76a). The
second pattern, shown in (76b), constitutes roughly six percent of the total noun inventory
and hasfixed stress on the first vowel of the inflection ending (whichisdisyllabicin
instrumental forms). Also, there are two minor stress patterns which involve mobile

stress, but since they are unproductive, they will be treated later.

The analysis aluded to above, which | will call the Post-Accenting Analysis,
accounts for these two basic patterns by assuming that the stems which form these
paradigms are both inherently accented. Further, stemswhich give fixed ending stress are
accented on the final syllable and lexically marked for the feature [+Post-Accenting], which
systematically yields ending stress by triggering arule of stress shift. Thus, astem like
vkomnat is accented on the first syllable which is preserved in surface inflected forms
(because this stem is not post-accenting); the stem v€ " ért is likewise inherently accented,
but because it is post-accenting, its inherent accent always ends up on the first vowel of the
inflectional ending.

Thisanalysisis of course one among many, and the aternative analysis developed
in 83.2 has a number of advantages over this approach. This aternative analysisis quite
simple: paradigms with fixed stem stress have an inherently accented stem which is
consistently preserved in surface forms because of high-ranking Root Faithfulness (on a
par with Cupefio); paradigms with fixed inflection stress have unaccented stems and receive
ending stress by default because there is a constraint in the grammar, POST-STEM-PROM,
which actively requires stressin this position. | will refer to this analysis as the Root-
Controlled Accent (RCA) analysis.

One advantage of the RCA analysisisthat the constraint needed in the
characterization of the default position for stress, POST-STEM-PROM, provides the right
tool for explaining other stress patterns in which the post-stem vowdl is the default position
for stress. First, certain inflectional categories in some declension classes do not have an
ending, e.g., the nominative and accusative singular in | and |11 declension nouns. In such
contexts, if the noun has fixed inflection stress throughout the rest of the paradigm, these
inflectional categories have stem-final stress, e.g., topor, cf. topor-U ‘ axe
(nominative/dative singular)’, showing that POST-STEM-PROM sets the post-stem vowel as
atarget that is approximated in these forms.

The second form of evidence for the post-stem vowel as adefault position involves
the analysis of the two patterns of mobile stress in words with unaccented stems. One
pattern, often called ‘ pattern D’, has ending stress in the singular, but stem-final stressin
the plural, e.g., kolbas-a ‘ sausage (nom. sg.)’, cf. kolbas-y (nom. pl.). Another mobile
pattern (‘ pattern C') involvesinitial stressin the singular, but ending stressin the plural,
e.g., kélokol ‘bell (nom. sg.), cf. kolokol-a (nom. pl.). In 85.2.3, | explain both of these
mobile stress patterns as an effect of an Anti-Faithfulness constraint requiring an overt
difference between singular and plural forms. In particular, the plural suffixes are analyzed
as pre-accenting and the change brought about in the plural is thus due to the base-mutating
effects of the TAF congtraint yielding pre-accentuation. For example, in the pattern D
mutation, the singular form has default ending stress, as in kolbas-a, because that is the
default position for stress in words with unaccented stems, as determined by POST-STEM-
PrROM. The TAF congtraint therefore requires aminimal difference in the plural, which
correctly predicts stem-final stressin kolbas-y asaminimal violation of POST-STEM-
PrROM. The same principles of morphological opposition are at work in the analysis of
pattern C mobile stress, except this pattern is treated as adominance effect. The singular
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has lexically specified initial stress, asin kélokol, and the TAF constraint =OO-MAX-
PrROM therefore requires a deletion, with the result of giving ending stressin the plural,
e.g., kolokol-a, as a means of satisfying POST-STEM-PROM. To summarize, the same
congtraint which is operative in the analysis of default ending stress also hasarolein the
analysis of these unproductive patterns of mobile stress, which provides further support for
the RCA approach.

In contrast to the RCA analysis, the connection between the accentual defaultsin the
productive and unproductive stress patterns is unexplained within the Post-Accenting
analysis. For example, pattern D mobile stressis analyzed as evidence for an additional
rule, Stress Retraction, which targets an accent shifted to the inflectional ending, and
movesit back to itslexical stem-final position, a‘Duke of York’ derivation in the sense of
Pullum 1976. The derivation for the plural form kolbas-y runs asfollows. /kolbas+y/ —
[kolbas-y] — [kolbasy]. Why is stress retracted specifically in the plural, and why isit
retracted only one syllable? These are questions which arise in the Post-Accenting analysis
but receive no explanation. In contrast, a straightforward response to these questions is
giveninthe RCA analysis sketched above. The stressis mutated in the plural as a means
of supporting amorphological contrast; the shift is only one syllable because this shift
minimally violates POST-STEM-PROM.

The overall argument hereisthusthat the Post-Accenting anaysisisinferior to the
Root-Controlled Accent analysis because the latter explains awider range of datawith a
cogent analysis. The superiority of the RCA anaysistherefore vitiates the assertion that
Russian counter-exemplifies the application of the thesis of Strict Base Mutation to pre- and
post-accentuation. Since there is an aternative to the Post-Accenting analysiswhich is
superior, it does not follow that Russian must be analyzed as having post-accenting stems.

5.3.3.2 Dominant/Recessive Pre-Accentuation in Tokyo Japanese

The next set of implications to be examined involves the treatment of dominant pre-
and post-accenting affixes. The languages studied thus far, namely Cupefio, and
tangentially Russian, al involve anon-uniform pattern of pre-accentuation in which the
pre-accenting suffixes only induce an accentual change in words with unaccented roots.
However, PPA may apply across the board in some instances, causing deletion of a stem
accent in derived forms. Thus, one finds cases of dominant, pre-accenting suffixes, such
as the suffix -ke in Tokyo Japanese,® where both accented and unaccented stems receive an
epenthetic accent.

8Thereis apossible analysis of dominant pre-accenting suffixes as the second member of a compound:
short second members typically give final accent in the first member (see chapter 3, section 3 for data and
analysis), which is consistent with the observed pattern here. Recessive pre-accenting suffixes, however,
cannot be treated this way, as compounding is generally insensitive to the accentuation of the first member,
i.e, it deletes the accent if thereisone. Since this fact shows that there are at least some pre-accenting
suffixes, | follow Poser 1984 in assuming that dominant pre-accentuation is a linguistically significant
morpho-accentual pattern in Japanese.
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(77) Dominant Pre-Accenting suffix -ke (Poser 1984: 55)

a. /yosida+ ke/ — yosida-ke ‘the Y oshida family’
/ono + ke/ — on6-ke ‘the Ono family’
/matumoto + ke/ — matumoto-ke ‘the Matsumoto family’

b. /nisimura+ ke/ — nisimura-ke ‘the Nishimura family’
/andoo + ke/ — anddo-ke ‘the Ando family’
/sétoo + ke/ — sat6o-ke ‘the Sato family’

Theintroduction of dominant pre-accenting -ke leads to a Situation of constraint
conflict that must be resolved through constraint interaction. Thus, it isaconsistent fact
that accent is culminative in Tokyo Japanese in that every minor phrase has at most one
pitch accent. In 83.3, thisfact istreated as a consequence of the building up of prominence
structure, but here we will simply refer to the generic constraint CULMINATIVITY to account
for the ‘ one accent per phrase’ fact (see 81.2.2.3 for the formal details). Because this
congtraint is undominated in the language, attachment of -ke leads to the following
guestion: should accented stems preserve their inherent accent, or should this accent be lost
in favor of the epenthetic accent called for by the pre-accenting suffix? Asillustrated
below, this competition for the unique word accent can be successfully resolved by ranking
—~0O0pom-DEP-PROME(ge-o (an abbreviation of the complex constraint in (73)) above the
|O-Faithfulness constraint calling for faithful realization of stem accent.

(78) Dominant Pre-Accenting -ke (with accented base nisimura)

/nisimura+ ke/ CULMIN —~O0pom-DEP-PMEdge s | 10-MAX-PMRoot
a nisimura-ke *1
b. nisimura-ke *|
C. — nisimurake *

Theloser in (784) attempts to satisfy both of the constraints which call for a surface accent,
but by doing so, this candidate violates the high-ranking constraint in the language
requiring aunigue accent. The remaining two candidates have a single accent, but only the
formin (78c) satisfies the TAF constraint requiring an accent adjacent to the pre-accenting
suffix, and since this constraint is ranked above the 10-Faithfulness constraint, this
candidate is the winner.

Applying the same logic, pre-accentuation is predicted in forms with unaccented
stems. Thus, if the TAF constraint outranks the anti-insertion constraint in roots, an
inserted accent will appear on the stem-final syllable, despite the fact that this candidate
violates a different form of Root Faithfulness.

(79) Dominant Pre-Accentuation with -ke (with unaccented base yosida)

/yosida + ke/ —~O0pom-DEP-PROMEGge o | O-DEP-PROMRoot
a yosida-ke *|
b. — yosidadke *
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Thisranking is of course crucia in the account of pre-accentuation with accented stems
because stems receive an inserted accent in these contexts as well.

The summary ranking for dominant pre-accentuation is given below, which will
later be subsumed in alarger ranking accounting for recessive pre-accentuation.

(80) Dominant Pre-Accentuation in Tokyo Japanese

CuLMmI N, _IOODom‘DEP' PrROM Edge.o >> |O-MAX-PROM Root; |O-DEP-PROM Root
In this ranking, words may only have one surface accent, and since the TAF constraint is
ranked above the two Root Faithfulness constraints, pre-accentuation is predicted across
the board.

A different pattern of pre-accentuation is observed with the suffix -si, whichis

characterized as recessive pre-accenting because it fails to insert an accent in words with
accented stems. Consider the following examples, which are organized by accentua type.

(81) Recessive Pre-Accenting suffix -si (Poser 1984 54)

a. lyosida+ s/ — yosidas ‘Mr. Yoshida
/ono + si/ — ono-si ‘Mr. Ono’
/matumoto + si/ — matumoto-s ‘Mr. Matsumoto’

b. /nisimura+ s/ — nisimura-s ‘Mr. Nishimura
/andoo + si/ — andoo-si ‘Mr. Ando’
/sétoo + si/ — Satoo-si ‘Mr. Sato’

The different phonological behavior observed with -si is further evidence that affix
classes may be defined by OO-correspondence relations. Thus, the distinction between
pre-accenting and non-pre-accenting suffixes in Cupefio involves subcategorization of
distinct OO-correspondence relations. Heretoo, it appears that different correspondence
relations define two affix classes, both of which happen to be pre-accenting. Thus, in
contrast to the dominant pre-accenting suffixes such as -ke, which subcategorize for
OOpom-correspondence, there pre-accenting suffix -si selects OORec-correspondence.
When properly ranked in relation to the |O-M AX-PROMRoqt, the TAF constraint sensitive
to words with -si will give the correct output. As shown in the following tableau, only
derived words with unaccented stems will receive an epenthetic accent (82a), cf. (82b) (the
base forms here correspond to the underlying forms for each stem).

(82) Recessive Pre-Accentuation with -s

Base Output |O-MAX-PROMR; | ~OORec-DEP-PROME(ge o
a yosida = yosdas
*yosida-s *1
b. nisimura = nisimuras *
*nisimuréa-si *|
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Thus, on apar with the analysis of a parallel set of facts in Cupefio, the domination of a
TAF constraint by 10-MAX-PROMRoot gives the recessive behavior of the pre-accenting
suffixes. Thus, the root-controlled nature of Japanese surfaces here as well, as Root
Faithfulness aso has arole in blocking pre-accentuation in some forms.

To summarize, the ranking for recessive pre-accentuation is given below.
(83) Recessive Pre-Accentuation in Tokyo Japanese
CULMIN, 10-MAX-PROMRggt >> —~OORec-DEP-PROMEqge-¢ >> |O-DEP-PROMRqot

Incorporating the subhierarchies argued for above gives the following totally ordered
ranking.

(84) Summary Ranking
CULMINATIVITY
—~OO0pom-DEP-PROME(ge- o (Sensitive to dominant -ke)
|O-MAX-PROMRgot
“OORec-DEP-PROME(ge ¢ (SENSitive to recessive -Si)
| O-DEP-PROMRqot
—00-DEP-PROME(ge-o (sengitive to non-pre-accenting affixes)

The suffix -ke triggers OOpem-correspondence, and as aresult of the rank of =OOpom-
DEP-PROME(gge-o, above |0-MAX-PROMRoot, this suffix is dominant pre-accenting. The
suffix -si subcategorizes for OORec-correspondence, and thus, because of the intermediate
rank of the TAF constraint defined on thisrelation, -Si is recessive pre-accenting. Finaly,
some affixes subcategorize for a generic OO-correspondence relation, and since ~OO-DEP-
PROMEgge-61S SO low in the constraint system, these affixes do not trigger accent insertion
in any environments.

5.3.3.3 Factorial Typology

It isworth considering awider range of possible rankings at this time to see what
kinds of patterns TAF theory actually predicts. It turns out that we have aready
encountered all of the predicted patternsin the discussions developed thus far in this section
and in 85.2. To prove this assertion, however, it is necessary to construct afactorial
typology with all of the relevant Faithfulness and Anti-Faithfulness constraints, which we
turn to below.

To smplify the constraint permutations, | will limit the re-rankings to four
congtraints, namely OO-DEP-PROM and OO-MAX-PrROM, and their corresponding Anti-
Faithfulness constraints ~OO-DEP-PROM and -OO-MAX-PrOM. While certainly the
relative ordering of other prosodic well-formedness constraints is relevant in predicting the
precise character of an accentual process, the rank of these constraints will only give the
default patterns (or possibly certain kinds of blocking effects), which are not the focus of
this experiment. The Prosodic Faithfulness constraint OO-NO-SHIFT-PROM and its
corresponding TAF constraint are also relevant to studying the range of affix-controlled
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accentual processes. Because of the nature of these constraints, however, they do not
interact crucially with the MAX and DEP constraints examined here. Concretely, accentua
shifts are only possible when alexical accent has been preserved; since reversals of MAX-
PrROM and DEP-PROM require deletion of accent and insertion of anon-lexical accent,
constraints on the migration of a base accent do not enter into the factorial typology of these
constraints. Thus, these two sets of constraints can be studied separately.

A factorial typology with four constraints yields twenty-four possible grammars. It
IS unnecessary to examine each grammar in detail, however, as there are certain regular
patterns which emerge with the constraint rankings we have aready examined. Thus, the
schematic rankings for pre- and post-accentuation and dominance effects discussed
previously are given in (85a) and (85b) below. The remaining rankings order an Anti-
Faithfulness constraint relative to MAX-PROM, which determines whether or not an Anti-
Faithfulness effect is found in aword with alexical accent. Thus, aprocessis
characterized as dominant if MAX-PROM is dominated (85c), and hence, the lexical accent
isdeleted. By contrast, if MAX-PROM is ranked above a TAF constraint (85d), the process
isrecessive, and accordingly is blocked by the presence of alexical accent. Of course, if
the Anti-Faithfulness constraint in (85d) is -MAX-PROM, then there is no process at all,
but the affix in question is still characterized as recessive in thistypology. Asall Anti-
Faithfulness effects are derived in surface-to-surface correspondence, | will leave out * OO-’
because it is redundant.

(85) Decisive Rankings for Prosodic Faithfulness and Anti-Faithfulness
a. “-DEP-PROM >> DEP-PROM — Accent Insertion

b. - MAX-PROM >> MAX-PROM — Accent Ddetion

c. °-F >> MAX-PROM — Process is Dominant
d. MAX-PROM >> —F — Process is Recessive

With these characteristic rankings, we may describe all of the patterns predicted in the
factorial typology, which are shown in the following implicational statements.

(86) Typology of Morpho-Accentual Processes

a. If (85a) and (85c) — Dominant PPA
b. If (85a) and (85d) — Recessive PPA
c. If =(85a), and (85h) — Dominant Default
d. If =(85a), and —(85b) — Faithful Mapping

Starting with (86a-b), if the ranking for accent insertion holds, namely -DEP-
PROM >> DEP-PROM, then in all the grammars generated in this theory, the result is pre-
and post-accentuation. This statement holds, even if -MAX-PROM istop-ranked in the
constraint system. The reason for thisisthat -DEP-PROM demands an insertion of a non-
lexical accent, while -MAX-PROM requires adeletion. In alanguage where both are top-
ranked, the two constraints work together to achieve adeletion in wordswith alexical
accent in the base, as shown in (87a) below. Furthermore, in alanguage in which (85a)
holds, unaccented bases will receive an epenthetic accent in the derived form, as shownin
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(87b). Theindices here show the correspondence relations between prominences in base-
output pairs.

(87) Obligatory Accent Insertion with -DEP-PROM and -MAX-PROM Top-Ranked
Base Output -DEP -MAX DEP MAX
a X1 =~ X2 *
root root + af
X1 X1 *| * *
* root root + af
X1 *| *
* root root + af
b. = X2 *
root root + af
*|
* root root

Examination of the base-output pairsin (87) reveals an interesting property of the constraint
interaction with these two TAF constraints. aviolation of -MAX-PROM aways entailsa
violation of =DEP-PROM. Thus, the rank of the Anti-Faithfulness constraint -MAX-
PROM is not relevant in distinguishing the different types of PPA as the effects of -MAX-
PROM are eclipsed by -DEP-PROM, a point which will be returned to below. The
differencesin the type of PPA thus derive exclusively from the rank of =DEP-PROM
relative to MAX-PROM. If MAX-PROM is ranked above -DEP-PROM, then arecessive
pattern of PPA is predicted (86b), as we have seen in the case study of Cupefio and with
certain suffixes in Japanese. If, on the other hand, the reverse ranking holds (86a), the
predicted outcome is dominant PPA, as with pre-accenting -ke in Japanese. In sum, if
-DEP-PROM >> DEP-PROM, then an accent isinserted in the base, and the rank of MAX-
PROM determines the dominant or recessive nature of the affix triggering the insertion.

The remaining twelve grammars have DEP-PROM >> -DEP-PROM, and as a
result, an accent is not obligatorily inserted. Asshown in (86), there are basically two
types of patterns which can result in such a scenario. Firgt, if the accent deletion ranking
holds (85b), then the result is a“ dominance effect’, i.e., deletion of an accent with the
emergence of a default pattern, as we have encountered in Russian and Japanese in §5.2.
In this type of system, the rank of DEP-PROM isirrelevant because -DEP-PROM is
crucially dominated, so new accents do not have to be introduced (though they may, for
phonological reasons). Furthermore, the dominance effect here is the deletion of an accent,
so the anti-insertion constraint has no role in defining the morpho-accentual process. Of
the twelve remaining grammars, six will have -MAX-PROM ranked above MAX-PROM,
and all of these grammarswill exhibit dominance effects.

In the last six grammars, both of the Anti-Faithfulness constraints are dominated by
their related Faithfulness constraints, and so these grammars will always give faithful
treatment of the prosody of the base form. Thus, the remaining quarter of the rankings
have no process at all. The following chart summarizes the patterns which are possible by
the typology devel oped here and relates them to particular examples that we have seen so
far.
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(88) Typology of Morpho-Accentual Processes

a. Dominant PPA Japanese -ke (85.3.3)

b. Dominant Default Russian -ac (85.2.2) , Japanese -kko (85.2.3)
c. Recessive PPA Cupefio -nuk (85.3.2), Japanese -si (85.3.3)
d. Faithful Mapping Russian -ic (85.2.3), Cupefio -em (85.3.2)

Thefirst pattern examined above is dominant PPA, as exemplified by Japanese -ke. This
type of affix-controlled processis analyzed as the result of a grammar with -DEP-PROM
ranked above the related constraint DEP-PROM, and MAX-PROM is crucialy dominated.
The second affix-controlled accentual process involves de-accentuation with an accentual
default, i.e., dominance effects as observed with some derivational suffixesin Russian.
This pattern of Anti-Faithfulnessis accounted for by agrammar in which -MAX-PROM
dominates MAX-PROM, and additionally, -DEP-PROM is ranked below DEP-PROM (if the
reverse ranking holds, the result is dominant PPA). The third affix-controlled processis
recessive pre- and post-accentuation, as observed with many suffixesin Cupefio. This
non-uniform pattern of Faithfulness and Anti-Faithfulnessis approached as a consequence
of aranking -DEP-PROM above DEP-PROM, but below MAX-PROM, an interspersing of
constraints which is unavoidable in this theory. Lastly, the final kind of morpho-accentual
phenomenais not a process at all, but rather afully faithful mapping from the baseto its
derivative; this common pattern of output-to-output Faithfulness is accounted for with the
complement set of rankings, i.e., those rankings in which the both Faithfulness constraints
outrank their related Anti-Faithfulness constraint.

5.3.4 Discussion of Alternatives

Now that the implications of the TAF theory of affix-induced accent insertion has
been outlined, we may consider a set of alternativesto thistheory. Two important issuesin
the discussion that follows concern how these aternative theories account for grammar
dependence and Strict Base Mutation effects. Also, while some aternatives successfully
account for these properties of ACA, they do so in away that fails to make the connections
with other affix-controlled accentual processes. Thus, similar to the conclusion reached in
85.2.5, the TAF theory of pre- and post-accentuation (PPA) prevails over the alternatives
on theoretical grounds, relating a heterogeneous body of facts with an integrated theory.

A common approach to accent-inserting morphemes in metrical stresstheory isthat
they arelexicaly specified for a structure that would cause a stress (or atonal accent
indirectly) to appear on anearby syllable. Thisgeneral mode of analysisis assumed by
many (HV, Kager 1989, Halle & Kenstowicz 1991, Idsardi 1992, McCarthy 1995, 110,
Kitagawa, & Mester 1996, among others), and since each implements the basic idea
differently, it is necessary to examine a particular theory in order to develop a careful
argument. Therefore, | will discussthe Lexica Edge Marking (LEM) theory of Idsardi
1992 as the representative of this group, though the same basic arguments can be made for
the other approaches.

In Idsardi 1992, lexical edge markings for certain morphemes conspire with other
rules which assign metrical constituency to give the effect of PPA. In particular, alexica
bracket is posited for pre-accenting suffixes, which guides the construction of other higher
level metrical constituents, assigned by other rules of edge marking and head
specifications. Applying these ideas to Cupefio, the pre-accenting suffixes “-nuk and “-Ci
are pre-specified for aleft bracket to their left. Considering the examplein (89a), root-final
stressis derived by building aright-headed constituent at the next level, as shown in (90).
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Furthermore, an example like that in (89b), with an inherently accented prefix and a pre-
accenting suffix, shows that an additional layer of structure is needed in order to derive the
preference for stress on the rightmost head, as shown below.
(89) a. /wena+ nuk/ — wena-nuk “having put in’

b. né+ma+7¢i/ — ne-ma-Ci ‘with my hands

(90) Cuperiio Pre-Accentuation with Lexical Edge Marking (after Idsardi 1992)

X X )X X) X )X
LEM wena+ nuk ne+ma +Ci
X X X
Head: Right X X )X X) X )X
wena+ nuk ne+ma+ Ci
X X
Edge RRR X ) X X )
Head: Right X X )X X) X )X
wena+ nuk ne+ma +Ci
Output Form [wena-nuk] [nem&ci]

The assumption that metrical constituents are right-headed, together with afinal pass of
End Rule Right (= the edge marking parameter RRR), correctly describes the observed
facts.®

A significant problem with LEM theory isthat it does not account for Strict Base
Mutation effects. Thus, if pre- and post-accentuation is the result of alexica edge
marking, nothing stands in the way of positing a bracket at the edge of astem, yielding a
post-accenting or pre-accenting stem (asis employed in the analysis of Russian oxytones,
Idsardi 1992 84.2; see argumentsin 83.2 and 85.3.3.1 in the present work, however, that
Russian post-accenting stems are spurious). Such effects are ruled out in TAF theory asa
matter of principle, and so this theory makes a substantive restriction on this morpho-
accentual processthat is not madein LEM theory. To develop this point further, consider
the assumptions that need to be made to account for pre- and post-accentuation in Japanese.
Recall from 85.3.3.1 that the post-accenting prefix ma- yields an accent on the first syllable
of the stem, asin ma-pputatu ‘ exactly half’, while the pre-accenting suffix produces stem-
final accent, e.g., yosida-ke ‘the Y oshidafamily’. Assuming the necessary lexical edge
markings shown below, it isimpossible to describe both pre- and post-accentuation in the
same system without extra derivational steps® Thus, if right-headed constituents are built
at the next level, then ma- incorrectly yields stem-final accent (asindicated with the“ |”
arrows); conversdly, if aleft-headed constituent is built, then ke- yields stem-initial accent
(shown by the “ 1" arrows), contrary to fact.

