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Abstract:

In many Romance varieties the inverted order between subject clitic and verb
characterizes interrogation contexts and, in Rhaeto-Romance languages, V2
contexts. This phenomenon gives rise to paradigms whereby in interrogative
and V2 contexts the verb is followed by the enclitic form of the SC, possibly
also in combination with the proclitic subject. The enclisis on the verbal
form has been dealt with as the result of the movement of the verb, typically
in cartographic approaches, whereby the enclitic subject has been seen as the
inverted proclitic form. Nevertheless, enclitics usually show a partially different
form. Other authors deal with enclitics as inflections, whereby North Italy and
Rhaeto-Romance varieties have an inflectional paradigm specialized for modal
contexts such as interrogative clauses. V2 varieties with inversion contribute
to suggesting a clearer and more complete explanation of this phenomenon.
In this article we will motivate the inflectional nature of enclitics based on
their distribution and in the light of the hypothesis that it is the result of
syntactic Merge. As for inversion, we will propose a hypothesis based on the
phasal organization of the clause and the domains of subject-verb agreement.

Keywords: Enclisis, Inflection, Merge, Phases, Proclisis, Romance Syntax, SCI
Tnversion, Verbs, V2

1. Introduction

Inversion between subject clitic and verb characterizes
modal contexts in many Gallo-Italic dialects and in Rhae-
to-Romance varieties, hence recalling the inversion in French
and the phenomena of inversion in Germanic languages. These
dialects, generally endowed with proclitic subjects, show the
insertion in post-verbal position of the SCI, which interacts
with the person inflection. The enclitic forms are not necessarily
corresponding to the proclitic ones, and, furthermore, there can
be an asymmetric distribution between proclitic and enclitic
forms. In fact, both proclitic and enclitic forms may be not
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associated with all person forms of the verb and may be distributed in a different way. The
enclitic verbal forms have been dealt with as the enclisis of a SCI of the verb and/ or of the
clitic, assuming that proclisis and enclisis are derived via movement starting from the same
syntactic node in the sentence structure.

The solution proposed by the cartographic model is, however, weakened by the important
asymmetries between proclitics and enclitics. Indeed, some authors conclude that enclitics are
inflections of a specialized modal paradigms. We will adopt a similar conclusion, on the basis
of a number of facts in favor of the inflectional nature of enclitics. Such analysis seems to be
adequate on the basis of the recent criticisms of cartographic approach and the rethinking of
verb movement in Chomsky (2020, 2021). This minimalist revision is compatible with the idea
that there is no morphological component, but that morphologically complex words (verbs)
are built up via Merge within syntax.

As noted, the SCl-verb inversion characterizes modal contexts in most of northern Italian
dialects (NIDs), and Occitan/ Franco-Provengal varieties (Piedmont); in Rhaeto-Romance in-
version affects subject pronouns and includes V2 contexts. There are interesting differences in
the distribution of SCls, because, while in North-Italian, Occitan, Franco-Provencal, Ladin and
Friulian varieties SCls combine with the lexical subject, both whether they occur in proclisis or
in enclisis, in Romansh, like in Germanic languages, SCls cannot combine with an expressed
pronominal or lexical subject. The most typical conceptualization of inversion has recourse
to a cartographic analysis, which sees in inversion an effect of the movement of the verb to
the CP area, although in the literature the solutions are slightly different. Rizzi and Roberts
(1989), Cardinaletti and Roberts (1991), Roberts (1994), Haiman and Beninca (1991) assume
that the verb moves to C independently from the SCI. Generally, the movement of the verb
is justified by the [+Q] feature of C or another position in its field, that works as a probe that
the verb, in turn endowed with the Q feature, satisfies (Rizzi 1997). Poletto (2000) proposes
that the verb moves to a position within the C field, without excluding the possibility that
inverted SCls are inflections. This conclusion already formulated by Rohlfs (1968), has been
maintained by Zamboni (1974), and, within different descriptive frameworks, by Sportiche
(1997), Loporcaro (1996), and Fava (2017). Haiman and Beninca (1992), and Beninca (2013)
treat enclitics as something like inflectional affixes, ‘bound affixes’ a middle way between free
elements and inflections.

