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ABSTRACT

In this work, we show that "doubling phenomena" in Romance reduce to Spec-head
agreement relation within the phrase. Spec-head agreement is a licensing mechanism,
part of UG, under which the doubled elements must be in a Spec-head configuration
with each other. The discussion revolves around Romance languages primarily,
although examples from other language families (eg Germanic) will be brought in.
This study will concentrate on SPEC-head agreement which takes place within the
maximal projection of functional categories, such as CP, AGRP-s, DP, NegP and
AGRP-o. This presupposes the view proposed in recent GB literature that IP splits into
further functional categories, such as subject and object agreement phrase and a
Negation phrase. We also refer to the determiner as a functional category, heading its
own projection, DP.

The range of doubled structures we survey include: subject clitic doubling in some
Northern Italian dialects, negative doubling in French and Portuguese Creoles, and
object clitic doubling in River Plate Spanish. A doubly-filled Comp is attested in some
French varieties as well as in some Germanic dialects. Agreement of the
complementizer with the head NP of the relative clause in French ("que-qui rule") can

also be reduced to Spec-head agreement.

A solution to clitic doubled object NPs in terms of an AGRP-o allows us to abandon
previous base generation analyses proposed for this construction. The clitic is
considered not an argument but an affix-like head which can attach to a higher head,
base-generated in Agr-o. The clitic, which shares phi-features with the object phrase,
can double the latter because they stand in a SPEC-head configuration.
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i. INTRODUCTION

The main concern of this work is the treatment within a GB framework of "doubling
phenomena" in Romance. We examine the doubling of elements which involves functional
categories. These constitute a "closed class”, such as Comp (complementizer), Infl (inflection)
- which we view in terms of AGRP-s and AGRP-o, that is agreement phrase subject and
agreement phrase object -, Tns (tense), Neg (Negation) and, some authors propose, Det
(determiner). These categories are heads which have their own (phrasal) maximal projection,
in accordance with X’ theory. Within the phrase, there is a basic relation which we will
explore in detail as the "back-bone" of doubling phenomena: the relation of the head to its
specifier. Government of the Specifier by the head plays a crucial role in GB grammar. We
assume further that the head and the specifier are co-indexed and therefore they agree. Such

agreement is overtly realised in some cases.

We see in Chapter 1, "SPEC-head Agreement in AGRP-s", that such SPEC-head agreement
relation is relevant for the assignment of structural case to the subject position (a position
defined configurationally as the SPEC of AGRP-s) by AGR-s. The phi-features they share are
gender, number and person. These features in AGR-s can be morphologically realised, as we
show is the case in the Northern Italian dialects, in which a subject clitic doubles the lexical
NP in subject position. We view this case of subject-clitic doubling as an overt example of
SPEC-head agreement in AGRP-s. Such agreement is feasible solely because the nominal
phrase and the subject clitic fulfil the SPEC-head configuration requirement. We also review
in Chapter 1 the nominal phrase, (regarded by some as a "mini" sentence), for which we
support the view that agreement between a determiner and a noun is derivable from SPEC-

head agreement in DP (the determiner being the functional category which projects as a head).

In Chapter 2, "SPEC-head ‘agreement’ in the Complementizer Phrase” we address the
question of how the complementizer by virtue of being co-indexed with its SPEC shows overt
agreement in some Germanic languages and dialects. In Romance, we find that the standard
prohibition of a doubly-filled Comp can be relaxed for certain varieties of French (eg
Canadian). All varieties of French present the alternation gue-qui in relative clauses. While

earlier analyses regarded que as the Complementizer and qui as the "true” relative pronoun,



more recent theories view French qui in the relative clause as que + agreement, that is as C
being capable of taking on agreement features. The "agreement" features of C allow for verbal
movement (V + I) into C, as attested in Germanic verb-second order. "V2 effects" have
important consequences in Romance as well: they account for verb-clitic order not only in

Old Romance but in Modern European Portuguese as well.

In Chapter 3, "SPEC-head agreement in the Negative Phrase” we focus on double negation
(the presence of two negative constituents in the sentence). We assume the existence of
Neg(ation) as an independent functional category, conforming to X’ theory. In particular, we
follow the view that the relation which holds between the two negative constituents is
regulated by "the negative criterion", which states that a negative head must be in a SPEC-
head relation with a negative operator (in SPEC). Most Romance languages present either pre-
or post verbal negation: such distribution is viewed by some authors as resulting from a
parametric choice of either a NegP being higher up than IP (TnsP) in "Italian type" languages
or lower than it in "Piedmontese type" languages. Whether SPEC or head (or both) of NegP
are filled is also subject to parametric variation. "Blocking effects" to verbal or clitic

movement are observed as a result of a lexically filled Neg head.