91 will ignore the problem posed by overriding root accent here, which introduces an additional wrinkle,
because it is orthogonal to the argument

10ANd further, other lexical edge markings will not bring more straightforward results here; if aright
bracket is switched for aleft bracket, or vice versa, thiswill not bring about the desired effect of placing an
accent on the stem.
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(91) Pre- and Post-Accentuation in Japanese with Lexical Edge Marking

X( X XX X X X )X
LEM ma + pputatu yosida + ke
Head: Right * !

X( XXX X X X )X

ma + pputatu yosida + ke
Head: Left 0 1

Succinctly, since pre- and post-accentuation is a combination of the edge markings
of aparticular morpheme and the head parameters of higher level structure, asingle
specification for the head parameter cannot account for the conflicting edge properties of
these affixes. Itisof course true that additional mechanisms can be introduced to rectify
this situation. For example, a bounded constituent can be built at the next level with an
opposite specification for the head parameter at the level below it; or alternatively, these
affixes could be handled with additional representational levels, making different metrical
constituents possible. However, the analysis of Strict Base Mutation effects such as these
in TAF theory presents asimpler aternative. As shown by the account givenin 85.3.3.1,
both affixes must mutate the base of affixation, so the fact that accent appears on the stem
in both cases, follows from the assumptions inherent to TAF theory. The only additional
step needed in this analysisisto limit this mutation to the syllable neighboring the base-
mutating affix. Thetool for describing thistype of locality effect, Local Conjunction, is
shown in 84.3 to apply to avariety of affix-controlled processes, both accentua and non-
accentua ones, and thusit is clear that this mechanism is needed independently. To
summarize, LEM theory does not account for Strict Base Mutation as the assumptions of
this theory do not rule out pre- and post-accenting stems, nor does it give a principled
account of post-accenting prefixes and pre-accenting suffixesin the same language.

A different approach, which solves some of the problems clarified above, involves
the assignment of the property of Invisibility to a morpheme, making it outside the domain
of an accentual process (see Poser 1982, 1984, cf. Archangeli & Pulleyblank 1984 and
Barker 1989). Asshown in Poser 1984, this mode of analysis provides a means of
characterizing processes which apply specifically to the base of affixation, in effect deriving
what | am calling Strict Base Mutation effects. Thus, suppose that the pre-accenting suffix
ke- and the post-accenting prefix ma- discussed above are invisible to processes assigning
accent. Theinsertion of accent triggered by these affixes — however thisis achieved —
must be base-mutating, because the affix itself isinvisible, asillustrated below.

(92) Pre- and Post-Accentuation in Japanese with Invisibility
a. /{ma) + futatu/ — (ma)-ppltatu
b./yosida + (ke)/ —  yosida<(ke)

Some further details are needed to account for the fact that the inserted accent appearson a
neighboring syllable, but if the affixes themselves are inherently accented, then substantive
restrictions on the migration of thislexical accent will account for the observed locality
effects (see Myers 1997a, Bickmore 1996, and the case study of Aguarunain 85.4.4 for
some leading ideas). To summarize, there is an interesting point of intersection here
between the TAF theory of PPA and a theory which espouses Invisibility; both derive base-
mutating accent insertion from their inherent assumptions.

Therole of Invisibility does not extend to Strict Base Mutation in dominance
effects, however. Asdiscussed in detail in 85.2.4, the TAF theory of dominance effects
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rules out the possibility of aroot idiosyncratically triggering a deletion of accent in a nearby
affix; since TAF constraints are transderivational, accent deletion must be within the base of
affixation. In contrast, the observation that the base is always targeted in dominance effects
does not follow from the lexically idiosyncratic assignment of Invisibility. Concretely,
lexical assignment of Invisibility will not preclude a deletion of affix accent caused by a
root; to do so would entail marking every affix asinvisible, which is clearly not avalid
option.1! From these considerations, it appears that Invisibility does make an interesting
connection with base-mutating TAF constraints, but it does not provide the basis for a
restrictive theory of affix-controlled accentual processesin general, excluding certain
logically possible insertion or deletion processes.

As discussed throughout this section, pre- and post-accenting affixes tend to show
locality effects. the inserted accent is often on a nearby syllable.12 A recent approach to
pre- and post-accentuation derives this fact from the alignment of prosodic and
morphological categories (McCarthy & Prince 1993a). In particular, Kager 1996 proposes
that pre-accentuation is dueto alexical marking for an alignment property, namely
alignment to abase-final stressed syllable. Spelling out these assumptions for Cupefio
entails a complex congtraint like the one given below.

(93) PRE-ACCENT = ALIGN(Affixpre, L, RoOt, R) & or ALIGN(AffiXpre, L, PROM, R)
The left edge or pre-accented suffixes (alexically marked class) must coincide
with both the right edge of the root and the right edge of a prominent syllable.

In addition to being suffixes, i.e., affixes which appear to the right of aroot, pre-accenting
suffixes must be aligned to the right edge of a prominent syllable.13 When ranked properly
in the constraint hierarchy (see 82.4.3 for more details), this constraint derives the desired
result of ensuring the attachment of pre-accenting suffixes to aroot with final stress, as
depicted below.

(94) Pre-Accentuation in Cupefio through M Cat-PCat Alignment

/wena + nukpre/ PRE-ACCENT ALIGN-R(PEAK, PrWd)
wéna-nukpre *|
- Wené'nUkpre *

The Alignment theory therefore accounts for one of the basic properties of PPA, namely
that the inserted accent appears on a syllable close to the affix. Furthermore, anatural
extension of thisidea can account for pre-pre-accentuation, asis found in Japanese (Poser
1984) and some limited contexts in Getxo Basque (see Hualde & Bilbao 1993); requiring
the affix to attach to atrochaic foot gives the effect of pre-pre-accentuation.

The Alignment theory therefore seems to have a possible advantage over the TAF
theory of PPA becauseit deriveslocality effects with its most basic premise, namely that
morphological and prosodic categories must coincide (though the Alignment theory has
some problems with non-local morpho-accentual phenomena, discussed below).
Furthermore, the Alignment theory makes do with constraints that are independently

I1Though certain cases can be ruled out as Extended Invisibility effects — see the discussion of Turkish
stress in Poser 1984 for details.

12Thanks to John Kingston for encouraging me to consider this alternative.

13The combination of requirements here is the meaning of the ‘or’ in the conjunction of these two
congtraints; if either of the two constraints are violated, the conjoined constraint is too (Hewitt &
Crowhurst 1996, Crowhurst & Hewitt 1997, cf. Smolensky 1993).
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needed el sewhere in morpho-phonology. For example, the subcategorization-type
Alignment constraints are needed in the characterization of the alignment properties of
affixes. Likewise, the second MCat-PCat Alignment constraint appearing in the complex
constraint, ALIGN(Affixpre, L, PROM, R), is also motivated by the existence of infixes
which seek out the stressed syllable in aword, as found in Samoan (Broselow & McCarthy
1982) and the Nicaraguan language Ulwa (see McCarthy & Prince 1993b for discussion
and analysis). The Alignment theory is therefore equal to the TAF theory of pre- and post-
accentuation in this respect (see 84.3 for motivation of Anti-Faithfulness outside the
domain of accentua systems).

The Alignment theory does not account for two basic properties of pre- and post-
accentuation, however, which distinguishes it from the TAF theory. First, Alignment does
not exclude pre- or post-accenting stems or roots. The distinction between pre-accenting
and normal affixesin thistheory is established with alexical marking for the two affix
classes. The assumptions inherent to this theory, therefore, do not rule out the same lexical
distinction in the analysis of pre- or post-accenting roots or stems. Indeed, such a
constraint isemployed in 83.2 in the analysis of stressin Russian inflections, though the
effects of this constraint are not lexical. Thus, while the Alignment theory can describe
base-mutating PPA by specifying the proper argumentsin an Alignment constraint, the
theory does not provide abasis for ruling out certain unattested types of PPA, as TAF
does, which isamagjor flaw of this theory.

Second, the Alignment theory does not account for grammar dependent accent
insertion. The site of accent insertion in thistheory is purely the result of the forced
alignment of an affix with aroot-final stressed syllable. The connection with other
congtraints in the grammar is not made, asit isin TAF theory through the use of
independently needed constraints on the distribution of accent. In the analysis of Cupefio
pre-accentuation sketched above, it is an accident that the accent contributed by the pre-
accenting suffix isrightmost in theroot. In other words, PPA has very limited scope in the
Alignment theory, essentially restricted to an adjacent prosodic category, or two units from
the accent-inserting affix through the use of metrical structure discussed above. If thereisa
overlap between the location of the inserted accent and the Alignment properties of accent
found elsewhere in the language, this result does not follow from the assumptions inherent
to the theory, and this constitutes a major problem for this approach as well.

In connection to this last point, thereisaclear dividing line between the Alignment
theory, on the one hand, and the three other theories discussed here, namely, TAF, LEM,
and Invisibility. The former does not provide a means of describing non-local accentual
insertions, i.e., affixes which trigger an insertion of accent in a unit which is not restricted
to the morpheme boundary separating the base and affix. If PPA is dueto the alignment of
an affix and a prosodic category, then the affix in question must be bound by that prosodic
category. This requirement does not hold, however, of the other three theories, though in
the TAF theory, non-local accent insertions occur under very special circumstances.
Specificaly, if an accentual changeis not subject to locality conditions, then it will arise as
a consequence of the independently motivated constraints on the distribution of accent.
Thus, alogical possibility in thistheory, aswith LEM and theories with Invisibility, isa
suffix which triggers an insertion on an initial syllable, regardless of the size of the base.
Other possibilities are prefixes which trigger insertion of an accent on the penultimate or
final syllable. Itiscrucia, however, in the TAF theory that the site of insertion be default
positions in some sense; this is because when affix-controlled accentual processes are not
local, they must be grammar dependent.
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At present, arobust set of examplesin accent systems showing the ‘ opposite-edge’
effects described above is not forthcoming. There are afew relevant examples, however,
which suggests that further investigation may turn up alarger set of examples. For
example, Hill & Hill 1968: 236 mention two suffixes, namely -wee ‘ present imperfect
(plural subject)’” and -weene ‘ past imperfect (plura subject)’ which specificaly trigger an
insertion of stressinto the first syllable of the root. Also, Melvold 1990 discusses one
unproductive suffix, -En, which is claimed to bring about stem-initial stress (though see
discussion in 85.3). While these examples are not solid, one clear case of an opposite-edge
effect brought about through affixation involves certain length alternations commonly
found in Wakashan languages. In Nuucha anulh, for example, certain suffixestrigger a
lengthening of the word-initial syllable, regardless of the distance separating them from the
beginning of theword. As suggested to me by Douglas Pulleyblank and Darin Howe
(personal communications), it appears that this pattern of lengthening makes sensein the
system as awhole because independently needed constraints on initial prosodic feet dictate
that along vowel on theinitia syllableis apreferred quantitative pattern. 1t seems,
therefore, that a more careful 1ook at the edge effects brought about by special affixes may
lead to the discovery of the predicted patterns here, and | so leave this empirical issue for
future research.
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5.4 Accent Shifts as Transderivational Anti-Faithfulness

Up to this point, we have studied two patterns of Anti-Faithfulness. dominance
effects brought about by the TAF constraint -MAX-PROM and accent insertion due to
~DEP-PROM. The proposal is thus that two of the Prosodic Faithfulness constraints have
corresponding Anti-Faithfulness constraints, and that these constraints explain the
properties of two known morpho-accentual processes. If the TAF theory of affix-
controlled processesis fully symmetric, meaning there is an Anti-Faithfulness constraint
for every Faithfulness constraint, it follows that there should be a third pattern of Anti-
Faithfulness, namely a shift in accent predicted by the negation of the remaining Prosodic
Faithfulness constraint, NO-FLOP-PROM. In this section, | show that some accent systems
do indeed exhibit this pattern, and that this type of affix-induced accentual process therefore
provides further empirical confirmation of the overall approach taken here.

5.4.1 The Problem

Affixes may trigger ashift of the accent in the base to which they attach. For
example, in Tokyo Japanese, certain suffixes require a shift of the base accent, as shown
by the wordsin (95a) formed with the suffix -mono ‘thing’. 1n (95b), the same suffix is
used with an unaccented stem and the result is an unaccented word, showing that the
suffixes specifically shift alexical accent.

(95) Accent Shift in Tokyo Japanese (McCawley 1968, Poser 1984)

a. /k&ki + mono/ —  kaki-mono ‘scroll’
yémi + mono/ —  yomi-mono ‘reading matter’
b. /nori + mono/ —  Nnori-mono ‘vehicle
/wasure+ mono/ —  wasure-mono ‘forgotten item’

A second example of this morpho-accentual processisfound in the Jivaroan language
Aguaruna. Thislanguage has alarge number of ‘accent-shifting’ suffixes that shift the
lexical accent of the stem one morato the right in the derived form. The accusative and
possessive formsin (96) illustrate this morphologically triggered shift, which can be seen
by comparing the position of accent in these derivatives with its position in the rel ated
nominative base forms.

(96) Accent Shift in Aguaruna (Payne 1990)

Nominative Accusative Possessive

nika nukan nuka-nuu ‘leaf’
kawau kawal-n kawal-nuu ‘parrot’
kasai kas éi-n kas &-nuu ‘paca

The accent shiftsillustrated above in Japanese and Aguaruna have al of the
properties of affix-controlled accentual processeslaid outin 85.1. First, the accent shifts
arelexically idiosyncratic: certain suffixestrigger the shift, while others do not, e.g., the
negation suffix -€ uu in Aguarunais not accent-shifting: nika-¢ uu ‘not aleaf’. Second,
the accentual shift is morphologically triggered; it correlates with the application of the
morphological process of affixation. Thus, these shifts differ from stress shift in English
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which is governed purely by phonological principles. Third, they are base-mutating in that
they shift the accent of the base. Fourth, Aguaruna provides good evidence for alocality
requirement on accent shift. Asnoted in Payne 1990: 181, the base accent must be *close
enough’ to the suffix in order to trigger the shift; compare the forms above with the
nominative-accusative pair, amuntai and amuntai-n ‘buzzard’, where the base accent does
not shift because it is further from the suffix than is acceptable to condition the process.

A fifthimportant property of accent shift in these languagesisthat it is grammar
dependent. In Japanese, the shift is to the rightmost syllable of the stem, whichisthe
default edge for accent, as the analysis of noun-noun compounds given in 83.3
demonstrates. Likewise, in Aguaruna, the direction of the shift triggered by suffixation is
to theright, and thereis additional evidence in the language that accent is oriented to the
right edge of the word. Thus, when accented vowels are deleted by the regular rules of
syncope, the accent typically shiftsto theright, asin /uNus i-numi-s akam/ — UNUS -
num-$ akam ‘tree species . The fact that accent shift in the derived words above patterns
with accent shift under syncope shows that the same principles are at work, which isthe
definition of grammar dependence.

These facts show that the morphologically triggered accent shiftsin Japanese and
Aguaruna have all of the formal properties of other affix-controlled processes like
dominance effects and pre- and post-accentuation, and the central goal of this sectionisto
provide a principled explanation of thisfinding. The larger theoretical framework for
achieving thisresult isaready in place: morphologically conditioned shifts are due to
Transderivational Anti-Faithfulness. The only new element in the theory isto propose that
the Prosodic Faithfulness constraint NO-FLOP-PROM has a counterpart in the set of TAF
congtraints, which is clearly an expected consegquence of the theory of Anti-Faithfulness.
The application of this new constraint to Aguaruna sketched below.

(97) Accent Shift in Aguaruna as Transderivationa Anti-Faithfulness
Base /kawau +nal | ~OO-NO-FLOP-PM OO-P-FAITH ALIGN-R

a kawau kawdau-n *|
b. kawéau ké&wau-n * x|
c. — kawau kawal-n *

The accusative suffix is accent-shifting, and thus triggers an OO-correspondence relation
upon which high-ranking =OO-NO-FLOP-PROM is defined. This high-ranking TAF
congtraint rules out the fully faithful base-output pairing in (97a) because the two related
outputs have identical prosody. The remaining two candidates therefore satisfy ~OO-NO-
FLOP-PROM by shifting the accent in the derived form, but only the form in (97¢) satisfies
this congtraint at the same time that it satisfies the lower-ranking constraint ALIGN-R. Since
this constraint also has arole in the analysis of shift under syncope, the outcome hereis
predicted by an independently motivated constraint in the grammar. In thisway, the
analysis of morphologica accent shiftsin TAF theory explains the properties of this affix-
controlled process on par with the same explanation offered for other grammar dependent
affix-controlled processes.

The remainder of this section is structured as follows. In the next subsection, a
peculiar pattern of tone retraction in Limburg Dutch is studied and used as a means of
motivating the basic constraint formulathat is at work in accent shifts. Subsequently,
85.4.3 looks at various accent-shifting suffixesin Tokyo Japanese, and it is argued that
this case provides additional empirical support for the overall approach because of the
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grammar dependent nature of the morpho-accentual process. Finally, an extended case
study of accent in Aguarunaisgiven in 85.4.4, and an analysis of grammar dependent
accent shift is presented as further support for the TAF approach.

5.4.2 Dragging Tone Mutation in Limburg Dutch: Evidence for -NO-FLOP

The two examples sketched above involve rightward accentua shifts which are
triggered by suffixation. While a purely phonological account of these shiftsis highly
problematic (discussed in detail below), this perhaps more standard approach is not totally
ruled out. In the case study that follows, an affix-controlled processin Limburg Dutchis
examined which actually involves aretraction of an accent with suffixation. 1 show that
this pattern of accentual mutation is an expected pattern of accent shift, given that the TAF
constraint responsible for accent shifts does not specify adirection for the shift. | then
discuss the problems which arise if one treats this pattern in purely phonological terms and
compare this pattern with some other types of accentual shifts that can be attributed to
negations of NO-FLOP constraints.

The morpho-accentual processin Limburg Dutch is clearly tonal in nature, and so
the analysis requires the use of Faithfulness and Anti-Faithfulness for tone structure, which
isindependent of prominence structure. However, the same basic principles are at work in
this case as those which will be employed in Japanese and Aguarunabelow, and soitis
appropriate to compare these different accentual systems. A final word before we begin; al
of the data and many important analytical insights into the system come from Hermans
1991, which presents and analyzes the results of extensive fieldwork on the Maasbracht
diaect of Dutch Limburg.

5.4.2.1 Data and Observations

Most dialects of Limburg Dutch (LD), including the Maasbracht dialect discussed
here, show a contrast between a ‘falling tone’ and a*dragging tone', which is exemplified
in (98). Phonetically, the falling tone has a high tonal target at the onset of its syllable,
which falls swiftly. The redlization of the dragging tone is context-dependent. Utterance-
medially, itisalevel high; but utterance-finaly it hasa‘concave’ structure, meaning that
the first component is falling, while the second component is rising.

(98) Contrastive Accent in the Maasbracht dialect of Limburg Dutch

a Falling Tone b. Dragging Tone
bii ‘bee bii ‘a’
vrii ‘to court’ vrii  ‘free
zla ‘right!’ 204 ‘likethat’
bsel ‘toring b  ‘last name
déen ‘fir daah  ‘then’
piip  ‘tosqueak’ piip  ‘pipe
wiis  ‘melody’ wiis  ‘wise

The main constraint on the distribution of thistona contrast which isrelevant hereis that
falling tones only contrast with dragging tonesiif the syllable has at |east two sonorants
beyond the onset cluster. 1n the examples above, the contrast is observed in syllables with
two vowel dlots or in syllables with avowel plus a sonorant, but not in syllableswith a
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single sonorant. Hermans therefore characterizes LD as a‘ mora-accenting’ language like
Lithuanian because the distribution of accent in moraic subconstituents of the syllableis
distinctive.14

In underived words, therefore, one observes a contrast between falling and
dragging tones which is subject to certain phonological restrictions. This contrast isaso
governed by amorphological restriction. Asexemplified below in (99a), certain suffixes
cause the dragging tone of the base to become afalling tone. These suffixesinclude the
masculine singular suffix -d (a schwarlike vowel) which is added to adjectives (Masc.), the
feminine counterpart to this suffix (Fem.), which is often segmentally null, and the
comparative suffix -dr. The mutation affecting the dragging tone is blocked, however,
when the stem-final consonant is (underlyingly) a voiceless obstruent, as shown by the
examplesin (99b).15

(99) Accent Shift in Derived Environments

Masc. Fem. Comp.

a. wiis wiiz-0 wiis wiiz-or ‘wise
stiif stiiv-9 tiif stiiv-ar ‘Stiff’
kaa kaal-o kéal kaal-or ‘bald’
l&&m ldam-0 lgam ldam-or ‘paralyzed’
bradn braun-0  brdun braun-or ‘brown’
fiin fiin-0 fiin fiin-or ‘refined’
taam taam-o téam taam-ar ‘tame

b. riik ritk-o riik-o riik-or ‘rich’
zéat z&at-0 z&at-0 z&at-or “drunk’

An important point isthat this mutation isone-way. That is, while the dragging tone
becomes afaling tonein this morphological context, the falling tone does not become the
dragging tone, or a different tone, in the same context. Also, Ben Hermans (personal
communication) points out that there isalocality restriction on the dragging tone mutation:
in inflected nouns, the dragging tone only mutates to the falling tone if it appearsin the
stem-final syllable. Thus, in disyllabic nouns such as vo6Xdl ‘bird’ and kadmor ‘room’,
inflected forms retain the dragging tone because it is not stem-final .16 This observationis

141 n addition to this restriction, there are a number of distributional gaps which show certain segmental
restrictions on the different tones. For example, the falling toneis not found in syllables ending in
consonant clustersin which the final member is a (voiceless) obstruent. As these restrictions do not bear
directly on the matters at hand, | refer the readers to Hermans' discussions, pp. 300, 302 ff., 312 ff.
15While many of the endingsin this dialect trigger the tonal mutation exemplified here, it is not a
consistent property of inflectional suffixes. For example, Ben Hermans (personal communication) states
that the two overt allomorphs of the plural suffix do not trigger the change from adragging to afaling
tone, as shown by the word pairs: blaat/blagj-dr ‘leaf (singular/plural)’ and badr/bldr-g * peasant
(singular/plural)’. So, it appears that whether or not an affix triggers the mutation is a property that must
be lexically specified.

