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Abstract: In this paper, I aim to unify the Empty Category Principle of Government Phonology with
another (more general) principle: the Obligatory Contour Principle. I show that these principles share
numerous structural properties: (i) they prevent sequences of identical entities, and (ii) they trigger the
same repair mechanisms. The main difference is substantial: ECP handles empty syllabic components,
when OCP handles phonological features. I propose to broaden the definition of OCP in including all
phonological entities and I show to what extent this definition can account for the effects of ECP. Finally,
I point out that this analysis can also account for some specificities of word-edges.
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Introduction

This analysis is part of a larger project to develop a strict CV framework
(Lowenstamm 1996; Scheer 2004) without the lateral relations inherited
from Government Phonology (Kaye et al. 1990). In this paper, I specifically
focus on the role of government in the organization of the skeletal level
and the limitation of consonant clusters. I argue that this relation is an
avatar of a more general autosegmental principle: the Obligatory Contour
Principle.

In the Strict CV framework introduced in Lowenstamm (1996), the
skeleton is represented with a periodic repetition of CV units. C and V
positions (which represent onsets and nuclei respectively) can be filled or
empty. However, in order to restrict the number of empty nuclei, Kaye
et al. (1990) proposed the Empty Category Principle. This principle states
that a nucleic position cannot remain empty if it is not “governed” by a
full nucleus on its right.

In the first section, I show that the Empty Category Principle and
the Obligatory Contour Principle share common structural properties. In
the second section, I propose to represent epenthesis as a dissimilation
between two empty syllabic positions. In the third section, I show how
this hypothesis predicts some specificities of the phonology observed at
word-edges.
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1. Theoretical context

In this section, I present the basics of the Empty Category Principle (ECP)
and the Obligatory Contour Principle (OCP). I show that these introduce:
(i) similar generalizations, and (ii) common repair mechanisms.

1.1. Empty Category Principle

As mentioned in the introduction, the ECP was proposed in Kaye et al.
(1990) in order to limit the amount of empty nuclei inherent to the repre-
sentation of consonant clusters. See the Strict CV representation of laptop
in (1). Due to the periodicity of C and V positions advocated in Lowen-
stamm (1996), this word is represented with empty nuclei (i.e., empty V
positions) on the right of codas.

(1) C V C V C V C V ‘laptop’
| | | | | |
l æ p t ɑ p

This representation illustrates the possibility for syllabic positions to be
empty. However, empirical data shows that this possibility should be lim-
ited by the theory. Indeed, consonant clusters are most often limited to two
segments (except in case of branching onsets, see e.g., Scheer 1996; Car-
valho 2002 or Lowenstamm 2003). In French, this restriction was already
mentioned in the Loi des trois consonnes of Grammont (1914). Following
this law, the realization of an orthographic ⟨e⟩ (which usually drops) is
necessary when it serves to avoid a succession of three consonants. For in-
stance, see French words in (2). In (2a), ⟨e⟩ can be unrealized because its
absence results in a CC cluster. In (2b), ⟨e⟩ cannot be unrealized because
its absence results in a CCC cluster.

(2) a. VC⟨e⟩CV Gloss b. VCC⟨e⟩CV Gloss
vaguement vag(ə)mã ‘vaguely’ autrement *otʁ(ə)mã ‘otherwise’
seulement sœl(ə)mã ‘only’ simplement *sɛ̃pl(ə)mã ‘simply’
faussement fos(ə)mã ‘wrongly’ tristement *tʁist(ə)mã ‘sadly’
samedi sam(ə)di ‘Saturday’ vendredi *vãdʁ(ə)di ‘Friday’

(Delattre 1951)
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The CCC cluster of an ill-formed word like *[otʁmã] implies two successive
empty nuclei (3).

(3) *C V C V C V C V *[otʁmã]
| | | | |
o t ʁ m ã

//
G

In order to rule out such a configuration, Kaye et al. (1990) proposed the
principle (4).

(4) Empty Category Principle
A position may be uninterpreted phonetically iff it is properly governed.

