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1. Introduction

Quebec French has a phenomenof/ @femination affecting object clitide and
la when they occur between vowels, agsisllapsa] (/30 la apd/, ‘I learn it.’).

I claim that this process is a case of synchrooiomensatory lengthening
(henceforth CL) which arose from a diachronic soohdnge that is not CL in
nature, supporting the view that synchrony and hiiaay are not necessarily
isomorphic. Building on a suggestion by Dumas (2987 argue that the
gemination ofl/ in object cliticsle andla arose from the reanalysis of théeof
the subject clitidl as part of the object clitic, dswas losing itgl/ as of the 18
century. As the variabld/ of the subject clitic surfaced, the doulple coming
from the subject clitic and the object clitic wasanalysed as belonging to the
object clitic. | show that the reanalysis was fiegtd to cases where gemination
could be construed as CL (thus synchronic CL andiiazhronic CL).

2. Data

Examples of object cliticde and la in non-intervocalic contexts, where
gemination does not occur, are given in (1). In),(e see the object clitic in its
full form: its vowel does not undergo elision ansl/l/ does not geminate; it is
however subject to variable deletion. In (1b)d&letion is obligatory following
/i/, and the/i/ syllabifies as an onset, realised[#s In (1c) and (1d), there is
schwa deletion, and the /I/ remains. (Schwa deletias been extensively
studied; see C6té 2000, Picard 1991, among mamy}h

1) a /a 1la pd/ alapra ~ aipra’
she it:fem takes ‘She takes it.’
elle la prend

b. i la pra/ japsa
he itfem takes ‘He takes it.’
il la prend
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C. /a 1o pra/ alpsa
she it:masc takes ‘She takes it.’
elle le prend

d. h lo pxd/ ilpsa
he itmasc takes ‘He takes it.’
il le prend

Note that in these examples the underlying reptatien for the subject
pronoun spelleclle is assumed to be /a/, and the underlying reprasentfor
the subject pronouih is /i/ ?

The contexts wheréel/ deletes are not clear cut and are subject to
variability across speakers. The phenomenori/afeletion is addressed in the
literature (e.g. Pupier & Légaré 1973), and a dedastudy of this process is
beyond the scope of this paper. What is cruciat iethat thél/ does not delete
if the vowel is lost by elision; rather, it gemiaat

When object cliticsla or le appear intervocalically, the clitic vowel
deletes by elision and thiE geminates. Examples are given in (2).

2 a /a la apsa/ allapxa

she it:fem learns ‘She learns it.’
elle la apprend

b. i la apsa/ illapsa
he itfem learns ‘He learns it.’
il la apprend

C. /a s apea/ allapga
she it:masc learns ‘She learns it.’
elle le apprend

d. i Ia apsa/ illapsa
he itmasc learns ‘He learns it.’
il le apprend

The preceding context is not limited in terms okidal category:
gemination can occur following a subject clitic,iag2), but also following and
adverb, as in (3a), or a complementiser, as in (3b)

(3 a /sysma la aprad/ syrmallapsad
surely it:fem learn ‘surely learn it’
sGrement la apprendre

2 As Poplack and Walker (1986) observiéchow clearly has one unique represen-

tation, /i/. Forelle, there is variation across speakers. | am assutwiogllomorphs?al/
before vowels andy/ before consonants, based on the following forfga] (/a(l) pra/,
‘she takes’){alapra] (/a(l) apra/, ‘she learns’)saapra, not *salapra (/sa apra/, ‘it learns’).



b. /a la apead/ allapgad
to it:fem learn ‘to learn it’
a la apprendre

Examples with other vowel-initial verbs are given (4), showing that
gemination applies regardless of the quality offtewing vowel.

