Intrusive liquidsin English
Artur Kijak (University of Silesia)

The phenomenon of linking/intrusive r, which is common to many dialects of English, is one of
those processes which are well-documented and have been thoroughly discussed but are still poorly
understood. Despite the availability of detailed descriptions (Jones 1989, Wells 1982), there is still
lack of agreement concerning the explanation of the alternations in question. The majority of the by
now classic accounts both in linear and no-linear models are based on deletion or epenthesis (e.g.
Kahn 1976, Gussmann 1980, Lodge 1984, Mohanan 1986). More recent accounts include McCarthy
1991, Broadbent 1991, Harris 1994, McMahon et al. 1994, McMahon & Foulkes 1995, Kijak 2009
among others. In the present paper I look at a similar phenomenon which has been only recently
documented and introduced into the discussion of intrusive/linking r. The phenomenon in question
is known as intrusive | and has been discussed in Miller 1993, Gick 1999, 2002, Bermudez-Otero
2005. The intrusive | is a widespread phenomenon in dialects spoken in the Northeast of the United
States. It exhibits similar patterns to the aforementioned intrusive/linking r. Thus, just like in the

case of linking r, linking | occurs before any vowel, e.g. cruel [kru:wa] — cruel act [kru:wal ekt].
The context of the intrusive |, in opposition to intrusive r which appears after non-high vowels, is
reserved to a post-vocalic [0:], e.g. law is [lo:l 1z], however, it has also been reported to follow [a:]

and [9] (Gick 1999). Finally, again similarly to the intrusive r pattern, we can observe related

processes associated with I|-intrusion, which is fixed in the familiar order of vocalization, linking
and intrusion. As with r, the historical vocalization affected pre-consonantal coda | leading to many
later vocalic developments both qualitative and quantitative. This is evident on the example of 15™
century |-less spellings, e.g. behalf — behaf and contemporary pronunciations of words like: stalk,
walk and calve, etc. Moreover, the process of vocalization has been reported to be active
synchronically in the London area (Estuary English). In the latter variety the pre-consonantal coda |

is vocalized which results in forms like [miok] — milk. This process resembles another historical

development which occurred in 15" century and has been described as the diphthongization before
pre-consonantal | (IC), i.e. /a, o, u/ + |C > au, ou, as in balk > baulke ‘baulk, balk’, bolster >boulster
‘bolster’, and shuldre > shoulder.

In this paper I argue that the solution applied to the linking/intrusive r phenomenon together
with the r-vocalization and historical developments of vowels in the pre-r position (Kijak 2009) can
be extended to account for the intrusive | patterns as well as other related phenomena both in the
present-day English and at earlier stages of its development. More specifically, in this paper |
address the questions concerning the distribution, representation and interaction of the lateral with
the preceding vowel. I try to explain the mechanics behind the |-zero alternations. Additionally, 1
explore the problem of lexical representation of etymologically |-less and I-full forms participating
in the process of linking and intrusive |. The analysis of both diachronic and synchronic facts is
couched in the recent development of Government Phonology known as the Strict CV model
(Lowenstamm 1996, Rowicka 1999, Cyran 2003, Scheer 2004) and the Element Theory which
deals with the elemental make-up of phonological segments (Harris 1994, Harris and Lindsey 1995,
Cyran 2003).

word count: 465



Selected bibliography:

Bermudez-Otero, R. (2005) The history of English intrusive liquids: using the present to ascertain
the past. Handout of paper presented to the Department of Linguistics and English
Language, University of Manchester, 24 May 2005.

Broadbent, J. (1991) Linking and intrusive r in English. UCL Working Papersin Linguistics 3, 281-
302.

Cyran, E. (2003) Complexity scales and Licensing Strength in Phonology. Lublin: Katolicki
Uniwersytet Lubelski.

Gick, B. (1999) A gesture-based account of intrusive consonants in English. Phonology 16, 29-54.

Gick, B. (2002) The American intrusive 1. American Speech 77.2, 167-183.

Gussmann, E. (1980) Introduction to Phonological Analysis. Warszawa: PWN.

Gussmann, E. (2002) Phonology: analysis and theory. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Harris, J. (1994) English Sound Structure. Oxford: Blackwell.

Harris, J. and G. Lindsey (1995) The elements of phonological representation. In J. Durand and F.
Katamba (eds.) Frontiers of phonology: atoms, structures, derivations, 34-79. London and
New York: Longman.

Hogg, R. M. and R. Lass, eds. (1999) The Cambridge history of the English language. Vol.3, 1476-
1776. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Jones, C. (1989) A history of English phonology. London: Longman.

Kahn, D. (1976) Syllable-Based Generalizations in English Phonology. PhD dissertation, MIT.

Kijak, A. (2009) Non-rhoticity or where is the historical r lurking? Paper presented at SHEL6
University of Alberta, Banff, Canada, 30 April-3 May 2009.

Lodge, K.R. (1984) Sudiesin the Phonology of Colloquial English. London: Croom Helm.

Lowenstamm, J. (1996) CV as the only syllable type. In J. Durand and B. Laks (eds.) Current
trends in phonology. Models and methods, 419-441. Salford, Manchester: European Studies
Research Institute, University of Salford.

McCarthy, J. (1991) Synchronic rule inversion. BLS 17, 192-207.

McMahon, A., P. Foulkes and L. Tollfree (1994) Gestural representation and Lexical Phonology.
Phonology 11, 277-316.

McMahon, A. and P. Foulkes (1995) Sound change, phonological rules, and articulatory phonology.
Belgian Journal of Linguistics 9, 1-20.

Miller, C. (1993) Intrusive | in Delaware English. Paper presented at NWAVE 22, Ottawa.

Mohanan, K.P. (1986) The Theory of Lexical Phonology. Dordrecht: Reidel.

Rowicka, G. (1999) On ghost vowels. a strict CV approach. Ph.D. dissertation. University of
Leiden.

Scheer, T. (2004) A lateral theory of phonology. Vol. 1. What is CVCV, and why should it be?
Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter.

Wells, J.C. (1982) Accents of English. 3 vols. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Welna, J. (1978) A Diachronic Grammar of English. Part One: Phonology. Warszawa: PWN.



