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VSOMEVRECEHT DEVELOPMENTS IN PHONOLOGY
by J.-P. WATBLED

Upiversity of Bath
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Linell advocates a certain’ degree of redundancy, of indeter-
minacy, and non-unique solutions (which distinguishes his approach
from Vennemann's neo-empiricism,2 and in that sense the label
'concrete phonology' can be misleading). He considers that solutions
which seem to involve more formal complexity and redundancy often
prove psychologically valid (cf. the now famous example of the
passive in Maori (p. 82)). Unlike Standard Generative Phonology, he
distinguishes two types of operations: ‘'construction' and
'execution'; doing so, he recognizes the necessity of a typology of
rules (Chapter 10). Some marginal, non-productive alternations often
used as evidence in favour of a highly abstract analysis are dealt
with in the morphological component, or considered as suppletions,
or involve via-rules (e.g. 'join/junction' in English). There are
two types of rules of execution: perceptual redundancy rules, which
perform the function of filling in predictable features, and
articulatory reduction rules, often occurring in rapid speech (inci-
dentally, the level of careful speech is central to Linell's work
(Chapter 3)). The rules of construction consist of morphological
operations (where causal phonetic relation need not be involved) and
phonotactic constraints (and 'speakers' judgments of phonological
correctness are built upon surface phonotactics'). Linell argues
strongly against unique underlying representations of morphemes,
which lead to abstract solutions. Instead, he suggests that the
inputs of morphological operations are real word-forms (Chapters k4
and T) and not abstract underlying forms: this is one of the most
debatable suggestions in the book. Base-forms would be uninflected
or semantically unmarked forms. Minor alternations are accounted
for by morphophonological marking (alternation features — pp. 85-
86). Of course, such a framework induces many bi-directional rules,
but these duplications are limited to opaque rules. This kind of
analysis is controversial from the point of view of Transformational
Generative Phonology, as bi-directionality is contrary to the
principle of formal simplicity (however, we should note that in the
early stages of the acquisition of (flexional) languages, children
often use uninflected forms).

Linell's theory tends to suggest that derivational morphology
necessitates a separate treatment: in fact, the distinction between
inflection and derivation is fairly traditional, and seems to be
confirmed by diachronic as well as psycholinguistic evidence; vowel-
shift rules in English are certainly not a part of the early
acquisition of phonology.3

In his typology of rules (Chapter 10), the author does not
exclude extrinsic ordering and some kind of global conditions from
morphophonemic operations. He characterizes a rule as automatic only
5o long as it is surface-true ('transparent'), a constraint which is
akin to Hooper's 'True Generalization Condition'. On the other
hand, the rules of 'construction' are non-gradual processes, with
absolute effect, and they never introduce new segment-types.
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of course, we have been able only to Summarize the major
aspects of a book which should certainly be regarded as an important
step in the development of post-SPE Phonology.
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One can guess that their burpose is to Persuade the reader that a
(disguised) return to structuralism woulg be fundamentally misguided
(cf. their criticism of the morpheme-alternant theory, pp. 180-96).
Their review of a fairly recent theoretical trend, Natural Generative
Phonology, is highly critical (compare PP. 219-32, the examination of
Hooper's 'Trye Generalization Condition’), showing that they resent
any idea of g return to 'concreteness', which they consider to be g
hindrance to open-minded research,.

Their book can be defined as a pedagogical introduction to the
central notion of rule and to the place occupied by Phonology within
& grammatical model. An interesting feature is the émphasis laid on
the Psychological validity of generative analyses and on external
evidence (slips of the tongue, creativity, productivity inp loans,
language—change and variation).
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The term 'introduction', used to define the authors! aim, might
be misleading, causing the reader to think that complex theoretical
issues are either avoided Or intentionally over-simplified. TInp fact,
Kenstowicz ang Kisseberth reconsider the main Subjects they dealt
with in theirp Previous book (e.g, constraints on the form of
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