16Though there are some noun-verb pairs which show tonal slip on anon-final syllable; for example, the
minimal pair VAErs Il “difference’ and VAErs Il ‘to differ’ contrasts only in the tonal event in the stem-
initial syllable. This morpho-accentual processis clearly distinct, however, from the cases involving
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significant because it classifies the morpho-accentual process here with other affix-
controlled accentual processes which may also exhibit locality effects. To summarize the
larger set of patterns, the inventory of underived words countenances a contrast between
falling and dragging tones. This contrast is, however, neutralized in certain derived
environments because of the mutation of the dragging tone in stem-final syllables.

5.4.2.2 Tone in Monomorphemic Words

Hermans' analysis of this mutation assumes that the accent-shifting suffixes have a
underlying low tone which shifts to the second mora of the preceding syllable, effectively
accounting for the loss of the dragging tone in exactly these contexts. While Hermans
analysis has it merits, especialy in the analysis of the segmental restrictions on the
mutation, | will pursue an aternative to this analysis here which establishes arelationship
between the dragging tone mutation and the accent shifts found in Japanese and Aguaruna.
Furthermore, there is another, more substantive, reason for developing this alternative. |
seek to develop an analysis of LD accent which does not require alexical contrast for low
(L) tones, with the obvious advantage that lexical accent in LD would be comparable to
other pitch accent languages which are described purely in terms of the distribution of a
high (H) tone (as argued in Pulleyblank 1986, Myers 1987a, Blevins 1993, among others).
The anaysis | develop here makes crucial use of a TAF constraint which requires an overt
‘flop’ of atone as observed in the mutation of the dragging tone. Sincethisanalysisis
transderivational in nature, however, it requiresfirst an analysis of the falling/dragging tone
contrast. | present this analysisdirectly below, followed by the analysis of the dragging
tone mutation.

In the analysis of the tonal inventory, | assume that the basic contrast is represented
through the association of aH tone. Thus, following Blevin’s 1993 analysis of
Lithuanian, the falling tone has a H tone over the first sonorant, as shown below. On the
other hand, the dragging tone is represented as a doubly-linked H tone, a structure argued
for in many Bantu languages (see Odden 1995 and references therein) and for the
Kyungsang dialects of Korean (Kim 1996). The tone-bearing units (TBUS) here are
moras, and so | assume that sonorants which receive aH tone are moraic.

(100) Tonal Inventory in Underived Words

Faling Tone Dragging Tone
H H
I\
CV VvC CVV C

Concerning the context-dependent realization of the dragging tone, | assume that the
observed concave structure utterance-finally is due to a boundary tone, presumably a
phrase-fina H, which accounts for the elevated pitch curve phrase-finaly.

Onetype of accentual pattern commonly found in mora-counting languages such as
Greek and Lithuanianismissing in LD, namely a‘rising’ accent in which an H target
appears only on the second TBU of an accented syllable. The following constraint,
formulated in the theory of Generalized Alignment (McCarthy & Prince 1993a), accounts
for this distributional gap.

inflectional suffixes examined here, asit isderivational. Further, it does not involve overt affixation, so
the difference in the locus of the mutation does not come as a surprise.
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(101) ALIGN-L(H, o)
The left edge of every H tone must coincide with the left edge of some syllable.

The representations for the falling and dragging tones will not violate ALIGN-L(H, o)
because both accentual types have aleft-aligned H tone. On the other hand, rising tones
such as CVvV C are systematically ruled out because they require aninitial morawithout aH
tone. Thissame constraint is probably at work in Tokyo Japanese, where accented
syllables always have accent on theinitial mora. In mora-accenting languages which have
rising tones, | assume that this constraint is dominated by the relevant Tone Faithfulness
constraints.

The tonal specifications yielding the contrast here are tropic to asingle syllablein a
word — call it the tonic — and so in polysyllabic forms there is only one contrast between
falling and dragging tones. While thisissue isnot central to our chief concerns here, |
follow Hermans in assuming that there is a separate constraint in the language which
reguires an accent (realized tonally) on the tonic, which is the head of the main stress foot.
Thus, within the framework of ideas in Hermans 1991, accent in Limburg Dutch is
‘composite’ in nature; an independent constraint requires the head position in the word to
have atonic, but the actual realization of the accent is characterized by the tona structure of
the head position. Also, it isclear that thereisaso arole for head syllable Tonal
Faithfulness here (see Alderete 1995, 1997a, and Beckman 1997 [1998]), in order to
account for the fact that specifically this syllable supports atonal contrast, but non-head
syllables do not. Following Yip 1996, who accounts for arelated pattern of tonal reduction
in Chinese diaects, | assume without argument that the Tonal Faithfulness constraints are
relativized to the head of astressfoot, and that this accounts for the privileged Faithfulness
properties of these positions in the word.

The analysis asit has been sketched thus far is consistent with a number of analyses
of Bantu languages (see e.g., Pulleyblank 1986, Myers 1987a, 1997a, Bickmore 1996,
1997, Zoll 1996b) in which the tone structure of aform is described purely in terms of high
tonal targets, with L tones, if needed at al, being filled in *by default’. Conceived in terms
of Markedness and Faithfulness congtraints, alanguage with only surface H tones entails
that L tones are more marked than H tones, as derived by the following Markedness
subhierarchy.

(102) Tonal Markedness Subhierarchy (see Zoll 1996b and Myers 19974)

*L >> *H
The grammar of atone system with only surface H’sis constructed by ranking the Tone
Faithfulness constraints between these two Markedness constraints (illustrated below for
LD). The Tone Faithfulness constraints (TONE-FAITH) which are ranked relative to these

markedness constraints are given below, following some leading ideasin McCarthy 1997's
formulation of Moraic Faithfulness constraints.
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(103) Tone Faithfulness (see Myers 1997a, Yip 1996, Zoll 1996b, Bickmore 1996)

MAX-TONE: ‘No deletion’
Every tonein S; has a correspondent in Sp.

DEP-TONE: ‘No insertion’
Every tonein Sy has a correspondent in S;.

NO-FLOP-TONE: ‘No loss of links
Vx Vy Vz, x € tone, y € sponsor, z € link, if x and y are associated by zin Sy,
then Ix’ Ay’ A7 st. (X, y, 2R(X',y’, Z) and X’ andy’ are associated by z' in Sp.

NO-SPREAD-TONE: ‘No insertion of links
Vx Vy Vz, x € tone, y € sponsor, z € link, if x and y are associated by zin Sp,
then Ix’ Ay’ A7 st. (X,y, 2R(X',y’, Z) and X’ andy’ are associated by z' in S.

Thefirst three congtraints are familiar since they have counterparts in the family of Prosodic
Faithfulness constraints used throughout thisthesis. A substantive difference between
prominence structure and tonal structure, namely that tones may spread and be doubly
linked, requires an additional constraint, NO-SPREAD-TONE, which militates against the
spreading of atone.

The rankings of these constraints required from Limburg Dutch are given below.

(104) Rankings for Limburg Dutch
a. *L >> MAX-TONE: no lexical contrast for L tones.

b. MAX-TONE, NO-FLOP-TONE >> *H: lexical associationsfor H tones are faithfully
mapped onto output forms (in head syllables).

C. ALIGN-L(H, 0) >> NO-FLOP-TONE: H tones not linked to the first mora of syllable
will be linked to the first more in the output.

The effects of these constraint rankings are illustrated in the large tableau in (105). First,
with the Tonal Markedness constraint * L ranking above TONE-FAITH, specifically above
MAX-TONE, surface forms only have H tones. Therefore, if aninput hasalexical L tone,
asin (105a) below (L tones here are marked with a grave accent), then thistoneis deleted
in the output because of high-ranking *L. Second, the Alignment constraint ALIGN-L(H,
o) rules out syllables without an initial H tone, as shown in the |O-mapping in (105c).
Finally, the ensemble of TONE-FAITH constraints outrank *H, and as a result, doubly
associated H tones (i.e., the dragging tones), are faithfully mapped onto related outputs. In
particular, because NO-FLOP-TONE dominates *H, the association of the lexical H to the
second TBU islost in the surface form, as shown in (105b).17

1"This last ranking argument assumes that multiple associations of a single feature can lead to multiple
violations of the related Featural Markedness constraint. If Beckman 1997 isright, and this type of
association leads to asingle violation of Featural Markedness, then this constraint ranking is unnecessary.
A different constraint ranking is nonethel ess required, in which the Tone Faithfulness constraints outrank
the constraint prohibiting double association.
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(205) Illustration of Results for Inventory of Underived Words

Input Output | ALIGN-L(H, o) *L TONE-FAITH *H
a /bii/  — bi *(MAX-TONE)
*bil *| *
b. /bii/ —  bii **
* bii *(NO-FLOP-TONE)! *
c./bii/  —  hii *(NO-FLOP-TONE) *
*hii *| *

To give an interim summary, an accent is required in the head syllable of the main
stress foot, which accounts for the observed distribution of accent. The realization of this
accent tonally is governed further by ALIGN-L(H, o), the Tonal Markedness constraints,
and a set of Tone Faithfulness constraints. The interaction of these constraints, shown in
(105) above, accounts for the inventory of tona contrasts in the head position of the word.

5.4.2.3 Tonal Mutation in Derived Environments as -NO-FLOP-TONE

Now that | have given the constraint rankings necessary for the tonal inventory in
underived words, we can move to the treatment of derived forms, which isrelevant to the
character of the Anti-Faithfulness constraint employed in accent shifts. Asillustrated
below, the tonal inventory in certain derived words is more restricted because of the
mutation of the dragging tone.

(106) Tonal Inventory in Derived Words (with Accent-Mutating Suffixes)
a cWWc ~ cV vev (Mutation: Dragging — Falling)
b. cV vc ~ cV vev (No Mutation)

Any analysis of accent in LD will therefore need to account for the observed neutralization
of contrast in these derived forms.

The phonological operation observed in the dragging tone mutation is the obligatory
loss of an autosegmental link. Since NO-FLOP-TONE governs Faithfulness to thistone to
sponsor affiliation, it follows that the negation of NO-FLOP-TONE will give the desired
outcome, as spelled out below.

(107) -NO-FLOP-TONE
-[Vx Vy Vz, x € tone, y € sponsor, z € link, if x and y are associated by zin S,
then Ix’ Jy’ 7' st. (X, y, 2 R(X',y’, Z) and X’ and y’ are associated by z' in Sp.]

While -NO-FLOP-TONE can be satisfied by a complete shift of atone to a neighboring
TBU, this constraint is aso satisfied when a doubly-linked structure loses alink, which is

223



exactly the observed pattern in LD. Thisresult isillustrated below with explicit
representations of the base-derivative mapping.

(108) Structura Characteristics of Dragging Tone Mutation

Base Derivative
H H
/) -

CVV C CV VC-V

The second mora (dominating the second vowel) in the base stands in correspondence with
the second mora of the derivative. The H tones likewise stand in correspondence; thus,
since the base H is associated with the second mora, the loss of alink to the corresponding
morain the derivative violates NO-FLOP-TONE as defined above. Therefore, thisloss of a
link to a base H tone satisfies the negation of this Tone Faithfulness constraint, -NoO-
FLOP-TONE. Another important role for correspondence of linksisthat it allows for non-
overt satisfaction of a TAF constraint, as needed in the analysis of accent shiftsin Japanese
(discussed in §5.4.3).

Formulated as a TAF constraint, =OO-NO-FLOP-TONE will operate on base-
derivative pairs. Using the usual ranking logic, the following schematic rankings predicts
the presence or absence of atone flop mutation.

(109) Schematic Rankings

a. Obligatory Tone Flop: ~OO-NO-FLOP-TONE >> OO-NO-FLOP-TONE

b. No Tone Flop: OO-NO-FLOP-TONE >> -OO-NO-FLOP-TONE

The dragging to falling tone alternation can thus be explained by stipulating that the accent-
mutating suffixes shown above subcategorize for an OO-correspondence relation, and upon
this relation, the ranking in (109a) holds. Asnoted in §85.4.2.1, the dragging tone mutation
isonly found in the stem-final syllable, showing that the Anti-Faithfulness effect is
restricted to the syllable adjacent to the base-mutating affix. In the framework for locality
effects developed in 84.3, thisrestriction is described by locally conjoining the TAF
constraint with ANCHOR(Stem, Prwd, R) in the domain of the syllable, i.e., (=OO-NoO-
FLOP-TONE & ANCHOR(Stem, PrWd, R))g, which | will abbreviate as ~OO-NO-FLOP-
TEdgeo- Thisresultisillustrated in the following tableau.

(110) Tone in Derived Words Part 1. Mutate Dragging to Falling

Base IcVV c+Vv/ | ALIGN-L | ~OO-NO-FLOP-TEqges | OO-NO-FLOP-T
a— cWc| clvev *
b. cWec| cWev *1
c. cWc | cvwev *1

The faithful mapping shown in (110b) isruled out because it violates the TAF constraint
-0O0-NO-FLOP-TONE, and this constraint dominates the OO-Tone Faithfulness constraint
OO-NO-FLOP-TONE. The remaining candidates mutate the tonal structure of the basein
different ways. candidate (110a) loses the link between the H tone and the second mora,
while candidate (110c) loses the association with the first mora. The latter option can be
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ruled out in a principled fashion because this candidate violates an independently attested
congtraint in the grammar, namely ALIGN-L(H, o). In other words, the mutation of the
dragging toneto arising tone is ruled out because this mapping would produce a structure
that is generally avoided in the language. Finally, words which have a dragging tone on a
non-final syllable do not experience a change because the tonal unit in this caseis outside
the scope of the complex Anti-Faithfulness constraint.

The next step in the analysisis to account for the lack of mutation in mappingsin
which the base has afalling tone. The same basic constraints are at work in this case too,
except alower-ranking OO-TONE-FAITH decides the final outcome. Thus, given abase
with afalling tone, the derivative cannot shift the H tone one morato theright, asin
(111c), because this mapping gives arising tonal contour, and such configurations are not
allowed. In particular, the absence of such a mutation showsthat ALIGN-L(H, o)
dominates the TAF constraint in this system. The remaining two candidates, (111a) and
(111b), fail to mutate the derived form in the required way as neither brings about a loss of
an association with the base sponsor of the H tone. Lower-ranking Tone Faithfulness
therefore decides the competition between these two candidates, favoring the faithful
candidate because it avoids a violation of the anti-spreading constraint for tones.

(111) Tonein Derived Words Part 2: Don’'t Mutate Falling to Dragging

Base IcV vC+V/| ALIGN-L | ~OO-NO-FLOP-TEdge-s | OO-NO-SPREAD-T
a—cvvc| cvvcv *
b. cvvc| cWev * *|
c. cvvc| cwev *1 *

In other words, this ranking of TAF constraint relative to the Tone Faithfulness constraints
yields a flopping mutation only when the change felt in the base-derivative pair does not
violate the high-ranking Alignment constraint. \When the mutation would require a
violation of this constraint, the system opts not to change the derivative at all. The anaysis
therefore shows another type of grammar dependent mutation in that high-ranking
congtraints in the grammar predict both the pattern of Anti-Faithfulness observed in the
system, as observed in the tableau in (110), and, whether or not the mutation takes place at
al, asshownin (111). Thus, in addition to governing the ultimate outcome of a process, a
top-ranked constraint may actually block a process atogether.

These results are reflected in the constraint rankings given below in which the Alignment
constraint is top-ranked in both subsystems.

(112) Summary Rankings for Accent Shift in Limburg Dutch

Rankings for Derived Words Rankings for Underived Words
ALIGN-L(H, 0) ALIGN-L(H, o), *L
ﬂOO-Nlo-FLOP(TONE)EdgeLG |O—TONE-FAITH/
OO—TOIl\lE-FAITH * Ill

To summarize the results reached above, | have proposed an analysis of a
morphological pattern of tonal mutation with the use of Faithfulness and Anti-Faithfulness
congtraints for tone structure. The proposed analysis explains all of the basic properties of
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this morphological pattern, i.e., that it islexically idiosyncratic, morphologically triggered,
base-mutating, grammar dependent, and subject to locality effects. Furthermore, the same
basic mechanisms at work in the analysis of tone flop in Limburg Dutch are also employed
in the analysis of accent shifts in Japanese and Aguaruna devel oped below, and so the
proposed analysis explains these propertiesin away that extends to other languages.

Before bringing this case study to aclose, it isimportant to contrast the analysis of
accent shift given here with a purely phonological analysis of the problem. Hermans 1991
proposes that the suffixes which have the effect of mutating the dragging tone are specified
for aL tone, which, when it docks to the second component of an accented syllable,
triggers ade-linking of doubly-linked H tone, as sketched below

(113) Phonological Account of Dragging Tone Mutation

Input Output
H L HL
/3 -l
CVV C-V CV VC-V

It isdifficult to compare Hermans' actual analysis with the one made here asthey are
formulated in very different frameworks, and so | will not enter into the formal details.
The chief differenceisthat Hermans analysisis phonological, while the TAF analysis
treats the dragging tone mutation as a morphological phenomenon. Thislarger theoretical
difference between the two theories leads to a substantive formal difference, however,
which isthat the phonological account entails lexical specification of aL tone to account for
the retraction of the doubly-linked structure. The analysis presented here accounts for
accent purely in terms of H tones, and as emphasized above, the analysisisin line with
recent approaches to tonal accent systems like the one given in Pulleyblank 1986 for
Tonga. The advantages of the pre-linked H tone analyses of accent therefore apply to this
case, tipping the scalesin favor of the TAF analysis.

A second point in favor of the TAF analysisisthat it relates awide range of
morphologically triggered shifts as effects of a specific type of Anti-Faithfulness. Thus,
the loss of alink in the dragging tone mutation istreated on a par with the obligatory shifts
found in Japanese and Aguaruna. Both of these cases are modelled as responsesto a
congtraint type that requires a severing of the ties between a suprasegmental and its
sponsor, namely =NO-FLOP. This analysis differs from the phonological account here
which is clearly designed for Limburg Dutch alone. For example, purely phonological
accounts of Japanese involve the insertion of an autosegmental link with affixation (Poser
1984), which is clearly inappropriate for the dragging tone mutation.

A fina argument in favor of the account of the accentual mutation in terms of Anti-
Faithfulnessisthat it explains the relation between the properties of the accent shift with
independently needed constraints. The Anti-Faithfulness constraint -NO-FLOP says
literally nothing about the output of the accentual shift; it smply states that an existing
accent must changein someway. Asiscommon in ACA, therest of the grammar then
kicksin and determines the actual shape of the mutation. In LD, we have found that
independently needed constraints had arole in both predicting the outcome of the change
and blocking another logically possible shift. This aspect of the analysis truly distinguishes
the TAF theoretic approach to accent shifts from purely phonological analyses which
simply posit the necessary elementsto get the factsright. In summary, the TAF approach
clarifiestherole of the larger grammar in the process, while the phonological analysis
masks this fundamental property of accentual shifts.
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One interesting question that arises in the comparison of these two analysesis
whether or not one finds amorphological construction in which accent is shifted in two
different directions. The phonological analysis, with alexica L tone, predicts that shifts
will only flop, or be retracted, in one direction, basically shifting away from the lexically
specified tonein the affix. Inthe morphological analysis, on the other hand, the uni-
directional pattern isonly due to the language particular ranking of ALIGN-L(H, o) over the
TAF congtraint. 1f =NO-FLOP-TONE was undominated, a shift in both directions would be
possi ble because the Anti-Faithfulness constraint does not specify the direction of the shift.
The existence of a morphologically triggered bi-directional shift would therefore constitute
afurther argument in favor of the theory proposed here.

Stress shift in two related consecutive constructions in Tiberian Hebrew appears to
be acasein point (see McCarthy 1979afor discussion and analysis of the relation between
these shifts and other phonological patternsin Hebrew). Inimperfect consecutives, stress
shifts from the fina to the penultimate syllable, as in wayyaagom ‘and he arose’, from the
related jussive yaagdom ‘let him arise’ (the final vowe is underlyingly short); this shift is
blocked, however, if the penultimate syllable does not contain along vowel, as shown by
wayyabdéel ‘and he divided'. In perfect consecutives, stress shifts from the penult to the
ultimaif the penultimate syllable has a short vowel, asin wokaatabtaa *and you will write’,
cf. wogaargataa ‘and you will read’ (the underlined vowel shows the position of stressin
the basic finite verb). While these are not identical morphological constructions, they are
related in that they both produce verbs with consecutive meanings. Therefore, the fact that
they exhibit smilar phonological patterns, yielding a shift in stress and showing sensitivity
to vowel length in the penultimate syllable, suggests that they should be treated as the result
of the same morpho-accentual process. If both the perfective and imperfective consecutives
are subjected to the TAF constraint -NO-FLOP-PROM, both shifts can be understood as a
forced breach of Faithfulness for morphological reasons. Furthermore, as with the case of
Limburg Dutch, the Anti-Faithfulness constraint is dominated, presumably by a constraint
akin to Prince’ s 1990 Weight-to-Stress Principle, to account for the triggering and blocking
of the shift in words with heavy penultimate syllables. Thus, while there are further details
of the analysisto be worked out here, this case appears to represent a bi-directional shift of
the type predicted by the TAF theory of accent shift.

5.4.3 Case Study: Accent Shift in Tokyo Japanese

As pointed out in the introduction, certain suffixesin Tokyo Japanese trigger a shift
of the lexical accent of the base to which they are attached. Furthermore, this shiftisto a
default position for these affixed structures, showing that the morphologically triggered
shift is grammar dependent. In this case study, | develop an analysis of this affix-
controlled process as an effect of the Anti-Faithfulness constraint -NO-FLOP-PROM,
similar to the analysis of the dragging tone mutation in Limburg Dutch and other grammar
dependent affix-controlled processes.

The suffixes of interest here pattern in certain respects like compounds as they
attach to an uninflected stem. These suffixes are mentioned in passing in McCawley 1968:
166-67 as oddities for his rules of noun-noun compounds. Later, Poser 1984 takes these
cases head on, incorporating them into a complete typology of morpho—accentual rules as
‘ dependent afflxeﬁ so-called because they only trigger a process when they attach to an
accented stem. Some examples of two representative suffixes are given below (from Poser
1984, with some additions).
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(114) Accent-shifting Suffix -mono ‘thing’

a. /kaki + mono/ —  kaki-mono ‘scroll’
yomi + mono/ —  yomi-mono ‘reading matter’
b. /nori + mono/ —  Nnori-mono ‘vehicle
/wasure+ mono/ —  wasure-mono ‘forgotten item’

(115) Accent-shifting Suffix -ya ‘keeper, seller of/house of X’

a. /kona+ya —  konaya ‘flour seller’
/nomi + yal —  nomi-ya ‘bar, saloon’
/kazu + yal —  kuztrya ‘junk man’
/sbba + yal —  sobaya ‘noodle house’
b. /kabu+yal —  kabu-ya ‘stockbroker’
/toma+ yal —  tomaya ‘mat seller’
/tindon + ya/ —  tindon-ya ‘traditional Japanese band’
/unsoo + ya/ —  Unsoo-ya ‘forwarding agency’

The salient observation hereis that these suffixes cause a shift of the lexical base accent to
the stem-final syllable, asin (114a) and (115a). On the other hand, when these suffixes
attach to an unaccented stem, the stem isleft unaccented, creating unaccented words, asin
(114b) and (115b).