2. Enclitics and proclitics: some data’

The data we will discuss come from some North Italy varieties, i.e. the Padanian dialect
of S. Benedetto Po (1), Friulian of Montereale (2), Franco-Provencal of Cantoira (3), the
Trentino dialect of Livo (4), the Lombard-Alpine dialect of Soglio (Bregaglia Valley) (5), the
Piedmontese dialect of Cortemilia (6), the North Tuscany dialect of Dalli di Sotto (7), Occi-

!"The data we will present have been collected through field research with native speakers. We are very grateful
to our informants, among which we remember and thank for their generous and intelligent collaboration Sergio
Belletti for S. Benedetto Po, Bruna and Maria Ravicchio for Cantoira, Mario Marini for Viguzzolo, Olga Bleynat
for Pomaretto, Rosanna Paroni Bertoja for Montereale, Fiorella Willy for Soglio, Sara and Giulio Filippi for Livo,
Enzo Adorni Pallini for Dalli di Sotto, Carlo Dotta for Cortemilia, Silvia Colla and Mariuccia Perone for Trecate,
Pierina Vallazza for Corte, Marco Forni for Selva Val Gardena, Teresa Palfrader for La Pli de Mareo, Donata Willi
and Otto Poltera for Mulegns, Rita and Giancarlo Conrad for Miistair. All the informants were fully informed of
the type of questionnaire and of the object of our research and have consciously cooperated.
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tan of Pomaretto (8).” The examples compare the declarative form of the indicative present of
the verb ‘sleep’ belonging to the -i- conjugation, in (a), where SCls precede the verb, with the
interrogative form in (b), with enclisis; where necessary, alternative solutions shall be indicated.
Diverse phenomena show up:

v" Not necessarily all persons of the verb are preceded by a SCI, as shown by the first
singular in (3a), (8a), the first plural in (3a), (7a), the second plural in (2a), (7a). The
occurrence of the SCI of first person in (2a) depends on phonological restrictions.

v" Hence, there are enclitics to which no proclitic corresponds, as in (2b), (3b) and (7b)
for the 1ps, (2b) and (7b) for the 2pl.

V" In the dialect of Livo in (4) only the third person is associated with the SCI, while the
enclitic elements are introduced in all persons (except for the second singular).

V" In all the varieties except (7), the enclitic can combine with the proclitic. In (1), in
interrogatives, the proclitic coincides with a non-specialized form 4, according to a
pattern widespread in Padanian dialects (Manzini and Savoia 2005). A point that
stands out is that proclitics and enclitics are in many cases different, a topic that we
will take into consideration in the following discussion’.

v" Third person SCls generally distinguish a feminine and a masculine form, although
with different solutions. Thus, we have @/ masculine and /-2 feminine in (1) and (5),
aland 2 in (2), #and i in (3), e/and [~z in (4), # and 2 in (6), 2 and /-2 in (7), 2 and i
in (8). In the 3pl, we find 7 vs /i in (1) i vs l-¢ in (4), i vs l-a in (5), a vs /-0 in (7) and

i vs l-a in (8); otherwise, a clitic is extended, as # in (1), # in (3) and 7 in (6).

In the glosses, proclitics and enclitics are indicated with the specification of person, number
and gender; in third person elements, the morpheme /- can be associated with Definiteness,
whereas the vocalic inflection - corresponds to fsg, -7 to the plural.

(1) S. Benedetto Po (Lombardy)

a. adorm-i b. (a) dorm-ja?

SCl sleep SCI sleep-1sg

T sleep-Infl...”, etc. ‘Do I sleep?”, etc.

at dorm-i (a) dorm-at?

2sg sleep-Infl SCI sleep-2sg?

al/l-a dorum (a) dorm-al/-l-a?
3msg/3fsg sleep SCL sleep-3msg/3fsg?
a durm-¢-ma a) durm-o-m-ja?
SCl sleep-TV-1pl (SCL sleep-TV-1pl-1ps
a durm-i (a) dur'm-i:-f?

