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ThisarticleexaminesthebehaviorofthreeadverbialcliticparticlesinRomanian.The

cliticsexhibitahighdegreeofpolysemy,andhaveus?swhichcannotbeclassi丘ed
unambiguously.Itisarguedthatthethreeparticlesarelnanintermediatestageofaprocess
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1.Theadverbialcliticsmat,Si,tot

Grammarbookscancreatetheillusionthatlanguagesareneatlyorderedsystems,with

wordsandconstructionsflttingsmoothlyintoclearlylabeledslots,Thispaperwilldiscuss

thecaseofthreeitemsthatdefy thelabeledslotapproachtolanguagedescription,the

adverbialcliticsmai,?iandtotinRomanian.

Romanianhasalargenum berofcliticelementsbelongingtOdifferentwordclasses:

pronouns,auxiliaries,complementizers,adverbs.Thecliticstendtoclusterontheleft

peripheryoftheverbinarigidlyfixedorderl･

(1) ca nu I-am mai vazut2

lCOMP neg pron-aux adv] see

(地at)Ihaven■tseenhimanymore.

Ascanbeseen丘omexample(1),血eadverbialcliticsoccupytheslotclosesttothe

verbalhostinthecliticcluster.Theymaybeseparatedby血everbonlybyaspect

auxiliaries.Allotherorderingvariationsareprohibited,asillustratedin(2).

(2)a. ar mai fi mancat

mod adv aux-perr eat

Hewouldhavecontinuedeatlng

1Abbreviationsusedinthisarticle:ace:accusative;adv:adverb;aux:auxiliary;cl:clitic;COMP:
complementizer;dat･.dative;det:detemi ner;imp:Imperative;m:mascu)ine;mod:modal;neg:negative;
P:preposition;perf:perfect;pl:plural;pres:present;prom:pronoun;refl:renexive;sg:slngular;1:first
person;2:secondperson;3:thirdperson

2TheexamplesentencesarebasedontheauthorsintuitionasanativespeakerofRomanian･
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b. *mai ar fi mancat

adv mod aux-perf eat
c. ♯ar fi mai m孟ncat

mod aux-perr adv eat

Comparedtotheothercliticelements,theadverbialcliticshavereceivedlittle
attentioninthelinguisticliterat∬e.Traditionalgrammar,suchasGraur(1963),and
Dimitrlu,1999,doesnotdiscusstheircliticstatusandclassifiesthemintermsofmeanlng,
placlngthem inthecategoryoftimeadverbsalongsidesuchlexicalwordsasieri
'yesterday-,niciodata'never-,deja.alreadyl,inca.still.,etc.Althoughthemeamngof
individualcliticsisco汀eCtlydescribedinsuchstudies,thereisnoattempttocapture
generalizations.

Thereverseistrueforgenerativeapproaches,wherethecliticstatusandthesyntactic
propertiesresultingfromitreceiveconsiderableattentionwhilethesemanticaspectsare

largelyignored･Forexample,Dobrovie-Sorin(1993)assumesthatadverbialclitics.are
adjoinedtotheInflnodeinordertoaccountforthewordorderpeculiaritiesofvarlOuS
tensesandmodalities,butdoes notdiscussthecorrelationbetweenthispositionandthe
semanticfunctionoftheclitics.InsplteOftheirsemi-grarr-aticalstatus,theclitic
adverbsreceivethesamesemantictreatmentasregularlexicalitems,i.e.theyreceive
individualsemanticdescrlptlOnS,buttherearenoattemptstocharacterizethethreeclitics
asaclassandnocommentsaremadeontheirfunctionwithinthesystemoftheverb.

Thepositionadoptedinthisarticleisthatthethreeadverbialcliticsbelongtoa
semanticallycoherentclass,andthattheirstatusisthatofpartlygramm aticalized
aspectualmarkers.Thisanalysisexplainsthepolysemyofthecliticsandtheambiguities
intheirsyntacticstatus.Theproposaliscompatiblewiththeirrolewithinthetense-aspect
systemofRomanian.