4) a /a la ekut/ allekut

she it:fem listens to ‘She listens to it.’
elle la écoute

b. /i Ia ata/ illata
he ittmasc hears ‘He hears it.’
il le entend

C. ty la ubli/ tsyllubli
you itmasc forget ‘You forget it.’
tu le oublies

To summarise, thd/ of Quebec French object clitits andla does not
geminate (and sometimes even deletes) when thesdite in non-intervocalic
contexts, and it geminates when the clitics arentarvocalic contexts. In fact,
Walker (1984) observes ."[] the general strategy seems to be ‘if you can't
delete, geminate’ or perhaps ‘geminate before idelegets you’, to speak
metaphorically.” Although, as | show, there is aajrdeal of variation, Walker’s
observation certainly applies for some speakers.

Interestingly, there are cases where geminatiorhtriig@ expected, but
actually never occurs: as can be seen in (5), Hjecbcliticsme or te do not
undergo gemination in intervocalic contexts, wibe21l/ of le andla geminates.

B a i md apsa/ imapga * immapra
he me learns ‘he teaches me’
il me apprend
b. /a to apsa/ atapka *attapya
she  you learns ‘she teaches you’
elle te apprend

While the/l/ of the object cliticde andla geminates, gemination fails to
occur with the articlesle and la, although on the surface they seem
phonologically identical to the geminating clitiesandla. This is shown in (6).

(6) a. /a la ekol/ alekol *allekol
at the:fem school ‘at school’

N

a la école



b. /a Ia asena/ alaxena *allasena
at the:masc arena ‘at the arena’
a le aréna

To recapitulate, the consonant of the object dlilcandla undergoes
gemination when they are in intervocalic positibot not when they precede a
consonant-initial verb. Object cliticeeandte never undergo gemination, nor do
the articlede andla.

Now the data that we have just seen presents twelgr1 While thel/ of
object cliticsle andla geminates in front of a vowel-initial verb

1. The /I/ of object cliticsle and la does not geminate preceding a
consonant-initial verb.

2. The/m/ of the object cliticme and the/t/ of the object cliticte do not
geminate in intervocalic position, and theof articlesle andla does not
geminate in front of a vowel-initial noun.

| propose that the solution to these puzzles cafiolred in the diachronic
origin of the/l/ gemination phenomenon, which will be treated ie thext
section. As the subject pronoinwas losing itsl/, the doubl€]l] that surfaced
when it co-occurred with object clitide andla was reanalysed as CL of the
elided vowel of the clitic. As no elision occurs @vhobject cliticsle andla
precede a consonant-initial verb, no CL could sueed in these contexts and
therefore no gemination occurs. As for the objditice me and te and the
articlesle andla, they did not find themselves in a similar envirant, that is,
they were not similarly preceded by a word whoselfisegment was both
unstable and identical to their initial consonant.

Synchronically, | propose that the different patbeg of the l-initial
clitics and the other forms lies in the underlyiegresentations: the clitits and
la have an underlying mora, while the clitit® andte and the articlete andla
do not. Cliticsle andla do not geminate preceding a consonant-initial veirice
in such cases either the mora is realised by thelar, if the vowel is deleted,
the/l/ falls in a coda position, where the mora can ladiged. Cliticsmeandte
and articlede andla do not geminate because they do not have an yirtgerl
mora and therefore their initial consonant care®jfl as an onset.

The diachronic origin of Quebec French /I/ gemimatwill be addressed
in section 3, and the synchronic analysis will besgy in section 4.

3. History of /I/ Gemination

The historical origin of /I/ gemination has not ea@d much attention in the
literature. Dumas (1987) suggests that the /Ihefgubject clitidl would have
been interpreted as part of the cliiesandla, as the subject clitit lost its/l/ as
of the 18" century?

8 Morin (1979) offers an alternative hypothesis. Whi is not incompatible with

the synchronic analysis presented here, it does afioiv such a straightforward
explanation of the asymmetry observed as doestmatysis suggested by Dumas.