SCl sleep-TV SCl sleep-TV-2pl?

i/ I-i dorm (a) dorm-i/-1-i?
3mpl/3fpl sleep SCl sleep-3pl/3fpl

*'The dialects that we have chosen are not intended to form a representative sample of the micro-variation that
affects clitic paradigms. Nevertheless, the examples provide a good picture of this variation. We note that the data
are mostly taken from Manzini and Savoia (2005).

3 As for the morphological composition of complex verbal forms, we use the following labels: Def = definite;
m = masculine, f = feminine, sg = singular, pl = plural, ps = person, TV = Thematic Vowel, SCI / Infl = proclitic or
enclitic elements covering different readings; Prt (Particle) = -te, -li, -1o elements inserted in enclisis respectively in
the Trentino, Piedmontese and Occitan dialects.
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2) Montereale (Friulian)

a. duar
sleep
1 sleep’, etc.
te duar-s
2sg sleep-2sg
al/a duar
3msg/3fsg sleep
dur'm-i-n
sleep-TV-1pl
dur'm-i:
sleep-TV-2pl

i duar

BENEDETTA BALDI, LEONARDO M. SAVOIA

b. duar'm-ju?
sleep-Infl

‘Do Isleep 2, etc.
du'armis-tu?
sleep-2sg?

al/ a duarm-e?
3msg/3fsg sleep-Infl
dur'm-i-n-u?
sleep-TV-1pl-pl?
dur'm-i-u?
sleep-TV-2pl-pl?

i  duarm-e / duarm-in-i?

SCl sleep-3pl

3pl sleep-Infl/ sleep-3pl-3pl

In the Franco-Provencal dialect of Cantoira in (3), the SCl of first person d3(#) is excluded

from consonant initials of the verb, as in the case of ‘dyarmu’ / sleep, in (3a), whereas it occurs
with vocalic initials, as in the first person of the auxiliary ‘have’, cf. the examples in (3a) and
(3b). Moreover, it regularly combines with the OCls, as in d3-iy lavu ‘SCl-me wash’ I wash
myself, d3-it tfamu ‘SCl you call’ I call you.

®)

Cantoira (Franco-Provencal, Piedmont)

dyarm-u ds e dyrmi
sleep-1sg 1ps have.1sg slept
T sleep’, etc. ‘I have slept’

t dyar-s

2sg sleep-2ps

u/i dyer-t

3msg/3fsg sleep-3sg

dyr'm-e-n ds ep slept
sleep-TV-1pl 1ps have.1pl dyr'mi

“We have slept’

u dyr'm-e:-s
SCl sleep-TV-2ps
u dyorm-unt

SCl sleep-3pl

. dysrm-u-d3u?

d3 e-dzu dyr'mi?
sleep-1psg-1ps 1ps have-1ps slept?
‘Do Isleep 2, etc. ‘Do I have slept?’
t dyar-s-tu?

2sg sleep-2sg-2sg ?

u/i dyar-t-e?
3msg/3fs sleep-3sg-3ps?
dyr'm-e-n-dzu?  d3ep-dzu dyr ' mi?

sleep-TV-1pl-1ps?  1ps have.1pl-1ps

slept?

‘Have we slept?’
u dyr'm-e-vu?
SCl sleep-TV-2pl
u 'dyarm-unt-e?

SClsleep-3pl-3ps?

In the dialect of Livo in (4) the first person forms combine with the interrogative element

-te. The origin of this element is traced back to the ending - of the first person of the verb ‘be’
in some Northern Italian dialect by Loporcaro and Vigolo (2000). However, the extension of
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an inflectional mark through the paradigm is attested in different systems: generally, it is the
third person morpheme that is involved, as we will see in the following.