A variation on this pattern is exemplified with the agentive suffix -te, which, like
the two suffixes above, triggers a shift of alexical accent. However, the shift of this accent
isto the suffix itself, as shown in (116a) below.

(116) Agentive Suffix -te (Poser 1984: 50)

a. [k +te —  kaki-té ‘writer’
fyomi + tef —  yomi-té ‘reader’

b. /katari + te/ —  katari-te ‘narrator’
/kiki + tef —  kiki-te ‘hearer’

McCawley’ s description of the particle nagara ‘though, in spite of”, also fits this pattern, as
it induces a shift of the accent of the base to the first syllable of the particle, asin: /inoti +
nagaral — inoti-nagara ‘in spite of life', cf. /miyako + nagaral — miyako-nagara ‘in
spite of the city’. | will argue below that this class of suffixesis different in an important
way from -mono and -ya because they involve a banishment of the lexical accent from the
stem, which invites an analysisin terms of dominance effects discussed in 85.2.

Exploiting the full power of autosegmental representations, Poser 1984 treats the

accent-shifting suffixes above as triggering an insertion of alink over a designated syllable.
Thefact that the shift in accent depends on the presence of an existing accent therefore
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follows from the assumption that no accents are inserted. Accented stemswill undergo a
shift, docking their accent to the inserted autosegmental link, but unaccented stemswill be
left unchanged. Inwhat follows, | develop an alternative to this account which ismore
restrictive. Thisanaysisalso accounts for the fact that the shift isonly found in words
with accented stems, but more interestingly, it predicts that the shift will be towards the
language particular default pattern for accent. Thus, in the case of the accent-shifting
suffixes above, | will argue that it is no accident that these suffixestrigger a shift to the
stem-final syllable or the first vowel of the suffix; these are the default positions for accent
in compounds, and since these affixed words are compound-like, these are the predicted
patterns of Anti-Faithfulness.

To be more concrete, | posit astructure for the affixed structures which is akin to
the structures given in 83.3 for noun-noun compounds. In particular, | propose that the
words containing accent-shifting suffixes have a recursive Priwd, as shown below.

(117) Proposed Structures for Words with Affix-Shifting Suffixes
a [[ kaki ]prwd [mono]prwd Jprwd b. [[ kaki ]Jprwd [ t€]prwal Prwd

These words are not structurally identical to compounds as they are not dominated by the
higher level category used in the analysis of compounds, namely P-Comp. This difference
isimportant, as these structures pattern differently than compounds in one important way:
they may be unaccented. The absence of a superordinate P-Comp predicts this difference
because the obligatory accent found in noun-noun compounds is due to a requirement that
the Prwd head of the P-Comp must have an accent; these structures do not have an
analogous head, and so they do not trigger an insertion of accent in words with unaccented
morphemes.

But words with affix-shifting suffixes have some important similarities with
compounds, and the related structures for these words provides a means of explaining
these similarities. To begin first with amorphological fact, many of the suffixes above
attach to the uninflected, or conjunctive, form of the verb, which is aso observed in
compounds. If we assume that these suffixes have the same basic morphological
collocation as compounds, presumably attaching to morphological words, then the fact that
these affixed words and compounds attach to the same verbal form can betied to their
similar morphological frame. A second important point is that the accentual defaultsin
words with accent-shifting suffixes are paralleled in compounds (as described in §3.3,
following Kubozono 1995). Thus, in compounds with short second members, accent falls
on thefinal syllable of the first member, as observed above in words with -mono and -ya.
When the second member of a compound is long, however, accent is assigned to this
member, with default initial accent on N». Both of the affixed words above which have
accent on the suffix, i.e., words with -te and nagara, have accent on theinitia syllable of
these morphemes (though -te is sub-minimal for the purposes of accent assignment in
compounds, a point which | return to below). Itisclear therefore that some of the
assumptions made in the analysis of noun-noun compounds will apply in words with
accent-shifting suffixes, which will become apparent in the analysis of particular affixes
given below.

The phonological operation observed with suffixes like -mono is a shift of the base
accent. Words with unaccented stems, however, are unaffected by these suffixes, showing
that the accent shift is not an insertion of accent itself, but a mutation of an existing accent.
Since one of the Prosodic Faithfulness constraints developed in §1.2.2.1, NO-FLOP-
PrOM, specifically bans this type of phonological activity, it is natural to model this
accentual process as aforced violation of thistype of Faithfulness. Thus, the negation of
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NO-FLOP-PROM, using the formulafor Anti-Faithfulness constraints given in chapter 4,
yields exactly the right tool for the job, as shown below.

(118) -NO-FLOP-PROM
-[Vx Yy Vz, x € prominence, y € sponsor, z € link, if x and y are associated by z in Sy,
then Ix’ Jy’ 37" st. (X, y, ZR(X’,y’, Z) and X’ and y’ are associated by z' in Sp.]

To paraphrase this constraint, -NO-FLOP-PROM entails that it must not be the case that
corresponding prominences have corresponding sponsors, or alternatively, that
corresponding prominences have corresponding links. The inclusion of autosegmental
linksis crucial in the definition, asit allows -NO-FLOP-PROM to be satisfied by just the
deletion and insertion of alink. Thisassumption will allow the non-overt satisfaction of
=NO-FLOP-PROM, which is necessary in Japanese, as shown by input-output mappings
like/kond+yal — kona-ya. Thus, the analysis of the apparent lack of shift in these cases
ishandled in asimilar way as non-overt Anti-Faithfulnessin pre-accentuation.

Aswith al Anti-Faithfulness effects, they derive from Transderivationa Anti-

Faithfulness, and hence, the important constraint rankings will involve OO-Anti-
Faithfulness, as shown below.

(119) Schematic Rankings

a. Obligatory Accent Shift: ~O0O-NoO-FLOP-PROM >> OO-NO-FLOP-PROM

b. No Accent Shift: OO-NO-FLOP-PROM >> -0O0O-NO-FLOP-PROM

When the TAF constraint -OO-NO-FLOP-PROM is ranked above its corresponding
Faithfulness constraint, the result will be an obligatory accent shift. When the reverse
ranking holds, no shift is predicted. Inthe now familiar way, these two rankings can be
incorporated in the same constraint system using multiple correspondence relations, as
shown below in (1204). The accent-shifting suffixes observed above will subcategorize
for OOpem-correspondence, as shown in (121), which predicts that words with these
suffixes will undergo a shift, because ~OOpom-NO-FLOP-PROM is top-ranked in the
congtraint hierarchy. A second important set of rankings, carried over from the analysis of
compound accent given in chapter 3, isgiven in (120b). Thisranking gives the PrWd-final
default for accent in compounds with accented initial members and initial accent on finally-
accented members — an accentual default which isimportant in determining the landing site
for shifted accents, as| will demonstrate below.18

(120) Accent Shift in Tokyo Japanese
a. "OO0pom-NO-FLOP-PM >> OO-NO-FLOP-PM >> -OORec-NO-FLOP-PM
b. NONFINALITYcomp >> ALIGN-R(Pm, PrwWd) >> ALIGN-L(Pv, Prwd)

(121) Lexical Entriesfor Accenting-Shifting Suffixes
-mono N [[Noun]oobom ___]

-ya N [[Verbloobom ]

18The NONFINALITY constraint hereis somewhat different than the one used in 83.3 asit isrelativized to
any prosodic compound, not just P-Comps, which will be important in deriving the avoidance of final
accent in these words when the suffix is accented.
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While non-accent-shifting suffixes are not listed above, most Japanese suffixes do not
pattern with -mono and -ya, showing that this morpho-accentual processislexically
idiosyncratic. Accordingly, the non-accent-shifting suffixes subcategorize for OORec-
correspondence and therefore do not trigger a shift.

The assumptions developed thus far yield precisely the pattern of accent shift
observed above for suffixes like -mono, as | will now demonstrate. Starting first with
words with accented stems, the attachment of -mono in such contexts triggers a shift to the
stem-final syllable. Thisis because words with -mono are evaluated by ~OOpom-NoO-
FLOP-PROM, and this constraint is top-ranked in the constraint hierarchy. Thus, if the
accent of the base does not shift, asin (122a) below, such an output incurs afatal violation
of the top-ranked TAF constraint. A second alternative, shown in (122b), is aso ruled out
by -OOpom-NO-FLOP-PROM because this candidate does not mutate the base in the
relevant way. Succinctly, the TAF constraint requires a shift of the lexical accent within the
basein the output. Given that the base kaku only standsin correspondence with the stem
of the suffixed form (see 84.2), the candidate in (122b) has only undergone deletion of
accent, not accent shift, and so it does not mutate the base in the right way (a point which is
also crucia in words with -te discussed below). The winner then is the form which shifts
the base accent to the default PrwWd-final position.

(122) Accent Shift with Accented Base

Base /kaki + mono/ -0O0pom-NO-FLOP-PM OO-NO-FLOP-PV
a  kéku [[ka&ki]-[mona]] *|
b. kéku [[kaki]-[m6na]] *
c. — kaku [[kaki]-[mona]] *

Words with unaccented stems will not undergo a shift for the ssmple reason that the
TAF constraint ~OO-NO-FLOP-PROM is not relevant here. In this case, thereis no accent
in the base to shift, and so the condition specified in the antecedent to the implication of the
constraint in (118) isnot met. Thus, the two structures shown below are equal on the TAF
constraint, and so the decision falls on the shoulders of the Faithfulness constraint 10-DEP-
PROM. In other words, the insertion of an accent into a default position does not lead to
satisfaction of ~OOpem-NO-FLOP-PROM because thisis not aflop; since thisinsertion
gives agratuitous violation of Faithfulness, it isruled out in favor of the unaccented word,
as shown below.

(123) No Accent Shift with Unaccented Base

Base /nori + mono/ -O0pom-NO-FLOP-PM | O-DEP-PROM
a nori [[nori]-[mona]] *1
b. — nori [[nori]-[mono]]

This peculiar behavior of accent-shifting suffixes therefore receives a direct and natural
account in TAF theory. The constraint ~-OOpom-NO-FLOP-PM requires a mutation of an
existing accent, but in unaccented words, there is no accent to be mutated, and so the TAF
constraint is vacuoudly satisfied.
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Finally, the tableau below shows the role of the Alignment constraint in deriving
default Prwd-final accent (with a hypothetical example).1® The first two options (124a-b)
areruled out in the same way they are abovein (122); these structures lead to afatal
violation of the TAF constraint ~OOpm-NO-FLOP-PROM. Thus, the accent of the base
must shift within the stem, but the TAF constraint says nothing about the landing site of the
shifted accent (other than it must stay within the base). The decision in this case therefore
goes to lower-ranking constraints in the grammar which are responsible for the accentual
default pattern for these structures. Asargued in detail in chapter 3, PrWd-final accent is
the default position for compounds with accent on the first member. Since these structures
are al'so compound-like in that they have two components wrapped by independent PrwWds,
thisisthe accentual default here too, as determined by the Alignment constraint ALIGN-R.
So, contrasting the PrWd-penultimate and Prwd-final accentsin (124c) and (124d)
respectively, the latter isthe winner because it fully satisfies ALIGN-R.

(124) Accent Shift with Long Accented Base

Base fititi + mono/ [ =OOpom-NO-FLOP-PM | OO-NO-FLOP-PM i ALIGN-R
a  tititi | [[tititi]-[mono]] *| *
b. tititi | [[tititi]-{mono]] *|
c. ftititi | [[tititi]-[mono]] * *1
d.— tititi [[tititi]-[mono]] *

This result shows that the morphologically triggered accent shifts are grammar dependent
because the independently attested constraints on the distribution of accent predict the
ultimate resting spot of a perturbed accent. As| show directly below, the shifted accent
which lands on the first vowel of the suffix isaso grammar dependent, but in adifferent
way.

Suffixeslike -te trigger a shift, but not to the final syllable of the stem which
sponsors the accent. Instead, these suffixes trigger a shift to the first syllable of the suffix
itself, as shown by the behavior of nagara above. Given the paucity of suffixes showing
this pattern, it is not clear whether thisisalinguistically significant pattern or just aquirk of
these two suffixes. However, it is striking that these suffixes have the second accentual
default pattern found in compounds, namely initial accent in the second member. To
develop the parallel with the suffixes -mono and -ya above, | therefore treat this pattern as
significant.

Accented, accent-shifting suffixes like -te are different than the unaccented ones,
however, because they trigger a shift that is non-base-mutating by ~OOpgm-NO-FLOP-
PrROM: the shift goes outside the stem itself (thisis crucial in the analysis of -mono).
Clearly, this TAF constraint is not at work in words with -te. However, its cousin, ~OO-
MAX-PROM, can be at play here, explaining the shift as a shunning of the base accent from
the stem, i.e., adominance effect in the framework developed in 85.2 for such processes.
Furthermore, the preservation of alexical accent can be attributed to other factors,

19 kuyo Kaneko (personal communication) points out that stems which would show a long distance shift of
the type predicted here may in fact not be attested. For example, in words with trisyllabic stems and initial
accent, the result is an unaccented word, as shown by /kisetu + mono/ — kisetu-mono ‘ seasonal thing'.

If further investigation shows that this pattern is indeed a systematic gap, then alocality restriction on the
position of the lexical accent, presumably foot-based, may need to be posited (see 85.4.4 for asimilar
locality restriction on shiftsin Aguaruna). This finding would not refute the claim that these shifts are
grammar dependent, however, as shiftsin disyllabic stems are rightward, to a stem-final syllable.
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presumably the 10-Faithfulness constraint MAX-PROMRgot. |0 other words, the behavior
of -teinvolves apeculiar set of factors, involving both Anti-Faithfulness and Root-
Faithfulness, as depicted below.

(125) Accent Shift as Dominance Effect with Root-Faithfulness

Base Ikéki + tef -00-MAX-Pm |O-MAX-Pm Root NONFINALITY
a  kéku | [[ké&ki]-[te]] *|
b.  kéku | [[keki]-[te]] *]
c.  kéku | [[keki]-[te]] *)
d. — kéku | [[keki]-[té]] *

The fully faithful form is ruled out because it violates the constraint requiring a deletion of
base prosody, namely -O0O-MAX-PROM. The base accent is not ssmply shifted to the
preferred base-final position because this does not satisfy the TAF constraint either (125b).
Furthermore, the accent of the base cannot be deleted because thiswould violate an
operative constraint here, namely |O-MAX-PROMRgqt, as shown in (125¢). The end result
then is accent on the suffix itself (125d). Thisresult is certainly marked in compounds
because of the role of NONFINALITY in these cases, but as shown explicitly above, there
are no other options here. A final important point here isthat this effect is only possible
under Stem-to-Stem correspondence (argued for in chapter 4, section 2), because the accent
shift observed in (125d) can only be viewed as a deletion under this conception of OO-
correspondence.

In the case of the accented, accent-shifting particle nagara, the analysisissimilar to
that of -te, but the size of the morpheme permits satisfaction of NONFINALITY and,
accordingly, gives leftmost accent in the second member. This pattern is of course the
same pattern observed in compounds where the second member receives an accent, asin
/minami + amerikal — minami-amerika‘ South America’. Since these affixed structures
are, by hypothesis, also compound-like, the predicted default hereisinitial accent on the
second Prwd, as shown below.

(126) Default Initial Accent in Second Member

Base finoti + nagaral | “OO-MAX-PM i NONFINAL | ALIGN-R | ALIGN-L
a  inoti | [[inoti]-[nagard] ] *1
b. inoti | [[inoti]-[nagard] ] *| * *|
c. — inoti | [[inoti]-[négard] ] *

The appeal to NONFINALITY to get the PrWd-initial default here involves aminor
inconsistency with the analysis of compounds, as this constraint was relativized to the P-
Comp in 83.3, and these suffixed structures have no P-Comp (necessarily, because they
may be unaccented). | assume therefore that the relevant prosodic category referred to by
NONFINALITY isthe highest prosodic category above the innermost PrWd, which
generalizes to both compounds and these pseudo-compounds.

The treatment of this peculiar pattern of accent shift as a dominance effect is

different from the usual type of dominance discussed in section 85.2, e.g., in words with
the dominant unaccented suffix -kko, as thistype crucially preserves the accent of the root.
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| take this fact to be evidence for two co-existing TAF constraints. oneisranked above |O-
MAX-PROMRgot, While the other is not, as shown below.

(127) Dominance Effects in Japanese
-0O0pom2-MAX-PROM (sensitive to words with -kko)

|O-MAX-PROMRgot, " OO0pom1-MAX-PROM (sensitive to words with -te)
\ /
OO-MAX-PrROM

|
~OO0ORec-MAX-PROM

Thus, the top-ranked TAF constraint yields unaccented words because it dominates the
Root Faithfulness constraint. On the other hand, this ranking does not hold with
-0O0pom1-MAX-PrROM, and so this TAF constraint only involves a deletion of the base
accent from the base itself, an expected conseguence given the theory of Stem-to-Stem
correspondence employed here. In sum, the range of affixed structuresin Japanese
represent different kinds of dominance effects which are negotiated via a fundamental tenet
of the theory, constraint ranking.

To summarize the larger set of results, | have given an analysis of accent-shifting
suffixesin Japanese which is consistent with all other types of affix-controlled accent.
Suffixes like -mono, which induce an flop of the accent, and suffixes like -te, which cause
adeletion, are both modelled in TAF theory as effects of an appropriate Anti-Faithfulness
constraint. Thus, suffixes like -mono involved the Anti-Faithfulness constraint, =OOpom-
NoO-FLOP-PrROM, which specifically requires a shift of accent in the derived forms.
Suffixes like -te, on the other hand, trigger a dominance effect, which is due to high-
ranking ~OOpom1-MAX-PROM. Aswith al other types of ACA, these effects are lexically
idiosyncratic and morphologically triggered: they correlate with the attachment of special
suffixes. Furthermore, both of these effects are base-mutating, which as | have shown
above, is an absolutely crucial factor in the analysis of these affixed words. Finally, both
types of effects are found to be grammar dependent in the sense that independently
necessary congtraints dictate the outcome of the affix-controlled process. This property
stems from the treatment of these affixed structures as compound-like, an assumption
which appears to be unavoidable given the observed parallel with compounding
morphology. With this assumed structure, the two accentual default patterns observed in
these words followed from the assumptions made in the analysis of compounds. When the
first member of the compound is accented, as in words with -mono, the shifted accent isto
the Prwd-final syllable. However, when the accent is on the second member, i.e., on the
suffix itself in words with te, the default pattern isfor Prwd-initial accent, which againis
consistent with the observed data. The conclusion is thus that the properties of accent-
shifting suffixes are explained in the same way as other affix-controlled phenomena.

5.4.4 Extended Case Study: Accent in Aguaruna

Asillustrated in the introduction, the Jivaroan language Aguaruna exhibits a pattern
of accent shift that istriggered by special suffixes. This morpho-phonological pattern was
shown to display all of the properties of affix-controlled accentual processes, including
grammar dependence. In this section, | construct an analysis of accent shift in Aguaruna
that explains these properties as an effect of the TAF constraint -NO-FLOP-PROM. This
case study therefore provides further support for the claim that morphologically triggered
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accent shifts are grammar dependent, and offers further empirical support for the overall
approach taken here.

This section is organized as follows. | start with a description of the distribution of
accent in underived words in 85.4.4.1 and give an analysis of the inventory of these
accentua patternsin terms of constraint interaction between Prosodic Faithfulness and
various prosodic well-formedness constraints. The interaction between accent placement
and arhythmic pattern of vowel deletion is then studied in 85.4.4.2, as this pattern bears
directly on the analysis of derived words. Finally, 85.4.4.3 examines morphologically
triggered accent shifts and proposes an analysis within TAF theory.

5.4.4.1. Distribution of Accent in Underived Words

Aguarunaisa’pitch accent’ language in the sense that accent correlateswith arise
in both fO and intensity20 and that the distribution of accent islexicaly governed. As
illustrated in the following list, the accented vowel may be the first, second, or third vowel
from the beginning of the word. It isaso clear from these examples that accent can appear
on either the first or second component of a syllable, e.g., was iimau, cf. aputpuu, which
shows that Aguarunais a mora-accenting language. Furthermore, the constraints on the
distribution of accent (discussed below) typicaly only make reference to vowel dots. |
assume therefore that the mora is the accent-bearing unit in Aguaruna, and that consonants
are not dominated by moras. Accented moras are represented here with a“*M’ in the left-
hand column.

(128) Frequencies for Accent Patterns (Payne 1990, from vocabulary in Larson 1963)

Mm nuka ‘leaf’ 224
mMVim kawau ‘parrot’ 297
Mmm kaSa ‘paca 157
mmMim wampukai ‘tadpol€ 82
mMimm maakai ‘mud’ 123
Mmmm amuntai ‘buzzard’ 45
mmMmm apulpuu ‘dolphin’ 34
mMmmm was iimau ‘ocelot’ 24
Mmmmm aalNkt as(a) ‘palm spear’ 14
mMmmm agalkiam(pa) ‘catfish’ 5

The assertion made above that accent is phonemic in the language, and therefore marked in
the lexicon, isin fact acontentiousissue. While Pike & Larson 1964 assume that accent is
phonemic, Payne 1990 argues that accent is assigned on the peninitial mora by rule, and
that a set of minor rules account for first and third mora accent. For concreteness, | follow
Pike & Larson in assuming that accent is marked lexically, but the analysis of accent shift
presented below is fully compatible with the hypothesis that accent isassigned ‘by rule’ (in
input-output mappings). If it turns out that Payne is correct, therefore, this assumption
does not affect the overall argument.

20While pitch and intensity peaks do not coincide perfectly, the distribution of intensity peaks is predictable
from pitch peaks (see Payne 1990: 166).
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The distribution of accent in bare substantives is subject to two over-arching
congtraints. First, as alluded to above, the accented morais always within the first three
moras of an underived word. Thus, while one finds words like apulpuu, forms with
accent beyond the third mora, e.g., *apuuplu, are systematically ruled out. A second
important restriction is that the accented morais never the (underlyingly) final mora of the
word. There are no words such as nuka or kawai which have accent of the last mora of a
word. Thislast restriction is not aways apparent from the surface form, however, as
vowel deletion may create words with final moraaccent, asin /Sulta/l — $ult ‘large
cockroach’.

Consistent with the assumptions for Tokyo Japanese, | assume that pitch accent
languages such as Aguaruna have alexical prominence as the representation of accent,
which at the surface is aligned with ahigh tonal target. This assumption isnot critical in
the analysisin any way, however, because the principles of Faithfulness and Faithfulness
reversals can be applied with equal force to other types of prosodic structure. The
congtraints governing the realization of lexical accent in Aguaruna are therefore the same
constraints employed in the analysis of stress-accent languages like Cupefio and Russian,
namely the Prosodic Faithfulness constraints. The distributional gaps discussed above may
be accounted for by ranking the Prosodic Faithfulness constraints in relation to other
prosodic well-formedness constraints, which are given below.

