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Abstract

In this paper, motivations are presented to argue in favor of the affixal status of Romanian
pronominal clitics. It will be suggested that they should not be considered lexical items, i.e.
‘signs’, which are located in a special position by rules of syntax, but a complex of syntactic
and semantic information which is provided in the lexicon for the morphophonologicalreal-
ization of the cliticized verb form. Appropriate constraints are proposed to relate this bundle
of features which is present on verbs to the actual phonological realization of the clitics. Cl-
itics are thus the ‘spell-out’ of certain morphosyntactic features of the verb. It will be shown
that this morphophonological approach can provide an answer to certain peculiar facts about
Romanian clitic climbing. The analysis presented thus provides a comprehensive account of
Romanian cliticization since it deals both with the morphophonological properties and with
the syntax of Romanian clitics.

1 Introduction

The status of pronominal clitics is an issue which is still under discussion; no defi-
nite answer has been provided in the literature to the question of whether pronom-
inal clitics should be treated as independent syntactic forms or as affixes.

Within the generative tradition itis often assumed that they are syntactically in-
dependent elements, hence words, whose properties should be accounted for in syn-
tax. Approaches in this direction are, among others, those of Kayne (1975) and sub-
sequent work, Rizzi (1982), Burzio (1986), Sportiche (1993) and Dobrovie-Sorin
(1994) which deals mainly with Romanian clitics. A shortcoming of these works
is that they have focussed on the syntactic behavior of clitics and have neglected
their morphological and phonological properties. On the other hand, morphologi-
cal approaches such as that of Bonet (1991) have presented an analysis of certain
crucial problems related to the morphology of cliticization such as that of the syn-
thetic clitic clusters or that of the co-occurrence restrictions in clitic combinations.
However, they do not provide a clear account of the syntactic contribution of cliti-
cization.

In this paper, I propose an analysis that takes both the morphophonological and
the syntactic aspect of cliticization into consideration. I argue that Romanian cli-
tics are best treated as affixal elements on a par with French clitics (Miller 1992a)
and Italian clitics (Monachesi 1996). They will be not considered lexical items,
ie. signs, but featural information which is provided in the lexicon and used in
morphology and phonology for the realization of the cliticized verb form. The cru-
cial issue is then how to relate this featural information to the actual phonologi-
cal realization of the clitic. I propose that appropriate constraints are responsible
for the realization of the clitics. In this view, clitics are considered the ‘spell-out’
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of certain morphosyntactic features of the verb. This morphophonological analy-
sis shares similarities with realizational approaches to morphology such as that of
Anderson (1992) or Stump (1992). Furthermore, I show that under this analysis,
certain puzzling facts about clitic climbing can be accounted for.

The paper is organized as follows: section 2 discusses the status of Romanian
pronominal clitics and arguments are provided in favor of their affixal behavior. A
lexical analysis of cliticization is proposed in section 3; it is cast within the frame-
work of Head-Driven Phrase Structure Grammar (HPSG; Pollard and Sag 1987,
Pollard and Sag 1994). In section 4, I discuss clitic climbing which is triggered by
auxiliary verbs and its peculiarities. Section 5 contains some speculations about en-
clitic placement on hosts which are different from the verb, while section 6 contains
some concluding remarks.

2 The affixal status of pronominal clitics

There is convincing evidence that Romanian pronominal clitics behave as affixes,
The arguments to support this position are mainly based on Zwicky and Pullum
(1983) and Zwicky (1985) in which tests are proposed for distinguishing affixes
from nonaffixes (or words from nonwords).

2.1 Rigid order

The order of pronominal clitics in the cluster is fixed. Romanian has only ac-
cusative and dative object clitics and they occur in the order dative-accusative, as
shown in (1a). The opposite order would be ungrammatical as can be seen in (1b):

1 a. Alexandru mi-1 trimite astdzi.
Alexandru cl.(dat-1sg) cl.(acc-3msg) sends today

‘Alexandru sends it to me today.’

b. * Alexander il-mi trimite astiizi.
Alexander cl.(acc-3msg) cl.(dat-1sg) sends today

As pointed out by Anderson (1992), there is a clear similarity between clitics and
affixes, which also exhibit rigid order. Independent words are, on the other hand,
usually allowed a certain degree of free ordering.