4) Livo (Val di Non, Trentino)
a. dorm-i

sleep-1sg
I sleep’, etc.
dorm-es
sleep-2sg
el/la dorm
3msg/3fsg sleep
dor'm-i-n
sleep-VT-1pl
dor'm-i-o
sleep-TV-2pl
i/l-e dorm

3mpl/3fpl sleep

b. 'dormi-te?

sleep-Prt ?
‘Do I'sleep ?’, etc.
dorm-es?

dorm-el/-ela?
sleep-3msg/3fsg ?
dor'm-i-n-te?
sleep-TV-1pl-Prt

dor'm-i-0?

'dorm-e-i/-el-e?

Sleep-3mpl/3fpl?

In Lombard-Alpine dialects the first plural is realized though the combination of the third
singular person with the proclitic am deriving from *homo ‘mar’, as in (5). In other terms, the first
plural person is realized as a sort of impersonal, something like in the spoken French oz dis for ‘we say’.

) Soglio (Lombard-Alpine)
a. i dro:m
SCl sleep
I sleep’, etc.
ty dro:m
2sg sleep
al/la dro:m
3msg/3fsg sleep
am dro:m
SCl.1pl sleep-
u dru'm-i
2pl sleep-TV
i/l-a drom-ag

3mpl/3fpl sleep-3pl

6) Cortemilia (South Piedmont)
a. a dre:m
1ps sleep
I sleep’, etc.
i t drom-i
SCl 2sg sleep-2ps
u/a dro:m
3msg/3fsg sleep
a dri’'m-u-ma
1ps sleep-TV-1pl

. drom-ai?

sleep-1sg?

‘Do I sleep?’, etc.
drom-at?
sleep-2sg?
drom-al/ala?
sleep-3msg/3f2
am drom-al
SCl sleep-3msg?
dru’'m-i:-f?
sleep-TV-2pl?
"drom-on-i?

sleep-3pl-3mpl

/ drom-la-n?

sleep-3f -3pl

. adrem-ni?

1ps sleep-SCI?

‘Do [ sleep?’, etc.

i t drom-ti?

SCl 2sg sleep-2sg?

u drem-le?/a drom-ra?

3msg sleep-3msg?/3fsg sleep-3fsg?
a dri'm-u-m-ni?

1ps sleep-TV-1pl-SCI?
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i drom-i
SCl sleep-2sg
i "drem-u

SCl sleep-3pl

@) Dalli di Sotto (North Tuscany)
a. iddorm-a
1sg sleep-Infl
I sleep’, etc. b.
to dorm-a
2sg sleep-Infl
a ddorm-a/l-a dorm-a
3msg/ 3fsg sleep-Infl
dor'm-jay
sleep-1pl
dur'm-i-89o
sleep-TV-2pl
a d'dorm-ona/ lo 'dorm-ono

3mpl/3fpl sleep.3pl

b.

i drom-i?
2ps sleep-2sg?
i "drem-n-u?

SCl sleep-SCI-3pl

dorm-i-r-o-'i?

sleep-Fut-1sg-1sg?

dormo-"tu?

sleep-2sg ?

dor'm-iggo?/dor ' m-ila?
Sleep-3msg/3fs?

dormja-'no?

sleep-1pl ?

dorm-i-'3-0?
sleep-TV-2pl-2pl?

dor' m-igyo-na?/dor' m-ilo-na?

sleep-3mpl/3fpl-3pl

The data of Pomaretto in (8), concerning an Occitan variety spoken in Weste Piedmont,
show a particular case. Indeed, the enclitic series includes a special form -/ that can substitute
the third person enclitics, as in (8b) and, possibly, follow the second person element, as exem-
plified in (8b). As the other third person elements -/ includes the definiteness morpheme -/-.

(8) Pomaretto (Occitan, West Piedmont)
a. derm-u b.
sleep-1sg
T sleep’, etc.
ty derm-e

2ps sleep-2ps

a/i derm

3msg/3fsg sleep

nu derm-an
1pl sleep-1pl
u dyr'm-¢
2pl sleep-TV

dunt derm-u?

where sleep-1sg?
“Where do I sleep?’, etc.
dorm-e:-'ty?
sleep-2sg-you?

ty dorm-e:-'10?

