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• General architectural differences 

 

• Polish case allomorphy 

 

• The Scottish Vowel Length Rule 
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• Backley and Nasukawa (2008):  
 
• the order of /T+S/ in affricates is arbitrary and difficult to explain phonologically   

• why should affricates be composed of 2 segments and not 3, 4 or more? 
 
• affricates are stops with more complex place/resonance specification 
 
• the place of articulation cues on plosives are much more difficult to recover 
for a speaker than place cues on fricatives   
 
• affrication (delayed release) is a phonetic device that enhances place cues in 
non-continuant sounds (listener has more time to recover the cues) 
 
 



What is the distribution of Polish 
Loc/Voc masculine endings? 
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• apparently, for Element Theory the 
environment for the insertion of /e/ or /u/ is 
less natural than for the binatry feature 
framework 

 

• ET would have to resort to the notion of 
complexity = ‘a number of (a kind) of elements 
that a Phonological Expression(= segment) 
construction possesses’     
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The Scottish Vowel Length Rule (Aitken’s Law) 



Representing consonants 

13 

• The SVLR: 

 

• vewels of variable length are loinbg before /v, 
, z, , r/ and at the end of words 

 

• elsewhere they are short   
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• complex metrical structure (long vowel) is erected UNLESS 
 
• the following consonant is in the dependent position (‘>>>’) 
 
• and this consonant is not composed of component V and mutually dependent {V:C} 
 
• PREDICTION: in open syllables all vowels may be long   
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• Pukli (2006), Sundkvist (2010) 
 

• Long vowels found also before: /g/ and /d/ 
 

•  /v, , z, , r, g, d/ and at the end of words 
 

• league, huge, legion, beagle, eagle, bugle have longer 
vowels 
 

• neadle, leader, kitch, people, sepia, ruby have short 
vowels     
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• no reason why /ł/, /n/, /m/ should be 
preceded by short vowels 

 

• while /g/ and /d/ 

 

•  the ‘end of the word’ and [+voice, 
+continuant] do not form a natural class 
anyway  
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• PREDICTION: in open syllables all vowels may be long 
 
• this is not true about Standard Scottish English   
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• an expression containing only element |A| is easier to 
license than the representation containing |A| and another 
element, which is easier to license than an expression not 
containing |A| at all 
 
• an expression in which |A| is the head is easier to license 
than the expression in which it is an operator etc. 
 
• the more |A| you have the easier you are to license as a 
long vowel  



Representing consonants (but for the 
time being Scottish vowels) 
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• it is not being a voiced fricative but being a Phonological 
Expression not bigger than 2 elements that counts 
 
 

• it is the LICENSING that counts ultimately 
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• is there any independent evidence for the relevant representations 
 
• why should velarity be ‘empyiness’ 
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• Sonority = Number of Resonance Elements - Number of Manner 
Elements 
 
• complexity related effects have empirical basis iff there is 
independent evidence for the representation of the consonants 
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