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This paper takes as its point of departure theadleet Final-over-Final Constraint (FOFC) of
Holmberg (2000) and Biberauer, Holmberg & Robert#8(2007et seq. see BHR 2010 for
the most recent discussion). FOFC, which can bevsho hold in a very wide range of
domains (clausal, nominal, etc.) can be statedlbsifs:

(1) For all headsd, B, ..} on a single projection line, if is a head-initial phrase afids a
phrase immediately dominating then must be head-initial. It is a head-final
phrase, an@ is a phrase immediately dominatiagthenf can be head-initial or head-
final.

(1), then, sets up an asymmetry between disharmeard orders, ruling out disharmonic
structures of the type in (2d), while ruling in t{#x)-type alongside harmonic options as in
(2a) and (2b):
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case.

(1) correctly rules out, i.a, the SVOAux orderstthave never been attested at any stage in
the history of Germanic, including stages at whiebrd-order variation was readily
sanctioned (cf. i.a. Kiparsky 1996), and that dse anavailable in unrelated languages like
Finnish (Holmberg 2000) and Basque (Haddican 20Q&ewise, it rules out both the
complementiser-final VO languages that systemgpolbgical investigation has shown to be
unattested (cf. Hawkins 1990, Dryer 1992, 2009) arutral orders in OV languages in
which complementiser-initial clauses mirror the &&bur of nominal objects in preceding
their selecting verb (cf. again Dryer 2009, ana &terauer & Sheehan 2010 for discussion
of the extraposition that OV languages with init@mplementisers typically show). In the
domain of verb clusters and, specifically, West r@aamic three-verb clusters, however, (1)
appears to encounter a challenge, and it is tlaBertge which is the focus of this paper.

According to (1), we might expect one order to impassible in the context of three-verb
clusters: the 231 order, in which the hierarchichlighest verb (1) is final, while the verb
which it selects (2) is head-initial, with the cegaence that its complement, headed by 3,
follows it. Systematic research (cf. i.a. Wurmbr&@D5, Barbiers 2005, Schmid 2006) has,
however, shown that the unattested order in Wesin&eaic is 213 rather than 231. Until
recently (Wurmbrand 2005), it was believed that @8lers were “very rare”, but research on
Dutch dialects (cf. Barbiers 2005) and detailedsteration of Afrikaans (cf. Biberauer



2010, Biberauer & Walkden 2010) shows this to bheefaThe aim of this paper is to take a
closer look at the Afrikaans data in particulartlasse have, firstly, not received systematic
attention before and, secondly, it is clear thatikabns is the most prolific offender in
relation to (1). Further, Afrikaans 231 structurpsint to the relevance of carefully
investigating what Kjeldahl (2010) designatpsrky morphology(cf. also Wurmbrand 2010
on so-calledparasitic morphology in relation to underlying syntactic structure 231
structures quite systematically exhibit unexpectesbrphology (e.g. Infinitivus pro
Participio/IPP, which we also see in Dutch and Gemm 231 structures, preterite
assimilation, etc.).
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