2sg sleep-2sg-Prt ?

u a-ty(-'lo) la'v-a?

it have-2sg-Prt washed?
dormo-'lu/'li?
sleep-3sgm/3sgf?

a/i dorm-'lo?
3msg/3fsg sleep-Prt?

nu derm-on?

dyr'm-e-u?

sleep-TV-2pl?

#The interrogatives with enclisis of -1o is documented for the Occitan of Prali by Morosi (1890: 360), cf. «
Jau-lo mi? it make-SCI I? ‘Do I meake it?’. According to Ronjat (1937: 622) this element can occur in all persons

and combine with another SCI.
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i/(I)a: derm-on dermon-'li:/'la:?
3mpl/3fpl sleep-3pl sleep-3mpl/3fpl
i/a: dormon-'lo?

3mpl/3fpl sleep-Prt

Previous data highlight two crucial distributional aspects, i.e. the dissymmetric occurrence
of proclitics and enclitics, and the possible coexistence of proclitics and enclitics. In particular,
(4) shows that a specialized inflection such as that of the 2sg -es can be sufficient to realize
the reference to the recipient, so excluding enclisis. In (5) and (7), the third plural element is
inserted in mesoclisis between the root and the inflection (Manzini and Savoia 2005). Other
phenomena include the morphological difference between proclitics and enclitics and the
insertion of enclitics in place of the verbal inflection.

An important clue to the inflectional nature of the enclitic is the asymmetry in the distribution
of proclitic and enclitic pronominal elements. The enclitic can correspond to @ in proclisis, in
(9a, b). Vice versa, in some North Lombardy varieties, in the interrogative only the inflectional
element is preserved, as for instance in (10) for Trepalle and (11) for S. Fedele Intelvi.

) a. @ dyarm-u vs ‘dysrm-u-dzu? Cantoira

sleep-1sG sleep-1sG-SCI?
b. @ dorm-i vs ‘dorm-i-te? Livo

sleep-2sG sleep-2sG-SCI?

(10) te dorm-af Vs dorm-af@? Trepalle
SCl sleep-2sG sleep-2sG?

(11) te dorm-at Vs dorm-at@? S. Fedele Intelvi
SCl sleep-2sG sleep-2sG?

SCls can remain entrapped in-between the verb root and the person inflection, in (11),
for Cortemilia (Piedmont), (13) for Dalli (North Tuscany), (14) for the V2 variety of Donat
(Romansh).

(12) i drgm-u Vs i drgm-n-u?

SCl sleep-3rL SCl sleep-SCl-3pL: Cortemilia
(13)  lo mapp-ons Vs ko mmapp-ilo-na?

SClrpL eat-3rL what eat- SClrpL-3PL Dalli
(14)  els/ elos/ i dorm-on vs dorm-i-n?

they/SCl sleep-3rL sleep-Scl-3rL Donat

The data in (10)-(11) provide the typical evidence in favor of the inflectional treatment
of enclitics, insofar as these examples show that enclitics and proclitics are different lexical
entries, which, naturally, can combine. The comparison between (10) and (11) shows that a
specialized person inflection such as -/'can function like the enclitic, thus suggesting the same
status. Moreover, (12)-(14) explicitly support the hypothesis that enclitics are inserted in the
inflectional domain of the verb. This explains the possibility for the verbal root to change in
combination with enclitics. For instance, in the case of Montereale in (2), enclitics select the
enlarged root duarm-: if enclitics were a separated item we would not expect such alternation.
If all the distributional phenomena argue for the morphological analysis, the question of the
verb movement and other aspects of the traditional approach acquire a different face.
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The syntax of the varieties that we have illustrated in section 2 shares some well-known
properties: SCls can be combined with lexical subjects, both in pre-verbal and post-verbal
position, and regardless of whether the SCL is in proclisis or enclisis, as in (15a-b).

