Where might we get new generalized constraints?
June 18, 2010

1. Procedure  

· Take the 60-constraint system now in place (June 2010), and find for each feature matrix the local neighbors of upward generality.

· Let the gain-based learner select from this, training with the Shakespeare data.
Does anything look sensible?

2. *[-Fall][-Strong,+Accent]
“Don’t be either level, or rising, going into a stress in W position”

Ur-version says, don’t rise.

This conflates the typical unlikelihood of level stressed sequences in phrasal contexts, and thus seems bogus.

3. *[+Strong,-Accent][+Realsyl][-Accent]
“Don’t fill two consecutive positions with [–stress]”

This is perhaps seen in Bailey’s work.

Not unreasonable.

Weight is 1.08, not all that high.

4. *[+Rise,-J2]
“Don’t have words with non-final stress.”

This seems odd in iambic verse, but it does vaguely reflect English phonology.