2.2  Coordination

Coordination also seems to argue in favor of affixal status for pronominal clitics.
The crucial test in this respect is whether clitics can have wide scope over a coor-
dination of hosts or have to be repeated on each conjunct.

If clitics have word status one would expect it to be possible for them to have
wide scope over coordination since this is the case for syntactic words. On the other
hand, if they must be repeated on each conjunct they must have affixal status.!

1See Miller (1992b)for a formulation of these intuitions in the Coordination Criteria.
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In Romanian, if two verbs are coordinated which share the same clitic, the clitic
has to be repeated within each conjunct:

2) el o dorea si o ciuta.
he cl.(acc-3fsg) desires and cl.(acc-3fsg) looks for
‘He desires her and looks for her.’

It cannot have wide scope over coordination:

?3) *el o dorea i ciuta.
he cl.(acc-3fsg) desires and looks for

‘He desires her and looks for her.’

The data thus seem to support the affixal status of Romanian pronominal clitics.

2.3  Arbitrary gaps

Zwicky and Pullum (1983) point out that arbitrary gaps in the set of combinations
can occur with affixes. This is the case in inflectional paradigms, where verbs might
lack certain forms.

Arbitrary gaps are also present in Romanian when clitics combine with the verb.
Farkas and Kazazis (1980) mention that not all dative-accusative person and num-
ber combinations are grammatical in Romanian. In particular, it is not possible to
have the first person accusative clitic m¢f together with a dative one:

@ a *t m-au dat de nevasti numai pentru ci
cl.(dat-2sg) cl.(acc-1sg) have given as wife only because
ai  insistat.

have insisted

‘They gave me in marriage to you only because you have insisted.’
b. *am auzit ci pirinti mei vor si i mi

have heard that parents mine want that cl.(dat-3sg) cl.(acc-1sg)

dea de nevasti.

give as wife

‘T have heard that my parents want to give me in marriage to him.

Similarly, a first person singular or plural clitic together with a second person plural
one does not yield a grammatical result:?

) a *vor si mi vi omoare.
want that cl.(dat-1sg) cl.(acc-2pl) kill

“They want to kill you on me.’

2] these sentences, the dative clitic should be interpreted as an ethical dative. A translation of these
‘ethical dative constructions’ is nearly impossible to achieve.
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b. *vor si ni va omoare.
want that cl.(dat-1pl) cl.(acc-2pl) kill

‘They want to kill you on us.

Farkas and Kazazis (1980) make an attempt to explain the ungrammaticality of the
sentences in (4) in terms of topicality, They assume two topicality hierarchies:

©) a. Ethical > Goal > Theme
b. I person > Il person > 111 person

They claim that the ungrammatical sentences in (4) are the consequence of a con-
flict in the two hierarchies in (6) which arises when the clitic sequence involves the
extremities of the hierarchies.®> However, the topicality hicrarchies cannot explain
the ungrammaticality of the sentences in (5). Farkas and Kazazis admit that they
should postulate an additional arbitrary constraint in order to rule them out.

This fact suggests that it is not possible to provide a principled account of the
ungrammatical clitic sequences suggesting that they should be considered cases of
arbitrary gaps. This is evidence in favor of the affixal status of clitics and it supports
an analysis of these data in morphology which is the appropriate locus for dealing
with this kind of arbitrariness.

24  Clitic doubling

Perhaps the most convincing evidence in favor of the affixal status of Romanian
pronominal clitics comes from the fact that they can co-occur with full comple-
ments behaving in these cases virtually as agreement markers:

) a. Mariaii di  presedintelui un buchet.
Maria cl.(dat-3sg) gives president-thea bouquet

‘Maria gives the president a bouquet.

b. Jonm-a vizut pe mine.
Ion cl.(acc-1sg) has seen PE me

‘Ion saw me.’

In example (7a), the dative clitic ff co-occurs with the indirect object presedintelui,
while in (7b) the object clitic co-occurs with the direct object. It should be noted
that the doubled NP is usually preceded by the marker pe. However, a direct or
indirect object can be expressed simply by means of a clitic:

®) a.  Maria i di  un buchet.
Maria cl.(dat-3sg) gives a bouquet

‘Maria gives him a bouquet.’