Ce redoublement [.] a d0 se modeler sur une structure olideait
déja double [.]. C'était bien le cas avant quleperde lui-méme
son| a partir du XVf siécle, d’abord devant une consonmhe (
vient) et ensuite devant une voyelle audsiafrive). Il I'a vu
s'était ditll I'a vu de toute fagon jusque-la..]] [A] partir du
moment ou il a été clair qukn’avait plus dd a lui et se réduisait
maintenant a tout court, le doublé de la prononciation a pu étre
associé ali représentant pour sa pttoula : on était des lors en
face dd I'a vu, et non plus dé I'a vu . (Dumas 1987: 79)

A double[l] could be heard, which, for speakers exposed tmddike
[ivj€] for il vient, would have been reanalysed as part of the objiics.

Building on Dumas’ suggestion, | propose tHagemination arose as a
result of reanalysis of the clitide andla asil was losing its1/.> More specifi-
cally, | propose that surface geminates which cdiddheard when thé/ of il
became unstable were construed as CL of the elidea! of the clitic® This
explains why there is no synchronic gemination rionf of consonant-initial
verbs: there was no elided vowel to compensatdoAthe cliticsmeandte, and
the articlede andla, they did not occur in environments where gemmatzuld
surface.

Assuming Dumas’ hypothesis, the situationl dg&gan losing its /I/ was as
in (7): ‘conservative’ speakers pronoundéld before a vowel, buti] before a
consonant, while ‘innovative’ speakers pronoungd¢dverywhere.

@ Ay < il laapra — [illapsa] ‘he learns it’ (‘conservative’

il la pra — [illapsd] ‘he takes it speakers)

ildaprd — [ilaprd] ‘he learns it (‘innovative’
/il < _ speakers)

i la pra — [ilapxa] ‘he takes it’

In other words, two competing forms would be hefind‘he learns it’,
and the same competing forms would be heard fotakes it'.

4 | provide the following translation. As of the"18entury,il started losing itgl/,

first before a consonant gient), then before a vowell arrive). Il I'a vu had been
pronounced with a double /I/ until then. As it beeaclear thall did not have ari/ of its
own anymore, and had become simply /i/, the dollbould have been associated with
thel’ representinde orla. We then hadII'a vu instead ofl I'a vu.

5 The intuition is that the subject pronouin very often precedes the object
pronounde andla. It remains to be seen whether clitic doublingjolis very common
in Quebec French, played a role in favouring thenatysis of thel/ from the final
consonant ofil/. Clitic doubling is the co-occurrence of a subjeinoun with a subject
NP, as in33imazlapom] (/33 i maz la pom/, ‘Johnhe eats the apple.’).

6 Quebec French also has gemination, which affects the object cligg, as in
[tsynnapra] (/ty &n apra/, ‘You learn (of it)."). Its detailed study will va to await further
research, but it seems plausible teatmight have undergone reanalysis in a similar
fashion to the clitice andla: | suggest that, likée andla, enwas reanalysed as under-
going CL as the preverbal negative mankefelided prevocalically) was disappearing.



From there, three possible situations could havgelar (1) The forms
with [l1] are retained; (2) The forms wiflj are retained; (3) An asymmetry is
introduced. | will examine them in turn.

3.1 The ‘conservative’ forms are retained

If the forms with the doublfl] are retained for botI'apprend andil la prend,
there are two possible analyses the learners dwud come up with. One is to
posit /il/ as underlying representation fibrand an elision rule, generating the
forms in (8): bothil I'apprend and il la prend surface with a doublégl],
reflecting the underlying representations (dig belonging toil, the other
belonging tola), anda I'école surfaces with a singletd], which is expected,
since there is only on& in the input.

8) a. il 'apprend (‘he learns it")
/il la apgd/ Underlying representation
il 1 apgd  Elision
i1 1 apsd]  Surface form

b. il la prend (‘he takes it’)
/il la  pxd/ Underlying representation
----- Elision

[l la pxd] Surface form

C. a I'école(‘at school’)
/a la  ekol/  Underlying representation
a 1 ekol Elision
[a 1 ekol]  Surface form

Another possibility is thati/ is the underlying representation fiby and
that an intervocali¢l/ gemination rule generatéslapga] for bothil 'apprend
andil la prend This analysis is rejected, since it incorreceyngrates[allekol]
for a I'école The ordering of the rules is not crucial: eitr@dering will
generate forms with gemingii@ in all three cases.