According to this principle, an empty nucleus should be governed (i.e.,
followed) by a non empty nucleus on its right. When this is not the case
(as in (3)), the representation should be repaired. Two repair mechanisms
are attested in French: (i) a vowel is associated to one of the empty nuclei1
(5a), or (ii) a CV slot is removed (hatched in (5b)).

a.(5) C V C V C V C V [otʁəmã]
| | | ... | |
o t ʁ ə m ã

b. C V C V C V C V [otmã]
| | | | |
o t ʁ m ã

To sum up, the Empty Category Principle aims to prevent a sequence of
two empty nuclei by means of addition or deletion. In the next section,
I show that the properties of the Obligatory Contour Principle are pretty
much the same.

1 Following the definition of ECP in (4), one can expect a left-insertion of the schwa.
Scheer (2001) explains the French right-insertion by the lexical presence of a floating
vowel. I set this issue aside for now (see section 2.2 for discussion).
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1.2. Obligatory Contour Principle

I now move on to the basics of OCP. This principle was first proposed in
Leben (1973) in order to account for dissimilative processes in tonal rep-
resentations. McCarthy (1986) proposed to broaden its scope in covering
segmental units. The definition he suggested is given in (6).

(6) Obligatory Contour Principle (McCarthy 1986, 208)
At the melodic level, adjacent identical elements are prohibited.

Like ECP, OCP involves two entities. These can be found in local adjunc-
tion, or they can interact at a distance. As an example of the first case,
see the realization of the plural suffix in English mentioned in Anderson
(1974, 58) and Yip (1988, 86) (7). The suffix ⟨-s⟩ is realized as [s] or [z]
when it is preceded by a consonant with a different place feature or a dif-
ferent mode feature (7a), but it is realized as [ɪz] when it is preceded by
a consonant that shares both its mode feature and its place feature (7b).
In order to account for this phenomenon, Yip (1988) suggested that the
distribution of [ɪ] is controlled by OCP in (6). It occurs in order to prevent
a succession of identical feature matrices (i.e., [+coronal] and [+fricative]).

(7) Underlying form Surface form
a. ⟨cliff⟩⟨-s⟩ [klɪf-s]

⟨bed⟩⟨-s⟩ [bɛd-z]
b. ⟨fish⟩⟨-s⟩ [fɪʃ-ɪz]

⟨buzz⟩⟨-s⟩ [bʌz-ɪz]

An example of OCP effect at a distance can be found in the realization of
the Latin adjectival suffix ⟨-alis⟩ (Steriade 1987) (8). Words with the suffix
⟨-alis⟩ can be found in (8a). When the stem contains an /l/ (8b), the lateral
feature of the /l/ in ⟨-alis⟩ is removed: the surface form is ⟨-aris⟩. Finally,
when an ⟨r⟩ occurs between the suffix and a preceding /l/, the default
realization of the suffix is maintained (8c). Steriade (1987) assumed that
the distribution of the lateral feature in the adjectival suffix is conditioned
by OCP: it can occur iff it is not preceded by another [+lateral] feature on
the same tier. The presence of an /r/, which contains a specified [−lateral]
feature, neutralizes the adjacency of the two lateral consonants.
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(8) Underlying form Surface form Gloss
a. ⟨nav⟩⟨-alis⟩ ⟨nav-alis⟩ ‘naval’

⟨episcop⟩⟨-alis⟩ ⟨episcop-alis⟩ ‘episcopal’
⟨infiti⟩⟨-alis⟩ ⟨infiti-alis⟩ ‘negative’

b. ⟨sol⟩⟨-alis⟩ ⟨sol-aris⟩ ‘solar’
⟨lun⟩⟨-alis⟩ ⟨lun-aris⟩ ‘lunar’
⟨milit⟩⟨-alis⟩ ⟨milit-aris⟩ ‘military’

c. ⟨flor⟩⟨-alis⟩ ⟨flor-alis⟩ ‘floral’
⟨sepulcr⟩⟨-alis⟩ ⟨sepulcr-alis⟩ ‘funerary’
⟨litor⟩⟨-alis⟩ ⟨litor-alis⟩ ‘littoral’ (Steriade 1987)