31t should be noted that no independent motivation is given for the order in (6), which needs to be mod-
ified in order to account for the fact that certain additional sequences are ungrammatical in languages
such as French and Modern Greek.
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b. Ionm-a vazut.
Ton cl.(acc-1sg) has seen

‘Ton saw me.

The examples in (8) are therefore similar to those found in other Romance lan-
guages such as Italian or French, where clitics and full complements are in com-
plementary distribution.

2.5  Morphophonological idiosyncrasies

It is usually assumed that the phonological shape of affixes can be affected by the
phonology of the stem or of other affixes with which they combine. Romanian
pronominal clitics behave as affixes in this respect since in specific contexts they
can undergo certain changes. Optional vowel deletion occurs if a clitic ending in ¢
precedes a verb beginning with unstressed a or o:

C)) a. mi agteaptil.
cl.(acc-1sg) waits
‘He waits for me.’
b. m—a.steaptﬁ.
cl.(acc-1sg) waits

However, if the verb is an auxiliary, vowel deletion is obligatory.

(10) a. m-a invitat,
cl.(acc-1sg) has invited

‘He has invited me.’
‘b, *mi a invitat,

cl.(acc-1sg) has invited

Similarly to clitics ending in &, the clitic se undergoes optional vowel deletion in
front of a verb which begins with unstressed a ot o:

(11 . se agezii.
cl.(acc-3sg-refl) sits
‘He sits.’
b. s-agezd.

cl.(acc-3sg-refl) sits

On the other hand, there is no vowel deletion if the clitics te, ne or le occur in a
similar context:

(12) a te agteapta.
cl.(acc-2sg) waits

‘He waits for you.’
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b. * t-agteaptd.
cl.(acc-2sg) waits

It seems that the morphophonological changes mentioned above could be naturally
interpreted if clitics are considered affixes, while they would be unexpected if they
are considered independent words.

2.6  Morphophonological properties of Romanian pronominal clitics

The morphophonological idiosyncrasies that I discussed above suggest that differ-
ent allomorphs should be postulated in the case of pronominal clitics. Three differ-
ent classes can be distinguished:*

Table 1: Different classes of clitics

Person 1 2 3 4 5 6 3,6

Case D | A D ] A |D A DA |DA | D A D|A
m. | f m. | f refl.

Class1 | Tmi | md |1i [te |11 |1 |o |ne |vd |le |1 [le |1si|se

Class 2 | mi- [ m- | fi- |te-|i- |1- | o-|ne- [v- |le-|i- |le-| si- | s-
Class3 | -mi | -md | fi|-te[-1|-1 |-0o|ne |-vi|-le|-i |-le]|-si]|-se

Class 1 includes those clitics that occur in front of any verbs (proclitics) while in
Class 2 are those clitics that can occur only before verbs that begin with a or o.
Those pronominal clitics that follow the verb (enclitics) are grouped in Class 3.
Certain changes and unexpected forms appear also in the combination of two cl-
itics. This fact seems to suggest that pronominal clitics are not realized one at a
time, but they cluster together forming a unit. If clitics were realized one at a time,
one would expect forms such as ne le or ne {l, le le where the dative form is the one
that occurs either before a vowel or a consonant. However, this is not the case, as
can be seen in the table below, which gives the possible combinations of clitics:

It can be noted that there is a special form of the dative clitic zi, vi, [i which surfaces
only when it is in combination with another pronominal clitic. However, these cl-
itics cannot occur in combination with the third person feminine accusative form
o. Itis not clear how this behavior could be explained; it does not seem possible to
postulate appropriate phonological rules that could clarify it.

The data above seem to support the hypothesis that the combination of two cl-
itics constitutes a neéw unit and does not result from the composition of two single
forms.

Additional motivation in support of the idea that pronominal clitics form a unit
is provided by the following facts. Romanian clitics can phonologically cliticize to

4The hyphen which is presentin the case of Class 2 and Class 3 clitics illustrates an orthographic conven-
tion that requires these forms to be written attached to the verb. However, in certain cases, its presence
reflects a different pronunciation (cf. Avram 1986).
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Table 2: Possible combinations of two clitics