3.2 The ‘innovative’ forms are retained

In this case, as in the previous one, there arepwgsible analyses. One is that
the underlying representation fdris /i/, and[ilapsd] is generated for both
'apprend andil la prend In the first case, an elision rule applies tmhes the
hiatus, and in the second case the output corrdspdo the underlying
representation. Under this analys$idekol] is still straightforwardly generated.
The other possibility is thatl/ is the underlying representation forand
in addition to the elision rule there is a precowsual/l/ deletion rule. The
outputs for bothl I'apprend andil la prend are[ilapsa] with a singletorjl]. The
form [alekol] (& I'école) is also generated without problem. The eliside and
the/l/ deletion rule do not interact, and therefore capgly in either order.



3.3  An asymmetry is introduced

It is plausible that sufficient evidence for /i/ @sderlying representation fdron

the one hand, and sufficient frequency of forms [illapga] on the other hand,
favoured the following analysig/ is the underlying representation firand the

[11] is obtained by CL for elision of the clitic voweMoreover, speakers
pronouncindil] before a vowel anfl] before a consonant would have generated
the forms in (9) and (10).

99 a i pya — [ipd] b. i la psa — [ilaprd]
he takes he it:fem takes
‘he takes’ ‘he takes it’

(10) a. il apd — ([ilapgd]) b. i la apsa — ([ilapxa]
he learns he it:fem learns
‘he learns’ ‘he learns it’

Notice that the forms in (10a) and (10b) are id=itidespite the presence
of the object cliticla in (10b), while (9a) and (9b) are unambiguous. As
competing formqi] and[il] were heard, there could have been a tendency to
assign different phonological status to them, legdo an analysis wher& was
taken as underlying, with a mora assigned to thie.cl

We saw above that an analysis involving a geminatiole would
generate the wrong output farl'école | propose that the analysis that seemed
most plausible to the learners is the one in (Mhere /I/ gemination is
construed as CL for the elided vowel (11a). Sirtgerd is no elision inl la
prend (11b), there cannot be CL and thus the f¢ilapxa] was retained, for
which the analysis is straightforward. Now why fere no CL ina I'école
(11¢)? My proposal, which | discuss in more deitaiB.4 below, is that while
clitics le andla were reanalysed as having an underlying moraleste andla
were not. This mora was a result of precedingf il, as discussed in section 2.

(11) a. ill'apprend (‘he learns it’)
/i la aprd/ Underlying representation
i 1 apka Elision & CL
[i 1 apgd] Surface form
b. il la prend (‘he takes it’)
/i la pwa/ Underlying representation
[i la pg3] Surface form

C. a I'école(‘at school’)

/a la ekol/ Underlying representation
a 1 ekol Elision
[a 1 ekol] Surface form

Onceil has completely lost itd/, there is a geminate when the object
clitic occurs in front of a vowel-initial verb (1Rabut not before a consonant-



initial verb (12b)’ Now if we look at the underlying representatioims both
forms the /I/ is in intervocalic position. Yet, grih (12a) does it geminate.

(12) a. [[illapa] UR: /i la aprd/ — i ll& apra (elision + CL:la — 1)
b. [ilapga] UR: /i la prd/ — i la prd

But as | have shown, reanalysis occurred in costekiere the geminate
could be construed as CL: in (12a) there is elisimnd the/l/ of the clitic
geminates; in (12b), there is no elision, and/thef the clitic does not geminate.

This analysis solves the first puzzle, namely wis/¥ of object cliticsle
andla does not geminate in front of a consonant-initexb.

