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378 SECTION 8 

A POSSIBLE 'NON-AUTONOMOUS' PHONOLOGICAL UNIT IN NORWEGIAN 

Lars Hellan, Linguistics Department, University o f  Trondheim, N o r w a y .  

There is  some evidence that one domain for tone—assignment 

rules in Norwegian is  c lose t o ,  but not identical to ,  the word as 

defined by syntactic or morphological cri teria: this unit is  a mor- 

phological/syntactic word combined with unstressed neighboring ele- 

ments and may hence be called a phonological word. One example is 

units like brânner—OEE ( ' 2 '  indicating tone 2 )  ( 'burns u p ’ ) ,  where 

opp may be seen as contracted to brenner, which has tone 1 in isola- 

tion. inducing tone 2 .  A rule accounting for this fact can be nat- 

urally obtained as an expansion from a general tone—rule schema 

whose other expansions can apply to syntactic/morphological words. 

Another example is given in the contracted for—l i ten ( ' t o o  sma l l ' ) .  

In isolation, l iten has tone 2 ,  but assuming that for l iten here 

ac ts  as a word with regard to the tone-rule, the 'change' is ac- 

counted for by the general rule that only word—initial syllables 

can have tone 2 .  

Given that this phonological word is  created (formally, pre- 

sumably, by a 'restructuring' process applying to some syntactic 

level o f  representation) specifically for the demands o f  phono— 

logical rules, i t  might conceivably be a highly 'autonomous' phono- 

logical unit, internally structured only with regard to phonemes: 

syllables, quantity and s t ress at the point where tone rules apply. 

As shown in Haugen 1967,  however, tone rules require a very artic- 

ulate morphological analysis in their input. One instructive ex- 

ample is  that although bisyllabic words of ten have tone 2 ,  there is 

a regular rule to the e f f e c t  that when the second syllable is  a 

morph representing the definite artidle (which is suffigated). be 

it in the form -§n, -3 or 'ÊE' then the word has tone 1. The only ' 

exceptions to this rule are even more indicative of  the abstract- 

ness of  the input to tone rules: they are words like gätg, yä££3‚ 

whose indefinite forms are HËÈÊ ( ' s t r e e t ' )  and hätte ( ' c a b i n ' ) ,  

both bisyllabic, as opposed to the monosyllabic indefinite forms 

in the cases where we get tone 1. A simple segmentation of gâgg 

cannot bring this fac t  out. 

Further demonstration of  the lack of phonological autonomy of 

the 'phonological word' will be given, also drawing on stress and 

quantity assignment. 

Reference: Haugen, E .  (1967) :  "On the rules of  Norwegian tonality": 
__g. 4 3 '  1 8 5 - 2 0 2 .  


