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THE PHONOLOGY OF CONSONANTS

The most comprehensive work on dissimilation (the avoidance or repair of
combinations of similar sounds) to date, this book proposes a novel analysis
that handles dissimilation as the avoidance of surface correspondence rela-
tionships. It draws on recent work in Agreement By Correspondence to show
that dissimilation is a natural outcome predicted by the same theory of Surface
Correspondence. The theory is developed in more detail than ever before, and
its predictions are tested and evaluated through ten in-depth analyses of
diverse languages from Quechua to Kinyarwanda, together with a typological
survey of over 150 dissimilation patterns drawn from over 130 languages,
from Acehnese to Zulu. The book redefines the core of Surface Correspond-
ence theory to a level of formal specificity and theoretical precision surpass-
ing previous work. The book’s findings are made more accessible by
numerous examples featuring data from 47 languages from around the world.

WM. G. BENNETT is a senior lecturer in the Department of English Language
and Linguistics at Rhodes University, South Africa.
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Preface

This book has its origins in my 2013 dissertation ‘Dissimilation, Consonant
Harmony, and Surface Correspondence’. The core theory has not really
changed from then, and the core body of data is mostly the same, as is the
organizational structure of the work. What has changed to a large degree is the
prose and exposition, which was previously full of errors, loose ends, and other
various unclarities that impeded understanding of the main points and pro-
posals. The appendix with a database of dissimilation patterns has been
changed into an online supplement, which can be found on the book’s website
in searchable form.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Introduction

1.1.1  The core idea: dissimilation from surface correspondence
Agreement By Correspondence is a theory of agreement developed in work
by Walker (2000a, 2000b, 2001), Hansson (2001/2010, 2007), and especially
Rose and Walker (2004). The initial aim of this work was to explain long-
distance consonant harmony: agreement between non-adjacent consonants,
which is not mediated by other phonological material which intervenes
between them. In the Agreement By Correspondence framework, the basis
for this agreement is surface correspondence: a correspondence relationship
between the different surface consonants of a single output form. The arrange-
ment and structure of this correspondence affects the input—output mapping
because there are constraints that take them into consideration when assessing
violations.

The central point of this book is that surface correspondence also gives
rise to dissimilation, in a novel way: dissimilation is not the avoidance
of similarity for its own sake, but rather a response to more stringent
conditions attached to similarity. The term ‘dissimilation’ is used here to
refer to situations where surface consonants obligatorily disagree in some
respect. This encompasses a range of dissimilatory effects, as previous work
observes (Yip 1988; Suzuki 1998; among others). Dissimilation can manifest
as processes that change similar input segments such that they are less
similar in the output. It can also manifest as a choice between segments
or allomorphs based on disagreement on the surface, or it can emerge in the
form of static co-occurrence restrictions that prohibit similar segments with-
out necessarily giving rise to overt alternations. Any of these could be the
result of a principle of disagreement in the output, so I will consider all these
types of dissimilatory effects.

The Agreement By Correspondence theory leads to dissimilation because
surface correspondence is based on phonological similarity. Constraints of the