(129) Constraints Governing the Inventory of Underived Words

a. Constraint Encapsulation: PROS-FAITH = DEP-PROM, MAX-PROM, NO-FLOP-
PROM

b. ACCENTWINDOW: An accentual prominence must occur on one of thefirst three
moras of a surface form.

c. NONFINALITY (u): Anaccentual prominence must not appear on the final mora of a
word. (cf. Prince & Smolensky 1993)

| assume for concreteness that the limitation of accent to the first third morasis due to the
constraint ACCENTWINDOW (though this constraint is obviously not a serious proposal; see
Green & Kenstowicz 1995 for more substantive ideas). Specifically, when
ACCENTWINDOW is ranked above the |O-Prosodic Faithfulness constraints, lexical
prominences which are outside of the accentual window will lead to an unfaithful mapping,
as shown in (130b). Another important constraint ranking involves the domination of 10-
PROS-FAITH by the constraint NONFINALITY (u), which is defined above. With
NONFINALITY (u) ranked above the Prosodic Faithfulness constraints, if alexical
prominence occursin the final mora of aword in the input, the |O-mapping will also not be
afaithful one (130a). The presence of a positional contrast in accent, however, shows that
the Alignment constraints are dominated by |O-PROS-FAITH. Thus, as depicted in (130c),
amedia prominence in the word has a corresponding medial prominence in the output, as
shifting the prominence to an edge position violates Prosodic Faithfulness.
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(130) Ilustration of Results for Inventory of Underived Words (V = lexical accent position

Input Output NONFINAL i WINDOW | P-FAITH | ALIGN-R
a/lcvevev/ — cvcv eV * *
*CVCVCY *|
b. /cvvcvy — CVVCV VCV * *
cv/
*CVVCVY *| *
cVv
c./cvcvevl — cvcvcv *
*CVCVCV *|

A find point concerns the effects of NONFINALITY(u) on forms like S ulit(a), which have a
deleted final vowel. | argue in the next subsection that these forms actually have covert
structure word-finally, essentially a mora which does not dominate avowe, i.e., [S UltA];
thus, these forms do in fact conform to the generalization that accented moras are never
word-final.

To summarize the above results, the following partial ordering of constraints
accounts for the inventory of accentua patterns observed in underived words.

(131) Ranking for Underived Words
NONFINALITY (1), ACCENTWINDOW >> |O-PROSFAITH >> Alignment

This set of rankings accounts for the fact that the position of accent is generally
unpredictable, asthe |O-Prosodic Faithfulness constraints outrank the Alignment
constraints which require accent to appear at a designated edge (the ordering of the two
Alignment constraints with respect to each other istaken up directly below). This contrast
in the position of accent is restricted, however, by two high-ranking constraints. Thus,
because NONFINALITY (1) dominates | O-PROSFAITH, accent may not appear on the final
moraof aword. Furthermore, the ranking ACCENTWINDOW >> [O-PROSFAITH limits
the range of the accentual contrast to the first three moras of aword.

5.4.4.2. Vowel Deletion and Accent Shift
Aguaruna has a phonological pattern of accent shift triggered by the application of
vowel deletion. Since the edge orientation of the shift bears directly on the treatment of the

morphologica shifts, | examine and analyze this pattern first. The data and description of
vowel deletion in Aguarunais presented directly below, followed by the proposed analysis.
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Let us start with Payne's description of vowel deletion.2
(132) Description of Syncope (Payne 1990)

a. Syncope has arhythmic basis. “Basically the elision rule looks at the third vowel
from the beginning (or left) of the word, and elides that and every alternate vowel
bounded [=surrounded] by consonants. At the end (or right) boundary of the
word, Syncope stops short of eliding a penultimate vowel. Instead the final vowel
iselided, if that vowel isimmediately preceded by a consonant.” (p. 164)

b. Synchronically, syncope makes no reference to accent placement. Historicaly,
however, it may have developed from avowel reduction process. Indeed, some
vowels to be syncopated are retained as devoiced vowels in related dialects. (seep.
179, 163)

c. When the accented vowel is deleted, accent is shifted one morato theright if there
are three or more following vowels (underlyingly); otherwise accent is shifted one
morato the left. (see p. 179-80)

Like many other languages, for example Southeastern Tepehuan (Willett 1991, 1982),
syncope in Aguaruna has arhythmic basis, asit deletes vowelsin alternating syllables.
This pattern isillustrated by the following examples (vowels to be deleted are underlined in
the underlying representation). Forms like i€ inkaNminak show the preference for
dropping afinal vowel over the penultimate vowel, even when the latter is predicted by the
binary pairing of vowels. The two shiftsin accent observed when the accented syllableis
deleted are exemplified in (133b). Thus, while the pattern of leftward shift, asin uNUs
num, is very common, it is clear that the ‘default’ pattern isto shift the accent to the right
because the environment for |eftward shift is more specific, as| demonstrate below. This
move is somewhat different from Payne' s statement above, but this account is largely
based on frequency (and not on the phonological composition of the string), as words with
third mora accent and more than two following moras are rather rare.

21David Payne points out (personal communication) that the vowels in much previous work have been
inconsistently transcribed, sometimes resulting in the treatment of aword-final long vowel as short
(presumably to predict it from syncope). The reader interested in probing further into the details of the
system is thus referred to Payne 1990 for the authoritative statement of this process, where this
inconsistency isironed out.
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(133) Exemplification of Syncopein Aguaruna

a. Ddetion of an Unaccented Vowe

fic inakal
fic inka+ na

ficin&ka+ Nu + mi + nag/

i€ inak
i€ inka-n
i€ inka-N-mi-n

ficinaka+ Nu + mi + na+ ki i€ inka-N-mi-na-k

/

b. Deletion of an Accented VVowe

/uhaNi + kiti/
/uhaNi + kiti + nal

J/UNUS i + numi/
/UNUS{ + numi + na/

J/UNUS i+ numi + S akam/

uhaN-kit
uhaN-kiti-n

UNUS -num
UNUS -nUmi-n
UNUS -nim-5 akam

‘clay pot’

‘clay pot (Acc)’

‘your clay pot (Acc)’
‘only your clay pot (Acc)’

‘palm species (Compound)’
‘palm species (Comp, Acc)’

‘tree species (Compound)’
‘tree species (Comp, Acc)’
‘tree species (Also)’

To summarize, syncope in Aguarunafollows an alternating pattern, with a preference for
deleting final vowels. Further, when the accented vowel is deleted, accent shiftsto the left
if there are less than three following vowels underlyingly; otherwise accent shifts to the

right.

The rhythmic pattern of vowel deletion suggests arole for metrical structure in the
analysis, as argued in detail in McCarthy 1998 for asimilar body of factsin Bedouin
didectsof Arabic.22 Thus, if we assume that Aguarunawords are parsed |eft-to-right into
iambs, it is possible to motivate vowel deletion as an effect of principles of rhythmic
organization, i.e., the lambic/ Trochaic Law of Hayes 1995 and Grouping Harmony of
Prince 1990. Sketching the analysisinformally below, in a sequence of CV syllables, the
third vowel in the underlying representation in (134b) ends up in the weak position of the
final iamb. The loss of thisvowel can hence be explained as a need for a durational
contrast in right-headed feet: the outright deletion of the vowel in the weak position
satisfies this constraint, rather than the more usual strategy of lengthening the strong

member of the iamb.

(134) Metrical Anaysis of Syncope

a /icinaka

b. /icinaka+ na

c. /[uNuSi + numi + Sakam/ —

—~

.o X ) (x .
A.-num)- (S akam)

22See also Kager 1997 for adifferent approach to rhythmic vowel deletion in terms of the minimal
violation of the constraints governing the prosodic organization of syllables.
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The fact that syncope only affects vowels which are surrounded by consonants also has a
cogent explanation on this account. V'V sequences will always either support their own
foot or occupy the right member of a branching foot in standard foot typologies, and so
they will be systematically ignored by the process. Furthermore, the fact that, in some final
feet, the weak member is not deleted may be captured as a foot-type reversal to satisfy
NONFINALITY (u), asargued in Prince & Smolensky 1993 for Latin. Thus, in just those
contexts where the head of the iambic foot would appear in the final position of the word,
the canonical iamb switches to aleft-headed trochee, as shown in (134c), which obviates
the need for adurational contrast because the foot is atrochee, not aniamb. The metrical
account is of course not the full story, since the complex patterns described above show
some language particular intricacies which demand an explicit treatment. For example, the
initial vowel is never lost, despite its position in the initial iamb, and so something else
needsto be said here. Furthermore, the final vowe in the input-output mapping in (134a
b) is not predicted to drop out in the metrical analysisjust described — a problem that will
also receive our attention below.

In addition to the theory-internal motivation for this analysis, the assumed
structures help in describing two facts. First, asnoted in 85.4.4.1, accent is not allowed in
the final mora of aword, but words which have lost the word-final vowel yield apparent
exceptionsto this generalization, e.g. /Sultal — Sult. However, if forms such as these
have afina CA syllable, then these forms are consistent with final mora extrametricality. If
final syllables have amora, but are vowelless, then the accented morain [$ ul.tA] is not
final. Second, syncopated forms aside, only nasal consonants are allowed in the coda
position (Payne 1990: 166). If the consonants which appear before the deleted vowels are
re-syllabified with the preceding syllable, asin /icinakal — [i.€ i.nak], then syncope
creates exceptions to an otherwise exceptionless constraint on coda consonants. Of course,
if these underlyingly pre-vocalic consonants are syllabified as onsets at the surface, as
assumed in (134), then this problem does not arise. McCarthy makes this same argument
with different facts from Arabic.

Moving now to state these assumptions more formally, the constraint which is
responsible for the durational contrast in iambsis given below.

(135) RHYM-SYNC
Avoid full vowelsin the weak position of an iambic foot.

With this constraint top-ranked in the hierarchy, specifically outranking the anti-deletion
constraint, MAX-V, and the constraint banning vowelless syllables, * EMPTY-NUC,
rhythmic vowel deletion is the predicted outcome, as shown below.

(136) Rhythmic Vowel Deletion
/[CVCVCVCV .../ RHYM-SYNC MAX-V *EMPTY-NUC

(. x)(. x) *1
(Cvev)(cvayv) ...

(. x)(. x)
—  (CVCV)(CAQY) ...

The loser here has afull vowel in the weak syllable, in violation of RHYM-SYNC, leaving
the candidate with an elided vowel in the third syllable as the winner.
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Thefirst vowd of the word is never deleted, however, showing that initial syllables
are special in someway. Following Beckman 1997 [1998], | treat thisfact as evidence for
ahigh-ranking Positional Faithfulness constraint which gives preferential treatment to initial
gyllables. Thus, with a position-sensitive MAX-V constraint ranked above RHYM-SYNC,
deletion of thefirst vowel is not predicted, as shown below.

(137) No Vowel Deletion in the Initial Syllable
ICVCVCVCV .../ 01-MAX-V RHYM-SYNC

*|

(. x)C. x)
(CACV)(CACQV) ...

(. x). x)
—  (CVCV)(CAQVY) ...

The metrical analysis employed thus far does not account for the preference for
dropping the final vowel of the word when it can, e.q., /iCinakal — [(iCi)(nakA)], since
the fourth vowel here does not fall into a strong position. Furthermore, one cannot appeal
to afoot-type reversal word-finally to account for the deletion of the final vowel in the
weak member of atrochee because the final vowe in caseslike/i€Cingka+ na — [(i€
i)(nAka)-nA] is not footed (or alternatively, it isnot in the weak position if it supports a
degenerate foot). It appears, however, that a different constraint is at work which handles
these facts by favoring words that end in consonants. This constraint, called FINAL-C in
McCarthy & Prince 1993b, receives independent motivation from some additional
distributional factsin the language. David Payne notes (personal communication) that the
only vowel-final words in the language are those with just two vowelsin the word or
wordswhichendinaVV sequence. Thus, if FINAL-C isranked above MAX-V, the
generalization that words tend to end in consonants can be treated with the same machinery
used for describing the preference for apocope in the vowel deletion. Thistack of course
requires an analysis of the two classes of V-final words, but these cases also lend
themselvesto a cogent analysis. First, the avoidance of apocopein CV(C)V wordsis
straightforwardly handed as a two-vowel minimal word requirement, which is generally
obeyed in the language. Furthermore, the lack of deletion of aVV inwordsthat end with
this sequence can be treated as an effect of stress. word-final VV will invariably be parsed
asthe head of an iamb, and because thisis the preferred head of alight-heavy iamb and a
possible monosyllabic iamb, these vowels will be protected from deletion as well.

Putting all of the pieces together, both RHYM-SyYNC and the phonotactic constraint
FINAL-C are necessary in Aguarunavowel deletion, asillustrated in the following tableau.
The winner here satisfies both constraints by deleting the third and fifth vowel, which
contrasts with the two other candidates, which violate one or the other of the two high-
ranking constraints.
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(138) Rhythmic and Non-Rhythmic Vowel Deletion

fic inaka + nal FINAL-C | RHYM-SYNC MAX-V i *EMPTY-NUC
a.
(- x)(. x) *1 * *
(i.c1) (naka)-nA
b.
(- x)(. x) *1 * *
(i.ci) (nA.ka)-na
C.
(. X) ( . X) * % * %
— (i.€1) (nA.ka)-nA

The ranking arguments made thus far are summarized in the partial ordering given below.

(139) Ranking for Rhythmic Vowel Deletion
FINAL-C, 61-MAX-V >> RHYM-SYNC >> MAX-V, *EMPTY-NUC

Relating this grammar to Payne’ s description given in (132), the third vowel from the
beginning of the word deletes when it is the weak member of an iamb, which by RHYM-
SYNC, must drop out. Only vowels which are surrounded by consonants undergo syncope
because aVV sequence is always parsed as the strong syllable of aniamb, and hence, itis
not be targeted by RHYM-SyYNC. Furthermore, syncope only affects post-pen-initial
vowels because when a single vowel appears in the first syllable, it is protected from
RHYM-SYNC by the Positional Faithfulness constraint 61-MAX-V. Lastly, the
independently motivated constraint FINAL-C accounts for the observed preference for
deleting final vowels.

Moving now to the question of what happens when an accented vowel is deleted,
let usreview the following facts.

(140) Vowel Deletion with Accent Shift
a. JUNUS i + numi + nal UNUS -nUmi-n Shift to Right
b. JUNUS i + numi/ uNUS -num Shift to Left

When the accented vowel islogt, the accent typically shiftsto the right, unless there are less
than three underlying moras to the right of the accented vowel, in which case accent shifts
to the | eft.

This type of observation (i.e., accent shiftstriggered by deletion of the sponsoring
element), is commonly attributed to HV’ s Faithfulness Condition, which, roughly
gpeaking, entails that heads of feet be preserved throughout a derivation within the metrical
congtituent structure enclosing them. Aninitia problem with this approach to accent shift
in Aguarunaisthat lexical accents do not reliably fall in the head positions of the
independently motivated syncope feet, and so a second metrical planeis required to account
for the observed facts. Furthermore, the derivational implementation of thisideaentails a
unitary direction for the shift, but the facts of Aguaruna show that the accent of a deleted
vowel shiftsin two different directions. A final problemisthat an analysisin terms of the
Faithfulness Condition requires intermediate stages in the mapping from lexical to surface
forms that are otherwise unmotivated, which | take to be fatal for this approach.
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The aternative | propose isthat the edge orientation is described directly viathe
Alignment constraints, with an additional requirement that the prominence may not appear
inthefinal foot. Thisresult isachieved through the following constraint ranking, which
builds on the constraint system given above for the basic accentual patterns by ranking the
Alignment constraints with respect to each other, and by adding another NONFINALITY
constraint relativized to the stress foot.

(141) Congtraint Ranking for Accent Shift with Vowel Deletion

NONFINALITY(Ft) >> ALIGN (PM, R, PrWd, R) >> ALIGN (Pwm, L, PrWd, L)
While prominence typically does not shift because of high-ranking Prosodic Faithfulness,
when the deletion of the sponsor of a prominence precludes a faithful mapping, a shift must
take place. Because ALIGN-R dominates ALIGN-L, ashift to theright is preferred over a
shift to the left, asillustrated below.

(142) Default Rightward Shift

/uhaNi + kiti + na/ ALIGN-R ALIGN-L
(uhd)(NA-ki)(ti-nA) Kk @
—  (uha)(NA-ki)(ti-nA) * ok * % *

However, when a shift to the right would entail positing a prominence in the final foot of
the word (i.e., when the deleted vowel isfollowed by just two underlying moras), the
accent instead shiftsto the left because NONFINALITY (Ft) isranked above ALIGN-R.

(143) Accent Shift with Final Foot Extrametricality

/uhaNi + kiti/ NONFINALITY (Ft) ALIGN-R
(uha)(NA-kitA *1 *
—  (uhd)(NA-ki)tA *x %

The foot-based analysis here extends to all of the cases of leftward shift described
by Payne. The only accented vowels eligible for deletion are the vowels dominated by the
third mora because syncope starts with the third vowel from the beginning of the word, and
lexical accent never goes beyond this third mora (thisis the accentual window effect).
Focusing on the vowels following the accented vowel (i.e., those following the third
vowel), words with two subsequent underlying vowels or less may drop these vowels, as
observed in the form [(uh&)(NAKi)tA] above. If any vowels remain, however, they will be
in thefina foot and therefore ingligible for receiving the accent by NONFINALITY (Ft). If,
on the other hand, the following vowels are protected from syncope because they appear in
aVV cluster, then the final two vowels are likewise ingligible for accent because they are
parsed as the strong member of theiamb, asin: /cvcvcy -cvv/ — [(CvcV )(CA-CVV)].

The proposed analysis thus accounts for the * default rightward shift, otherwise
leftward shift under duress’ through the constraint interaction shown in (144). However,
the analysis does not yet account for the observed boundedness of accent shift, i.e., the fact
that the widowed accent only shifts one morato the right or the left. Since the
morphological shifts examined below are also bounded in this senseg, it is hecessary to have
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an analysis of thisfact aswell.23 As currently stated, NO-FLOP-PROM does not require
bounded accent shift, since any shift isaviolation of this constraint, whether the accent
shifts are bounded to the moraic sponsor or not. We therefore require a constraint which
ensures that the shift will belocal, i.e., to an adjacent morarather than a non-adjacent one.
| express thisintuition with the following constraint, though other analyses are possible
(see Myers 1997a and Bickmore 1996 for some leading ideas).

(144) Loc-FLoP-PROM
Vx Yy Vz, x € prominence, y € sponsor, z € link, if x and y are associated by zin S,
and Ix’ Ay’ 7' st. (X, ¥, 2R(X’,y’,Z") and X’ and y’ are not associated by Z' in Sp,
then3dy’’ 37"’ st. X’ andy’’ areassociated by Z’ andy’ andy’’ are adjacent in Sp.

Satisfaction of Loc-FLOP-PROM isonly relevant in structures where the link between a
prominence and its sponsor is severed in the |O-map, as stated in the second clause of the
antecedent of the implication. Thelogic of this constraint entailsthat if thereisa shift of a
lexical prominence, then the result must be to a sponsor which is adjacent to the
correspondent of the sponsor in theinput. Applying thisreasoning, if alexica accent
could be shifted more than one morato the right (because the subsequent moras do not
appear in the final foot), the ranking of LOC-FLOP-PROM above ALIGN-R predicts a shift
exactly one morato theright. Thus, when a candidate attempting to improve on edge
alignment shifts the accent more than one mora, it incurs a violation Loc-FLOP-PROM, and
isthus ruled out in favor of the candidate with a bounded shift, as depicted below.

(145) Bounded Accent Shift

/cvevey + cvvevey/ Loc-FLor-PrOM ALIGN-R
(cvev)(CA-cVV )(CVCA) * &
—  (cvev)(CA-CV Vv)(CVCA) %%

The same result holds with the leftward shifts because L OC-FLOP-PROM aso dominates
ALIGN-L. Inthe mapping from /uhaNi-kiti/ to [(uhd)(NAKi)tA], the competing candidate
which defaultsto initial accent is ruled out because it aso incurs aviolation of this top-
ranked constraint.

To summarize, the rankings needed for bounded accent shifts are given below. |
have aso carried over the rankings from the previous subsection to present the complete
constraint system.

23Furthermore, we require a phonological analysis of this fact as it cannot simply be assumed that the
accent shifts observed here areimmobile phonological accents whose H targets are somehow delayed in the
phonetic implementation (as cogently argued for Chichewain Myers & Kim 1998). The phonological
shifts interact with other phonological constraints, i.e., the Alignment constraints and the constraint
responsible for leftward shift when the accent would appear in the final foot, which shows that the shifts are
phonological in nature.
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(146) Summary of Rankings

NONFINALITY(u), ACCENTWINDOW
\ /
|O-PROSFAITH

NONFINALITY (Ft), LOC-FLOP-PROM
\
ALIGN-R

ALIGN-L

With Loc-FLoP-PROM ranked above the Alignment constraints, accent shifts will always
be bounded to the morawhich is the counterpart of the lexical sponsor for accent. Also,
ALIGN-R dominates ALIGN-L, describing the fact that a shifted accent typically goesthe
right. If, however, the shifted accent would end up in the final foot of the word, then it
shifts the left because of high-ranking NONFINALITY (Ft). This constraint hierarchy will be
directly relevant to the analysis of bounded rightward shift in the morphological
environments examined in the next subsection.

5.4.4.3. Accent Shift in Derived Words

We may now proceed to the central facts of interest in this case study, namely the
morphological pattern of accent shift. Asillustrated in the introduction to this section,
certain suffixestrigger a shift in the accent of the base. Since this affix-controlled accentual
process has al of the properties of ACA, it may be explained in a general theory of
Transderivational Anti-Faithfulness. | start first with the analysis of the basic distinction
between accent-shifting and accent-neutral suffixes, and then move to extend the analysisto
the behavior of amore complicated set of accent-shifting suffixes and the treatment of the
locality conditions on accent shift.

Larson 1956 and Payne 1990 distinguish awide range of suffixes, each with a
distinct morpho-accentual behavior. For the present purposes, however, we only need to
contrast the behavior of two classes, the accent-neutral and accent-shifting suffixes. The
accent-neutral suffixes are like the stress-neutral suffixesin Englishin that they leave the
accentuation of the base asit isin the underived form. Thistype of accentual behavior is
exemplified below for the predicate-forming suffix -+ , which Payne glosses as ‘is an X
(object not present)’. The derived form is compared with the simplex nominative base,
which forms the base for many suffixes.

(147) Accent-neutra -t

nuka nuka-+ ‘leaf’

¢ aNkin ¢ aNkina-t ‘basket’

S uNkai m S uNkai ma-t ‘bird (arrendajo)’
kampaanak kampaanka-t ‘kind of palm’
aaNki as aaNki asa-t ‘palm spear’
tadtaanc tadétaanC i-i ‘water spider’

Other suffixes exhibiting accent-neutral behavior include: -a‘isan X (object present)’, the
negation suffix -C uu, and -¢ u ‘maybe X'.
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Accent-shifting suffixes, on the other hand, cause the accent of the base to shift one
morato theright. This class of suffixesis actually a heterogeneous class, involving
distinctions depending on the lexical prosody and syllable make-up of the base. However,
since al accent-shifting suffixes have the basic properties of the suffixes discussed directly
below, it is clear that our point of departure should be with these. In the closing remarks, |
will discuss one of the variations on the basic pattern as it relates to the analysis and sketch
an account which is consistent with the analysis given here.

(148) Accent-shifting Suffixes

-na Accusative
-hai~ Comitative (/i~/ isanasalized vowd)
-nuu Possessive

The behavior of these suffixesis exemplified below, again opposing the simplex
nominative with the derived forms showing the shift.