In this example, we see that OCP can apply at a distance in the sphere
of consonants. But the same can also apply between nuclei (9). Avanesov
(1949) mentions that some Russian dialects show a vowel reduction condi-
tioned by the quality of the following nucleus. This is called Dissimilative
Akanye. When the following vowel is not [a], a pretonic vowel {a, o} is
realized as [a] (italicised) (9a) (stressed nuclei are underlined). But when
the following vowel is [a], a pretonic vowel {a, o} is realized as [ə] (9b). This
phenomenon can be accounted for with OCP. A pretonic vowel {a, o} is
realized as [ə] (instead of [a]) before an [a] in order to prevent a succession
of identical vowels in adjacent nuclei.

(9) Dissimilative Akanye Gloss
a. [naɣ-ɔj] ‘foot’ (instrumental)

[trav-u] ‘grass’ (accusative)
[skaʒ-ɨ] ‘say!’

b. [nəɣ-a] ‘foot’
[trəv-a] ‘grass’
[skəz-al] ‘he said’ (Avanesov 1949)

In autosegmental phonology, it is often assumed that relevant features are
distributed on separated tiers (see e.g., Clements 1985; Archangeli 1985;
Hume 1992; Odden 1994, among others). Thus, features can communicate
if they are adjacent on a given tier. The accurate organization of these tiers
is an orthogonal issue. It can be schematically assumed that vowels and
consonants are (at least partially) segregated. Now, it is worth pointing
out that both OCP and government can apply on the vowel tier.

The other common property of ECP and OCP is that they both aim to
prevent sequences of identical entities. In the case of ECP, these entities are
empty nuclei. In the case of OCP, these entities are relevant features. When
these principles are not satisfied, repair mechanisms can apply. We saw that
violations of ECP are repaired by means of addition or deletion. These
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two mechanisms are also shared by OCP. In the English case mentioned
in (7), the succession of identical feature matrices is blocked by means of
an epenthesis (10a). In the Latin case mentioned in (8), the succession of
[+lateral] features is prevented by the loss of the second one (10b).

a.(10) C V C V C V [fɪʃɪz]
| | | ... |
f ɪ ʃ ɪ z

+cor +cor.
+fric. +fric.

b. C V C V C V C V ⟨solaris⟩
| | | | | | |
s o l a r i s

+lat. +lat.

To summarize, we saw that ECP and OCP share various structural prop-
erties: (i) they both aim to avoid successions of identical entities, (ii) they
both can apply at a distance, and (iii) they both involve repair mech-
anisms such as addition or deletion of phonological material. The main
difference between these two principles is substantial: ECP handles empty
categories, while OCP handles phonological features. In the following sec-
tion, I propose to unify these two principles by extending the definition
of OCP.

2. Proposal

In this section, I show that it is possible to account for the restrictions
on consonant clusters with the theoretical device represented by OCP. For
this, I propose to broaden the definition of OCP in order to include all
phonological entities.

2.1. Reformulation of OCP

In the definition given in McCarthy (1986) (6), OCP concerns only melodic
features. However, this OCP constraint has avatars in other dimensions of
phonology. In the metrical dimension, Prince (1983) proposed to account
for the rhythmic aspect of stress (i.e., a strict succession of strong and weak
positions) by means of a “stress clash” constraint that avoids “a too great
proximity of elements at the same level” (Prince 1983, 21). In the skeletal
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dimension, Carvalho (2002, 22–23) suggested that the periodicity of C and
V positions in the skeleton is due to an OCP effect at the skeletal level
(I will come back to this point subsequently). In this context, I propose
a reformulation of OCP that includes all the phonological entities. This
reformulation is given in (11).

(11) OCP (Reformulation)
On a given tier, plateaus are prohibited.

The definition in (11) prohibits successions of: (i) identical feature matrices,
(ii) rhythmic units, (iii) identical syllabic components, and (iv). ∅ (i.e.,
empty positions/nodes).2 Note that the symbol ∅ should not be seen as an
element, but as the absence of an element in a given position.

