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English En: Prefix or Suffix?

Wayne P. Lawrence, Hiroaki Horiuchi,
Jun Abe, Masao Okazaki

The purpose of ocur investigation is to shed light on the
behavior or English category-changing affix en, to which little
attention has been paid in the generative phonological frame-
work, We were concerned only with the affixation of en to
adjectives and attempted to answer the three questions in (1),
adopting as a basis of our analysis the framework proposed by
Halle and Mohanan (1985) (hereafter H&M).

(1) a. Which stratum does en belong to in the lexicon?
b. TIs en basically a prefix or a suffix?
c. Why does not en as a prefix change into *el- or
*er- even if it is followed by [1] or [r], while
it does change into em- if followed by [m]?

In the first place, we argued that en, whether a prefix or
a suffix, is a Class I affix, hence belonging to Stratum 1 in
the sense of H&M. We pointed out two pieces of evidence for
this claim. First, en as a prefix turns into em if followed
by a [+labial] consonant, as shown in (2a). This sort of assimi-
lation is a typical characteristic of other Class I prefixes.
Second, as shown in (2b), suchaClass I suffix as -ity can be

attached to the stem even after en is prefixed to it.

(2) a. en-brown — embrown
b. [[enlargeabil]-ity]

Next, we considered en as a suffix. The absence of t in
such forms as moisten [mOys(d)n} (Cf. moist [mDyst]) and soften
[s2f (3)n] (Cf. soft[spft]) suggests that the underlying form of

R
en be /N/, that is, /-[+nés]/. This also suggests that the
optional schwa-insertion in the environment n] should be
ordered after t-deletion., There are indepena;ﬁt grounds that

schwa-insertion should be ordered at Stratum 2. It follows
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that t must be deleted before a lexical item enters Stratum 2,
in other words, at the end of a derivation at Stratum 1. Taking
into consideration the fact that the segment /N/ should exist
before t in order for t to be deleted, the suffixation of en
should be ordered at Stratum 1,

The answer to the second question is that en is basically
a suffix. Then, it appears strange that en functions as a
prefix under certain phonological environments. However, this
problem can be solved if we analyze such an en as copied from
the word-final position to the word-initial position. The
evidence for this claim is that Adj-en and en-Adj are in near
complementary distribution. More specifically, as indicated
in (3), en appears as a prefix when the stem-final segment
is [+son] or [+voice, -cont, -cor]; otherwise, it appears as
a suffix (a small class of exceptions existing, for example,
enlarge and enrich).

(3) a. prefix:

b: | ) r: *sur—-en en-sure
ms: { ) l: *nobl-en en-noble
n: *brow-en em~brown V: )

b. suffix:
p: deep=-en

f: +tough-en v: 1liv-en k: weak-en
8: ) J: smooth-en
t: short-en d: hard-en
s: loos—-en z: wiz-en
g: fresh-en Z: )
&: (rich-en) X: {(larg=-en)
(Cf. en-rich) (Cf. en-large)
(Cf. Jespersen MEG ¥ (351-59))
N.B.: { ): an accidental gap; (en-large): an

archaic but grammatical form.

Based on the observation just above, we we argued that such
forms as embrown and embitter are derived by means of Copy «a,

Obligatory Contour Principle (({(4a)), convention (4b), and assimi-
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lation rule (4c). We illustrate the derivation of embrown as
in (5).

(4) a. Obligatory Contour Principle (OCP):
At the melodic level, adjacent identical elements

are prohibited.
(McCarthy 1986: 208)

b. Convention:

[aF] [oF] [aF]

. . - -

c. Assimilation:
+cons

[(tnasl~>m / [+lab

(5) Derivation

[+nas]
X XXX é
suffixation t L g L L
[+nas] [Tnas]
X)fXX}i(X
Copy a L ra L n
[+tnas]
T
OCP brawn
“’Liggglk\- {+nas]
XXXXXXX—> XX XXX
(4o NS E S S S
X X XXX XXXXX
wo  pmablibh = LITILT
FEYTELS
other rules im rawhn
Output imbrawn

We are now left with the last guestion. It is naturally
solved by formulating n-deletion as in (6), which would also
explain the lack of n in illegal and irregular, and by assuming
that this rule applies bore convention (4c) does. Thus, the
the phonological representation (7) is apparently sensitive to
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rule (6), but its application is blocked by the principle (8)
proposed by Steriade (1982: 60). This explains why n does not
change into 1 or r in such examples as enlarge and enrich.

(6)
[+son
n—»¢g / ___ l-nas

(7) [+nas]

X % XX ... X
+cons
[+son ]

-nas

+cons‘

(8) Any unit in the melodic core which is shared between
several skelton positions should be inaccessible to
rules whose structural description are met by only one
of the linked matrices.

Finally, the advantages of our analysis are as follows:
i) we can explicitly specify the environments where the suffixa-
tion of en is impossible; ii) in accordance with the Right-hand
Head Rule, we can account for such anomalous cases as embold
and ensure, each of which apparently has the left-hand head;
and iii) by assuming rule (6) and principle (8), we can solve
the mysterious question why en does not change into *el- or *er-
even if it is followed by [1] eor I[r].
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