(15)  SCI + DP subject

a. i fentf i drom-a b. drom-la le? Soglio
the boy.pl 3pl sleep-3pl sleep-3fsg  she?
“The boys sleep’ ‘Does she sleep?’
ke fiminis i duar sempre i sopvig-u-s igo fio-i Montereale
those woman-pl 3pl sleep always 3pl are come-TV-pl the my sons
“Those women always sleep’ ‘My sons have come’
kli  don-i i parl-a a dorm-i lor? S.Benedetto
those woman-pl 3fpl speak-3ps SCl sleep-3pl they
“Those women speak’ ‘Do they sleep?’
ol figt-o  uryv-unt dopu u dyerm-unt lima'pa Cantoira
the.fpl girl-fpl3pl  arrive-3pl later  3pl sleep-3pl the boys
“The girls arrive later’ “The boys sleep’
l-a ptfitto  iderm gaire ven-on-li li mei’na? Pomaretto
the-fsg girl 3fsg sleep much  come-3pl-3pl the boys
“The girl sleeps a lot’ “The boys come’

We note that there are Italian varieties generally considered Rhaeto-Romance that show
the same distribution as Northern Italian dialects. This holds not only for Friulian in (2) but
also for many Ladin varieties, which lack V2 syntax, as the Fodom dialects, e.g. that of Corte
(Livinallongo) in (16a-b).

(16) Corte (Ladin Fodom)

a. dorm-e b. dorm-jo?
Sleep-Infl sleep-Infl
T sleep’, etc. ‘Do I'sleep 7, etc.
te dorm-e dorme-to?
2sg sleep-2sg sleep-2sg?
al/a dorm dorm-elo/ ela?
3msg/3fsg sleep sleep-3msg/3fsg?
dor'm-io-1 dor'm-io-n-zo?
sleep-TV-1pl sleep-TV-1pl-pl?
dor'm-jei dor'm-jei-zo?
sleep-TV-2pl sleep-TV-2pl-pl?
i/le dorm dorm-eli/ ele?
SCl sleep-3pl sleep-3mpl/3fpl?

This dialect presents the same distribution of North Italy dialects, with the interrogative
inversion and the usual combination of lexical subjects with SCls, as in (16¢). The point is that
a geographical criterion, sometimes used, can be, as we however know, inadequate.
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3. V2 Rhaeto-Romance varieties: a more complex system

The Romance varieties spoken in Grisons and in Ladin areas of Trentino prevent the lexical
subject from combining with the SCI, and display the other characteristics of the V2 distribution.
As illustrated in the literature, in V2 languages the verb is in second position in main clauses:
it is preceded by the subject or by an adverbial or an argument, DP or PP. In the second case,
the subject occurs on the right of the verb, as in German. Rhaeto-Romance varieties of Grisons,
Gardena and Marebbe show this pattern, but some of them are also endowed with SCls. The
latter elements are inserted in enclisis both in interrogative and V2 contexts, and occur in proclisis,
where they are in complementary distribution with lexical subjects, including personal pronouns.

As noted by Manzini and Savoia (2005, §3.13.2), these varieties, except for Surselvan, also
have a system of clitic forms, partially reduced in Surmeiran and Engadinese, that can occur both
in proclisis and in enclisis, here illustrated by the data of Mulegns in (17), Miistair in (18), La
Pli de Mareo in (19) and Selva Val Gardena in (20).° The proclitic forms cannot combine with a
lexical subject, either a NP or a stressed pronoun. (a) provide the examples of the proclitics, (b) of
the full pronouns (incompatible with proclitics), and (c) the enclitics in interrogative. Again, the
enclitic occurs independently from the existence of the correspondent proclitic, as in (15) and (16).

