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Foreword 
by Arnold M. Zwicky 

The problematic nature of items that are word-like in some ways 
but affix-like in others - clitics, in the broadest sense of that term 
-has been appreciated for millennia. The term 'enclitic' originates 
with the grammarians of Ancient Greek; 'proclitic' and the generic 
term 'clitic' were coined as grammarians and, eventually, linguists 
(in the modern sense) attempted to describe languages of a wide 
variety of structures. 

In modern descriptions, until recently, clitics have been gener­
ally treated as constituting a special external layer of affixation, 
exterior to all uncontroversially inflectional affixes, and thus as a 
kind of (literally) marginal morphology, though as in the Sapir 
quotation with which Klavans began her 1980 University College 
London dissertation, (Some Problems in a Theory of Clitics), many 
analysts have expressed the intuition that clitics are syntactic for­
matives. 

Further advances in understanding the nature of clitics had to 
wait upon the development of formal grammatical frameworks, es­
pecially for syntax; a certain level of explicitness is necessary for 
problems even to be seen and articulated. Within the broad family 
of frameworks known as 'generative grammar', this level does not 
seem to h?-ve been reached until the late 1970s. Though it builds 
on much earlier theoretical and descriptive work, Klavans's disser­
tation (known especially through the version distributed in 1982 by 
the Indiana University Linguistics Club) is in fact the first attempt 
to fit clit~cs of all types within a generative grammar. 

Xl 



xii On Clitics & Cliticization 

The proposal is to treat clitics as (forms of) lexical items, with 
each such item marked for a small number of special syntactic 
and phonological properties, the 'parameters' of cliticization. The 
distribution of any particular clitic is thus seen as resulting from 
the simultaneous satisfaction of two types of distributional require­
ments on lexical items, syntactic and phonological. 

Not surprisingly, the ensuing literature takes issue with virtu­
ally every detail of this proposal. Is there really a place for all 
clitics within this system, or are there two or more distinct types, 
subject to different sorts of distributional requirements? Are there 
eight different possible types of clitics within a particular syntac­
tic domain, or does Klavans's system exaggerate the range of cli.tic 
phenomena? Are there no truly morphological requirements on 
clitic distributions, or does morphology provide parameters in ad­
dition to, or instead of, the ones Klavans lists? The richness of the 
literature on clitics since 1980 is in large part attributable to the 
fact that Klavans put forward clear, strong hypotheses that others 
could pursue, elaborate upon, reject, or replace with better ones. 

Arnold M. Zwicky 
University Professor 
Ohio State University 
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Preface 

The impetus for this thesis came from a quotation in Sapir (1930), 
Southern Paiute, a Shoshonean language, in which the following 
discussion of ENCLISIS is given: 

By enclisis is meant the suffixing of certain elements to 
any· word in the sentence, the resulting complex con­
stituting a firm phonetic, but not a strictly formal, 
unit. Enclitic elements, except for some of the pro­
nouns, never occur in other than enclitic form. In 
a "word" like ivi' uunt'car':lani 'did I take a drink?', 
the preterital -ntca-, the interrogative -r':la-, and the 
pronominal -ni 'I' are enclitic elements, not true suf­
fixes, the true "word," formally speaking, consisting 
only of ivi'uu'to take a drink' (ivi- 'to drink' + mo­
mentaneous suffix -uu- ). This is shown by the fact 
that the enclitic cluster (n)tcar':lani can be appended, 
without bringing about any formal modifications, to a 
preceding word in the sentence; e.g. qan·i'va·tcar':lan 
ivi' u u' house-at-preterite-interrogative-I drink-momen­
taneous', 'did I drink at the house?'. Phonetically, the 
form 'did-1-at-the-house?' is a perfect unit, morpholog­
ically it is a word (qan·i-va·- 'house at') plus a number 
of exteriorly segmented elements that have no indepen­
dent existence. Enclisis is neither true suffixation nor 
juxtaposition of independent elements. It has the exter­
nal characteristics of the former (including strict adher­
ence to certain principles of order), the inner feeling of 
the latter. It is one of the most characteristic processes 

1 
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of Paiute, doubtless of Plateau Shoshonean generally 
... (Sapir 1930:70-71, my emphasis- JLK) 

The word-like and the suffix-like properties of clitics still pose 
problems for linguistic theory today. 

Indeed, many languages contain a set of elements called CLITICS 

which seem to exhibit some of the properties of the word and some 
of the properties of the affix. Due to this unclear linguistic status, 
clitics present interesting theoretical problems to analyses of lan­
guage in which words are treated at a different level of description 
and analysis from affixes. The aim of this thesis is to clarify the 
status of clitics in linguistic theory. 

This investigation shows that cliticization is not a totally tfhi­

fied phenomenon. Asymmetries in the behavior of phonological 
and syntactic clitics show that no single principle predicts all clitic 
behavior. Instead a set of five independent parameters is shown 
to be necessary to an adequate analysis of clitics. While the five 
parameters are the same for all clitics, the way a single lexically 
marked clitic interacts with these principles will affect what type of 
cliticization results, that is, whether cliticization is predominantly 
syntactic by nature, or predominantly phonological. 

The introductory sections explain modifications to the original 
five parameter system to a more efficient analysis in terms of three 
parameters. Additional data not known to me at the time the the­
sis was written are presented to instantiate predictions arising from 
the theory. Chapter 1 gives examples of some of the types of item 
which have been called clitics, and points out their different char­
acteristics. Chapter 2 considers some of the problems in arriving at 
a coherent typology of clitics, and in formulating a universal defini­
tion of the notion 'eli tic'. Chapter 3 reviews the failure of previous 
analyses for deriving and placing clitics, including Copying, Migra­
tion, Base-Generation, Subcategorization Features, Readjustment 
Rules, Boundary Reduction, and Metrical Restructuring. Chap­
ter 4 presents an alternative way to view cliticization in terms of five 
independent parameters which make empirical predictions about 
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about possible clitic types. These predictions, and other implica­
tions of the proposed analysis, are discussed. It is argued that the 
only way to formulate a unified analysis of cliticization is by dis­
tinguishing these five parameters as independent, but inter-related. 
Finally, Chapter 5 considers the morphology of host-clitic groups 
with particular emphasis on the relation between stress and cliti­
cization. 


