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e . PHONETIC CHANGE, PHUNEMIC STATUS AND MORPHOPHONOLOGICAL ALTERNATIONS

TAMAS SZENDE -

HUNGARIAN ACADEMY OF SCIENCES

L <A = . - ' -

fBSTRACT - - - 7 L

In this paper sources of morphephonclogical
alternations are discussed. It is argued that, as
attestable from Hungarian, co-occurrences of several
types of redu;tion phenomena in casual speech and in
their phonemic representations result in morphopho-
nemic variants of the language.

The'main aim of this research is to shed light
on how parallel autonomous lexemic variants, such as
Hungarian aztdn and azutan 'then or mondta and mon-

fotta 'he/she/it said', come into being in the ‘lan-
Quage.

Changes in the morphophonemic structure of a
lexene may led back, 1n a number of cases at least,
to the fact that allegro rules/processes in the lan-
qﬁge use cause historically determined idiomorphic,
1:e-primary, phonemic representations (original or
frst variant - v)) to take the form of a phonetic
fepresentation that happens to correspond with a
Possible distinct phonemic structure (subderivative
OF second variant = v,). This is sometimes the case
®ven if allegro rules result in morphemic homonymy,
Seetfor example, Hungarian vallat 'enterprise’
Werived tran véllalat 'id.' by [syllabic] deletion)
?sopposed to !élléi 'shoulder + Acc.', whereby 'icon-
;zri;ai?d f(morphological) naturalness (cf. Dress-
type ot hw111 a?paréntly be damaged. (As for such a
perCEptiE anges in view of goal conflict of better
Lindblon :9a”d better articulation--cf., for example,
consolatiq 83--, the hearer can only draw some poor
N ? from.Kiparsky's (1974) words: "language

therapy' rather than prophylaxis".)

When seeking to reach a better understanding

INSTITUTE OF LINGUISTIC SCIENCES

‘of the way ©f how and why subderivative, secondary

variants (VZ) in (lexemic) morphology can, and in
many cases also will, emerge, we are in essence faced
with problems éurrounding the corresbondence of 'pho-
nemic units' the morphemes are built up of, i.e. ab-
stracta, with what is called the 'elementary speech

"events', i.e. pragmata. Some aspects of this relation

turn out to be crucial in‘the explanation of the
phernomenon discussed herein. In this line of thought
the most important facts to be taken into considera-
tion are as follows.

(i) The correspondence of 'phonemic units', on
the one hand, and 'elementary speech events', on the
other, does not always cCOver a one-to-one relation
existing hypothetically between one phoneme size unit
and one single articulatory or acoustic unit, cf.
Stampe's (1980) divinity —>[§ay’€§} and the problems
of 'biuniqueness', see also Hungarian béntsd&}ﬁﬁﬂ?ﬂ
¢ /ba:ntfd/ 'hurt(+ Acc.]him/her/it‘.

(ii) Not only in'casual but also in formal
speech certain elements of phonetic representations
corresponding to the respective elements in distinct
underlying phonemic representations may coincide
such as in [m] in the phongtic representations of
the Hungarian lexemes hamvas *bloomy; downy' Eh:@gj]
and honvéd 'Hungarian soldier' /honve:d/. What is
more, some constituents of an underlying phonemic
représentation may occasionaily remain undetermined
even for the native speaker (cf.,.again, Hungarian
ﬁ<aamqr] possibly derivable from, either, /ka:nfor/
or, else, /ka:mfor/ on the basis of the rules:

nf —m / V_____Vandmf_—-):l_]/V_V).

(iii) Also relatively homogenous articulatory/
acoustic segments--having no direct reference to a
phonemic constituent in the original underlying
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representation--may occur in speech, see, far example,

. French word-final schwa or _t_’-epenthesi_s in German .
©, eigentlich (&~ gigen + lich). Although it is quite

a rare thing in Hingaisen-that \izllQ{ype variants
come about by means of phonematization of non-etymo-
logical segments occurring in between of two phoneme
realizations, individual cases of volksetymologiémay
be found, viz. t-epenthesis in szentfedél (€~ szem-
fedél) 'facecloth'.