Thearticleisorga血zedasfわllows.Section2Willwillpresentaproposalfわrtreating
thethreecliticadverbsasserru-grarrm ticalizedaspectmorphemes.Section3willdiscuss
thepolysemyofthethreecliticsandpresentanumberofcasesthatraisedifficultiesfor
anylingulSticframeworkbasedonstructuralistprinciples,approachesthatinsiston
resolvingambiguityandclassifyingformsinaunivoquemanner.Thearticlewill
concludewithsomeremarksonthestatus oftheadverbialcliticsandtheroleof

a血biguityimlanguageandlinguistictheory,

2.Aspectualmarkers

Thesemanticroleoftheadverbialcliticscanbeassociatedwiththedistinction

betweencontinuous(imperfective)andperfective,althoughnoneofthethreecliticshas
thefullgrarrmaticalstatusofaspectualmarker.

2･1.ContiJluOuSaspectmarkers
Themainfunctionofthecliticsmaiandtotistomarkcontinuity,asin(3a,b).Thereis

aslightsemanticdistinctionbetweenthetwo.Whilematisfairlyneutraltheuseoftothas

emotionalovertones,indicatingthespeaker'ssubjectiveattitude(surprise,irritation)
towardsthefactthattheeventiscontinulng.
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(3)a. Ion mai vorbe!te.
Ⅰon adv talk-pres
lonisstilltalking.

b. Ion tot vorbe!te.
Ion adv speak-pres.
Ionstillkeepstalking.

Dependingonvariousfactorssuchasthelexicalaspectualpropertiesoftheverbal
host,Itstensemarking,andthepresenceorabsenceofnegation,thetwocliticscanyield
differentinterpretations_Forinstance,totacqulreSaniterativereadingwithtelicverbs,as
in(4),andattachingmaitothepastfわrmofverbsyieldsanexperientialreading,asin(5).

(4)a. Ion vine pe aici.
Ion come-pres P here
loncomes/willcome/iscominghere.

b. Ion tot vine pe aici.
Ion adv come-pres P here
lonkeepscominghere.

(5)a. Am mancat susbi
aux-past-lsg eat sushi
late/haveeatensushi

b. Am mai mancat sushi

aux-past-lsg adv eat sushi
lhaveeatensushi(befわre).

Thistypeofpolysemyisfoundwithprogressiveformscross-1ingulStically-The
experientialreadingofmaiisreminiscentoftheperfectreadingoftheJapanese-teiru
form.Thehabitualoriterativeinterpretationofprogressiveformsiscross-1ingulStically

extremelyfrequent,cf･Bybee(I994)･Thspolysemyofthecliticssupportstheanalysisin
termsofgrarrmaticalization;thesemanticchangesInvolvedarelesslikelytooccurwith
individuallexicalitems,butarenotsurprlSlngifthemorphemeshaveacquiredthestatus
ofaspectualmarkers.

Theadverbialcliticscanco10ccur,Subjecttosemanticandsyntacticrestrictions.
Whencombinedasin(6a,b),themaiandtotcanmarkonlycontinuity.Althoughficanbe
usedincombinationwiththeotheradverbialclitics,血easpectualreadingbecomes

unavailable･Thesemanticroleofgiin(6C)istocreatepragmaticimplicatures,afunction
discussedinSection3.2._TheblockingoftheaspectualreadinglStObeexpectedifthe
semanticroleoffiis,aswillbearguedinthenextsection,tomarkperfectivity;the
aspectualfeaturesoffiwouldclashwiththoseofmaiandtot.

(6)a_ Tot mai ploua
adv adv rain

ltisstillralnlng.
b. Nu mai tot

neg adv adv
Don-tkeepcrltlCIZlng･

critica.

criticize-imp
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c. sa mai !i radem unpIC
COMP adv adv laugh alittle
LetつSlaughabit(implied:notbeseriousallthetime).

2.2.Perfect

Thefunctionoffiislessobviouslyassociatedwithaspectualdistinctions.English
translationsofsentencescontainingtheclitic,suchas(7)below,employtheadverb
'alreadyy,butthisdoesnotmeanthatfiitselfcanberegardedastheequivalentofthe
Englishadverb.Itwouldbeclosertorealitytosaythat,likeEnglishsentencescontalmng
theadverbalready,RomaniansentencesfiguringtheadverbialcliticSihaveconventional
implicaturestotheeffectthatsomeeventhasbeencompletedearlierthanexpected.Two
semanticaspectsareimportant,thecompletionoftheeventandtheevaluationby山e
speaker.ThetwopropertiesmaketheRomaniansentencessemanticallysimilartoEnglish
presentpertTectconstructions,theydescribeacompletedevent,buttheeventisrelatedto
themomentofspeechthroughthespeaker'sevaluation.