105

3AccSgMs | 3AccSgF | 3 AccPIMs | 3 AccPIF
1 Dat Sg | mi-l mi-o mi-i mi le
2Dat Sg | fi-1 fi-0 ti-i tile
3 DatSg | i-l i-0 i-i ile
1DatPl | ni-l ne-o ni-i nile
2DatPl | vi-l V-0 vi-i vile
3DatPl | li-l le-o li-i lile

ahost different from the verb (as will be discussed in section 5); the example below
shows that the clitic can be enclitic on negation:

(13) nu-1 da.

neg. cl. (acc-3msg) gives
‘He doesn’t give it.’
In this case the enclitic form -/ is used and not the proclitic form il. However, if

negation is present, as well as two pronominal clitics, the clitics cluster together
and not with negation:

(14) a. *nu-ne il da.
neg. cl.(dat-1pl) cl. (acc-3msg) gives
b. nu ni-l da.

neg. cl. (dat-1pl) (acc-3msg) gives
‘He doesn’t give it to us.

It should be noted that the dative form that surfaces is the one which occurs in com-
bination with another pronominal clitic (ni) and not the one that occurs as enclitic
(ne). The pronominal clitics form a unit also in a configuration in which they occur
together with negation and an auxiliary verb:

(15) a. *nu-ne l-a dat.
neg. cl.(dat-1pl) cl. (acc-3msg) has given
b. nu nil a dat.

neg. cl. (dat-1pl) (acc-3msg) has given
‘He hasn’t given it to us.

Evidence that the two pronominal clitics cluster together can be found in the fact
that the dative form which surfaces is the one that occurs in combination with an-
other clitic. It is not the case that one clitic is enclitic on negation and the other
is proclitic on the verb. The most crucial evidence in favor of the hypothesis that
pronominal clitics cluster together is provided by the combination of two clitics
which are enclitic on the verb:
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(16) a. *di-ne-l
give cl.{dat-1pl) cl. (acc-3msg)

b. da-ni-1
give cl. (dat) (acc)
‘Giveittous !’

The same combination of clitics which surfaces before the verb occurs also af-
ter the verb and not the composition of the enclitic forms. However, the latter is
what one would expect if clitics were realized one at a time. To summarize: the
morphophonological idiosyncrasies in which Romanian clitics are involved sug-
gest that different classes of clitics should be postulated. In addition, the evidence
presented above indicates that the clitics are notrealized one at a tite, but that they
cluster together forming a new unit.

3 The analysis

In the previous section I have provided ample motivation in favor of the affixal sta-
tus of Romanian pronominal clitics. Clitics will not be considered lexical items,
i.e. signs, but featural information which is provided in the lexicon and used in
morphology and phonology for the realization of the cliticized verb form. I will
assume that cliticization is a lexical operation which has both a syntactic/semantic
effect and a morphophonological one (cf. also Monachesi 1996, Miller and Sag
1997).

The syntactic/semantic contribution of cliticization is reflected in the fact that
clitics satisfy the subcategorization requirements of the verb they are an argument
of, as shown by examples (8) repeated below:’

(8) a.  Mariaii di un buchet.
Maria cl.(dat-3sg) gives a bouquet
‘Maria gives him a bouquet’
b. Ionm-a vizut,

Ton cl.(acc-1sg) has seen
‘Ton saw me.’

Within HPSG, a lexical rule can be proposed to achieve this effect; it relates two
sets of words:®

5Romanian clitics can also co-occur with the related complement, as shown by the clitic doubling ex-
amples in (7). These cases can receive a straightforward account under the lexical analysis defended
here which assimilates clitics to affixes. In the doubling configuration the relevant complement is not
removed from the complement list, provided it shares agreement and case information with the clitic
(which thus acts as agreement marker) and it satisfies certain pragmatic and semantic conditions.
5There are two possible ways in which lexical rules can be interpreted in HPSG: either as meta-
descriptions relating lexical entries (Calcagno 1995) or as descriptions relating word objects (Meurers
and Minnen 1997). In this work I will assume the latter formalization. Note that in the lexical rule, the
input and output descriptions are connected via “~", while in the case of the implicative constraints
introducedin the following section “— is used. In the rule above, O is the shuffle operator defined in
Reape (1994).
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(17)  Complement Cliticization Lexical Rule (CCLR)

word

HEAD verb VAL | COMPS
VAL |COMPS [ O & ~ CLTS
CLTS elist

The rule relates verbs which subcategorize for certain complements to other ones
with the same properties except that their subcategorization list is reduced. In other
words, the effect of the rule is that those complements which are in the COMPS list
are removed and added as members of the CLTS list. This list contains syntactic and
semantic information about those complements which will be realized as clitics.
Consider a verb such as vdd which subcategorizes for one complement:

(18) [COMPS <NP[acc] >]

As shown by the example below, this complement can be realized as a clitic:

(19) te vad.
cl. (acc-2sg) see

‘I see you.

