April 19, 2004

Assignment 2: Antifaithfulness in Chaha and Lac Simon Algonquin

1. Develop an Alderetian antifaithfulness analysis of the Chaha data below. Assume in each
case that the 2nd-column words are derived from the 1st-column words. Comment on the
advantages or disadvantages of this analysis as compared to an analysis in which the affixes
are features (or feature bundles). Data are taken mostly from McCarthy 1983, but some are

from Petros 2000.

V! (masc. subj.)

gkt
nomad
nok’at’
nokos
goraez
wot’ &k’
foraex
bonar
k’aot’ar
s'ageer
nokab
bokor
sonab
tofVaer
goklar

(b)
he Ved
denazg
naedef
k’a&naf
naekaeb
sSefer
naekes
keaefaet
baker
k’et’er
baner
maesar
mak’aer
&ras
saedaed
nat’er

due Mon., April 26 in class

V! (fem. subj.)

gakiat ‘accompany’
nomad’ ‘love’
nok’ot™ ‘kick’
nokos’ ‘bite’
goraez ‘be old’
wot’ &k “fall’
forex! ‘be patient’
bonar ‘demolish’
k’ot’ar ‘kill?
s'ageer ‘change’
nokab “find’
bokor ‘lack’
sonab ‘spin’
tofVaer ‘scratch & mark’
g'okler ‘straighten out’

he Ved him

denag® “hit’

naedaef™ ‘sting’

k’enat™ ‘knock down’

naekaeb™ “find’

sSefer ‘cover’

naek“es ‘bite’

keef“at ‘open’

bak“er ‘lack’

ket ar ‘kill?

bYaneer ‘demolish’

mYaesaer ‘seem’

m%aklaer ‘seem’

&res ‘build’

saedad ‘chase’

nat’@r ‘separate’
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(c) he Ved impersonal V
keefat ket ‘open’
nakaes nek"as ‘bite’
t"a&baes t'a&b“as “fry’
demaed  dem“ed ‘join’
teezrabaet®  tezrab%aet™ ‘have hope for’
baner bYenaer ‘demolish’
k’at’er k’ Vet er kiall’
slaegar sSaegVer ‘change’
naxkeb nakab™ “find’
senxb seneb®™ ‘spin’
tef™er tefMer ‘scratch & mark’
gaekler  gaker ‘straighten out’
bataex bataex™ ‘dig out’
ax"Venzk’ axVenzk’™ ‘take off the clothes’
denag denaeg®™ “hit’

2. Develop an analysis of voicing (only) in the Lac Simon Algonquin native words and loan
adaptations below. You may use Alderetian antifaithfulness, Hayesian anticorrespondence, or
some other mechanism. Discuss why you had to make whichever choice you settle on. Be sure to
deal with Richness of the Base questions (which the loans are meant to help settle). Data—which
may be familiar from 200A—are from Kaye & Nykiel 1979.

Alternations with prefixes

pi:goska: ‘it breaks’ ki:bi:goska: ‘it broke’
te:sibiwaigin ‘chair’ nide:sibiwaigin ‘my chair’
ci:main ‘canoe’ oji:ma:n ‘his canoe’
ka:zo:tim ‘he hides’ niga:zo:tim ‘I hide’
sigiswa: ‘he smokes’ kizigiswa: ‘you smoke’
so:skose: ‘it slides’ nizo:skose: ‘I slide’

Note: there are no word-initial voiced obstruents in surface forms.

Monomorphemic words

kitigamn ‘cultivated field’
a:sibi: ‘net’
kici ‘very, great, big...’
piisaidik ‘in height’
Obligatorily prefixed Ns (never appear unprefixed)
nikin ‘my bone’
ose:zin ‘his brother’
kisogona: ‘your nose’
nika:t ‘my leg’
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Loans
pamnamn ‘banana’
pa:stone: ‘American’
pitik ‘potato’
toma:do:s  ‘tomato’
ko:fitke ‘he makes coffee’
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‘my banana’
‘he who looks

nibamna:nim
ka:ba:stone:na:gozic

like an American’

nibitikim ‘my potato’

nidoma:do:zim
nigo:fitke

‘my tomato’
‘I make coffee’

source
French banan (banane)
French bostone

(bostonais ‘Bostonian’)
French petak (pétaque)

English t"omeirouz
English kK afi
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