This reformulation of OCP echoes an analysis of Rowicka (1999) sup-
posing that adjacent empty nuclei are prohibited by a NO LAPSE con-
straint avoiding adjacent unstressed syllables. Such an analysis is not very
different from the OCP-based approach, but I will show that the present
proposition makes predictions unexplored so far.

2.2. Epenthesis is a dissimilative process

We already saw in section 1 that vowels and consonants are segregated
in both ECP and OCP effects. Accordingly, their respective materials are
distributed on separated tiers. When two adjacent nuclei are empty, they
involve empty nodes on a vowel tier (e.g., the V-place node of Hume 1992).
These empty nodes form a plateau in (12a) which is prohibited by the def-
inition of OCP in (11). This ill-formed configuration is thus repaired by
means of epenthesis (12b) or deletion (12c).3 (In the following figures,
empty positions are depicted separately for convenience, but the C/V seg-
regation is not accurately represented.)

2 This is but one of a variety of possible formulations. The discussion here is intended
to state a unification of the various avatars of OCP, not its precise formulation. This
should be refined in further studies.

3 One could assume that epenthesis is not an addition of phonological material, but the
surface realization of an empty position. In this case, it should not be able to avoid
a succession of empty nuclei. However, I want to draw attention to the literature
arguing that epenthesis is able to repair configurations violating OCP (see the case
of English in (7) and other similar cases in McCarthy 1986). In this respect, I assume
that epenthesis is not only a surface realization but also a mechanism belonging to
the underlying representation.
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a.(12) *∅ ∅
| |

C V C V C V C V *[otʁmã]
| | | | |
o t ʁ m ã

b. ∅
|

C V C V C V C V [otʁəmã]
| | | ... | |
o t ʁ ə m ã

c. ∅
|

C V C V C V C V [otmã]
| | | | |
o t ʁ ə m ã

According to this representation, epenthesis and deletion are dissimilative
processes in the sense that they aim to prevent a succession of identical
(empty) nodes on a given tier. This interpretation strongly relies on the
representation of the skeleton defended by the Strict CV framework: before
the notion of empty skeletal slot, it was impossible to interpret epenthesis
as a dissimilative process. Thus, this hypothesis reduces the number of
principal phonological processes (see e.g., Grammont 1933) to assimilation,
dissimilation, lenition, fortition and metathesis. Epenthesis and deletion
are discarded.4

Nevertheless, the OCP-based analysis in (12) faces an issue that should
be mentioned. We saw in section 1 that a pair of entities violating OCP
should be repaired by changing the right part (e.g., deletion of the sec-
ond lateral in (8b)), or the left part (centralization of the first vowel in
(9b)). However, Government Phonology generally assumes that the site
that cannot remain empty is the ungoverned one (i.e., the left one).5 Such
a directionality of epenthetic processes is not captured by the OCP anal-
ysis alone.

Two options can be considered. First, it is possible that the pref-
erence for left-insertion is due to the Universal Association Convention

4 I am aware that this claim is very strong. It can be adjusted in the future, but I do
not want to weaken it without first exploring its potential.

5 As mentioned earlier, the example of right-insertion in French (see (2), (5) and (12)) is
misleading. Scheer (2000; 2001) supposes that this vowel is lexical. Hence the absence
of expected left-insertion (i.e., *[otəʁmã]).
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(UAC) introduced in Clements & Sezer (1982). Following this principle,
segments associate to skeletal positions from left to right. If one assumes
that epenthesis results from an association (see footnote 3), then it should
appear in the left site.

The second possibility is that the empirical basis for a hypothetical
directionality of epenthetic processes is wrong. Itô (1989) mentions that
epenthesis can occur on the left or on the right in different varieties of Ara-
bic: Cairene Arabic displays a right-insertion (e.g.,/ʔul∅t∅lu/ → [ʔultilu]
‘I said to him’), and Iraqi Arabic displays a left-insertion (e.g.,/gil∅t∅la/
→ [gilitla] ‘I said to him’).