(7) Ion a !i ajuns.
Ion aux-past adv a汀ive
lonhasalreadya汀ived.

Thecliticfllnitsaspectualreadingcol0ccurSOnlywithpast,non-continuousformsof
theverb,orwithnarrativepresentThisfact,Combinedwiththeblockingoftheaspectual
readinginthepresenceofthecliticsmaiandfor,supportstheanalysisof!iasamarkerof
theperfect,

2.3.TheroleoftheadverbialcliticsintheRomanianverbsystem
Thecliticadverbsplayanimportantroleinresolvingaspectualambiguities.The

Romanianverblacksanumberofaspectualdis血ctionsinsomeof血etenses.Thus,there
isnomarkingfortheprogressiveinthepresent,althoughthereisinthepast.Theperfect
ismarkedinthepastandfutureoftheindicative,aswellasinthesubjunctiveand
desiderativemood,butthereisnoformequlValenttotheEnglishpresentperfect.The
adverbialcliticsservetodisambiguatebetweenneutralizedaspectualinterpretations.For
instance,thepresentformofanactlVltyVerbsuchasstudia'study.canhaveaprogressive
orapresent,genericorhab血al,interpretationasillustratedin(8a).Addingtheclitics〝Mf
ortotwillyieldanunambiguouslyprogressivereadingasin(8b).

(8)a. Ion studiaza.
Ion s山dy-pres
lonisstudying.
Ionstudies.

b, Ion mai/totstudiaza.

Ion adv study-pres
lonisstillstudying.

Theuseoftotwithdynamicverbsresolvestheambiguity betweensimple,
non-progressivepresent,andprogressive/iterativein免voroftheiterativereadingas
illustratedinthecontrastbetween(9a)and(9b).

-150-



AmbiguityinMorphologicalandSyntacticAnalyses

(9)a. Ion se plange.
lon cl-refl cry-pres
loncomplains
loniscomplaining･
Ionkeepscomplaining.

b. ion se tot plange.
Ion cl-refl adv cry-pres
lonkeepscomplaining

Theperiphrasticpastform,inspiteofitsn.amingperfectcompuslcompositeperfect',is
ambiguousbetweenasimplepastinterpretationandapresentperfectinterpretation.The
cliticfllSusedtoexpresssurprlSeatthecompletionoroccurrenceoftheevent.As suchit
servestorelatetheeventdescribedbytheverbtothemomentofspeakingandobviates
thesimplepastinterpretation,yieldinga(present)perfectreading.

(10)a. Ion a plecat.
Ion aux leave
lonhasleft.
lonleR.

b. Ion a !l Plecat･
Ion aux adv leave

lonhasalreadyleft･

An exhaustiveanalysisofthesyntacticpropertiesandthesemanticroleoftheclitic
adverbsisbeyondthescopeofthispaper.Theaimoftheprecedingdiscussionwasto
showthatthereisagrammaticalizationprocessinprogress,andthatasaconsequenceof
thisprocess,thethreeadverbialcliticscanberegardedacoherentclasswitheasily
recoghizablemorpho-syntacticandthefunctiontodisambiguatebetweenneutralized
aspectualoppositions.Thedisambiguatingfunctionisinterestlngifweconsiderthefact
thatallthethreecliticsexhibitpolysemousbehaviorwhichresultsinambigulty.

3･Semanticscopeandambiguity

Thissectionwilldiscussanothersharedpropertyoftheadverbialclitics,namelythe
factthattheyallhavehomophones,asillustratedin(11).

(ll)a. Vreau o cana mal mare.
want-1sg-pres a cup adv large
lwantalargercup.

b. Am nc孟 tot zaharu1.

tbrow-imp det sugar
Throwallthesugar.

C. Copill Canta !i danseaza,
Children sIng and dance
Thechil血enareslnglnganddancing.
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Althoughthehomophonesdonotrepresentasinglesyntacticclass,血eysharesome
properties.Allthehomophonesareitemswithhighfrequency.Theyarecloseclassitems
whosesemanticfunctionbelongstotheloglCaldomaln;quantifiers,connectors,operators.
Thus,thecliticadverbSiishomophonouswiththecoordinateconjunction,mattothe
comparativemarkerandtottoadeterminerfunctionlngaSumiversalquantifier.The
existenceofhomophonesforallthecliticsishardtoexplainonthetraditionalaccount,
whichtreatsthem aslexicaladverbs,butisnotsurprlSlngifthegramm aticalization
accountproposedaboveisadopted.

