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Introduction: This paper presents evidence for chameleon affixes (Kiparsky 2020) in the Dra-
vidian language Kannada. Chameleon affixes are affixes that can change their stratum. I argue
that case suffixes in Kannada are chameleon affixes that change their stratum from underly-
ing stem-level to word-level when they follow the word-level plural suffix. The change in
stratum allows for the adherence to morphological and phonological strict level ordering in
stratal theories (Kiparsky 1982), pace Mohanan (1986) and Bermudez-Otero (2018). Further-
more, it explains the morphological and phonological behaviour of the case suffixes. Data: In
Kannada, words that end in a consonant and are followed by a pause exhibit epenthesis of a
so-called enunciative vowel [u] (Schiffman 1983), see the examples in (1).

(1) a. wr — wru b. kar — karu
‘town’(Schiffman 1983: 26) ‘car’ (Aronoff & Sridhar 1983: 19)

Case suffixes transparently bleed enunciative u-epenthesis when they affix directly to a nominal
root, see (2). (Consonant-initial suffixes may also bleed u-epenthesis, cf. ho:g-tt-izni — ho:gti:ni
g0-PRS-1SG cf. ho:g — ho:qu.)

(2) a. ur-ina janaru — uirin janaru / uirna janaru
town-GEN people
‘the people of the town’(Schiffman 1983: 26)
b. karige — karige
car-DAT
‘to the car’ (Aronoff & Sridhar 1983)

The plural suffix -ga| opaquely counterbleeds enunciative u-epenthesis, see (3). Additionally,
its affixation feeds another instance of u-epenthesis following the plural suffix.

(3) a. kar-ga| — kamrugalu b. bass-ga| — bassugalu
car-PL bus-PL
‘cars’ ‘busses’ (Aronoff & Sridhar 1983)

The transparent and opaque interactions with enunciative u-epenthesis are easily accounted for
in Stratal Phonology (Bermuidez-Otero 2018). u-epenthesis applies at stem-level and word-
level phonology. Case suffixes are stem-level affixes. Hence, they enter the phonological opti-
misation early enough to transparently bleed u-epenthesis at stem-level phonology. The plural
suffix is a word-level affix. It comes too late to interact transparently with u-epenthesis at the
root, resulting in counterbleeding at the root boundary. At the same, plural affixation feeds
u-epenthesis word-finally at word-level phonology (stem-level phonology: ka:ru — word-level
phonology: kairugalu). However, as pointed out by Aronoff & Sridhar (1983), case suffixes
follow plural suffixes, cf. (4).
(4) a. kar-galwp-igesp — kairugalige b. gand-galwr-asp, — gandugala
car-PL-DAT man-PL-GEN (Schiffman 1983: 33)

Consequently, stem-level affixes are outside of word-level affixes in violation of strict stratal
ordering. Furthermore, u-epenthesis is counterbled at the root boundary and bled at the plural-
case boundary. Additionally, example (4b) reveals that the genitive surfaces with its allomorph
-a that normally surfaces after vowel-final stems (cf. guru-a — guruva / guru: / guru, teacher-
GEN) instead of -ina, cf. example (2a), that normally surfaces after consonants. Analysis: I



propose that the case suffixes when combined with the plural suffix change their stem-level
status to word-level. Hence, they are chameleon affixes. Word-level status allows the case
suffixes to enter word-level phonology where they no longer bleed u-epenthesis at the root
boundary. Crucially, u-epenthesis is still bled at the plural-case boundary because both affixes
enter the word-level phonological optimisation together, see (5).

(5) gand-galwrL-asL,
stem-level phonology: gandu (no bleeding of u-epenthesis)
word-level phonology: gandugala (bleeding of u-epenthesis)

Furthermore, I assume that a word-level phonologically conditioned suppletive allomorph op-
timisation (PCSA) resorts to the default allomorph -a. In comparison, stem-level PCSA deter-
mines PCSA according to the phonological environment, which results in -ina after consonants
and -a after vowels. I model PCSA in a stratal pre-phonological modulette where language-
specific phonological constraints determine the correct allomorphs. The tableau below shows
how at stem-level PCSA the phonologically suitable allomorph -ina is selected due to the high

ranking of *C-a, a language-specific PCSA constraint that is violated when the vowel [a] fol-
lows a consonant at a morpheme boundary. The
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PRIORITY ensures that the default allomorph -a will always be chosen despite violations of
*C-a. A stratal analysis that relaxes strict stratal ordering by introducing a looping mechanism
that allows re-visitation of the stem-level stratum (Mohanan 1986) derives incorrect phonolog-
ical interactions with u-epenthesis. A loop falsely predicts that u-epenthesis is counterbled at
the plural-case boundary creating gandugalu. This form feeds PCSA selection of -a correctly.
However, general phonology now resolves the vowel hiatus by either glide insertion (written
Kannada) or vowel fusion (spoken Kannada) (cf. guru-a — guruva/quru:/guru Schiffman 1983).
This yields the incorrect surface forms *gandugaluva/gandugalu:, see (6).

(6) gand-galwr-asL
stem-level phonology: gandu (u-epenthesis not bled)
word-level phonology: gandugalu (u-epenthesis not bled)
loop to stem-level phonology *gandugaluva/gandugaju: (-a & hiatus resolution)

Conclusion: Stem-level affixes are never outside of word-level affixes, instead stem-level af-
fixes are chameleon affixes that change their stratum corroborated by the affixes’ morphological
and phonological behaviour. The abandonment of level ordering makes incorrect predictions.
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