In the context of this paper, I will not express an opinion about these
two options. The empirical basis certainly requires further investigations.
If a universal preference for left-insertion is confirmed, the UAC-option
should be explored. If such a preference is invalidated, then the actual
analysis already matches the data. In the meanwhile, I will only point
out that ECP does not formally prohibit the possibility of right-insertion
either. Admittedly, the definition of ECP in (4) conditions the realization of
ungoverned nuclei. However, it does not say anything about the realization
of governable nuclei. These can remain empty, but they can also be realized
in order to govern the nucleus on their left. This is the case in French
(whether the realized vowel is lexical or not) and in Modern Hebrew (see
Enguehard & Faust to appear).

2.3. Empty onsets are limited by OCP

In the preceding section, I argued that OCP can do the same as ECP. In
this section, I aim to point out what it can additionally do.

As we already saw in section 1, ECP originally aimed to account for
the restrictions on consonant clusters by preventing sequences of empty
nuclei. By doing this, this principle also rules out such things as super-
long geminates (13a), which seldom occur in natural languages (when they
do, e.g., in Estonian or Livonian, they are found in very specific contexts;
see Enguehard 2016). However, this principle does not say anything about
empty onsets and the representation of long vowels. We know that super-
long vowels are at least as unusual as super-long geminates, but ECP
does not prohibit the succession of empty onsets that is involved in their
representation (13b). The restriction on the length of geminates and long
vowels is structurally the same: they cannot exceed two positions. However,
a government-based analysis (or a competing NO LAPSE-based analysis)
needs to introduce another type of relation applying exclusively between
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onsets in order to account for the ill-formedness of the super-long vowel in
(13b). Such an option was considered in Carvalho (2002).

a.(13) … *C V C V C … */ppp/

p

//
G

b. … *V C V C V … */aaa/

a

//
?

In contrast, the OCP-based analysis accounts for the ill-formedness of
both (13a) and (13b) with the same process: a dissimilation between ad-
jacent empty nodes on the vowel tier and the consonant tier respectively
(14a–b). This principle rules out: (i) CCC clusters,6 (ii) super-long gemi-
nates, (iii) super-long vowels, and (iv) successions of hiatuses or such things
as “quadriphtongs”, “octophtongs”, etc.

a.(14) *∅ ∅
| |

… *C V C V C … */ppp/

p

b. *∅ ∅
| |

… *V C V C V … */aaa/

a

To conclude this section, I showed that OCP can do the same job as
ECP in limiting consonant clusters. Additionally, and based on the same
theoretical device, it can also restrict vowel length and successions of empty
onsets.

6 Concerning CCC clusters with a branching onset, it can be assumed that the branch-
ing onset: (i) is a monopositional complex segment (see Lowenstamm 2003), or (ii) it
involves a liquid that fulfills a V position (see Pöchtrager 2001). These two options
are acceptable for now, but I intend to refine them in the future.

Acta Linguistica Academica 65, 2018

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 05/19/23 01:42 PM UTC



Acta Linguistica Academica / p. 39 / March 10, 2018

Strict CV without government 39

3. Prediction

In this section, I show that the reformulation of OCP in (11) predicts some
specific features of word-edges.

3.1. The specificity of the word-edges

We saw in section 2 that OCP in (11) aims to avoid sequences of empty
nuclei and sequences of empty onsets (see (14)). These are unusual word-
internally, but they are very common at word-edges. Due to the represen-
tation of the skeleton as a periodic sequence of CV units, word-final CC
clusters are represented with two empty nuclei (15a), and word-initial long
vowels are represented with two empty onsets (15b). As the reader may
have already understood, these configurations are ill-formed following the
definition of OCP in (11).

a.(15) *∅ ∅
| |

C V C V C C kept
| | | |
k ɛ p t

b. *∅ ∅
| |
C V C V C V eat

|
i t

In fact, the configuration in (15a) should also be ruled out by the strict
definition of ECP in (4). The penultimate V position should not be gov-
erned since it is followed by another empty nucleus. Moreover, the final
empty nucleus should not be empty either, since it is not followed by
any nucleus. In order to account for these issues, the government-based
analysis needs to assume that Final Empty Nuclei have specific proper-
ties: (i) they can remain empty without being governed (see Kaye 1990,
314), and (ii) they can license and govern without being phonetically ex-
pressed (see Charette 1991, 140 and Scheer 1998, 281). Note that this
option accounts exclusively for the configuration in (15a). As mentioned
before, the government-based analysis is not traditionally concerned with
the empty onsets. But if one strives to account for the limitations of empty
onsets word-internally (like Carvalho 2002), the configuration in (15b) is
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problematic. Should we introduce another specific category in parallel with
Final Empty Nuclei: i.e., Initial Empty Onsets?