Althoughthetwosemanticpolesassociatedwitheachfom areeasytodeflne,thereis
acontinuumofusagesscalingthesemanticspaceinbetween,anditisimpossibletofind
thepol山wherethetwodiverge.Thereseemstobelittlesemanticconnectionbetween血e
coordinateconjunctioninterpretationoffiandtheadverbialsense'already..Thesameis
truefortheotherforms.Theumiversalquantifiersenseofthepronoun totseemstobe
semanticallyquiteremotefromtheadverbialusemarkingcontinuity.Inthecaseofmat,
thegramm aticalfunctionofcomparativemarkerisquitedistinctfrom theaspectual
function.An examinationofalargeramountofdatarevealsaseriesofusagesconnectlng
thetwosemanticpolesassociatedwitheachofthethreeitems,

Whatappearstobeaclearcaseofhomophonyatfirstsight,turnsouttobeafteralla
caseofpolysemy,Thepolysemyaccountisnotwithoutitsproblems,however.Thereare
certainsenseswhere血esyntacticandthesemanticpropertiesofthecliticsappeartobe
mismatched.Thedeep-setambiguityofthepalrSOfso-Calledhomophonescouldbe
regardedasmanifestationtheongoinggramm aticalizationprocess.Languageinthisarea
isnotyetfixed,butinafluidstage.InthefollowlngSectioniwillillustratethesemantic
rangecoveredbyeachofthethreecliticsanddiscusstheproblematicuses.

3.1.Thesematlticsofmal'

Thefirstitemonthelist,mai,istheleastproblematic.Etymologicallyitisrelatedto
theLatinmaior'large'.Although,atfirstsight,thecliticappearstohaveawidesemantic
scope,ranglng丘omcomparativemarkertoaspectualadverb,血econceptofadditivity
uderscoresalltheuses,ascanbeseenfromtheexapmiesin(12).Thecomparativesense
refersto'more',anadditionalamount,ofaquality,whileintheaspectualuse,weare
dealingwith'anadditionalamountofthesameprocess.

(12)a. Acestaeste ma主 scump.
this is adv expensive
Thisoneismoreexpensive.

b. Pune -1 mai la血eapta.
put cl-3-sg一madv toright
Putitmoretotheright.

C. Mai vino pe lanoi.
adv come around prom-1-pl
Comevisitusagaln.

d. Copilul mai doarme,
child adv sleep
Thechildisstillsleeplng.
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Thesemanticdistinctioncomparativevs.contimative,isrouguyassociatedwith
syntacticdistinctions.Thecomparativesense'more'occurswhentheadverbmodifies
adjectives,adverbs,orprepositionalphrases,whiletheaspectualuseemergesonlywhen
theadverbisinpre-verbalposition.However,theseparationisnotwa'tertight,as
illustratedbyexamples(12C)and(12d),bothinvolvingtheadverbmodifyingtheverb.In

(12C)thereadingisclosertothe'more'sense,whereas(12d)isclearlyaninstanc.eofthe
aspectualsense.ThetwoexamplesillustratehowtheadditivereadingisfadingIntothe
aspectualone.

Theonlylessthantransparentuseofthecliticisfoundinconstructionswereit
modifiesaclause,asin(13).

(13)a. Mai ca te-am crezut.
Adv comp prom-2sg-accaux believe
lnearlybelievedyou.

b. Mai sa cad.

Adv comp fall-lsg
lnearlyfell.

h(13),thecliticappearsinastructureoftheform(14),

(14) mailscomplementizer.."]

Theconstructionisassociatedwithamodalinterpretationofirrealis,andthecliticcan
beparaphrasedas.almost','nearly',expresslngProximitybetweentheirrealiseventand
reality.Althoughitmaybepossibletotrace血emodalproximitysensetotheadditive
senseofmai,theprocessrequiresconsiderableingenuity,andwillnotbeattemptedinthis
article.

