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Basehood 
We assume that bases may be selected on the basis of (a) frequency (Steriade 2013; cf. Albright 2002), 
(b) morphology (Benua 1997), or (c) canonical realization (Steriade 1997:55, Kawahara 2002). 
 
• We adopt Recursive Evaluation of bases (Benua 1997): at speech time, the speaker first determines 

the base UR as above, then applies the language’s canonical phonology and phonetics to that form.  
The candidate is then evaluated with respect to this freshly-minted base. 
 

• This view neatly accounts for PU effects in nonce words: the speaker need only apply canonical 
phonology and phonetics to the nonce base; no word-specific frequency information is needed 
since type frequency is computed over entire inflectional paradigms.  The alternative view, in 
which the phonetic detail of bases is pre-generated, is problematic since nonce words (by virtue of 
never having been heard by the speaker) are not associated with phonetic details. 

 

• Morpheme-internal IN: a word like English ladder serves as its own base after canonical phonology 
and phonetics have applied.  This does, though, crucially assume that flapping is not part of the 
canon.  (On faithfulness to “canonical” or “phonetically natural” forms see Steriade 1997:55 and 
Kawahara 2002.) 
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