The fact is that the specificity of final nuclei and the specificity of
initial onsets is related to their peripheral position. The initial onset begins
the CVCV string, and the final nucleus ends the CVCV string. Scheer
(2000; 2004) assumes that the specificity of Final Empty Nuclei is due to
functional reasons: they are the point of departure in the computation of
lateral relations. I argue that the specificity of both the final empty nuclei
and the initial empty onsets is due to structural reasons: they are specific
only because they are peripheral.

We saw in the preceding section that Carvalho (2002) suggested that
the CVCV string is not due to the repetition of a CV unit, but to OCP. In
other words, a word-internal V position cannot be removed without vio-
lating OCP (i.e., resulting in *CC) and a word-internal C position cannot
be removed either without violating OCP (i.e., resulting in *VV). Hence
a strict periodicity CVCV. However, the removal of an initial C position
does not trigger any ill-formed *VV, and the removal of a final V position
does not trigger any ill-formed *CC. In other terms, these peripheral po-
sitions are specific in the sense that they can be absent without violating
OCP. Thus, the optional absence of a final V (16a) or the optional absence
of an initial C (16b) accounts for the well-formedness of final CC clusters
or initial VV clusters: their representations do not involve any sequence of
empty positions.7 For similar assumptions (based on different argumenta-
tions) about the shape of the skeleton at word-edges, the reader can refer
to Dienes & Szigetvári (1999) and Polgárdi (2009).

a.(16) ∅
|

C V C V C kept
| | | |
k ɛ p t

b. ∅
|

V C V C V eat
|

i t

7 The question whether these peripheral positions are removed or not inserted is an
important issue. For now, I cannot express an argued opinion. I leave this question
for further studies. Most importantly, their presence is regulated by OCP. Thus the
structure of the skeletal string at the periphery is supposed to vary depending on
the context, leading to possible sandhi effects. For instance, in order to avoid a *VV
configuration, a hypothetical skeletal string originally beginning with a V position
(e.g., eagle) will provide an additional empty C position if it is preceded by a clitic
ending with another V position (e.g., a). This emerging C position is available for
floating segments, hence the realization of /n/ in an eagle.
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This specificity of word-edges is a prediction of my analysis in the sense
that I proceeded to a unification of the notions regulating epenthesis and
those accounting for the organization of word-edges with only one prin-
ciple: the definition of OCP in (11). For the skeptic reader who thinks
that a hypothetical contrast between an empty position and an absence of
position is circular, I move on to the representation of extrametricality in
the following section.

3.2. The extrametricality of final consonants

The V positions of the Strict CV framework also have a metrical aspect:
they represent weight units equivalent to moras (Scheer & Szigetvári 2005).
See the representation of a closed syllable in (17). The nucleus is moraic
because it is directly associated to a V position. The coda is also moraic
because it is indirectly associated to a V position (i.e., it is followed by an
empty nucleus). However, the onset is not moraic because the following V
position is already attributed to the vowel material. Thus, the bimoraicity
of heavy syllables if derived from the structure of the skeleton.