(iv).1n what follows I shall~give an overview of
allegro phenomena which play an important part in

2

. the same as determined in the underlying phonemic
repgeseﬁtation:, . o C e el .
Weakening may also spré.ad over a longer sequence'of
segments with an identical effect and content of ifs
modifying various distinct members of tne series. In
‘other words: due to weakening, every single unit my
show alternations of the same kind like, for example,
loosening-’ the closure in other stops occurring with-
in the word boundaries. .
(iv/b) 'Déletion' in a qualified sense is meant to
be the dropping of a segment from the sequence such

SZENDE

(It is to be remarked that tehdt--as a whole--may in
fact undergo further alternations and may become re-
duced to a one-syllable allegro realization, i.e.
[ta't]. This case of reduction of tehdt, neverthe-
less, falls under the category of 'truncation'--see
point (iv/d)-—and is due to its specific outside-
of-focus position within the sequence it enters in-
to; some details see below.)

 (iv/e) By 'loss' of a segment I mean the spe-
cial class of elision by means of which a segment is
dropped from the sequence .without fortyfying adjacent

T

word, see [a] in [sa] ¢~ széval 'then, well' Here,
too, the phonemic independent status of the consti-
tuents eliminated from the phonemic representation
of the lento equivalent ceases to exist. ‘

In case 6ne conceives of weakening, deletion,
loss, and truncation (iy/a--d) as allegro processes/
rules functioning under specific conditions in casual
speech, the question of rule ordering is brought. up.
I can here give some glimpses of the problem only. I
should point out that in certain instances rule or-
dering may not be stated at all--such as in cases of

co-occurrence of 'devoicing' and 'lengthening'--where-
as in some others it may. For example, truncation in
the strict sense may, and also often is, followed by
reduction, i.e. change in the original state in terms
of vowel harmony, see Ys'so:), s0, $2, seﬂ——)[sce, 59,
53] derived from széval in two respective steps.

(v) With regard to the present considerations,
also one of the allegro phenomena of the next great-
er size unit of speech should be taken into account.
Morphemes, or even complexes of morphemes, outside.
of focus position, and particularly when put in a
phrase-initial or phrase-final position and, further-
more, when endowed with the communicative role of
expressing the speaker's attitudes towards the mes-
sage, the partner or himself (széval 'well', tudni-
illik 'namely‘, végil is 'actually', etc.) are ex-
;;;;ahfo reduction to a greater extent than those
being organic parts of the semantic structure of the

bringing about new morphophonemic variants. With
regard to their main categories, i.e. 'lenition’
and 'fortition' (cf., among others, Dressler 1984),
special attention should be paid to the types of
lenition. As a matter of fact, there is no need of
considering instances of fortition in this context,
either, since morphophonemic variations can not be
detected, at least in Hungarian, with the exception
of occasional hypercorrect alternants of roots oc-
curring under special communicative circumstances,
such as szinemivészet e——-[bi'namy-ve:setj <3 /si:n-
my:ve:set/. So, on the basis of a collection of

a way as to leaving behind traces in the articulation
of the neighbouring segments; both left and right.
Deletion, by definition, sliminates all the features
that characterize the segment in question. As a con-
sequence of deletion, syllable structure of the word
changes to the extent that the number of segments
the syllable is built up of cﬁanges to be less than
the number of the segments in the vy, e lento,
equivalent. This means that closed syllables may be * reduction, phonetic traces may also be detected
converted into open ones. However, the number of In the sequence. This means that in Hungarian alleg-
syllables in the word remains unchanged. 10, among other. things, loss of a vowel goes with
As for the phonetic traces left behind after te effect that the word maintains the former state
deletion, a normative, i.e. lento type--and often of affairs with respect to vowel harmony until chain
also hypercorrect--articulation of the two adjacent reduction rules begin to apply. Furthermore, frag-
segments is to be observed as, for instance, in "ents of the eliminated segment are optionally left
[&Jf?f] — [_zlSﬁ]é—-) elsg 'first'<-In con_trast over in the sequence in the form of what is labeled
with weakening, deletion affects one unit within by Schane (1984) as 'cloning' and 'droning'. The in-
the sequence only. Whenever deletion happens tofid% Uependent phonemic status of eliminated segments is
been carried out, the remnants of the originel vari- . lost, o “text.
ant of the word will undergo no further reduction:
Accordingly, we find that tehat 'hence’ [tehaﬂ
changes to be {ﬁea't] as a result of h-deletion.
Notwithstanding, [tea't] coincides with the }gﬂ@_'
.realization of the non-homonymous test 'tea + A%
i.e. Bea:t} &> /tea:t/. (Note that duration of