Itis possible to account for this fact given the lexical rule in (17), which relates the
description in (18) to the one below:

(20) [COMPS { )cLrs <NP[acc][,sg] >]

The direct object is removed from the COMPS list and added as member of the
CLTS list. The crucial issue is then how this information can be used in order to
spell out the cliticized verb form in phonology. In the following sections, I propose
specific constraints to relate the information contained in the CLTS list to the actual
phonological realization of the clitic.

3.1 Thesignature

Before presenting the relevant constraints, I will introduce the type hierarchy and
the appropriateness conditions assumed (i.e. the signature). In particular, I sug-
gest that the type word has MORPH as additional appropriate attribute, with value
morph. Furthermore, the type morph should be partitioned into two subtypes,
which are complex-morph and basic-morph, depending on whether the value con-
tains a stem and affix or just a stem.” Therefore, the attribute STEM is defined as
appropriate for morph and it is inherited by both of its subtypes, while the attribute
AFFIX is appropriate only for complex-morph:?

TThe type complex-morph is relevant in the treatment of inflection and of morphologically complex
forms and it plays a role in the analysis of cliticization developed here.
8Similar types have been proposed by Bird and Klein (1994).
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@1
morph
[STEM stemarword]
basic-morph
complex-morph
AFFIX affix

The value of STEM is stemorword which is a subtype of sign:
(22)

sign
PHON phon
SYNSEM synsem

stemorword phrase

P ey

stem
ward
MORPH morph

In the case of inflection, the attribute STEM will have stem as value, while in the
case of cliticization its value will be word. The same apparatus can be employed to
account both for inflection and for cliticization. This is a desirable result, given the
similarities between the two. I follow Zwicky (1990) in assuming that stems con-
stitute the input for inflectional processes while cliticization has an inflected word
as stem and produces another inflected word. Cliticization constitutes therefore an
outer layer of inflectional morphology.

The type affix is further partitioned in order to distinguish prefixes from suffixes:

(23) affix
PN
prefix  suffix

In addition, it should be mentioned that the only appropriate attribute for affix is
PHON:

(24) [afﬁx ]
PHON phon

Following Bird and Klein (1994), I will assume that phon will have certain appro-
priate features which are necessary to distinguish the segmental structure:

(25) phon
SKEL list of segmenis
CONS list of consonants
VOW list of vowels

Since affixes (and pronominal clitics) have only phonological information associ-
ated with them, it follows that they are not considered signs. This approach shares
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insights with realizational approaches to morphology such as those of Anderson
(1992) or Stump (1992) that assume that morphemes do not exist as lexical entries,
but only as realization of certain morphosyntactic properties of the host.

32 The realization of the clitics

On the basis of the signature introduced in the previous section, appropriate con-
straints are formulated that relate the information contained in CLTS to the actual
phonological realization of the pronominal clitic. In the case of the example (19),
which represents the cliticized verb form te vidd ‘I see you’, a constraint like the
following will be relevant:’

(26) complex-morph — prefix
AFFIX
STEM | S8 [L|C|CLTS<NP[acc]2 Sg> PHON | SKEL( fe )

The constraint says that if there is a STEM with a CLTS list with an element which
is a second person, singular, accusative NP, then it must be a pronominal clitic
whose phonological realization is fe. Similar constraints can be expressed in order
to account for the different classes of clitics shown in the table in (1). Therefore
if the host starts with a vowel and it is not an auxiliary, both the clitics from class
1 and those from class 2 can precede it, as can be seen from the examples in (9)
repeated below:

) a mi agteapti.
cl.(acc-1sg) waits
‘He waits for me.’
b.  m-asteaptil.
cl.(acc-1sg) waits

A constraint like the following can account for this fact:

91t should be mentioned that within HPSG, constraints determine which linguistic objects are grammat-
ical and which are not. Implicative constraints like the ones presented in this section are interpreted as
stating that every feature structure which satisfies the antecedent will also have to satisfy the consequent.