(17) µ µ

| |
C V C V cat
| | |
k æ t

Now see the stress pattern of Lake Miwok (Tranel 1991) in (18). In this
language, stress targets the rightmost heavy syllable (18a) (stressed nuclei
are underlined). As you can see in (18b), word-internal codas take part in
syllable weight. But final closed syllables are not counted as heavy (18c).

a.(18) c̓aːdata
c̓akaːt
c̓eleːc̓ele

b. ca̓dkuṭi
p̓occi
ṣiki̓lli

c. doloːmen *doloːmen
k̓etelwaj *k̓etelwaj
bukhal *bukhal (Tranel 1991)

The extrametricality of final consonants implies that Final Empty Nuclei
are unexpectedly weightless in this language (unlike the representation in
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(19a)). This difference between word-internal empty V positions and word-
final empty V positions is expected if one assumes (as I did in the preceding
section) that the final V position can be absent (19b). In (19b), the final
coda is not moraic because it is not followed by an empty nucleus. Thus the
final closed syllable is counted as light and stress targets the penultimate
syllable.

a.(19) µ µ

| |
C V C V C V C V C V *[doloːmen]
| | | | | |
d o l o m e n

b. µ

|
C V C V C V C V C [doloːmen]
| | | | | |
d o l o m e n

Here, the absence of the final empty nucleus ceases to be circular. An in-
dependent surface contrast exists between an empty V position and an
absence of V position. If empty nuclei are equivalent to weight units, then
in the absence of weight, one can suppose an absence of empty nucleus. In
conclusion, there are three independent arguments for the optional absence
of final empty nuclei: (i) the definition of OCP in (11), (ii) the wellformed-
ness of final CC clusters, and (iii) the optional extrametricality of final
consonants.

3.3. A note on the primitive syllabic structure

The reader certainly noticed that the analysis that I proposed in this paper
supposes that the CVCV string does not necessarily begin with C, and does
not necessarily end with V. There are four logical possibilities illustrated
in (20). All these configurations are equally well-formed and primitive (see
Dienes & Szigetvári 1999 for another argumentation concerning a primitive
VCVC string).

a.(20) CVCVCV
b. VCVCVC
c. CVCVC
d. VCVCV
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Some readers could suppose that this analysis does not capture anymore
the fact that CV is the universal syllable. In fact, my proposition implies
that there are no such things as syllables in the underlying representation.
However, in the spirit of the Maximal Onset Principle of Kahn (1976)
and Selkirk (1981), I assume that a consonant is universally connected to
a following vowel in the surface syllabification.8 Thus, provided that all
their positions are fulfilled, the primitive strings in (20a–d) show V and
CVC syllables word-initially and word-finally respectively. But the only
pattern that is shared by all these strings is CV. The syllable V is not
observed in (20a, c) and CVC is not observed in (20a, d). In other words,
CV is the only universal syllable found in (20).

It goes without saying that not all languages display all the strings in
(20a–d). Some (universal or language-specific) parameters still need to be
defined. This part of the analysis requires further typological investigations
from my part. As for now, this hypothesis predicts the following: a language
requiring a filling of all skeletal slots could have: (i) only CV syllables
(20a), or (ii) V syllables exclusively at the beginning of the word (20b, d),
or (iii) CVC syllables exclusively at the end of the word (20b, c).

4. Conclusion

To conclude this paper, I proposed to unify the Empty Category Princi-
ple of Government Phonology with another (more general) principle: the
Obligatory Contour Principle. I showed that these principles share numer-
ous structural properties: (i) they prevent sequences of identical entities,
and (ii) they trigger similar repair mechanisms. The main difference is
substantial: ECP handles empty syllabic components, when OCP handles
phonological features.

I proposed a broader definition of OCP that includes all phonological
entities and I showed to what extent this definition can account for the
effects of ECP. I pointed out that OCP can also account for: (i) restrictions
on vowel length, and (ii) some specificities of phonology at word-edges. All
this results from a unification that can be formulated in more general
terms: syllables and epentheses result from dissimilations between empty
positions.

Of course, licensing and the role of government in lenition and for-
tition have to be discussed in further studies (it is already discussed in

8 Accordingly, the string in e.g., (20b) cannot surface as VC.VC.VC. It will necessarily
surface as V.CV.CVC.
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Enguehard & Luo 2017). In the meanwhile, I highlighted that the Strict
CV framework is not an artifact of Government Phonology: it is a the-
oretical device that aims to move beyond the notion of lateral relations
inherited from Government Phonology.
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