3.4 Mora Acquisition?

For the second puzzle, namely whythe/m/ of the object cliticme and thet/
of object cliticte do not geminate in front of a vowel-initial vedmd (i) the/l/
of articlesle andla does not geminate in front of a vowel-initial nowhile the
/I/ of object cliticsle andla doesgeminate in front of a vowel-initial verb, |
propose that the answer is in the underlying regmtagion of these forms, more
specifically, that object clitice andla have an underlying mora, while object
clitics meandte, and articlede andla do not.

| propose that articlele andla and object cliticsne andte could not be
reanalysed in the same way because of the absehdbeoconditioning
environment: the articles never follow the subfditic il; as for the object clitics
me and te, although they do follow the subject clitit, the condition for
reanalysis is also not met, since there is no ampreceding element ending
with an[m] or a[t] that could have been analysed as part of thetsescli

Now could anything motivate this asymmetry synchealty? A possible
link would be to the capacity of these forms torb&taess. Cliticde andla do
bear stress when they are in a post-verbal positidrich they occupy in
imperative forms, as in (13).

(13) a. /ekut la/ ekutla
listen.to her:acc ‘Listen to her.’
écoute -la

b. /ekut 1o/ ekutld
listen.to him:acc ‘Listen to him.’
écoute -le

Contrastively, cliticameandte cannot occur in imperative forms. Rather,
the strong forms of these pronounmgi andtoi, must be used, as shown in (14).

7 The current situation would correspond to a furtbiage, where théd/ of the

object clitic deletes and thg of il syllabifies as an onset, yieldifi@gpxa].



(14) a. /ekut mwa/ ekutmwa *ekutmd
listen.to me ‘Listen to me!’
écoute -moi

b. /te twa/ tetwé *tetd
shut.up you ‘Shut up?
tais -toi

An indication that there has indeed been reanalykithe clitic forms
comes from the fact that the clitits andla also geminate their /I/ when they
follow the subject cliticge andtu, as in (15).

(15) a. /3 la apsa/ 3ollapya
I it:fem learn ‘| learn it.’
je la apprends

b. ity la apsa/ tyllapsa
you it:fem learn ‘you learn it.’
tu la apprends

Unlike il, subject clitic§e andtu did not have a final/ to lose. Thus the
[11] in (15) must come from somewhere else; the reaizaproposed here gives a
plausible and straightforward explanation of thiases.

4. Synchronic Analysis

In the previous section, | propose that objecicgite andla are analysed as
having an underlying mora, while object cliticee andte and articlede andla
are moraless. Under this account, elision of thevefoof clitics le andla is
compensated b{/ gemination while elision of the vowel of clitioseandte and
of articlesle andla is not. Pupier & Légaré (1973:75) note the comptry
effect of gemination (“Il est clair que la gémimaticompense I'effet destructeur
de I'élision dans le clitique®) but the analysis they propose fails to capture it
their gemination rulel(— 11/ V+ _ +V / CLITIQUE) applies to the output of
the elision rule; once elision has applied, thepouform does not contain the
elided segment anymore. As | will show, assumira tiiticsle andla have an
underlying mora captures the compensatory effeajeshination and makes a
gemination rule unnecessanAlthough | will also depart from Pupier & Légaré
with respect to the underlying representation efgbbject cliticsl andelle, the
analysis that | will propose is otherwise broadiynpatible with theirs.

In developing the synchronic analysis, | assumeageld (1989) type
theory of mora. A mora is a unit of weight that dam assigned to segments

8 It is clear that gemination compensates for therdetive effect of elision in the

clitic. (My translation.)

o | assume that the underlying representatiotadé /la/ and that the underlying
representation de is /la/, both with mora. While théy/ of le does not surface at all in
examples (1c-d) and (2c-d), it does surface inagetases, namely when the clitic occurs
between consonants, as[juxlapsad] (/pus la prad/, ‘to take it’).
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underlyingly and that is associated with certaisifians in the syllable. For
instance, a short vowel is assigned one mora, a@&minate consonant, while a
long vowel has two moras. A short consonant bearmara. The nucleus of a
syllable is associated with a mora in all languagesile the onset is never
associated with a mora, and the coda is associatdd a mora in some
languages (see Hayes 1989). Moras can also besoeiated in the course of a
derivation, if a mora-bearing segment is deletedya will see below.