In Chapter 4, "Clitic-doubled Constructions in Romance", we describe clitic doubling of
object NPs and their distribution in Romance. Such instance of doubling is found in
Romanian and Rio de la Plata Spanish. Clitic-left dislocation is attested in those varieties of
Romance which allow clitic doubling, although the reverse doesn’t hold. Base generation
analyses argue that the clitic-NP pair are generated at D-structure. These analyses were
conceived to account for clitic doubling, since earlier movement analyses of clitics held for
structures in which the clitic and the NP-object were in complementary distribution but not
for structures in which both constituents were present. The status of the clitic is claimed to
be that of an argument in one theory, while others view the clitic as a "spell-out" of the Case
features of the verb. The clitic is, in this respect, an inflectional affix, which is co-indexed
with the NP it doubles. Other analyses combine base generation with movement in terms of
SPEC-head agreement in a clitic phrase. The clitic is base-generated in the head position,
which licenses a nominal phrase (which matches the clitic in person, number, gender and

Case) in the SPEC of the clitic phrase. Some other accounts investigated regard the clitic as



a determiner (and hence a functional head) which can incorporate into V.

Finally in Chapter 5, "SPEC-head Agreement in AGRP-0", we detail why a base generation
analysis fails when required to account satisfactorily for non-local movement such as ‘clitic-
climbing’ (as in Romance causative structures) and for other clitic positions such as endo-
cliticization as observed in Portuguese, in which the clitic occupies an "embedded" position
in the compound verbal form. We pursue the idea that in Romance AGRP-o (Agreement
Object Phrase) is "active". Evidence for AGRP-o comes from the fact that the past participle
agrees with the object phrase in some Romance languages. We argue that "clitic doubling"
is another instance of "agreement" in AGRP-o. The clitic (which we regard as an inflectional
head) attaches to AGR-o and the nominal phrase to SPEC of AGRP-o (an argument position).
Because these two positions are co-indexed the clitic and the NP it doubles share Case and

phi-features, and consequently SPEC-head agreement holds.



Chapter One
SPEC-head Agreement in AGRP-s
1.1 SPEC-head agreement. Definition

In the Government and Binding model, relations between elements are expressed in
terms of X-bar theory. It is at D-structure that it is determined how lexical items are
put together into phrases. Basic lexical categories include N, V, Adj and P. Non-
lexical categories such as Complementizer (C) and INFL (I) are also heads. Phrasal
categories are projections of these heads. An X-bar structure is composed of

projections of heads selected from the lexicon. In a structure of the form:

1)
/ A
<\
X YP

there are two "local" or basic relations: the Spec-head relation of ZP to X, and the
head-complement relation of X to YP. It is assumed further that X-bar structures are
restricted to the form above, and that head government (government by a head

category) plays a crucial role in all modules of grammar.

The SPECifier of AGRP-s (the sentence) is the NP subject. Complements of lexical
heads such as nouns or verbs are realised as YP, that is, maximal projections. In The

name of the rose, for example, of the rose is the complement to the Noun name; in




I went to the cinema, to the cinema is the complement of the verb went. Languages

vary as to whether the specifier and the complements are on the same side (to the left
of the head X or to the right of it) or not. A language can be "head initial" or "head
final", according to whether the complements precede or follow a head. In general the
specifier occupies a position higher in the phrase structure than the complement
position. The specifier is immediately dominated by the maximal level of projection,
X" (also expressed as XP), and the complement immediately dominated by X’. The
configuration in 1) is the "unmarked" order of a "head initial" language. In a head
initial language the complement will follow the head and be ordered on the opposite
side of the specifier. If a language is head final the complement will precede the head

and will ordered on the same side as the specifier.