(17)  Mulegns (Surmeiran)

SCls Full pronouns

Il o durmia

3sg has slept

i  dorm-an

SCl sleep-3pl

A on dur'mia

3ps have.3pl slept

ia dorm

I sleep

I sleep’, etc.

te dorm-os
you sleep-2sg

el/ ela dorm-a
he/ she sleep-3sg
noks dur'm-i-n
we sleep-TV-1pl
voks dor'm-i-ts
you sleep-TV-2pl
els/elas dorm-an

they sleep-3pl

Enclitics in questions
nua dorm-a?

where sleep-1sg?
“Where do I sleep?’, etc.
dorm-os(-t)?
sleep-2sg-2sg
dorm-al/-la?
sleep-3msg/3fsg?
dur'm-i-n-dza?
sleep-TV-1pl-1pl?
dur'm-i-ts?
sleep-TV-2pl

dorm-ik ?

sleep-3ps (ct. sleep-3pl they)?
on-ik durmia ?

have.3pl-3ps slept?

>In all the Rhaeto-Romance varieties here studied, the third person system includes pairs of forms, stressed

and proclitic/ enclitic forms, as shown in the examples and summarized in (i):

(1) stressed forms proclitic/ enclitic forms
Mulegns: el/ela 1/ al/ la
els/ elas ik
Miistair: el/ ela al/ la
es/elas i
La Pli de Mareo: el/ era al/ ara
ei / eres ai/ eres
Selva il / dila ol /la

4i / dilos i/los
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(18)

(19)

(20)
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Miistair (Miistair Valley)

SCls
b.

al/ la dorm-a

3msg/3fsg sleeps

i dorm-an
SCl sleep-3pl
i sun ri'v-i

3pl are.3pl arrived

La Pli de Mareo (Ladin)
SCls

i dorm-i b.
Isg sleep-1sg

T sleep’, etc.

te dorm-es

2sg sleep-2sg

al /ara dorm
3msg/3fsg sleeps

i dor'm-jun enlo
SCl sleep-TV-1pl there
i dor'm-i-s enlo

SCl sleep-TV-2pl there

ai/ ares  dorm

3mpl/3fpl sleep-3pl

al/ara e ny/pnyd-a
3msg/3fsg is come/-fsg

Full pronouns
jau dorm

I sleep

T sleep’, etc.
ty dorm-af
2sg sleep-2sg
el/ ela dorm-a

he/ she sleeps

nu dor' m-ai-n

we sleep-TV-1pl

vu dur’ m-a-w-at

you sleep-TV-2pl-2pl
es/elas dorm-an

they sleep-3pl

Full pronouns
ju dorm-i
[ sleep-1sg

to  dorm-os
2sg sleep-2sg

el/ era dorm

he/ she sleeps

nos dor'm-ju-n atlo
we sleep -TV-1pl there
os  dor'm-i-s

you sleep-TV-2pl

ei/eres dorm masa

3mpl/3fpl sleep much

el /elae ny/pyd-a
he/ she is come/-fsg

Selva Val Gardena (Ladin)

SCls
b.

Full pronouns
jo dorm

Enclitics

ndsua  dorm-i?

where sleep-1sg?
“Where do I sleep?’, etc.
ndzua dorm-af(-t)?
where sleep-2sg-2sg
dorm-al/-la (al pwob/ la
pwoba)?

sleep-3msg/3fsg

(il ragazzo/ la ragazza)?
dur'm-ai-n-i?
sleep-TV-1pl-1pl?
ndzua dur' m-a-w-at?
where sleep-TV-2pl-2pl
dorm-n-i fon?
sleep-3pl already?

sun-i ri'v-i?

are.3pl-3ps arrived?

Enclitics

o'la dorm-i pa (ju)?
where sleep-1sg Prt (I)?
Where do I sleep?’, etc.
o'la dorm-es-te pa(te)?
where sleep-2sg-2sg Prt
(you)?

dorm-el/-era?
sleep-3msg/3fsg?

o'la dor'm-junze  pa
wheresleep-TV-1pl-1pl Pr?
dor'm-i-z-¢ os atlo?
sleep-TV-2pl-2pl you
there?

dorm-ai/-eres pa (ei/ eres)?
sleep-3mpl/3f Prt
(they.f/m)?

e-l Ny to fre?
is-3msgcomeyourbrother?
ez-era nyd-a tea so?
is-3fsg come your sister?