110 Paola Monachesi

27 " complex-morph N

word

vow(maw) a2
PHO
SKEL(E) @
HEAD verb [AUX —]

CLTS <Nl"[acc] 1 _gy>

i

STEM

SS|L|C

It says that if there is a lexical verb which begins either with the vowel a or 0 and it
has one element in the CLTS list which is the first singular accusative NP, this can
be realized either as the clitic md or as m. A similar constraint can be formulated
to account for the fact that if the verb begins with a consonant or a vowel which
is different from g or o, only the clitic md is possible, as shown by the following
example:

(28) a mi vede.
cl.(acc-1sg) sees
‘He sees me.
b. *m-vede.
cl.(acc-1sg) sees

It should be noted that the combination of two pronominal clitics can be expressed
by means of the same mechanism. The following is an example of the realization
of the dative, first person plural clitic and the accusative, masculine, third person
plural clitic:

(29) complex-morph -
STEM | SS|L|C|CLTS <NP[dat]1 1 NP[acc|sar 1 >

affix
Caiind [PHON | SKEL( ni-i )”

Recall that in this case it is not the form ne that surfaces, but the exceptional form
ni. Given the present approach, it is quite easy to account for this peculiarity. The
information about the two elements is available at the same time and the combina-
tion of two clitics is treated just like a new form.°

10 As already mentioned in section 2.6, an approach that realizes the clitics one at a time would run into
a series of problems. For example it should justify why forms such as ni, vi and /i cannot occur alone
and must be realized in combination with another clitic (except with the clitic 0).
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Certain generalizations can be expressed within this system, e.g. in the ordering
constraints that regulate the enclitic or proclitic position of the clitic with respect
to the host. In particular, a constraint like the following states that clitics should
precede finite verbs. This is due to the fact that the phonology of the clitic indicated
by tag [i] should precede that of the verb, indicated by tag [2]:

(30) [(word

[ complex-morph

MORPH [word N
STEM
SS|L | C|H verb|+fin|

FPHON | SKEL @& () .
‘ht.‘ompllal'd!mrpb
[word
STE
MORPH TEM PHON | SKEL ]
T ‘p refix ’
ARFX PHON | SKEL ]

Therefore, it is through the interaction of the lexical rule and the constraints in (26)
and (30) that a cliticized verb form like te vdd ‘I see you’ is licensed:

3D [(word
PHON | SKEL( fe vaid)
complex-morph
" word
PHON | SKEL ( vetd)
HEAD verb+fin]
MORPH [@ss |L|c| VAL| COMPS( )

CLTS< NP[(JE{T]g_{.,'g> J

prefix
AFIX | poN | SKEL( te )

SYNSEM j

The description above states that the verb has an empty COMPS list, while the in-
formation about the direct object is contained in the CLTS feature which triggers
its spell-out as the clitic te. Since the verb vdd is a finite one, the clitic will precede
it.

4 The status of auxiliaries and clitic climbing

The analysis I have sketched accounts for the linearization of pronominal clitics in
the presence of verbs in simple tenses. However, if an auxiliary verb is present, the
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clitic does not combine with the verb that subcategorizes for it, but must attach to
the auxiliary, as shown in the following example:

(32) le-am vizut,
cl.(acc-3fpl) have seen

‘I have seen them.

In Romanian, auxiliaries can be found in the present perfect, conditional and fu-
ture paradigms. In the case of the present perfect, the auxiliary combines with a
past participle, in the other two cases it combines with a bare infinitive (e.g. an in-
finitive without the particle ). The following table summarizes the different forms
of auxiliaries:

(33) 1Sg (252 |35z | 1Pl [2P1 [ 3P
Aux Psp. am | ai a am | ati | au | pastparticiple
Aux Cond. | ag ai ar am | ati |ar bare infinitive
Aux Fut. voi |vei |va vom | veti | vor | bare infinitive

I suggest that the status of auxiliaries in Romanian is similar to that of auxiliaries
in other Romance languages. They are words and it is for this reason that they can
function as hosts for pronominal clitics. I will show that an analysis in terms of
argument composition can account for the linearization of pronominal clitics in (32)
(cf. also Monachesi (1996)for Italian and Miller and Sag (1997) for French).