Functional categories, such as AGReement and NEGation also conform to the X-bar
schema. Indeed, AGR is considered a head, which projects its own maximal

projection, AGRP, and has a specifier and a complement:

2) AGRP
SPEC AGR’
AGR (Compl)

The standard assumption has been to consider the Spec-head relation to be relevant
for the assignment of structural Case to the subject position (the subject being defined
configurationally as the specifier of IP), while the object position is assigned Case
under government by V. Under what Chomsky (1992) calls the minimalist program,
modules of grammar such as Case Theory can be reformulated. Structural Case can
be regarded as an expression of the SPEC-HEAD relation, with AGR (a collection of
phi features such as gender, number, person) as head and the NP it Case-marks in its
SPEC. Two AGRs are needed if two NPs require structural Case. Chomsky proposes

that in the case where the VP has only one NP then one of the two AGR elements
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will be ‘active’ - and the other AGR inert or missing. If AGR-subject is ‘active’ then
the NP will have the properties of the subject of a transitive clause, thus determining

the properties of Nominative-Accusative languages.

Relations in this "minimalist program" are expressed in terms of how local elements
relate to the head X of the X-bar structure XP. Three relations are recognized:
specifier, complement and adjoined. The specifier position is associated with
morphological checking. AGR and T have two functions: they check the properties of
V (which rises to T and AGR) and the properties of NP (which rises to the SPEC
position) and thus assure that the NP-subject and V are properly paired. The
movement of T to AGR varies from language to language: Belletti (1990) observes
that in French only tensed verbs move to AGR, with the consequence that V does not

move past the past participial AGR head in:

3) Jean n’a rien compris

John hasn’t understood anything
A similar sentence is ungrammatical in Italian:

4) *Gianni non ha niente capito

John hasn’t understood anything

This is argued by Belletti (ibid.) to be due to the fact that in French a lexical verb
doesn’t move to AGR if it is not combined with a morphological Tense inflection. In
Italian the verb always moves to AGR. Hence in 3) the past participle in French
cannot move to AGR-object because it lacks tense; in Italian, in 4) the verb moves
over the VP-adjoined quantifier (niente) to reach AGR. This explanation relies on the

existence of an Agreement-object phrase, which we shall fully discuss in Chapter 5.

Furthermore, Chomsky (1992) proposes that a language might allow either weak or
strong inflection. After Pollock (1989) it is argued that languages such as French have
"strong" AGR (ie the V-features of AGR are strong in French)', which forces overt

11



raising, whereas English-type languages have weak AGR, which blocks raising.

1.2 The Structure of IP

Early GB analyses dealt with categories such as S’ and S for categories which
traditionally were referred to as clause and sentence. However, S’ and S do not follow
the X-bar schema. IP, (the projection of INFL) is then equivalent to S(entence) in
former models of GB grammar, properly expressed in the X-bar framework. The

Sentence is in this respect a projection of an inflection node.

Let us look at the internal structure of IP closely. After Pollock (1989), inflection is
not considered anymore as one constituent with two different sets of features, Tense
and Agreement, but instead as an "articulated" structure: each of these sets of features
is the syntactic head of a maximal projection, in this case Agreement and Tense
Phrase (AGRP and TNSP). Another functional category, NEGation, is also considered
in Pollock’s theory to project its own maximal projection, NegP. Each maximal
projection in IP is a potential barrier for certain types of movement. Pollock (ibid.)
draws a comparison between English and French based on the evidence of verbal
movement. Taking AGRP to exist in the IP structure of English and French, Pollock
argues that AGRP is "defective" in Modern English, (that is, it is not an inherent
barrier), but not in French. AGRP in both languages is a complement of Tense or Neg.
IP is analysed by Pollock as Tense Phrase (TNSP) and is an inherent barrier for
movement. In addition, there is a Negative Phrase (NEGP) which is also an inherent
barrier. We shall discuss the properties of NegP in Chapter 3.

We have sketched so far the main functional components of the "sentence", all of
them conforming to X’ theory. At clause level, (former S’), we encounter a higher
projection, CP, the complementizer phrase. This phrase is a projection of the
functional head C, which also enters in an agreement relation with its own SPEC, as
we shall see in Chapter 2. We shall next consider whether the structural relation of

SPEC-head agreement realised at IP level can be found at a lower grammatical level.
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We would like to see if this relation holds at the level of the nominal phrase.