(149) Derived Words with Accent Shift

Nominative  Accusative Comitative Possessive

a. nuka nuké&n nuké hai~ nuka-nuu ‘leaf’
kawau kawal-n kawal-hai~ kawal-nuu ‘parrot’
k&Sa kasai-n kas &-hai~ kas ai-nuu ‘paca

b. wampukéa wampukai-n  wampukai-hai~ wampukai-nuu ‘tadpol€
madkai madkai-n madkai-hai~ madkai-nuu ‘mud’
amuntai amuntai-n amuntai-hai~ amuntai-nuu ‘buzzard’
apulpuu apulpuu-n apulpuu-hai~  apudpuu-nuu ‘dolphin’

As shown by the contrast between the formsin (149a) and (149b), the accent of the base
only shiftsin the derived form if the base is three moras or less. Thisfact issignificant, as
it isobserved in one form or another in all the accent-shifting suffixes. Payne suggests that
thisisalocality effect on the distance of the accent from the accent-shifting suffix, which
would further diagnose this pattern as an affix-controlled process. But because locality
effects of thiskind are linked in an important way to the constraint requiring the shift, |
need to set it aside for the moment while | develop the analysis of the basic distinction
between accent-neutral and accent-shifting suffixes.

Before presenting the analysisin TAF theory, it is necessary to consider an
alternative in which the shift is due to an inherent phonological property of the affix itself.
After all, English has similar patterns of stress shift induced by suffixation, e.g.,
eléctric/electricity. Since the rightward shift here also correlates with suffixation, perhaps
the shift is ssimply a matter of the phonological composition of the suffixed structures. This
paralld isclearly inappropriate, however, because the shifted accent does not conform to
any generalizations counting from the left or right edge of the word. Suffixation triggers a
shift of the lexically determined accent, which may occur on any of the first three moras;
since the accent shift is bounded to the lexical accent, the position of the shifted accent in
derived formsis not predictable in terms of mora count.
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A different ideaisto say that the accent-shifting suffixes contribute an accent, or
aternatively, that they simply add alink which is somehow merged with the base accent if
it is close enough (as in the approach to accent-shifting suffixesin Poser 1984). Such an
analysisis certainly possible here, and indeed, thisis essentially the ideamentioned in
passing in Payne 1990: 181. Aswith the case of Japanese, however, | develop an
alternative here which is consistent with the more restrictive TAF theory of accent shifts.
Thus, accent shift must be rightward and bounded because this is the independently
motivated pattern of accent shift in the language. | do not see how the purely phonological
account of these shiftswould explain this fact, and as grammar dependence is a natural
conseguence of the theoretical model developed here, the TAF account has a clear
advantage over the phonological analysis. Furthermore, a purely phonologica analysis of
the retraction of tonal accent in Limburg Dutch is highly undesirable (see argumentation in
85.4.2), and | propose to develop an analysis of accent shiftsin Aguarunawhichisinline
with this clear case of morphological shift.

In the now familiar way, the idiosyncratic distinction between whether or not an
affix conditions an accentual processis derived through subcategorization of OO-
correspondence relations in the lexicon. Thus, assuming the lexical entriesin (151) below,
the accent-neutral suffixes are sensitive to the TAF constraint ~“OORec-NOFLOP-PROM,
which, because of itslow rank in the hierarchy in (150), does not condition a shift in the
base-derivative mappings. The suffixesin (151b), in contrast, trigger OOpom-
correspondence, and since the Anti-Faithfulness constraint defined upon thisrelation is
high-ranking, these suffixes are accent-shifting.

(150) Rankings for Accent-neutral/Accent-shifting Distinction
-00poem-NO-FLOP-PM >> OO-NO-FLOP-PM >> —=OORec-NO-FLOP-PM

(151) Lexica Entriesfor Accent-neutral and Accent-shifting Suffixes

a. -+ Predy (pres.) [[Stem]oorec ] [Accent-Neutral]
-a Predx (not pres) [[Stem]oorec ]
-t uu NNeg [[Stemloorec ___]
-tu Nputative [[Stem]oorec ]

b. -na NAcc [ Stemoopom ___] [Accent-Shifting]
-hai~ Ncom [ Stemoopom ]
-nuu Nposs [ Stemoopom ]

Applying these assumptions to a particular example, the accent-shifting suffix -na
(which loses the final vowel in syncope) conditions a shift of the base accent because forms
with this suffix are evaluated by the TAF constraint, ~-OOpom-NOFLOP-PROM, which is
ranked above the OO-Prosodic Faithfulness constraint banning the shift.
(152) Morphological Accent Shift

Base /ntka + nal -O0pom-NO-FLOP-PROM | OO-NO-FLOP-PROM
a nidka nuka-n *1
b. — nlka nukén =
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The predicate-forming suffix -+ , on the other hand, does not trigger the shift, as shown
below. Thissuffix subcategorizes for OORec-correspondence; since the TAF constraint
operating on thistype of correspondence is so low-ranking, it cannot have an effect.

(153) No Morphological Accent Shift
Base Inika+t/ | “O0Rec-NO-FLOP [ OO-NO-FLOP | -OO-NoO-FLOP

a. — nuka nUka-k &

b. ndka Nuka-F *1

Therefore, as with dominant and pre- and post-accenting affixes, the presence or absence
of ashift is dueto the rank of the TAF constraint associated with a given suffix.

Returning to the behavior of the accusative suffix -na, which is accent-shifting, this
suffix triggers aflop of the base accent, which is bounded and rightward, i.e., the same
basic pattern for phonologically triggered accent shifts. Thisfact showsthat the
morphological accent shifts exhibit grammar dependence and the analysis of thisfact stems
from the same basic principles applied in the analysis of grammar dependent ACA
generaly. Thus, an independently needed Alignment constraint, specifically ALIGN
(PrOM, R, PrWd, R), determines the edge orientation of the mutated accent. Thisresultis
illustrated in the tableau bel ow, in which the competition between the two patterns of Anti-
Faithfulness is determined by the Alignment constraint.

(154) Grammar Dependence Part 1. Rightward Accent Shift

Base /kawau + nal | -OOpom-NO-FLOP | OO-NO-FLOP i ALIGN-R
a kawau kawau-n *|
b. kawau kawau-n * **|
c. — kawau kawall-n *

Another type of grammar dependence observed in the morphological shiftsisthat
the mutated accent always shifts one morato the right, but not all the way to the end of the
word. Thisfact isaso explained with the already existing constraint hierarchy, because the
Loc-FLoP-PROM dominates ALIGN-R, and so the shifted accent will not migrate too far
fromitslexical sponsor. Asillustrated below, the TAF constraint ~OOpgm-NO-FLOP-
PROM requires a phonologically overt difference between the base and its derivative, but
the rest of the grammar, specificaly the ranking of 10-Prosodic Faithfulness relative to
Alignment, ensures that the shift is bounded to the lexically accented mora.

(155) Grammar Dependence Part 2: Bounded Accent Shift
Base /kdsai +nal | ~OO0pom-NO-FLOP i LocC-FLOP-PROM ALIGN-R

a ké&sa k&Sai-n *|
b. k&a kas ai-n *%|
c. — ké&Sa kas &-n * &

The boundedness of the morphological shift is thus explained with the same constraint
interaction used for the boundedness of phonological shifts, namely as the domination of
ALIGN-R by Loc-FLOP-PROM.
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Thereis an apparent problem with the analysis concerning the grammar dependent
nature of the shifts. Shifts due to syncope are to the right by default, but to the left if such
ashift would yield an accent in the final foot of the word (see discussion above).
Morphological shifts appear to be exclusively to the right, however, which isin conflict
with the default-to-opposite nature of the phonologica accent shifts. It turns out that this
apparent inconsistency isreally due to acombination of independently needed constraints
which account for the absence of |eftward shift. Recall that the morphological shift isonly
triggered in words with three moras or less (the crucial dataisin (149)). Thisrestriction,
combined with the general avoidance of final mora accent, has the effect of precluding
shifts from the third mora of aword; in order to have third mora accent, it is necessary to
have afourth mora, but bases with four moras or more generally do not shift. Returning to
the main point, the only phonological context which would yield aleftward shift under the
conditions stated in the analysis of syncope is aword with third mora accent and two moras
beyond the third mora; only such a context would produce a shift from the first foot to the
final foot, which isruled out by NONFINALITY(Ft). Furthermore, in words with a
morphological shift, the shift of the base accent is aways in a non-final foot, necessarily
because of the size requirement on the shift, as shown below with some nominative-
possessive pairs repeated from above.

(156) Foot Structures for Words with Accent Shift

(nUka) (nukd)-(nuu)
(kawau) (kawall)-(nuu)
(k&8 ai) (ka8 &)-(nuu)

These shifts therefore do not incur aviolation of NONFINALITY (Ft), and so the shift is
toward the default edge in the language, namely the right edge. Note also that words with a
monosyllabic suffix, e.g., the accusative suffix -na, will also not trigger aleftward shift
because all the words with the requisite size to undergo the shift, such as the three mora
base, /kawéu + nal — [(kawal)-nA], will always be parsed by a single prosodic foot.
Therefore, ashift into the final foot is unavoidable because there is only one; since any shift
will violate NONFINALITY (Ft), the default edge orientation kicks in again to give the
observed shift to theright.

Asfor the size requirement on accent shift, | am only prepared to put forth a
speculative analysis which makes use of the prosodic foot. To start, Payne makes the
interesting suggestion that thisrestriction isakind of locality effect. Theideahereisthat
smaller nouns will bring the accent of the base ‘ close enough’ to the suffix in order to
trigger the shift; but in longer forms, the base accent and the suffix are too far apart, so
thereisno shift. If thisisthe correct way to analyze this pattern, then Aguarunaisindeed a
strong case for the theory of accent shifts proposed here, as affix-controlled processes are
generally subject to locality requirements. But asfar as| can tell, the implementation of
thisideawill have some difficulties with contrasts like the following.

(157) a. kawau kawal-nuu Baseis < uuu: Accent shifts
kasai kas &-nuu
b. wampukai wampukai-nuu Baseis= puu: No shifts
maakai maakai-nuu
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Thelexical accent in the base forms here are identical in terms of their proximity to the
suffix, and yet only the smaller nouns have a shift.

A different idea, in the spirit of Payne' s original insight, is that the suffixes
specifically mutate the accent in the main stress foot of the word, and that the suffix must
be close enough to this primary accent. Thus, employing the foot structures argued for
above in the analysis of syncope, we can characterize the initial foot as the main stress foot
(realized as a pitch accent in this language), and if the suffix is close enough to the accent of
the main stressfoot, it can trigger ashift. To be more concrete, if the TAF constraint is
conjoined with the Stem: PrWWd Anchoring constraint in the domain of the prosodic foot
(see 84.3 for the details of constraint formulation), then the accent of the base will only
shiftif itisin the stem-final foot. Thus, this approach accounts for the casesin (157b)
because the accent of the base is either not in theinitial foot, asin the case of
[(wampu)(kai)-nuu], or the accent of thefirst foot is not close enough, asin [(mad)(kai)-
nuu], the latter effect being crucial to the analysis of locality here.

Furthermore, the foot-based approach leads to an attractive approach to a different
class of accent-shifting suffix, which isidentical in all respects to the suffixes discussed
here, except that in four mora words with third mora accent, the lexical accent is actually
shifted. For example, the first person possessive suffix -N(u), behaves this way; it shifts
an accent in all of the three mora nouns shown above for other accent-shifting suffixes, but
in addition, it shifts an accent in caseslike: /wampuka + Nu/ — wampukai-N ‘my
tadpole’, with stems with four moras and third moralexical accent. A loosening of the
requirement that the shifted accent be in the first foot yields a shift in precisely this context,
as shown by: [(wampu)(kai)-N]. The important point though isthat a shift of initial or
peninitial accents are still banned because the foot containing these accents would not be
adjacent. Asthe detailsinvolved in implementing thisideain the current framework are too
cumbersome to present in detail here, | leave the job of working out this problem formally
for future research. To sum up, afirst pass at an analysis of the sizerestriction is
encouraging, asit fitsin nicely with the model of affix-controlled accentual processeslaid
out in 84.3 to account for locality conditions on the application of the process.

To summarize the results established above, the proposed analysis achieves one of
the central goals of this chapter, namely to account for the properties of accent shifts with
the same basic toolbox used in the treatment of other affix-controlled accentual processes.
Thus, the use of subcategorized correspondence relations sensitive to different TAF
congtraints is fundamental in distinguishing affixes by their morpho-accentual behavior.
Furthermore, the explanation of this behavior viathe TAF constraint =OO-NOFLOP-PROM
accounts for three additional properties of accent shift in Aguaruna, namely that it
distinguishes aderivative fromits base (i.e., it is morphological) and that the shift is base-
mutating and subject to locality conditions. Finally, the independently necessary
constraints Loc-FLOP-PROM and ALIGN (PROM, R, PrWd, R) are crucial in the analysis
of the boundedness and edge orientation of the shift, effectively characterizing the process
as grammar dependent on par with the other types of ACA analyzed in this chapter.

250



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Abe, Yasuaki. 1981. A Formal Theory of Pitch Accent in Japanese. University of
Massachusetts Occasional Papersin Linguistics 7: 1-16.

Abe, Yasuaki. 1985. A Theory of Categorial Morphology and Agglutination in Japanese.
Doctoral dissertation, University of Massachusetts, Amherst.

Adisasmito-Smith, Niken. 1998. Faithfulness Constraints and Consonant Patternsin
Indonesian. In Matthew Pearson (ed.), UCLA Occasional Papersin Linguistics 21,
Austronesian Formal Linguistics Association I11-1V: 1-18.

Akinaga, Kazue (ed.), 1981. Meikai nihongo akusento jiten. [Clear Japanese Accent
Dictionary]. Saneido, Japan.

Alderete, John. 1995a. Winnebago Accent and Dorsey’sLaw. In Beckman et a. (eds.),
21-51.

Alderete, John. 1995b. Faithfulnessto Prosodic Heads. Ms., University of
Massachusetts, Amherst. [ROA-253-0498, http://ruccs.rutgers.edu/roa.html]

Alderete, John. 1996. Prosodic Faithfulnessin Cupefio. To appear in Benedicto, Elena
(ed.), University of Massachusetts Occasional Papersin Linguistics, Papers on
Indigenous Languages. [ROA-131-0496]

Alderete, John. 1997a. Head Dependence in Stress Epenthesis Interaction. To appear in
Hermans & van Oostendorp (eds.).

Alderete, John. 1997b. Dissimilation as Local Conjunction. North East Linguistic
Society 27: 17-31. [ROA-175-0297]

Alderete, John. 1997c. Multiple Correspondence and Base Optimization. Poster
presented at Maryland Mayfest/Hopkins Optimality Workshop.

Alderete, John, Jill Beckman, Laura Benua, Amalia Ghanadesikan, John McCarthy, &
Suzanne Urbanczyk. 1998. Reduplication with Fixed Segmentism. To appear in
Linguistic Inquiry. [ROA-226-1097]

Allen, Margaret. 1978. Morphological Investigations. Doctora dissertation, University
of Connecticut, Storrs.

Anderson, Stephen. 1992. A-Morphous Morphology. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Anderson, Stephen & Wayles Browne. 1973. On Keeping Exchange Rulesin Czech.
Papersin Linguistics V1: 445-82.

251



Antilla, Arto & Adams Bodomo. 1996. Stressand Tone in Dagaare. Ms., Stanford
University and Norwegian University of Science and Technology.

Aoyagi, Seiz6. 1969. A Demarcative Pitch of Some Prefix-Stem Sequences in Japanese.
Onsel no Kenkyuu 14: 241-47.

Archangeli, Diana & Douglas Pulleyblank. 1984. Extratonality and Japanese Accent.
Ms., MIT and McGill University.

Archangdli, Diana& Douglas Pulleyblank. 1987. Minima and Maximal Rules: Effects of
Tier Scansion. North East Linguistic Society 17: 16-35.

Aronoff, Mark. 1976. Word Formation in Generative Grammar. Cambridge, MA: MIT
Press.

Austin, Peter. 1981. A Grammar of Diyari, South Australia. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Bach, Emmon. 1968. Two Proposals Concerning the Simplicity Metric in Phonology.
Glossia 2: 128-149.

Baerman, Matthew. The Evolution of Prosodic Constraints in Macedonian. Lingua 104:
57-78.

Bailey, T. M. 1995. Nonmetrical Constraints on Sress. Doctoral dissertation, University
of Minnesota. [http://cogscil.psych.ox.ac.uk/PAPERS/toddabstract1.html]

Bakovic, Eric. 1996. Foot Harmony and Quantitative Adjustments. Ms., Rutgers
University. [ROA-168-1296]

Bakovic, Eric. 1998. Unbounded Stress and Factorial Typology. To appear in Ron
Artstein & Madeline Holler (eds.), Rutgers Working Papersin Linguistics|. [ROA-
244-0298]

Barker, Chris. 1989. Extrametricality, the Cycle, and Turkish Word Stress. In Junko It
& Jeff Runner (eds.), Phonology at Santa Cruz 1: 1-34.

Bascom, Burt. 1959. Tonomechanics of Northern Tepehuan. Phonetica 4. 71-88.
Bascom, Burt. 1965. Proto-Tepiman. Doctoral dissertation, University of Washington.

Bat-El, Outi. 1993. Parasitic Metrification in the Modern Hebrew Stress System. The
Linguistic Review 10: 189-210.

Bates, Dawn & Barry Carlson. 1989. Prosodic Structure in Spokane Morphology.
Working Papers of the Linguistics Circle of the University of Victoria 8: 75-95.

Beckman, Jill. 1995. Shona Height Harmony. In Beckman et al. (eds.), 53-75.

Beckman, Jill. 1997. Positional Faithfulness, Positional Neutralization and Shona Height
Harmony. Phonology 14: 1-46.

252



Beckman, Jill. 1997 [1998]. Positional Faithfulness. Doctoral dissertation, University of
Massachusetts, Amherst. [Amherst, MA: Graduate Linguistic Student Association,
ROA-234-1297]

Beckman, Jill, LauraWalsh Dickey, & Suzanne Urbanczyk (eds.). 1995. University of
Massachusetts Occasional Papersin Linguistics 18, Papersin Optimality Theory.

Beckman, Mary. 1986. Stress and Non-Stress Accent. Netherlands Phonetic Archives 7.
Dordrecht: Foris.

Beckman, Mary E. & Jan Edwards. 1994. Articulatory Evidence for Differentiating Stress
Categories. In Keating (ed.), 7-33.

Beckman, Mary & Janet Pierrehumbert. 1986. Intonational Structure in English and
Japanese. Phonology 3: 255-310.

Bennett, Diana. 1981. Pitch Accent in Japanese: A Metrical Analysis. Mastersthess,
University of Texas at Austin.

Benua, Laura. 1995. Identity Effectsin Morphological Truncation. In Beckman et al.,
77-136. [ROA-74-0000]

Benua, Laura, 1997 [1998]. Transderivational Identity: Phonological Relations between
Words. Doctoral dissertation, University of Massachusetts, Amherst. [Amherst, MA:
Graduate Linguistic Student Association, ROA-259-0498]

Bickmore, Lee. 1996. Bantu Tone Spreading and Displacement as Alignment and
Minimal Misalignment. Ms., University of Albany. [ROA-161-1196]

Bickmore, Lee. 1997. Constraint High Tone Spans in Ekegusii Verbal Tonology. Ms.,
University of Albany. [ROA-77-0000]

Black, Andrew. 1993. Constraint-Ranked Derivation: A Serial Approach to Optimization.
Doctoral dissertation, University of California, Santa Cruz.

Black, Deirdre. 1996. The Morphological and Phonological Structures of Spokane
Lexemes. Doctoral dissertation, University of Victoria.

Blake, Susan J. 1998. The OCP and Root-Affix Faithfulnessin St a’imcets (Lillooet
Salish). Ms., University of British Columbia.

Blevins, Juliette. 1993. A Tona Analysisof Lithuanian Nominal Accent. Language 69:
237-73.

Blevins, Juliette. 1997. Rulesin Optimality Theory. In Roca (ed.), 227-60.
Bloch, Bernard. 1946a. Studiesin Colloquia Japanesel: Inflection. Journal of the

American Oriental Society 66: 97-109. [Reprinted in Roy Andrew Miller (ed.), 1970,
Bernard Bloch on Japanese, New Haven: Yale University Press.]

253



Bloch, Bernard. 1946b. Studiesin Colloguial Japanesel1l: Derivation of Inflected
Words. Journal of the American Oriental Society 66: 304-15. [Reprinted in Roy
Andrew Miller (ed.), 1970, Bernard Bloch on Japanese, New Haven: Yale University
Press.]

Bolozky, Shmuel. 1982. Remarks on Rhythmic Stressin Modern Hebrew. Journal of
Linguistics 18: 275-89.

Booij, Geert & Jaap van Marle (eds.). 1995. Yearbook of Morphology 1994. Dordrecht:
Kluwer.

Booij, Geert & Jeroen van de Weljer (eds.). 1998. Phonology in Progress—Progressin
Phonology: HILP Paperslil. The Hague: Holland Academic Press.

Borowsky, Toni. 1986. Topicsin the Lexical Phonology of English. Doctoral
dissertation, University of Massachusetts, Amherst. [Amherst, MA: Graduate
Linguistic Student Association]

Borowsky, Toni. 1993. Onthe Word Level. In Hargus & Kaisse (eds.), 199-234.

Bright, William & Jane Hill. 1967. The Linguistic History of the Cupefio. In Déll
Hymes and W. Bittle (eds.), Studies in SouthWestern Ethnolinguistics, 351-71, The
Hague: Mouton & Co.

Broselow, Ellen & John McCarthy. 1982. A Theory of Internal Reduplication. The
Linguistic Review 3: 25-88.

Brown, Dunstan, Greville Corbett, Norman Fraser, Andrew Hippisley, and Alan
Timberlake. 1996. Russian Noun Stress and Network Morphology. Linguistics 34:
53-107.

Browne, Wayles. 1978. Aspectual Morphology and VY GLJADET’. In Ernest A.
Scatton, Richard D. Steele, & Charles E. Gribble (eds.), Sudiesin Honor of Horace
G. Lunt on the Occasion of His Sxtieth Birthday, Part 1, 46-53. [Folia Slavica2.1-3:
46-53]

Buckley, Eugene. 1995. Uniformity in Extended Paradigms. To appear in Hermans &
van Oostendorp (eds.).

Burzio, Luigi. 1994. Principlesof English Sress. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Burzio, Luigi. 1996. Surface Constraints versus Underlying Representations. In Durand
& Laks (eds.), 123-42.

Burzio, Luigi. 1998. Multiple Correspondence. Lingua 104: 79-1009.

Carlson, Barry. 1976. The N Shift in Spokane Salish. International Journal of American
Linguistics 42: 133-39.

Carlson, Barry. 1989. Reduplication and Stressin Spokane. International Journal of
American Linguistics 55: 204-13.

254



Chafe, Wallace. 1977. Accent and Related Phenomena in the Five Nations Iroquois
Languages. In Hyman (ed.), 209-30.

Chew, John J. 1964. Accent in Japanese Compounds. In Joseph K. Yamagiwa (ed.),
Papers of the CIC Far Eastern Language Institute 1963, Ann Arbor: Committee of
Institutional Cooperation.

Chew, John J. 1973. A Transformational Analysis of Modern Colloquial Japanese.
Mouton: The Hague.