Argument composition is a lexical operation according to which the auxiliary
inherits the complements of the embedded verb, including those which might be
realized as clitics. In the case of the auxiliary am, the following lexical entry will
be associated with it:

G4 proN| SKEL (am)

i verh |
Rl [AUX +]

"SUBJ<P>

SS|IL|C W-s§
VAL HEAD verb
COMPS @ [2
SUBJ([1INP
yar | SV {ENP)
COMPS
L L o =4

In the description above, the complements of the auxiliary verb are identified with
those of the embedded verb, through the operation of argument composition. This
is indicated by the presence of the tag [2] both in the COMPS list of the auxiliary
verb and in that of the embedded verb. The auxiliary verb will thus inherit the com-
plements of the past participle which can be realized as pronominal clitics along
the lines of the analysis sketched in the previous sections. So, the two verbs act as
a unit, as far as clitic placement is concerned. Given a sentence like the following:
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(35 le-am vazut.
cl.(acc-3fpl) have seen

‘I have seen them.’

the auxiliary subcategorizes for the past participle and its complements; in this case
the direct object NP which will be eventually realized as clitic:

(36)
I:COMPS <V [COMPS ()] [EINPlacel(3 £ pi) >]

The Complement Cliticization Lexical Rule in (17) can then apply to license cliti-
cized verbs. Its effect is that the relevant complement will be removed from the
COMPS list and added as value of the CLTS list:

(37
COMPS <V [COMPS (}] > CLTS (@NPlaccl s 54 )]

A constraint like the following will then be responsible for the spell out of the cliti-
cized verb form:

(38)

complex-morph

STEM |SS|L|C]| CLTS<NP[acc afpl>] -

FFIX prs
5 PHON | SKEL( le )

It states that if the verb has an NP accusative, third person plural feminine in its
CLTS list, it will be realized as the clitic le. '

As already mentioned, clitic climbing is obligatory with auxiliary verbs. How-
ever, the third person feminine singular clitic o constitutes an exception since it
must attach to the past participle and cannot precede the auxiliary:!!

(39) a am vazut-o.
have seen cl.(acc-3fsg)
‘I have seen her.
b. *o-am vazut.
cl.(acc-3fsg) have seen

This is the case also for the conditional. The clitic must attach to the bare infinitive
and not to the auxiliary:

(40) a  ag ‘vedea-o.
would see cl.(acc-3fsg)

‘T would see her.’

11This is an idiosyncratic property of Romanian which is not present in other Romance languages. For
example, it does not seem possible to assimilate this peculiarity to other properties of the language. It
does not seem plausible to attribute the postverbal position of o to the fact that it is a feminine clitic since
other ferinine elitics occur in front of the auxiliary. It should be noted that in old Romanian the clitic
o could occur before the auxiliary.
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b. *o-ag vedea.
cl.(acc-3fsg) would see

In order to account for the obligatoriness of clitic climbing in the presence of Ro-
manian auxiliaries, past participles (and bare infinitives) should be excluded as pos-
sible hosts for pronominal clitics.!? Given the constraints introduced in the previ-
ous section for the spell out of the cliticized verb form, it is quite straightforward to
add an additional condition which will produce the desired results. The constraint
(38) should be revised in the following way:

41 [ complex-morph

—

STEM | SS |L| C[CLTS <NP[acc]_, fpl >]

word

STEM | o |L| C[HEAD [VFORM [~ PV bare-inf)]]]

prefix
AFFIX
PHON |SKEL( le )

The additional condition says that the VFORM of the host must be different
from past participle or from bare infinitive. In this way it is possible to account
for obligatory clitic climbing in the general case. On the contrary, the clitic o can-
not climb and must combine with a past participle (and a bare infinitive), as shown
by the examples (39a) and (40a). These cases can be accounted for if no addi-
tional condition on the VFORM of the host (e.g. VFORM —(pspV bare — inf))
is added in the constraint that is responsible for the realization of the clitic 0. As
for the ill-formedness of the examples in (39b) and (40b) in which the clitic o has
climbed, they will receive a phonological explanation. The clitic o cannot precede
an auxiliary which begins with a vowel: a phonological constraint should be pos-
tulated to exclude this possibility.

