Re: Why "aren't I"?
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Brian M. Scott wrote:

<Amnesty> is irrelevant: the /n/ is a syllable onset, not a
nucleus. Even if you really do split <amn't> between the
/m/ and the /n/, which | find hard to believe,

It seems to me that

(a) a claim that we have trouble with adjacent nasals in the same syllable and,

nn

(b) a claim that given a choice between treating the /m/ in "amn't" as being in the same syllable as the "n" ar
*not* being in the same syllable as the "n", the latter is hard to believe

are mutually inconsistent. If (a) were true, it seems to me that it would follow that the /m/ in "amn't" would

*very likely* be in the first syllable. If on the other hand the /m/ is *in fact* in the second syllable, then that
seems to make claim (a) unlikely.
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