Chung, Sandra. Transderivational Relationshipsin Chamorro Phonology. Language 59:
35-66.

Clements, G. N. 1981. Akan Vowel Harmony: A Nonlinear Analysis. In G.N.
Clements (ed.), Harvard Studiesin Phonology, Vol. 11, Part 1, 108-188, Bloomington:
Indiana University Linguistics Circle.

Clements, G.N. & K.C. Ford. 1979. Kikuyu Tone Shift and its Synchronic
Conseguences. Linguistic Inquiry 10: 179-210.

Clements, G.N. & John Goldsmith. 1984. Autosegmental Studiesin Bantu Tone:
Introduction. In G.N. Clements & John Goldsmith (eds.), Autosegmental Studiesin
Bantu Tone, 1-17, Dordrecht: Foris.

Cohn, Abigail. 1989. Stressin Indonesian and Bracketing Paradoxes. Natural Language
and Linguistic Theory 7: 167-216.

Cohn, Abigail & John McCarthy. 1994. Alignment and Parallelism in Indonesian
Phonology. Ms., Cornell University and University of Massachusetts, Amherst.
[ROA-25-0894]

Cook, Eung-Do. 1972. Stressand Related Rulesin Tahltan. International Journal of
American Linguistics 38: 231-33.

Corbett, Greville. 1982. Gender in Russian: An Account of Gender Specification and its
Relationship to Declension. Russian Linguistics 6: 197-232.

Crosswhite, Catherine. 1997. Segmental vs. Prosodic Correspondence in Chamorro.
Ms., University of California, Los Angeles.

Crowhurst, Megan. 1991. Demorificationin TUbatulabal: Evidence from Initial
Reduplication and Stress. North East Linguistic Society 21: 49-64.

Crowhurst, Megan. 1994. Foot Extrametricality and Template Mapping in Cupefio.
Natural Language and Linguistic Theory 12: 177-202.

Crowhurst, Megan. 1996. An Optimal Alternative to Conflation. Phonology 13: 409-24.
Crowhurst, Megan & Mark Hewitt. 1997. Boolean Operations and Constrain Interactions
in Optimality Theory. Ms., University of North Carolinaat Chapel Hill & Brandeis

University. [ROA-229-1197]
Culter, Anne. 1986. Forbear asaHomophone: Lexical Prosody Does Not Constraint
Lexical Access. Language and Speech 29: 201-220.

255



Cutler, Anne & Chuck Clifton. 1984. The Use of Prosodic Information in Word
Recognition. In Herman Boumaa & Don G. Bouwhuis (eds.), Attention and
Performance X. London:; Lawrence Erlbaum A ssociates.

Czaykowska-Higgins, Ewa. 1993. Cyclicity and Stressin Moses-Columbia Salish
(Nxa amxcin). Natural Language and Linguistic Inquiry 11: 197-278.

Dixon, Robert M. W. 1977. A Grammar of Yidii. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Duanmu, San. 1995. Alignment and the Cycle are Different. To appear in Hermans &
van Oostendorp (eds.). [ROA-93b-0000]

Durand, Jacques & Bernard Laks (eds.). 1996. Current Trendsin Phonology: Models
and Methods, Vol. 1. European Studies Research Institute (ESRI), University of
Salford, Salford, Manchester, UK

Elordieta, Gorka. 1997. Accent, Tone, and Intonation in Lekeitio Basgue. In Fernando
Martinez-Gil and Alfonso Morales-Front (eds.), Issues in the Phonology and
Mor phology of the Major Iberian Languages, 3-78, Washington D. C.: Georgetown
University Press.

Fabb, Nigel. 1988. English Suffixation is Constrained only by Selectional Restrictions.
Natural Language and Linguistic Theory 6: 527-39.

Féry, Caroline. 1996. German Foot and Word Stressin OT. To appear in Journal of
Comparative Germanic Linguistics. [ROA-301-0399]

Fitzgerald, Colleen. 1997. O’ odham Rhythms. Doctoral dissertation, University of
Arizona, Tuscon. [ROA-190-0597]

Flemming, Edward. 1995. Auditory Representationsin Phonology. Doctoral
dissertation, University of California, Los Angeles.

Franks, Steven. 1989. The Monosyllabic Head Effect. Natural Language and Linguistic
Theory 7: 551-63.

Franks, Steven. 1991. Diacritic Extrametricality versus Diacritic Accent: A Reply to
Hammond. Phonology 8: 145-62.

Fraser, Norman & Greville Corbett. 1995. Gender, Animacy, and Declensional Class
Assignment: A Unified Account for Russian. In Booij & van Marle (eds.), 123-150.

Frisch, Stephan, Michael Broe, & Janet Pierrehumbert. 1996. The Role of Similarity in
Phonotactic Constraints. Ms., Northwestern University.

Fromkin, VictoriaA. (ed.). 1978. Tone: A Linguistic Survey. New York: Academic
Press.

Fry, Dennis B. 1955. Duration and Intensity as Physical Correlates of Linguistic Stress.
Journal of the Acoustical Society of America 27: 765-68.

256



Fry, DennisB. 1958. Experimentsin the Perception of Stress. Language and Speech 1.
126-52.

Fudge, Erik. 1984. English Word-Stress. London: George, Allen & Unwin.

Fukazawa, Haruka. 1998. Multiple Input-Output Faithfulness Relations in Japanese.
Ms., University of Maryland, College Park.

Gafos, Diamandis. 1996a. The Articulatory Basis of Locality in Phonology. Doctoral
dissertation, Johns Hopkins University.

Gafos, Diamandis. 1996b. The Two Faces of Anchoring. Ms., University of
M assachusetts, Amherst.

Garde, Paul. 1968. L’'Accent. Paris; Presses Universitaires de France.

Garde, Paul. 1973. Principles of the Synchronic Description of Stress. In Erik C. Fudge
(ed.), Phonology: Selected Readings, 309-19, Harmondsworth: Penguin.

Garde, Paul. 1976. Histoire del’ Accentuation Save. Paris: Institute d’ Etudes Slaves.

Gessner, Suzanne. 1999. Tone Assimilation in Navaho. Ms., University of British
Columbia.

Geytenbeek, Brian & Helen Geytenbeek. 1971. Gidabal Grammar and Dictionary.
Australian Aboriginal Studies No. 43. Canberra: A.C.T.

Gnanadesikan, Amalia. 1997. Phonology with Ternary Scales. Doctora dissertation,
University of Massachusetts, Amherst. [ROA-195-0597]

Goldsmith, John. 1976. Autosegmental Phonology. Doctoral dissertation, MIT.

Goldsmith, John. 1984. Tone and Accent in Tonga. In Clements & Goldsmith (eds.),
19-51.

Goldsmith, John. 1987. Tone and Accent, and Getting the Two Together. Berkeley
Linguistics Society 13: 88-104.

Goldsmith, John. 1990. Autosegmental & Metrical Phonology. Oxford: Basil
Blackwell.

Goldsmith, John (ed.). 1993. The Last Phonological Rule: Reflections on Constraints
and Derivations. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Goldsmith, John (ed.). 1995. Handbook of Phonological Theory. Cambridge, MA:
Basil Blackwell.

Goyvaerts, Didier L. & Geoffrey K. Pullum (eds.). 1974. Essays on the Sound Pattern
of English. Ghent: Scientific Publishers.

Green, Anthony. 1997. The Prosodic Sructure of Irish, Scots Gaelic, and Manx.
Doctoral dissertation, Cornell University. [ROA-196-0597]

257



Green, Thomas & Michael Kenstowicz. 1995. The Lapse Constraint. Ms., MIT. [ROA-
101-0000]

Greenberg, Joseph. 1966. Some Universals of Grammar with Particular Reference to the
Order of Meaningful Elements. In J. H. Greenberg (ed.), Universals of Language
(2nd edition), Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Gregersen, Edgar A. 1972. Consonant Polarity in Nilotic. In Erhard Voeltz (ed.), Third
Annual Conference on African Linguistics, Bloomington: Indiana University.

Gribble, CharlesE. 1981. Russian Root List, With a Sketch of Word Formation.
Columbus: Slavica Publishers, Inc.

Halle, Morris. 1973a. The Accentuation of Russian Words. Language 49: 312-48.

Halle, Morris. 1973b. Prolegomenato a Theory of Word Formation. Linguistic Inquiry
4: 3-16.

Halle, Morris. 1990. Respecting Metrical Structure. Natural Language and Linguistic
Theory 8: 149-79.

Halle, Morris. 1996. On Stress and Accent in Indo-European. Language 73: 275-313.

Halle, Morris & Michael Kenstowicz. 1991. The Free Element Condition and Cyclic
versus Noncyclic Stress. Linguistic Inquiry 22: 457-501.

Halle, Morris & Samuel Jay Keyser. 1971. English Stress: Its Form, Its Growth, and Its
Rolein Verse. New York: Harper & Row.

Halle, Morris & Paul Kiparsky. 1981. Review of Histoire de I’ Accentuation Slave, by
Paul Garde. Language 57: 150-81.

Halle, Morris & K.P. Mohanan. 1985. Segmental Phonology and Modern English.
Linguistic Inquiry 16: 57-116.

Halle, Morris & Jean-Roger Vergnaud. 1987a. An Essay on Stress. Cambridge, MA:
MIT Press.

Halle, Morris & Jean-Roger Vergnaud. 1987b. Stress and the Cycle. Linguistic Inquiry
18: 45-84.

Halle, Morris & Jean-Roger Vergnaud. 1991. A Reexamination of the Stress Erasure
Convention in Spanish Stress. Linguistic Inquiry 23: 141-59

Hammond, Michael. 1984. Constraining Metrical Theory: A Modular Theory of Rhythm
and Destressing. Doctoral dissertation, University of California, Los Angeles.

Hammond, Michael. 1986. The Obligatory-Branching Parameter in Metrical Theory.
Natural Language and Linguistic Theory 4: 185-228.

Hammond, Michael. 1989a. Cyclic Secondary Stress and Accent in English. West Coast
Conference on Formal Linguistics 8: 139-53.

258



Hammond, Michael. 1989b. Lexical Stressesin Macedonian and Polish. Phonology 7:
19-38.

Haraguchi, Shosuke. 1977. The Tone Pattern of Japanese: An Autosegmental Theory of
Tonology. Tokyo: Kaitakusha Publishers.

Haraguchi, Shosuke. 1991. A Theory of Sress and Accent. Dordrecht: Foris.

Hargus, Sharon & Ellen Kaisse (eds.). 1993. Phonetics and Phonology 4. Studiesin
Lexical Phonology. San Diego: Academic Press.

Harris, James. 1983. Syllable Structure and Stressin Spanish: A Nonlinear Analysis.
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Harris, James. 1991. The Stress Erasure Convention and Cliticization in Spanish.
Linguistic Inquiry 20: 339-63.

Hawkins, John A. & Gary Gilligan. 1988. Prefixing and Suffixing Universalsin Relation
to Basic Word Order. Lingua 74: 219-257.

Hayes, Bruce. 1980. A Metrical Theory of Sress Rules. Doctoral dissertation, MIT.
Hayes, Bruce. 1982. Extrametricality and English Stress. Linguistic Inquiry 13: 227-50.

Hayes, Bruce. 1984. The Phonology of Rhythm in English. Linguistic Inquiry 15: 33-
74.

Hayes, Bruce. 1985. lambic and Trochaic Rhythm in Stress Rules. Berkeley Linguistic
Society 11: 429-46.

Hayes, Bruce. 1987. A Revised Parametric Metrical Theory. North East Linguistic
Society 17: 274-89.

Hayes, Bruce. 1995. Metrical Stress Theory: Principles and Case Studies. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press.

Hayes, Bruce. 1997. Anticorrespondencein Yidifi. To appear in Hermans & van
Oostendorp (eds.).

Hermans, Ben. 1991. The Composite Nature of Accent: with Case Sudies of
Limburgian and Serbo-Croatian Pitch Accent. Doctoral dissertation, Free University of
Amsterdam.

Hermans, Ben & Marc van Oostendorp (eds.). Forthcoming. The Derivational Residue.
Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Hewitt, Mark. 1992. Vertical Maximization and Metrical Theory. Doctoral dissertation,
Brandeis University.

Hewitt, Mark & Megan Crowhurst. 1996. Conjunctive Constraints and Templatesin
Optimality Theory. North East Linguistic Society 26: 101-116.

Higurashi, Yoshiko. 1983. The Accent of Extended Word Structure in Tokyo Standard
Japanese. Tokyo: EDUCA Inc.

259



Hill, Jane. 1967. A Grammar of the Cupefio Language. Doctoral dissertation, University
of California, Los Angeles.

Hill, Jane. 1970. A Peeking Rulein Cupefio. Linguistic Inquiry 1: 534-39.

Hill, Jane & Kenneth Hill. 1968. Stressin the Cupan (Uto-Aztecan) Languages.
International Journal of American Linguistics 34: 233-41.

Hill, Jane & Rosinda Nolasquez. 1973. Mulu'wetam: The First People. Banning: Malki
Museum Press.

Hirayama, Teruo. 1960. Zenkoku akusento jiten. [All Japan Accent Dictionary]. Tokyo:
Tokyodo

Hock, HansH. 1973. Exceptions and Synchronic Analogy in Sanskrit. Sudiesin the
Linguistic Sciences 3: 81-101.

Holten, David. 1995. Assimilation and Dissimilation of Sundanese Liquids. In Beckman
et a. (eds.), 167-80.

Hooper, Joan. 1976. An Introduction to Natural Generative Phonology. New Y ork:
Academic Press.

Hualde, José Ignacio. 1991. Basque Phonology. London: Routledge.

Hualde, José Ignacio. 1998. A Gap Filled: Post-Post-Initial Accent in Azkoitia Basque.
Linguistics 36: 99-117.

Hualde, José Ignacio & Xabier Bilbao. 1992. A Phonological Study of the Basque Dialect
of Getxo. Anuario del Seminario del Filologia Vasca Julio de Urquijo 26: 1-118.

Hualde, José Ignacio & Xabier Bilbao. 1993. The Prosodic System of the Basque Dialect
of Getxo: A Metrical Analysis. Linguistics 31: 59-85.

van der Hulst, Harry. 1994. Separating Primary and Secondary Stress. Ms., University
of Leiden.

van der Hulst, Harry. 1995. Word Accent. To appear in Harry van der Hulst (ed.), Word
Prosodic Systems in the Languages of Europe, Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter.

van der Hulst, Harry & Norval Smith (eds.). 1982. The Structure of Phonological
Representations. Dordrecht: Foris.

van der Hulst, Harry & Norval Smith. 1988. The Variety of Pitch Accent Systems:
Introduction. In Harry van der Hulst & Norval Smith (eds.), Autosegmental Studiesin
Pitch Accent, ix-xxiv, Dordrect: Foris.

Hung, Henrietta. 1994. The Rhythmic and Prosodic Organization of Edge Constituents.
Doctoral dissertation, Brandeis University.

Hyman, Larry. 1977. On the Nature of Linguistic Stress. In Hyman (ed.), 37-82.
Hyman, Larry. 1978. Tone and/or Accent. In Napoli (ed.), 1-20.

260



Hyman, Larry (ed.). 1977. Sudiesin Sressand Accent. Southern California Occasional
Papersin Linguistics4. Los Angeles. Department of Linguistics, University of
Southern California

Idsardi, William. 1991. Stressin Interior Salish. Chicago Linguistics Society 27: 246-
60.

Idsardi, William. 1992. The Computation of Prosody. Doctoral dissertation, MIT.

Inkelas, Sharon. 1989. Prosodic Constituency in the Lexicon. Doctoral dissertation,
Stanford University.

Inkelas, Sharon. 1994. Exceptional Stress-Attracting Suffixesin Turkish: Representation
vs. the Grammar. To appear in Kager et al. (eds.).

Inkelas, Sharon. 1996. Dominant Affixes and the Phonology-Morphology Interface. In
UrsulaKleinhenz (ed.), Sudia Grammatica 41, Interfaces in Phonology: 128-154.

Inkelas, Sharon & DragaZec. 1988. Serbo-Croatian Pitch Accent. Language 64: 227-48.

Inkelas, Sharon & Draga Zec (eds.). 1990. The Phonology-Syntax Connection. Chicago:
The University of Chicago Press.

Inkelas, Sharon, Orhan Orgun, & Cheryl Zoll. 1995. Exceptions and Static Phonol ogical
Patterns. Cophonologies versus Prespecification. Ms., University of California,
Berkeley.

[t6, Junko & Armin Mester. 1986. The Phonology of Voicing in Japanese: Theoretical
Consequences for Morphological Assessibility. Linguistic Inquiry 17: 49-73

[t6, Junko & Armin Mester. 1992. Weak Layering and Word Binarity. Linguistic
Research Center Technical Report (LRC-92-09), University of California, Santa Cruz.

1t6, Junko & Armin Mester. 1995a. The Core-Periphery Structure of the Lexicon and
Constraints on Re-Ranking. In Beckman et al. (eds.), 181-209.

[t6, Junko & Armin Mester. 1995h. Japanese Phonology: Constraint Domains and
Structure Preserving. In Goldsmith (ed.), 817-38.

[t6, Junko & Armin Mester. 1997. Correspondence and Compositionality: The GA-gyo
Variation in Japanese Phonology. In Roca (ed.), 419-62. [ROA-145-0096]

[t6, Junko & Armin Mester. 1998. The Phonological Lexicon. To appaer in Natsuko
Tsujimura (ed.), Handbook of Japanese Linguistics. Oxford: Blackwell.

[t6, Junko, Y oshihisa Kitagawa, & Armin Mester. 1996. Prosodic Faithfulness and
Correspondence: Evidence from a Japanese Argot. Journal of East Asian Linguistics
5: 217-94. [ROA-146-0996]

Jahr, Ernst Ha kon, Toril Swan, Oddleif Leirbukt, & Ove Lorentz (eds.). 1996. Nordlyd.
Tromsg University Working Papers on Language and Linguistics 24, Papers fromthe
Second Workshop on Comparative Germanic Phonology. Tromsg: University of
Tromsg.

261



Jakobson, Roman. 1963. Opyt fonologicheskogo podxodaK istoricheskim voprosam
davjanskoj akcentologii. American contributions to the 5th International Congress of
Savists, 153-78.

Jakobson, Roman. 1965. Information and Redundancy in the Common Slavic Prosodic
Pattern. Symbolae linguisticae in honorem Georgii Kurylowicz, 145-51. Wroclaw:
Polska Akademija Nauk.

Jones, Danial & DennisWard. 1969. The Phonetics of Russian. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Kager, René. 1989. A Metrical Theory of Stress and Destressing in English and Dutch.
Dordrecht: Foris.

Kager, René. 1992. Alternativesto the lambic-Trochaic Law. Natural Language and
Linguistic Theory 11: 381-432.

Kager, René. 1995. Surface Opacity of Metrical Structure in Optimality Theory. To
appear in Hermans & van Oostendorp (eds.).

Kager, René. 1996. Stem Stress and Peak Correspondence in Dutch. Ms., Utrecht
University.

Kager, René. 1997. Rhythmic Vowel Déeletion in Optimality Theory. In Roca (ed.), 463-
99.

Kager, René, Harry van der Hulst, & Wim Zonneveld (eds.). 1998. The Prosody-
Morphology Interface. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Kageyama, Taro. 1982. Word Formation in Japanese. Lingua 57: 215-58.

Kaisse, Ellen. 1985. Some Theoretical Consequences of Stress Rulesin Turkish.
Chicago Linguistic Society 21: 199-209.

Katayama, Motoko. 1995. Loanword Accent and Minimal Re-Ranking in Japanese. In
Walker et al., 1-12.

Katayama, Motoko. 1998. Optimality Theory and Japanese Loanword Phonology.
Doctoral dissertation, University of California, Santa Cruz.

Keating, PatriciaA. (ed.). 1994. Phonological Sructure and Phonetic Form. Papersin
Laboratory Phonology 111. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Kennedy, Chris. 1994. Morphological Alignment and Head Projection. In Merchant et
al., 47-64. [ROA-139-0996]

Kenstowicz, Michael. 1994. Sonority Driven Stress. Ms., MIT. [ROA-33-1094]

Kenstowicz, Michael. 1995a. Cyclic vs. Non-Cyclic Constraint Evaluation. Phonology
12: 397-436. [ROA-31-0000]

Kenstowicz, Michael. 1995b. Quality-Sensitive Stress. Ms., MIT.

262



Kenstowicz, Michael. 1996. Base-Identity and Uniform Exponence: Alternativesto
Cyclicity. In Durand & Laks (eds.), 363-93.

Kenstowicz, Michael. 1997. Uniform Exponence: Exemplification and Extension. Ms.,,
MIT. [ROA-103-0000]

Kenstowicz, Michael & Charles Kisseberth. 1977. Topicsin Phonological Theory. New
Y ork: Academic Press.

Kim, Michael Jinhwa. 1996. The Tonal System of Accentual Languages. Doctoral
dissertation, University of Chicago.

King, Alan R. 1994. The Basque Language. A Practical Introduction. Reno: University
of Nevada Press.

Kiparsky, Paul. 1973. The Inflectional Accent in Indo-European. Language 49: 794-849.

Kiparsky, Paul. 1979. Metrical Structure Assignment is Cyclic. Linguistic Inquiry 10:
421-41.

Kiparsky, Paul. 1982a. From Cyclic to Lexical Phonology. Invan der Hulst & Smith
(eds.), Part I, 131-75.

Kiparsky, Paul. 1982b. Lexical Morphology and Phonology. Inl.-S. Yang (ed.),
Linguisticsin the Morning Calm, 3-91. Seoul: Hanshin Publishing Co.

Kiparsky, Paul. 1982c. The Lexical Phonology of Vedic Accent. Ms., MIT.

Kiparsky, Paul. 1984a. A Compositional Approach to Vedic Word Accent. In S. D.
Joshi (ed.), Amrtadhara: Prof. R. N. Dandeka Felicitation Volume, 201-10. Jawahar
Nagar Delhi: Ajanta Publications.

Kiparsky, Paul. 1984b. On the Lexical Phonology of Icelandic. In C. Elert, I.
Johansson, & E. Strangert (eds.), Nordic Prosody 111, 135-164. Umea, Sweden:
University of Umea.

Kiparsky, Paul. 1993. Blockingin Non-Derived Environments. In Hargus & Kaisse
(eds.), 277-313.

Kiparsky, Paul & MorrisHalle. 1977. Towards a Reconstruction of the Indo-European
Accent. In Hyman (ed.), 209-38.

Kirchner, Robert. 1993. Round and Back VVowel Harmony and Disharmony: An
Optimality Theoretic Account. Ms., University of California, Los Angeles.

Kirchner, Robert. 1996. Synchronic Chain Shiftsin Optimality Theory. Linguistic
Inquiry 27: 341-350.

Kisseberth, Charles. 1970. On the Functional Unity of Phonological Rules. Linguistic
Inquiry 1: 291-306.

Krause, Scott. 1979. Topicsin Chukchee Phonology and Morphology. Doctoral
dissertation, University of Illinois.

263



Kubozono, Haruo. 1988 [1993]. The Organization of Japanese Prosody. Doctoral
dissertation, University of Edinburgh. [Tokyo: Kurosio Publishers]

Kubozono, Haruo. 1995. Constraint Interaction in Japanese Phonology: Evidence from
Compound Accent. In Walker et al. (eds.), 21-38.