Thesemanticbehaviorofmaiwillbefわundwiththeotheradverbialclitics.A

superficialanalysisSuggeststheexistenceoftwoitemssufrlCientlydivergentsemantically
toberegardedashomophones.Oncloserscrutlny,however,asema山iccontinuumis
revealedbetween血etwopoles.AtacertainpolntOnthecontinuum,itbecomes
impossibletoseparatethesenses,andaformcannotbegivenanunambiguoussemantic
description.

3.2.TheusesofSi
Theadverbialcliticダihasahomophonousfわrmusedasthecoordinateconjunction,

co汀eSpOndingto àndつ.Thetwohomophonesareassociatedwithdistinctsyntactic
properties.Theadverbialuseillustratedin(7)isavailableonlyinpre-verbalposition.The
conjunction,Ontheotherhandisnotsubjecttoanysimilarsyntacticrestriction.As
illustratedin(15),theconjunctionficanlinknouns,adjectives,orsentences.

(15)a. Ion !i Maria auvenit
lon and Maria auxcome.
IonandMariacame.

b. Ion este inteligent !l nOrOCOS.
Ion is intelligent and lucky.
Ionisintelligentandlucky.
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c. Ion a pierdut !i Maria aca!tlgat.
lon aux lost and Maria auxwin
lonlostandMariawon.

Romaniandoesnothaveaspecialcorrelativeconjunction,butrepeatsthec0-0rdinate
conJunCtioninordertoachievethesameeffectasEnglishboth...and...,asillustratedin
(16).

(16)a. Si lon !i Maria auvenit.
And Ion and Maria auxcome
BothュonandMariahavecome.

h Ion este !i inteligent !l nOrOCOS.
Ion is and intelligent and lucky.
Ionisbothintelligentandlucky.

ThecorrelativeconjunctionuserequirestwoCOnJunCtS,eachmarkedwitha
conjunction.Thereisasemanticallyrelateduseofgi,whichdoesnotrequireovert
multipleelements.InthiscasetheinterpretationofFiisclosetotheEnglishadverbial
particlestoooralso,anditsfunctionistocreatepragmaticimplicaturestotheeffectthat
themodifiedelementisnottheonlyoneinitsclass.

Thisfunctionistransparentlyderived丘omthecoordinateconjunctionusethrough
conversationalimplicatures,i.e.thepresenceofthecoordinateconjunctionintheabsence
ofaconJolntelementgivesraisetotheimplicaturethattheovertelementisnottheonly
initsclass,andthatthereexistssomeotheritem,notovertlymentioned,whichsharesits
properties,seeCaluianu(1995)fordetails.

(17)a, Si Maria ave血t.
and Maria auxcome
Mariahascometoo.

b. Ion e !l nOrOCOS.
Ion is and lucky.
Ionisluckytoo(ontopofeverythingelse).

IfthisuseofliwerebarredfromappeannglnPre-Verbalposition,analysiswouldbe
straightforward.However,thisisnotthecase.Thepre-verbalpositionallowsboththe
pragmaticimplicaturesandaspectualreading.Intheabsenceofacontextitisoften
impossibletodecidewhichsenseisimplied,asillustratedin(18).

(18)a. A !i intrat inspital.
Aux and enter inhospital
Helュasalsobeenhospitalized.
Hehasalreadybeenhospitalized.

Astructuralistanalysisautomaticallyanalyzes(18)asacaseofhomophony,cf.Nida,
(1946:p56).Ifwearedealingwithhomophony,thetwosensesshouldbeabletocO-occur,
inthesamewaythatfimayc0-0ccurwithmaiandtot.Thisexpectationis,however,not
fulfilledascanbeseen&omexample(19),

-154-



AmbiguityinMorphologiCalandSyntacticAnalyses

(19) *a !1宇1 in tratinspital
aux clcl enterPhospital

ltcouldbearguedthattheawkwar血essof(19)isdueeithertosemantic.?r
phonologicalreasons.ThephonologlCalexplanationisimprobable.Thesequencefi-3llS
veryfrequentlyfoundinRomanian.Theacceptableexamples,however,donotinvolve
twooccu汀enCeSOftheadverbialclitic,buttheadverbialcliticandahomophonousfわrm
of血epronominalclitic,asillustratedin(20).

(20) Si-夢i cauta dedrum
and3-sg一血t search Proad
And(she)walkedon.

ltisevenpossibletoaddasecondadverbialclitictothesequence,Obtainingthree
identicalformsinarow,asin(21).