It should be noted that in the case of the future paradigm, the auxiliary begins
with a consonant and the clitic o can occur either after the infinitive (42a) or in front
of the auxiliary (42b):

42) a. voi vedea-o.
will see cl.(acc-3fsg)
‘I will see her.
b. 0 voi vedea.
cl.(acc-3fsg) will see

Additional evidence for the phonological explanation is provided by the fact that
the clitic o precedes the modal verb a putea ‘can’:

2Romanian behaves like French in this respect. Miller and Sag (1997) suggest that in French past par-
ticiples cannot host clitics.
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43) 0 pot vedea.
cl.(acc-3fsg) can see

‘I can see her.

In the case above, the modal begins with a consonant and the pronominal clitic must
attach to it, like all the other object clitics.!®

5 Speculations on enclitic placement

Romanian clitics have a peculiar property which sets them apart from other Ro-
mance counterparts. They can optionally attach to elements which are different
from their morphosyntactic host (i.e. the verb). They can combine with negation
(44a), complementizers (44b), nouns (44¢) or wh-elements (444):

44 a  Mihai nul agteapta.
Michael neg cl.(acc-3msg) waits for

‘Michael doesn’t wait for him.’

b. Cred ca-l vede.
believe that cl.(acc-3msg) sees

‘I believe that he sees him.’

C. Maria-i scrie des.
Maria cl.(dat-3sg) writes frequently

‘Maria writes him frequently.

d. Unde-mi lasa fratele tau cheia.
Where cl.(dat-1sg) leaves brother youts key the

“‘Where does your brother leave me the key.

Given the view argued for in this paper, which considers clitics not as signs, but as
featural information encoded in the CLTS feature, it seems possible to provide an
analysis for the data above.!*

I will briefly sketch what a possible direction of explanation could be. The lex-
ical rule in (17) accounts for the fact that even though the clitic attaches phono-
logically to a host different from the verb, it still satisfies its subcategorization re-
quirements. The information about those complements which should be realized as
clitics is thus encoded in the CLTS feature. A specific principle can be formulated

131 should be noted that if the clitic 0 can combine with a bare infinitive, one would expect a form such as
*pot vedea-o 'l can see her’, which is ungrammatical. T assume an analysis of a putea along the lines of
that proposed for Italian restructuring verbs (Monachesi 1998b). The modal verb is therefore required
to subcategorize for an infinitival which has not combined with clitics (i.e. a verb whose CLTS list is
empty). I refer to Monachesi (1998a) for further details.

14These data might argue against the affixal view of clitics defended in this paper. According to one of
the tests proposed by Zwicky and Pullum (1983) affixes should be selective with respect to the host they
attach to. However, as discussed in Miller (1992a) the relevance of this test is questionable under the
view that elements which show ‘promiscuous attachment’ such as possessive 's in English should be
considered (phrasal) affixes (cf. Zwicky 1987).
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to account for the percolation of the relevant information on the appropriate host.
The morphophonological constraints will account for the realization of the correct
clitic form. It should be noted that in the examples above, it is the enclitic form of
the clitic that surfaces. Therefore, they cannot be analysed in terms of phonological
restructuring since in that case, the clitic form which occurs before the verb would
be expected.

6 Conclusion

In this paper I have provided motivations in favor of the affixal status of Romanian
pronominal clitics. I have shown that cliticization is a lexical operation which has
both a syntactic/semantic effect and a morphophonological one. In order to account
for the morphophonology of Romanian clitics, specific constraints have been intro-
duced which are able to deal with their idiosyncratic behavior. I have shown that the
morphophonological analysis proposed can provide an answer to a peculiar prop-
erty of Romanian clitic climbing: the fact that the clitic o, unlike the other clitics,
does not climb in the presence of an auxiliary and attaches to the embedded verb.
The analysis presented provides a comprehensive account of Romanian cliticiza-
tion since it deals not only with the syntactic properties of Romanian clitics, but
also with the morphophonological ones. In this sense, it is superior to previous ac-
counts of Romanian clitics such as that of Dobrovie-Sorin (1994) which does not
deal with the kind of morphophonological idiosyncrasies discussed in this paper.
Furthermore, the analysis proposed here shares some crucial insights with that as-
sumed for Italian clitics in Monachesi (1996) and for French clitics in Miller and
Sag (1997). The same lexical approach can deal with the variation presented by
different Romance data, which is a desirable result.
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