1.3 The Structure of NP and DP

There are syntactic reasons to regard the Noun Phrase as a ‘mini’ sentence: in the NP
we find SPEC-head agreement (overt in most languages) between the ’specifier’ (for
example, a determiner) and a head (a noun), in the form of overt features such as
number, gender and person. This can be best appreciated in a Romance language,

Spanish for example, in which such type of agreement holds:

9) /NP
det \N’
esta N
heroina

We can see that the determiner esta (this) and heroina (heroine) show morphological

agreement, without which the nominal phrase is ungrammatical.

This evidence had led many to argue for the presence of INFL in the Noun Phrase.
Abney (1987) views the NP as a sentence in this respect, a projection of the
determiner, which is in his analysis regarded as a functional element. As such, it
belongs to the same class as C and I. What is important for us is that D projects a
phrasal node and takes a complement like other categories (D can select NP, AP, or
Quantifier Phrases). In accordance with the X-bar schema, the SPEC position of DP
can be filled with a maximal projection (XP), so that SPEC of DP is reserved as the
‘subject’ position of the nominal phrase. Abney points out that in many languages the

NP structure is more like a sentence than in English, in that for example a possessed
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Noun agrees with its possessor in the same way that the Verb agrees with the the
subject. This is attested in Hungarian:
10) Mari vendeg - ¢ - 0
the Mary-nom guest possd - 3rd p sing (= Mary)
‘Mary’s guest’

According to Abney (ibid.), only functional categories can host AGR; thus for Abney
there is an AGR occupying a head position in the noun phrase: a possessed noun
agrees with its subject in the same way that V agrees with its subject’. The existence
of AGR in the sentence (that is in IP) leads Abney to argue in favour of the presence
of an Infl node in the NP°. For Abney, the NP is headed by an element similar to
INFL, (AGR). This INFL-like element is the determiner, the head D. The determiner
is for Abney a non-lexical category, a functional head. In Hungarian, observes Abney,

there is co-occurrence of agreement and nominative case, as in:

11) az en kalap-om
the I (nom.) hat 1st sing
‘My hat’
12) a Peter kalap - ja
the Peter (nom) hat 3rd sing

‘Peter’s hat’

In these examples, kalap agrees with its possessor, marking the person and number
with an agreement marker (om for 1st person singular ja for 3rd person singular). This

agreement marker and the possessor noun (in 11) en and in 12) Peter) are mutually

dependent.

For this reason, Abney takes AGR to be attached to D; that is, the determiner is the
lexical instantiation of the inflectional head. This can also be seen in the following

Hungarian sentence:

14



13)  Peter mindes kalapja
Peter’s every hat

‘Each of Peter’s hat’

Abney (ibid.) assigns the following configuration to the latter:

14)

Peter; D \NP

)
kalapja

In the above structure we take the noun phrase in the SPEC of DP, Peter, to be co-
indexed with D, in the same way that the SPEC of IP is co-indexed with I for
agreement purposes. The function of AGR in D at S-structure is to assign case to the
subject, Peter. Abney argues that a prohibition against doubly-filled Determiners holds
in Hungarian at S-structure, but not at LF. This would permit the marker ja to raise
to D at LF and case-assign Peter. This illustrates that the pattern of SPEC-head
agreement is also present in the DP and that in languages like Hungarian it is

morphologically articulated.

The existence of a CP in the nominal clause, because of the similarity between IP and
NP (DP) has been thought plausible, and analyses presented for non-Romance
languages such as Greek (Horrocks & Stavrou 1987), Turkish (Ouhalla 1988) and
Hungarian (Szabolsci 1987) seem to show that such proposal is not far-fetched. These
analyses maintain that the function of the complementizer, at clause level, is to

nominalize sentences. At nominal level, Ouhalla (1988) proposes that in Hungarian

15



and Greek the C position is held by the determiner.

1.4 Agreement-Subject Phrase

There are two kinds of Verb-NP agreement in the sentence, one involving the subject
NP, and the other involving the object NP. Following Chomsky (1992) we propose
two agreement elements: the subject-agreement element, AGR-s, and the object-
agreement element, AGR-o. Because of their Case assigning properties,
configurationally we expect AGR-s to be "close" to the subject NP, while AGR-o
should be "close” to the object NP. We shall deal with Agreement-object Phrase in
Chapter 5. Both AGR-subject and AGR-object depend on a government relation
between AGR and the NP. Essentially we are working with an IP structure such as the

following:
15) AGRP-s
/
SPEC AGR-s’
N
NP  AGR-s (TNSP)
(NegP)
AN
AGRP-0
S
SPEC AGR-0’
N\
AGR-o VP
/
\%

16



Further, it is assumed that the hierarchical order of the functional phrases (whether
AGRP dominates TNSP or viceversa) is parametrized and is language-specific. (Other
functional phrases such as NEGP are subject to the same parametrization). All

functional phrases in the schema expand according to X-bar theory.