(21) s1-81夢l Cauta dedrum

conj-3-S-datadv search Proad
And(She)walkedonpromptly.

Whatrenders(21)acceptableisthefactthataclearlydistinctelement,i.e.the
pronominalclitic,intervenesbetweenthetwooccurrencesoftheadverbialii.Example

(21)castsdoubtsonthesemanticaccountfortheunacceptabilityof(19)･Iftherewer.e
somesemanticfactorpreventingthec0-Occurrenceofthetwosensesoftheclitic,lt
shouldbeseenatworkinthissentence,wherethetwosensescol0ccur,Separatedbythe
homophonouspronominalclitic.

Themostreasonableexplanationfわrtheunacceptabilityof(19)istoassumethatthe
twooccurrencesoffiareinterpretedasthesameelement,inspiteofthesemantic
distinctionsbetweentheaspectualSiandthepragmaticfi.

Toreview,inthecaseoffiwehave,ontheonehand,anumberofsemantically
closelyrelatedandsyntacticallydistinctuses:theconJunCtion,thecorrelativeconJunCtion,
andthepragmaticmarker.Ontheotherhand,therearetwosemanticallyunrelatedbut
syntacticallyidenticaluses;thepragmaticmarkerand也easpectualadverb.Ifan
ambiguous elementisdeflnedasanelementanalyzeddifferentlyatdifferentlevelsand,
asaconsequence,cannotbegivenacoherentdescrlPtlOn,fllSaPrlmeexampleofan
ambiguouselement.Althoughtheparticularsarequitedifferent,Wefoundasimilar
situationinthecaseoftot

3.3.ThesyntaxandsemanticsofLot
ThemorphoISyntaCticdifferencesbetweenitemssituatedatthetwopolesofthe

semamiccontinuum aremostobvious inthecaseoftot.Atoneend,isthevariable
pronounordeterminer,inflectedfornumberandgender,illustratedinFig(1).Atthe
otherend,istheinvariableadverb.

Fig.1
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Thesemanticlinkbetweenthetwoisnotimmediatelyobvious,ascanbeseenby
comparing(22a)and(22b).

(22)a. Au venit toti invitatii.
Aux come det guests
Alltheguestshavea汀ived

b. hvitatii tot danseaza.
guests adv dance
Theguestsarestilldancing.

Asinthecaseoffi,thereareusageswhichillustratethesemanticstepslinkingthe
twopoles.Example(23)representsacasewheretheuniversalquantifierreadingblends
intotheadverbialreading.Theliteralinterpretationoftheumiversalquantifleryields
implicatureswhichcoincidewiththeinterpretationoftheadverb,i.e.continulty,lnSucha
waythatitisimpossibletoseparatethetwo.Asillustratedinexample(23),bygoingin
onedirectionalltheway,Onecontinuesgolnginthatdirection.

(23) Mergi tot inainte.
go-imp adv/det ahead
lit.Goallahead.

fig.Keepgolngahead.

Thetwoexamplesin(22)illustratetheT?rPho-syntacticpolesassociatedwiththe
formtot･AlthoughitisnotparticularlysurprlSlngtOfindborderlinecasFs.suchas(23),
whereitisdifficult,ifnotimpossibletodecidewhichofthetwosensesISInvolved,one
hardlyexpectstofindthesamesituationwithrespecttoform.Yet,thisispreciselywhat
wefind.Example(24)illustratessuchacase.

(24) Tot omul asplra Spremaibine.
adv/det man asplre tObetter
EverymanasplreStowardsthebetter.

Distributionandinterpretationsuggestthatwearedealingwiththeuniversal
quantifiertot,thatis,thevariabledeterminer.However,thisisnotthecase.The
determinertotnormallyc0-Occurswithpluralormassnouns.Inexample(24)itmodifies
aslngularformofacountablenoun.TheinterpretationofthedetermineracqulreSthe
additionalfeatureofdistributivity.Thefわrm appearsinsentencesassociatedwitha
genericinterpretationandismostacceptablewithnounssituatedatthehighendofthe
anlmacyscale.Theuse,althoughidiomatic,isfairlyproductive.

(25)a. Tot americanul vrea savizitezeEuropa.
adv/det American want tovisitEurope
EveryAmericanwantstovisitEurope.

b. Tot mitocanul secrededomn.

adv/det oaf refl-acebelievegentleman
EveryoafimaglneShimselfagentleman.