segnents and, in addition, necessarily modifying the
syllabic structure of the word it affects. As opposed
to deletion, in loss simplification of the syllab-
icstructure also may take the form of deminishing
the nunber of syllables. This happens whenever a

vovel is subject to loss, see (sotsalifts]e— szoci-
alista 'socialist'.

Although loss represents an extreme instance

S

allegro phenomena taken from Hungarian casual speech
I here give an outline of a typology of what I call
: ;; : 'reduction’. (As for this typology, it is to be re-
C marked here that, first, it does not cover all the
allegro phenomena that occur in spontaneous speech
: , and, secondly, individual items of the typology in
: question are not superimposed on each other in the
hierachy of an ordered set but, rather, they occupy
alternative points on a gradual scale.)

(vi) Finaliy} mention should be made of a trend.
of probabflify according to which the greater the
number of the segments in. the morpheme_fdlling under ‘
the above mentioned category (see point(v)) the more
likely reduction phenomena--as briefly discussed it
under point (iv)--will be carried out. i
With all this types (processes, rules or ten- i
dencies) of allegro phenomena in mind one. can con-
clude that new Vo type morphemic variants.cqme about ‘
if the reduced form may enter into the cycle of re- . il

duction, da capo al fine, as an independent unit,
'because’ which in fortition, takes‘

(iv/d) 'Truncation': is the -redfjc_tiqn of a se-
ence, i.e: the deletion of the magnitude of se-
L:lUEnce size units. In this type of reduction a word
'S teduced to the realization of at least one but
"0t mrre than N - 2 segments the sequence is built ~
[_Jp of in terms of g phonemic representation. The orig-
nal syllabic structure becomes entirely destroyed
du? to the fact that more than one elementary con-
Stuents are eliminated. Accordingly, also phonetic
traces €an be found only occasionally in the remnants
° the original sequence, apparently because of a ‘
Mtal interaction of the constituents lost crossing

(iv/a) "Weakening', generally spéaking, means
| the lenis-production of a segment instead of its
A normative articulation as in lento. Weakening is
carried out by means of deleting at least one, but
not all, of f:he primary distinctive features the [a :] may in this place vary between the grades b
i _ :‘:z’:‘:;‘zt‘i’s;‘sgzziu: ) :UChdiiS, for examp}e, the 2, and : without neutralizing the short/long op;?O'
, C will in this way be £azzntzd2 1: 1[0] Whlcrf létter 2ition of /n/__and B Imeme e the'phonezlc
0 : stances like hogy 'that’ ¢ 24 or[o] in in- 1somorphy of \_tea't] ¢ tehdt + frdeleto” o n

: E‘ea-t] of tedt, the former will never be pron®

with an intrusive [J] So, we find that:

Secondary distinctive

features may either be replaced by other concomi t- see. et =7~ mett

)
ant features or else deleted completely. A second phonemic tation: /teha:t/ Jtea:t/ "h other's eftect. Instead, also seemingly arbitre- the form [mer?d] like [e:r2] 4- ér 'reach'.
, characteristic of weakening and a criteriagn of its opresemT N [teha:t] [tea:f] Y “rticulatory/acoustic units may occur in the se- Co-occurrences of (i), (1v/t?--d) and (v), or
i ; delineation from 'loss', at the same time, is that v féa't] [teja’t] Wence which Cannot be directly tracked back to fhe (ii) and (iii)’. or (11) arld (v) in the 1?nggage use ;
the syllabic structure of the word remains always allegro: [ Underlying phonemic representation of the truncated —-facilitated by (vi)--result in morphemic alterna- e

. jart
[teat em.[teJa ]
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tion and eventually changes in the mophophonological
system of the language as attestable in Hungarian,
see mi€ and mér ¢— miért, aztdn <— azutdn, etc.
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