Assuming that cliticde andla have an underlying mora captures the fact
that/l/ gemination compensates for elision of the vowethafse clitics. | will
show derivations, using an elision rule and (sirsewe have seen, there is also
/l/ deletion) an'l/ deletion rule, inspired by those proposed by Rufikégaré
(1973). These rules are given in (16).

(16) a. ElisionV = Y /+C_+V
b. /l/ deletion:l - @ /V+ __V C, + (variable)

[-stress]

The derivations for the minimal pair in (1a) an@)2re given in (17). In
(17a), the vowel of the clitic undergoes elisianprder to resolve the hiatus, and
CL occurs simultaneously. As we can see, the vafghe object cliticla is
associated with a mora. When that vowel deletesntbra is preserved by being
re-assigned to th&/. Since it is now moraic, th# cannot syllabify only as an
onset: it becomes ambisyllabic, realising its morahe coda position of the
previous syllable. Thus, gemindté arises from moraifl]. The/l/ deletion rule
cannot apply here, as it applies to singletons.only

In (17b), the vowel of the object clitic does netlete, and therefore no
CL occurs, since that vowel realises the mora. /Thdeletion rule applies for
some speakers. If not deleted, the non-motagyllabifies only as an onset.

17) a. [allapx3] elle la apprenc ‘she learns it (fem.)’ (2a)

u Hopoou . .
| | | | Underlying representation
/a. la apwgid/
u poou
| | | Elision & mora reassociation
lx apwxa

/1/ deletion

A Surface form
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b. [alapgi] elle la prend ‘she takes it (fem.)’ (1a)

1 1 . .
| | | Underlying representation
/a la prad/

Elision & mora reassociation

(A

(a Ya pxa) /1/ deletion

[0 [0 [0)

T Fi T Surface form
[a () a pral

In [illapsd] (il la apprend ‘he learns it (fem.)’, (2d)), elision applies, with
CL of the consonant, just like in (17a). Again, tiedeletion rule does not
apply. In the non-intervocalic context (18), thé&eno elision, thus no CL, and
therefore thel/ deletion rule can apply; in fact, hefie deletion is obligatory,
and/i/ syllabifies as an onset.

(18) [japed] il la prend ‘he takes it (fem.)" (1d)

n [ . .
| Underlying representation

/i la prd

Elision & mora reassociation

0 H
| | /1/ deletion
i XYa pra
[0) [0)
u T Surface form
i aL p ¥ ]

To explain the behaviour of the clifie, we must take schwa deletion into
account. | will use the rules of schwa deletionmonosyllables proposed by
Picard (1991) and given in (19). The rules applthimorder provided.
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(29) i Effacer le cheva de tout monosyllabe ete) i possible;
ii. Effacer le cheva de tout monosyllabe erc§ je, s€ si possible;
iii. Effacer le cheva de tout monosyllabe end® (e que te) si

possible?®

Crucially, schwa deletion is ordered after elisibngeminated forms like
(20), once elision and mora reassociation haveroeduschwa deletion cannot
apply because an illicit syllable structure woutgult. Ordering schwa deletion
before elision would cause elision to yield arcitlsyllable structure (because of

mora reassociation).

(20) [3ollapkd] je la apprencs ‘I learn it (fem.)’

Bopoop _ .
| | | Underlying representation

/30 1a aprd

[T}
| | Elision & mora reassociation
30 1@ apwa
/o/ deletion
(8 (o (o
pop/opfip
| | | Surface form
[30 1 apgrai]

For [allapkd] (elle le apprend‘she learns it (masc.)’, (2c)), there will be
elision of the clitic vowel with CL, and the outpigrm will be the same as in
(17a). Schwa deletion will not apply, as elisiorlwiready have deleted the
schwa. In the non-intervocalic context (21), howetke elision rule does not
apply, since there is no hiatus to resolve, andctitie vowel is deleted by the
schwa deletion rule. In this case, although thereoivel deletion, and although
the mora gets re-assigned, thé does not geminate because since it now
precedes a consonant, it syllabifies only as a,oetare it can realise the mora.