Kubozono, Haruo. 1997. Lexical Markedness and Variation: A Nonderivational Account
of Japanese Compound Accent. West Coast Conference on Formal Linguistics 15:
273-87.

Kurata, Kiyoshi. 1984. Accent in Japanese Compounds. Ms., University of
M assachusetts, Amherst.

Lakoff, George. 1993. Cognitive Phonology. In Goldsmith (ed.), 117-45.

Langdon, Margaret. 1970. A Grammar of Dieguefio. The Mesa Grande Dialect.
Berkeley: University of California Press.

Larson, Mildred. 1956. AguarunaNoun Suffixation: A Tentative Statement.
Informacion de Campo 10c. Y arinacocha, Pucallpa, Pera: Ingtituto Linguistico de
Verano.

Larson, Mildred. 1963. Vocabulario Aguaruna de Amazonas. Serie Linguistica Peruana
3. Yarinacocha, Pucallpa, Pera: Instituto Linguistico de Verano.

Lehiste, llse & Pavlelvic. 1986. Word and Sentence Prosody in Serbocroatian.
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Liberman, Mark & Alan Prince. 1977. On Stress and Linguistic Rhythm. Linguistic
Inquiry 8: 249-336.

Lightner, Theodore M. 1972. Problemsin the Theory and Phonology, Volumel:
Russian and Turkish Phonology. Edmonton: Linguistic Research, Inc.

Lin, Yen-Hwei. 1998. Cyclic and Noncyclic Affixationin Piro. In Booij & van de Weijer
(eds.), 167-88.

Lubowicz, Anna. 1998. Derived Environment Effectsin OT. Ms., University of
Massachusetts, Amherst. [ROA-237-0198]

Martin, Samuel. 1952. Morphophonemics of Sandard Colloquial Japanese. Language
dissertation, no. 47. Baltimore: Linguistic Society of America.

Martin, Samuel. 1975. A Reference Grammar of Japanese. New Haven: Yae University
Press.

Mascarg, Joan. 1976. Catalan Phonology and the Phonological Cycle. Doctora
dissertation, MIT.

Masuda, Koh (ed.). 1974. Kenkyusha’s New Japanese-English Dictionary. Tokyo:
Kenkyusha.

McCarthy, John. 1979a. Formal Problemsin Semitic Phonology and Morphology.
Doctoral dissertation, MIT.

264



McCarthy, John. 1979b. On Stress and Syllabification. Linguistic Inquiry 10: 443-65.

McCarthy, John. 1984. Theoretical Consequences of Montafies Vowel Harmony.
Linguistic Inquiry 15: 291-318.

McCarthy, John. 1995. Extensionsof Faithfulness. Rotuman Revisited. To appear in
Natural Language and Linguistic Theory. [ROA-110-0000]

McCarthy, John. 1997. Faithfulness and Prosodic Circumscription. To appear in Joost
Dekkers, Frank van der Leeuw, & Jeroen van de Weijer (eds.), The Pointing Finger:
Conceptual Sudiesin Optimality Theory. The Hague: Holland Academic Press.
[ROA-201-0697]

McCarthy, John. 1998. Serialism, OT and the Duke of Y ork Gambit. Paper presented at
Tubingen Syllable Conference.

McCarthy, John & Alan Prince. 1986. Prosodic Morphology. Ms., University of
Massachusetts, Amherst & Brandeis University.

McCarthy, John & Alan Prince. 1990. Foot and Word in Prosodic Morphology: The
Arabic Broken Plural. Natural Language and Linguistic Theory 8: 209-83.

McCarthy, John & Alan Prince. 1993a. Generalized Alignment. In Booij & van Marle
(eds.), 79-153.

McCarthy, John & Alan Prince. 1993b. Prosodic Morphology I: Constraint Interaction
and Satisfaction. Rutgers Center for Cognitive Science (RuCCs) Technical Report 3,
University of Massachusetts, Amherst and Rutgers University. [Forthcoming MIT
Press)

McCarthy, John & Alan Prince. 1994a. The Emergence of the Unmarked: Optimality in
Prosodic Morphology. North East Linguistics Society 24: 333-79.

McCarthy, John & Alan Prince. 1994b. Two Lectures on Prosodic Morphology (Utrecht,
1994). Ms,, University of Massachusetts, Amherst and Rutgers University. [ROA-
59-0000]

McCarthy, John & Alan Prince. 1995. Faithfulness and Reduplicative Identity. In
Beckman et a. (eds.), 249-384. [ROA-60-0000]

McCarthy, John & Alan Prince. 1997. Faithfulness and Identity in Prosodic Morphology.
To appear in Kager et a. (eds.). [ROA-216-0997]

McCawley, James D. 1968. The Phonological Component of a Grammar of Japanese.
The Hague: Mouton.

McCawley, James D. 1978. What isaTone Language? In Fromkin (ed.), 113-32.

Melvold, Janis. 1986. Cyclicity and Russian Stress. North East Linguistics Society 17:
467-81.

Melvold, Janis. 1990. Structure and Stress in the Phonology of Russian. Doctoral
dissertation, MIT.

265



Merchant, Jason, Jaye Padgett, & Rachel Walker (eds.). 1994. Phonology at Santa Cruz
3. University of California, Santa Cruz.

Mester, Armin. 1994. The Quantitative Trocheein Latin. Natural Language and
Linguistic Theory 12: 1-62.

Michelson, Karen. 1988. A Comparative Study of Lake-Iroquoian Accent. Dordrecht:
Reidel.

Miner, Kenneth L. 1979. Dorsey’s Law in Winnebago-Chiwere and Winnebago Accent.
International Journal of American Linguistics 45: 25-33.

Mohanan, K.P. 1985. The Theory of Lexical Phonology. Dordrecht: Reidel.

Moreton, Elliott. 1996. Non-Computable Functionsin Optimality Theory. Ms.,
University of Massachusetts, Amherst.

Munro, Pamela. 1977. Towards a Reconstruction of Uto-Aztecan Stress. In Hyman
(ed.), 209-38.

Munro, Pamela. 1990. Stressand Vowel Length in Cupan Absolute Nouns. International
Journal of American Linguistics 56: 217-50.

Myers, Scott. 1987a. Tone and the Sructure of Wordsin Shona. Doctoral dissertation,
University of Massachusetts, Amherst.

Myers, Scott. 1987b. Vowel Shortening in English. Natural Language and Linguistic
Inquiry 3: 485-518.

Myers, Scott. 1991. Structure Preservation and the Strong Domain Hypothesis.
Linguistic Inquiry 1991: 379-85.

Myers, Scott. 1997a. OCP Effectsin Optimality Theory. Natural Language and
Linguistic Theory 15: 847-92.

Myers, Scott. 1997b. Expressing Phonetic Naturalnessin Phonology. In Roca (ed.),
125-52.

Myers, Scott & Sung-aKim. 1998. The Timing of FO Peaksin Chichewa: An Alternative
to Nonlocal Tone Spread. Ms., University of Texas at Austin.

de Napoli, Joanna (ed.). 1978. Elements of Tone, Sress, and Intonation. Washington,
D.C.. Georgetown University Press.

Nater, Hank F. 1989. Some Comments on the Phonology of Tahltan. International
Journal of American Linguistics 55: 25-42.

Nelson, Nicole. 1998. Mixed Anchoring in French Hypocoristic Formation. To appear in
Ron Artstein & Madeline Holler (eds.), Rutgers Working Papersin Linguistics|.

Nespor, Marina & IreneVogel. 1986. Prosodic Phonology. Dordrecht: Foris.

266



Ni Chiosain, Méine & Jaye Padgett. 1997. Markedness, Segment Realization, and
Locality of Spreading. Linguistic Research Center Technical Report (LRC-97-01),
University of California, Santa Cruz.

NHK. 1985. Nihongo hatsuon akusento ziten. [Japanese Pronounciation Accent
Dictionary]. Tokyo: NHK.

Odden, David. 1994. Adjacency Parametersin Phonology. Language 70: 289-330.
Odden, David. 1995. Tone: African Languages. In Goldsmith (ed.), 444-75.

Odden, David. 1996. Patterns of Reduplication in Kikerewe. Ohio Sate University
Working Papersin Linguistics 48, Papersin Phonology, 111-48.

Okoth-Okombo, Duncan. 1982. Dholuo Morphophonemics in a Generative Framework.
Berlin: Dietrich Reimer Verlag.

Okuda, Kunio. 1971. Accentual Systemsin Japanese Dialects. Doctoral dissertation,
UCLA.

Orgun, Orhan. 1994. Monotonic Cyclicity and Optimality Theory. North East Linguistic
Society 24: 461-74.

Orgun, Orhan. 1995. Correspondence and Identity Constraintsin Two-Level Optimality
Theory. Ms., University of California, Berkeley. [ROA-62-0000.]

Orgun, Orhan. 1997. Sgn-Based Morphology and Phonology with Special Attention to
Optimality Theory. Doctoral dissertation, University of California, Berkeley. [ROA-
171-0197]

Otsu, Yukio. 1980. Some Aspects of Rendaku in Japanese and Related Problems. In
Y ukio Otsu & Ann Farmer (eds.), MIT Working Papersin Linguistics 2: Theoretical
Issuesin Japanese Linguistics, 207-27.

Parker, Steve. 1994. Coda Epenthesisin Huarigpano. International Journal of American
Linguistics 60: 95-119.

Parker, Steve. 1997. An OT Account of Laryngealization in Cuzco Quechua. In Stephan
A. Marlett (ed.), Working Papers of the Summer Institute of Linguistics, University of
North Dakota 41, Fargo, North Dakota.

Parker, Steve. 1998. Digoint Metrical Tiers and Positional Markedness in Huariapano.
Ms., University of Massachusetts, Amherst.

Pater, Joseph. 1994. Against the Underlying Representation of an ‘ Exceptional’ English
Stress Pattern. Ms., McGill University.

Pater, Joseph. 1995. On the Non-Uniformity of Weight-to-Stress and Stress Preservation
Effectsin English. Ms., McGill University.

Pater, Joe. 1996. Austronesian Nasal Substitution and other NC Effects. To appear in
Kager et a. (eds.).

267



Payne, David. 1978. AguarunaPitch Accent. Informacion de Campo 373e.
Y arinacocha, Pucallpa, Peru: Instituto Linguistico de Verano.

Payne, David L. 1990. Accent in Aguaruna. In Doris L. Payne (ed.), Amazonian
Linguistics. Studiesin Lowland South American Languages, Austin: University of
Texas Press.

Peperkamp, Sharon. 1997. Prosodic Words. Doctoral dissertation, University of
Amsterdam.

Pesetsky, David. 1979. Russian Morphology and Lexical Theory. Ms., MIT.

Pierrehumbert, Janet & Mary Beckman. 1988. Japanese Tone Structure. Cambridge,
MA: MIT Press.

Pike, Kenneth. 1948. Tone languages. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Pike, Kenneth & Mildred Larson. 1964. Hyperphonemes and Non-Systematic Features
of Aguaruna Phonemes. In A. H. Marckwardt (ed.), Sudiesin Languages and
Linguisticsin Honor of Charles G. Fries, 55-67, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan
Press.

Pike, Kenneth & Graham Scott. 1963. Pitch Accent and Non-Accented Phrasesin Fore
(New Guinea). Zeitschrift fir Phonetik, Sprachwissenschaft und Kommunikations —
forschung 16: 179-89.

Poser, William. 1982. Phonological Representation and Action-At-A-Distance. Invan
der Hulst & Smith (eds.), Part |1, 121-58.

Poser, William. 1984. The Phonetics and Phonology of Tone and Intonation in Japanese.
Doctoral dissertation, MIT.

Poser, William. 1986. Diyari Stress, Metrical Structure Assignment, and the Nature of
Metrical Representations. West Coast Conference on Formal Linguistics 5: 178-91.

Poser, William. 1989. The Metrical Foot in Diyari. Phonology 6: 117-148.
Poser, William. 1990a. Evidence for Foot Structurein Japanese. Language 66: 78-105.

Poser, William. 1990b. Word-Internal Phrase Boundary in Japanese. In Inkelas& Zec
(eds.), 279-87.

Prince, Alan. 1983. Relating to the Grid. Linguistic Inquiry 14: 19-100.
Prince, Alan. 1985. Improving Tree Theory. Berkeley Linguistic Society 11: 471-90.

Prince, Alan. 1990. Quantitative Consequences of Rhythmic Organization. Parasession
on the Syllable in Phonetics and Phonology, Chicago Linguistic Society 26: 355-98.

Prince, Alan. 1993. Minimal Violation. Paper presented at Rutgers Optimality Workshop
I, Rutgers University.

Prince, Alan. 1997. Stringency and Anti-Paninian Hierarchies. LSA Linguistic Ingtitute
Lecture, Cornell University.

268



Prince, Alan & Paul Smolensky. 1991. Linguistics 247: Notes on Connectionism and
Harmony Theory in Linguistics. Technical Report CU-CS-533-91, Department of
Computer Science, University of Colorado, Boulder.

Prince, Alan & Paul Smolensky. 1993. Optimality Theory: Constraint Interactionin
Generative Grammar. Ms., Rutgers University & University of Colorado at Boulder.
[Forthcoming MIT Press]

Pulleyblank, Douglas. 1986. Tonein Lexical Phonology. Dordrecht: Reidel.
Pullum, Geoffrey. 1976. The Duke of York Gambit. Journal of Linguistics 12: 83-102.

Quirk, Randolph & Sidney Greenbaum. 1973. A Concise Grammar of Contemporary
English. San Diego: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich.

Radhakrishnan, R. 1981. The Nancowry Word: Phonology, Affixal Morphology and
Roots of a Nicobarese Language. Carbondale, 1llinois and Edmonton, Alberta:
Linguistic Research.

Rehg, Kenneth L. 1993. Proto-Micronesian Prosody. In Jerold A. Edmondson &
Kenneth J. Gregerson (eds.), Tonality in Austronesian Languages, 25-46, Honolulu:
University of Hawaii Press.

Revithiadou, Anthi. 1997. Feet Dependent on Heads: Morphological and Prosodic
Dominance. InWalker et a., 79-101.

Revithiadou, Anthi. 1998. Marked Feet in the Pool. In Booij & van de Weijer (eds.),
297-319.

Riad, Thomas. 1992. Structuresin Germanic Prosody. A Diachronic Sudy with Special
Reference to the Nordic Languages. Doctora dissertation, Stockholm University.

Robbins, Scarlett. 1991. Lexicalized Metrical Foot Structurein Maidu. In Armin Mester
& Scarlett Robbins (eds.), Phonology at Santa Cruz 2: 95-116.

Roca, Iggy. 1992. On the Sources of Word Prosody. Phonology 9: 267-87.

Roca, Iggy (ed.). 1997. Derivations and Constraintsin Phonology. Oxford: Clarendon
Press.

Ross, John R. 1972. A Reanalysis of English Word Stress. In Michael K. Brame (ed.),
Contributions to Generative Phonology, 229-323, Austin: University of Texas Press.

Rubach, Jerzy. 1984. Cyclic and Lexical Phonology: The Structure of Polish.
Dordrecht: Foris Publications.

Samek-Lodovici, Vieri. 1993. A Unified Analysis of Cross-Linguistic Morphological
Gemination. In Peter Ackema & Maaike Schoorlemmer (eds.), CONSOLE I, 265-83,
The Hague: Holland Academic Graphics. [ROA-149-1096]

Samek-Lodivici, Vieri. 1998. Opposite Congtraints: Left and Right Focus-Alignment in
Kanakuru. Lingua 104: 111-130.

269



Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1980. The Role of Prosodic Categoriesin English Word Stress.
Linguistic Inquiry 11: 563-605.

Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1982. The Syntax of Words. Cambridge: MIT Press.

Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1984. Phonology and Syntax: The Relation between Sound and
Sructure. Cambridge: MIT Press.

Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1986. On Derived Domains in Sentence Phonology. Phonology 3:
371-405.

Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1988. Dependency, Place and the Notion ‘Tier'. Ms., University of
M assachusetts, Amherst.

Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1993. Labial Relations. Ms., University of Massachusetts, Amherst.

Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1995a. Surface Restrictionsin the Distribution of Lexical Contrasts.
The Role of Root Faithfulness. Paper prepared for Linguistics 751, University of
Massachusetts, Amherst.

Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1995b. Language-Particular Violation of aUniversal Constraint: The
OCP from the Perspective of Optimality Theory. Ms., Marrakech.

Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1995 [1996]. The Prosodic Structure of Function Words. In Beckman
et a. (eds.), 439-69. [Also published in James Morgan & Katherine Demuth (eds.),
Bootstrapping from Speech to Grammar in Early Acquisition, Hillsdale, NJ. Lawrence
Erlbaum].

Sezer, Engin. 1983. On Non-Final Stressin Turkish. Journal of Turkish Studies 5: 61-
69.

Shaw, Patricia. 1976. Dakota Phonology and Morphology. Doctoral dissertation,
University of Toronto.

Shaw, Patricia. 1985. Modularism and Substantive Constraints in Dakota Lexical
Phonology. Phonology Yearbook 2: 173-202.

Shaw, Patricia. 1992. Templatic Evidence for the Syllable Nucleus. North East
Linguistic Society 92: 643-77.

Shibatani, Masayoshi. 1972. The Non-Cyclic Nature of Japanese Accentuation.
Language 48: 584-95.

Shibatani, Masayoshi. 1990. The Languages of Japan. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Siegel, Dorothy. 1974. Topicsin English Morphology. Doctoral dissertation, MIT.

Sietsema, Brian. 1989. Metrical Dependenciesin Tone Assignment. Doctoral
dissertation, MIT.

Smith, Jennifer. 1996. Noun Faithfulness. Evidence from Accent in Japanese Dialects.
To appear in Japanese/Korean Linguistics 7, Stanford: CSLI.

270



Smith, Jennifer. 1997. Noun Faithfulness: On the Privileged Behavior of Nounsin
Phonology. Ms., University of Massachusetts, Amherst. [ROA-242-0198]

Spencer, Andrew. 1991. Morphological Theory: An Introduction to Word Structurein
Generative Grammar. Oxford: Blackwell Publishers.

Spencer, Andrew. 1998. Morphophological Operations. In Spencer & Zwicky (eds.),
123-43.

Spencer, Andrew & Arnold M. Zwicky (eds.). 1998. The Handbook of Morphology.
Oxford: Blackwell Publishers.

Sproat, Richard. 1985. On Deriving the Lexicon. Doctora dissertation, MIT.
Stang, Christian. 1957. Savonic Accentuation. Oslo: Universitetsforlaget.

Stankiewicz, Edward. 1962. The Singular-Plural Opposition in the Slavic Languages.
International Journal of Savic Linguistics and Poetics V: 1-15.

Stankiewicz, Edward. 1993. The Accentual Patterns of the Savic Languages. Stanford,
CA: Stanford University Press.

Steriade, Donca. 1988. Greek Accent: A Case of Preserving Structure. Linguistic
Inquiry 19: 271-314.

Steriade, Donca. 1998. Lexical Conservatism and its Analysis. Ms., University of
California, Los Angeles.

Suzuki, Keiichiro. 1998. A Typological Investigation of Dissimilation. Doctoral
dissertation, University of Arizona, Tuscon. [ROA-281-0998]

Tesar, Bruce. 1998. An Iterative Strategy for Language Learning. Lingua 104: 131-45.
[ROA-177-0297]

Tesar, Bruce & Paul Smolensky. 1998. Learnability in Optimality Theory. Linguistic
Inquiry 29: 229-68.

Townsend, CharlesE. 1975. Russian Word-Formation. Columbus: Slavica Publishers,
Inc.

Trubetzkoy, N. 1939. Grundziige der Phonologie. Giittingen: Vandenhoeck and
Ruprecht.

Truckenbrodt, Hubert. 1995. Phonological Phrases. Their Relation to Syntax, Focus,
and Prominence. Doctoral dissertation, MIT.

Tsay, Jane S. 1991. Constraining Lexical Accent. North East Linguistics Society 21.:
351-65.

Tsuchida, Ayako. 1997. Phonetics and Phonology of Japanese Vowel Devoicing.
Doctoral dissertation, Cornell University.

Urbanczyk, Suzanne. 1996. Reduplication and Prosodic Morphology in Lushootseed.
Doctoral dissertation, University of Massachusetts, Amherst.

271



Vanderdice, Ralph & Peter Ladefoged. 1972. Binary Suprasegmental Features and
Transformational Word-Accentuation Rules. Language 48: 819-38.

Voegelin, C. F. 1935. Tubatulabal Grammar. University of California Publicationsin
American Archaelogy and Ethnology 34: 55-190.

Walker, Rachel, Ove Lorentz, & Haruo Kubozono (eds.). 1995. Phonology at Santa
Cruz 4. Paperson Stress, Accent, and Alignment. University of California, Santa
Cruz.

Walker, Rachel, Motoko Katayama, & Daniel Karvonen (eds.). 1997. Phonology at
Santa Cruz 5. University of California, Santa Cruz.

Walker, Rachel. 1996. Prominence-Driven Stress. Ms., University of California, Santa
Cruz.

Walker, Rachel. 1998. Nazalization, Neutral Segments, and Opacity Effects. Doctoral
dissertation, University of California, Santa Cruz.

Willett, Elizabeth. 1982. Reduplication and Accent in Southeastern Tepehuan.
International Journal of American Linguistics 48: 168-84.

Willett, ThomasL. 1991. A Reference Grammar of Southeastern Tepehuan. Arlington:
Summer Institute of Linguistics.

Williams, Edwin. 1981. On the Notions‘Lexically Related” and ‘Head of aWord'.
Linguistic Inquiry 12: 245-274.

Woo, Nancy. 1970. Tonein Northern Tepehuan. International Journal of American
Linguistics 36: 18-30.

Woodbury, Anthony. 1987. Meaningful Phonological Processes. A Consideration of
Central Alaskan Y upik Eskimo Prosody. Language 63: 685-740.

Yip, Moira. 1992. Reduplication with Fixed Melodic Material. North East Linguistic
Society 22: 459-76.

Yip, Moira. 1995. Repetition and its Avoidance: The Case of Javanese. Ms., University
of California, Irvine. [ROA-83-0000]

Yip, Moira. 1996. Feet, Tona Reduction and Speech Rate at the Word and Phrase Level
in Chinese. Paper presented at Utrecht Conference on Phasal Phonology. [ROA-159-
1196]

Zdiznjak, A. A. 1977. GrammatiC eskij slovar’ russkogo jazyka. Moscow: Russkij
jazyk.

Zec, Draga. 1994. Footed Tonesand Tonal Feet: Rhythmic Constituency in a Pitch
Accent Language. Ms., Cornell University.

Zoll, Cheryl. 1996a. Parsing Below the Segment in a Constraint-Based Framework.
Doctoral dissertation, University of California, Berkeley. [ROA-143-0996]

272



Zoll, Cheryl. 1996b. Coincidence, Licensing and Suprasegmentals. License-Driven Tone
Mapping. Invited talk at University of Massachusetts, Amherst.

Zoll, Cheryl. 1997. Conflicting Directionality. Phonology 14: 263-86. [ROA-151-1096]
Zubizarreta, MariaLuisa. 1982. A Metrical Acount of the Tone Pattern of Japanese: The

Interaction of Harmony and Accent. In van der Hulst & Smith (eds.), Part I, 159-
212.

273