The most salient example of SPEC-head agreement is between the specifier and the
head in AGRP-s, if we take Agr-s to be the maximal projection of INFL. In most
languages the NP which occupies the SPEC position of IP overtly agrees with the
verb, be it in number, person and/or gender. AGR-s is the functional head of the
Agreement-subject phrase, to which V attaches in order to acquire inflectional

features. The subject NP gets Case because it occupies the SPEC position of AgrP-s.

1.5 Subject clitic doubling

However, there is another instance of SPEC-head agreement in AgrP-s. Certain
Northern Italian dialects such as Trentino and Fiorentino, as the data from the work
of Rizzi (1986) and Brandi & Cordin (1986) show, seem to present subject clitics
which "double" the subject pronoun. These dialects display properties of both Null
Subject Languages and non Null Subject Languages (henceforth NSL). Trentino and
Fiorentino require subject clitics in contexts in which standard Italian would allow null

subjects, even when a lexical subject is present:

16)  Trentino: El Gianni el magna

John eats

17)  Trentino: (pro) el magna

(he) eats

17



18) Standard Italian:

Gianni mangia

John eats

mangia

(he) eats

In these dialects the subject NP is allowed to be phonetically null, like in 17), but then
the subject clitic obligatorily appears. A sentence without the subject clitic is

ungrammatical in these dialects:

19) Trentino: * magna

(he) eats

This is why they cannot be considered null subject dialects but only partially pro-drop
dialects. Another characteristic of these dialects is that they present gaps in the
paradigm of subject clitics: the subject clitic is optional for the 1st person singular of
Fiorentino, and for the 1st person (singular and plural) and 2nd person plural of

Trentino.

20) Fiorentino: (E) parlo
I speak

21) Trentino: Parlo
I speak

Parlem
We speak

Parlé

You(pl) speak

18



Rizzi (1986), among others, views the subject clitic as the ‘spell out’ of the
pronominal features of AGR, overtly realised in these dialects. This trait, Rizzi (ibid)
notes, was appropriately called "rideterminazione dell’accordo” in traditional Italian
dialectology - reduplication of agreement. This he claims is akin to currrent
approaches to null subject languages which argue that rich morphological agreement
in the verbal system "recovers" the missing subject. This is also why the null
pronominal form pro in null subject languages like Italian can occupy SPEC, AgrP-s,
as it is governed by AGR-s in this position. In the Northern Italian dialects the subject
clitic is the spell-out of AGR-s, that is, the "strong" AGR is realised in phonetic form

and in concrete verbal morphology.

1.6 SPEC-Head Agreement in IP-subject

Northern Italian dialects of the kind described in the previous section provide a clear
case where the NP-subject agrees in person, number and gender with the subject clitic.
We would like to suggest that subject clitic doubling is an example of SPEC-head
agreement in the AGR-s Phrase. However, this is not a unique phenomenon in
Romance. Kayne (1983) argues that French has got subject clitics* in the NP-subject
position (present SPEC,AGR-s) which cliticize to the verb at PF level. As a lexical

subject can also occur, the latter is argued to attach to a TOP position:

22) Jean, il mange

John, he eats

19



TOP IP
Jean NP r
VAN
il I VP
/
v
|
mange

An analysis of the type in 23) is unsuitable for Northern Italian dialects. First of all,
Trentino and Fiorentino subject clitics are not like French subject clitics, that is clitics
at the phonological level, as they present gaps in the subject clitic paradigm (see 20
and 21). In addition, French is not a pro-drop language, so the subject has got to be
syntactically realised. Sentence 22) is grammatically correct if there is a pause

between Jean and il parle, that is, they are in complementary distribution, which is not

the case in the Italian Trentino dialect:
Cf
24) French: *Jean il mange

Jean he eats

25) Trentino: El Gianni el magna

Gianni he eats

This suggests that the nominal phrase and the subject clitic are independent of each

other. Both Jean parle and jl parle are grammatical in French. This is not so in the

Northern Italian dialects (Trentino: * El Gianni magna vs. el magna). In French, Rizzi

(1986) argues then, (following Kayne (1983)), that subject clitics are base-generated
in subject position (SPEC of IP) and then cliticize at the phonological level to the

20



verb. Lowering movements are not permitted in the grammar: this is why the subject
clitic couldn’t move from the [SPEC,AgrP-s] position to Agr-s in the syntax.
However, there are some dialects of French, such as Pied Noir French, according to
Ouhalla (1990), in which there is no phonological break between the NP subject and
the clitic as there is in Standard French. In this respect Pied Noir French resembles

the Northern Italian dialects and Jean il mange in this dialect could receive the

analysis proposed for El Gianni el magna.