10 i Delete schwa in any liquid-initial monosyllatfle) if possible;
ii. Delete schwa in any fricative-initial monoflile ¢e je, s if possible;
iii. Delete schwa in any stop-initial monosyllalftee me que te) if possible.
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(21) [alpkd] elle le prend ‘she takes it (masc.)’ (1c)

u u u . .
| | | Underlying representation

/a 1o pwréd/

Elision & mora reassociation

u s H . o
| % | /o/ deletion & mora reassociation
a lg pra
/I/ deletion
[ g
1 u L Surface form

[a 1 pxi]

Derivations showing the articlea before a vowel-initial noun and a
consonant-initial noun are given in (22). We se€2a) that, although there is
elision, there is no gemination, that is, no Clacsi the article does not have an
underlying mora, thel/ is allowed to fall only in an onset position. 122p),
since the following noun begins in a consonantyehis no elision and no
gemination, as expected, and thef the article deletes.

(22) a.  [alekol] a la écol¢ ‘at school’

U
| | |1 Underlying representation

/a la ekol

u Bopp
| | 11 Elision
a la ekol
/I/ deletion
(|) [0 [0
M Wofup Surface form
|
[L 1 e|k o| 1]
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b. [aamez3] a la maison‘at home’

Hop
| || Underlying representation
/a 1la mezd/

Elision
p pop
| | | I\l deletion
a Xa mez)
T T T T Surface form
[a a mez3J]

Note that in (22b) theéa/ of the article is assigned a mora in the end: it
does not delete since thé has already deleted; perhaps this is becauselid it
delete the article would be lost altogether (asegma notion of morpheme
realisation; see e.g. Walker 2000).

In this section | have shown hoW gemination is synchronically derived,
and how it interacts with other phonological pr@sss of Quebec French,
namely schwa deletion antf deletion. Assuming that object clitits and la
have an underlying mora captures the compensatfagt ®f gemination for the
loss of the clitic vowel by elision. This also aoots for the fact that there is no
gemination in preconsonantal position, since thether the clitic vowel does
not delete and the mora gets realised by the vawehe clitic vowel is lost due
to the schwa deletion rule and the mora gets eshliy the'l/ in the coda.

5. Conclusions

In this paper | have presented a case of synch@hiwhich does not originate
from diachronic CL, thus supporting the view thgtchrony and diachrony are
not necessarily isomorphic. Building on a suggestitade by Dumas (1987), |
have argued that the phenomenon of /I/ geminatioQuebec French is due to
the reanalysis of the lodt of the subject clitidl as part of the object clitide
and la. This reanalysis, however, has been restricte¢dases of CL only,
showing that it can be constrained by natural plagical processes.

| have shown that, synchronically, this phenomenan be adequately
accounted for by mora preservation. To accounttierdifferent behaviour of
object cliticsme andte and articlede andla, | have proposed that they do not
have an underlying mora, while object clitiessandla do. | have proposed
diachronic and synchronic explanations for thisnasgtry. | have argued that,
historically, articlede andla and object cliticane andte did not occur in the
relevant environment to be reanalysed in the sasigdn as object clitide and
la, and | have suggested that their lack of undeglyimora synchronically is
related to the fact that they cannot bear stress.
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Assuming that the cliticke andla have an underlying mora allows us to
dispense with a gemination rule applying to specifiorphemes, as proposed by
Pupier & Légaré (1973) and Picard (1990) and, moygortantly, captures the
CL nature of thél/ gemination process.

The fact that Quebec Frendl gemination can be accounted for as CL
synchronically but not diachronically raises quassi as to the nature of what
has traditionally been described as CL, which tuks in more detail in Morin
(2008). As has been shown by Kavitskaya (2002)etlage cases of diachronic
CL that result in synchronic phonological processésCL, and cases of
diachronic CL that result in something else synolually. It then seems
reasonable to ask whether the fact that diachr@ticsometimes results in
synchronic processes of CL has any theoreticalicapbns. After all, as argued
by Hale (2007), among others, a particular phorioldgrocess does not entail
a corresponding sound change, and vice versa.
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