C. Tot !colarul stacu gandullavacanta.
adv/det student taywith 血Oughttovacation
Everyschoolchildthinksaboutthevacation.
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Thereisacuriousrestrictiononthegenderofthemodiflednoun.Femininenouns
camotoccurinthisco血bination,asillustratedbytheunacceptabilityof(26).

(26) *Toata femeia vreasafiefrumoasa.
det woman wanttobebeautiful

Everywomanwantstobebeautiful.

Therearenosemanticgroundsfわrthisrestriction･AlltheexamplesglVenSOfarimply
nogenderrestriction,i.e.thesetofreferentsverylikelyincludesbothmalesandfemales.
Itisnotthecase,however,thatsemanticgendercannotbespecifledintheconstruction,as
demonstratedbytheexamples(27a,b).wherethenounsmodifiedbytothavemasculine
genderbothgrarrmaticallyandsemantically.

(27)a. Tot b孟rbatul vreasafie!ef.
adv/det man wanttobeboss

Everymanwantstobetheboss.
b. Tot motanul secredeleu.

adv/det tomcat refl-acebelievelion

Everytom-catthinksheisalion･

Theonlyplausibleexplanationfわrtheungrarr-aticalityof(26)isthatwearedealing
withthevariabledeterminertot,which,inthisparticularuse,mustbeinvariable,or
otherwisesaid,thattheitem isambiguous betweenthevariabledeterminerandthe
invariableadverb.ThesyntacticambiguitylSresolvedbylimltlngtheuseoftheformto
contextswherethesamephoneticshapeisassociatedwithbothfunctions,i.e.lot,the
masculine,slngulardetermineroradverb.Althoughsemanticgenderisnotanissue,
constructionsinvolvingformsthatdifferfromtot,theformoftheadverb,areruledout.It
isacompromisesolutionthathelpsavoidtheclashbetweenthesemanticcontentandthe
formalrequlrementS.

4.Theplaceofambiguity

ThedatapresentedinthisarticlehasshownthatitisnotpossibletoglVeaSatisfactory
accountoftheRomanianadverbialcliticsinaframeworkwhichassum esthatlexical

itemsbelongunambiguouslytoonelexicalcategoryoranother.Thethreeadverbialclitics
areemerglngaSacoherentclass,withaspeciflCroleinthetense-aspectsystemofthe
Romanianverb.At血esametime,eachofthethreeitemshashomophonousfわrms,and
theaspectualusecanbetracedback,moreorlesssmoothly,totheseformsIForeachof
thethreefornは,thereisaseriesofintermediateforms,andtherearecontextswhereit
seemsimpossibletodecidetheexactstatusoftheclitic.

Am OngtherequlrementSOfthegrlCeanmaximofmanner,figuresthedictate'avoid
ambiguity'.Inspiteofthis,linguisticsystemsseemtothriveeveninthepresenceof
ambiguity.ThebehavioroftheRomanianadverbialcliticsillustratesthispoint.Wemay
concludethat,althoughthemaximembodiesadesideratumofactualcommunication,this
maynotbeenoughtoqualify itasalawdeterminingtheorgamizationoflanguage
systems.Theubiquitous,andharmless,presenceofambiguityinlanguage,atthelevelof
morphology,Syntax,orthelexicon,mightbeduepreciselytothefactthatthemaximof
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mannerfunctionsatthepragmaticlevel.Speakerswillstrivetoavoidtheambiguities
builtintothesystem,whichforreasonsofeconomyisbuiltuponambiguities.

Theelementsdiscussedinthisarticleareinherentlyambiguous.Despitethis'flaw.,
theyhavebeenpartofthelanguageforatleast400yearswithoutanyapparentnegative

effectsontheefficiencyofcommunication.Thismightbeduetotheir'minor-status,orto
thefactthatambiguityofthesystem isnotaproblem.Ifthisistrue,itlendsweightto

Bybee-sre汀はrk,Bybee(1994),thatlinguistictheoriesbuiltonthestructuralistpre.mfse
thatlanguageisawellorderedsystem ofoppositionsarenotadequate,andlingulStlCS

mustbedesignedinsuchawayastobecapabletoaccountforthefluidnatureof

languageasamatteroffact,notbysettlngltapartaSaneXCePt10n･
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