In the case of the Northern italian dialects, Rizzi (ibid.) concludes that the subject
clitic does not occupy the SPEC of AGRP position, but that the lexical NP it doubles
does. The subject clitic is base-generated in AGR-subject, and is the "spelling out" of
the pronominal features of AGR. the structural representation favoured (after Rizzi
(1986) and Brandi & Cordin (1986)) for these Northern Italian dialects has therefore

the following configuration:®

26) AGRP-subject
SPEC AGR-§’
| /N
E! Gianni AGR-s VP
-/
el v .
magna

The subject clitic doubles a nominal phrase. The role of the clitic in these dialects is

very much that of "rich" AGR in null subject languages such as Spanish.
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ENDNOTES

1. Kayne (1989) argues that AGR in reality is "weak" in French in comparison with
Italian, which means that "weak" and "strong" AGR are relative properties. We shall
discuss the role of AGR in Italian and French in the context of the grammaticality of
clitic climbing in Chapter 4.

2. For Abney(1987) German also provides evidence that the determiner is the head of
the noun phrase, since in German determiners display the full paradigm of person,
number and gender marking, whereas nouns are marked, for the most part, only for
number. The determiner position is the actual site of the NP grammatical features.
Moreover, the determiner in German does not agree with the noun like a modifier

would do:

1) Der Mann

The man

Some nominal clauses in regional dialects (Saxonian, Thuringia, Bavaria) lend

themselves to a DP analysis even more than those of Standard German:

2) dem Peter seine Schwester
the Peter his sister

‘Peter’s sister’
Ct.

3) (Standard German): Peters Schwester

3. Some other authors such as Guéron (1986) have also argued for the existence of
AGR in the determiner. Gueron’s theory rests on the claim that in French, not in
English, the definite determiner may be construed as a pronominal anaphor, ie. a

pronominal with no independent reference, eg in:
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1) Jean, 1¢ve [la main];

John raises the (= his) head

Jean and la_main form a lexical chain (a chain related by anaphoric binding). It is

assumed (after Chomsky 1981) that ‘a chain is a set of two or more nominals related
by anaphoric binding, and interpreted as a single argument at LF’. Guéron states that
because DET shows the features number and gender in French, the DET contains
AGR. AGR in French is a pronominal. Therefore the definite determiner can function

as a nominal when it contains AGR.

4. A pronominal subject in French must be overt, as French is not a pro-drop
language. We find that French has two sets of pronouns: strong forms (moi,

toi,lui/elle, nous, vous, eux/elles) and weak forms (je, tu, il/elle, nous, vous, ils/elles).

Case is morphologically realised on the weak forms only. According to Haegeman
(1991) the strong forms are like full NPs in that they have no overt Case-marking.
Haegeman presents the following arguments in favour of considering French subject

pronominal forms as clitics, as they show the following characteristics:

a. They must be adjacent to the verb (the only elements which are allowed to

intervene are other clitics):

1) * 11 souvant va

He often goes

2) 1l le voit souvant

He sees it often

b. Morphologically, the weak subject pronouns behave like clitics as they form one

word with the verb:
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3) Pinvite Jean

I invite Jean

c. Subject noun phrases can have intervening lexical material before the verb:

4) Jean souvant va

Jean often goes

d. Weak subject forms cannot be modified, whereas strong forms can:

5) * IIs deux vont au marché

“They two go to the market’

6) Eux deux vont au marché

e. Strong forms can be conjoined with other NPs, weak subject forms do not accept

this:

7) * Jean et je voulons

‘John and I want’

8) Jean et moi voulons

f. There are also phonological differences: strong forms can be stressed, weak subject

forms cannot;

9) Lui partira demain

‘He will leave tomorrow’
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