Enclitics

u'la  dorm-i pa (jo)?
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[ sleep.1lsg

T sleep’, etc.

to  dorm-es
2sg  sleep-2sg
1/1a dorm
3msg/ 3fsg sleeps

we sleep-TV-1pl there

vo dur'm-jai-s tlo
you sleep-TV-2pl there
ai/ailos

3mpl/3fpl sleep

i/ los dorm
3mpl/3fpl sleep-3pl
i/ los jo Ru-e-i/ Ru-ed-os

3mpl/3fpl are come-mpl/-fpl

tu dorm-os

2sg sleep-2sg
al/ aila dorm
he/ she sleeps

naus dur'm-jo-n tlo

dorm

where  sleep-1sg Prt (I)?
“Where do I sleep?’, etc.
u'la dorm-ss-a  pa?
where sleep-2sg-2sg Prt?
dorm-ol/-ola?
sleep-3msg/3fsg?

u'la dur'm-jo-n-s-a

naus?

where sleep-TV-1pl-1pl
Pre?

dur’'m-jai-z-a vo?

sleep-TV-2pl-2pl  you ?
dorm-i/-los pa?
sleep-3mpl/3f Pre?

jo-z-i pa Ru-e-i i muton-s?
is-3mpl Prt arrived the
boys-s?

Whereas proclitics behave like full pronouns and are in complementary distribution with
lexical subjects, exactly like French proclitics, in (21a), (22a), (23a), enclitics can combine with
lexical subject, as in (21b), (22b) and (23b) for interrogatives and (21°’b), (22’b) and (23’b)

for V2 contexts.

(21)  Mulegns
a. ik pup dorm-a b.
the boy sleep-3sg
“The boy sleeps’

ik pup o durmia
the boy have.3sg slept
“The boy has slept’

(21’)  Mulegns
a. elts/idorm-on b.
they / SCl sleep-3pl
“They sleep’
ik pup vin
the boy come
“The boy comes’

(22)  Miistair
a. la pwoba dorm-a b.
the girl sleep-3sg
“The girl sleeps’

aspwops (nu) dorm-ap

Declaratives vs Interrogatives with postverbal subjects
dorm-al iA pup?

sleep-3sg the boy?

‘Does the boy sleep?’

dorm-al/-la el/ €la ?

sleep-3sg he/ she?

‘Dies he/ she sleep?’

o-1 durmia i pup?

have.3sg-3sg slept the boy?

‘Did the boy sleep?’

V2 contexts
b dorm-ik

‘here sleep-SCl.3ps

ifts umfants

the children

“The boys sleep there’
siva vip-al iA pup

after come-3sg the boy
“The boy comes later’

Declaratives vs Interrogatives with postverbal subjects

dorm-la

la pwoba?

sleep-fsg the girl?
‘Does the girl sleep?’

dorm-n-i

az ufaunts?
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(23)

(23)

(24)

(24)
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the boys  Neg sleep-3pl
“The boys do not sleep’

Miistair

mes frar  dorm-a a'la b.
my brother sleep-3sg there

‘My brother sleeps there’

els / elas ven-ag  pro mai

they.m / they.f come-3pl to me
“They come to me’

nu dorm-ai-y  kwia

we sleep-TV-1pl here

“We sleep here’

La Pli de Mareo

mio fre ne vey nia  b.
my brother Neg come Neg

‘My brother does not come’
miofre n e nia py

my brother Neg is Neg come
‘My brother has not come’

La Pli de Mareo

Maria/ 3af dorm b.
Mary/ John sleep

‘Mary/ John sleeps’

Selva

i muton-s dorm to m3op b.

the boys sleep in house
“The boys sleep in the house’

Selva

naus durm-jo-n  tlo b.

we sleep-TV-1pl there
“We sleep there’

sleep-3pl-3sg the boys?

‘Do the boys sleep?’

V2 contexts

kwia dorm-a/al mes fra:r
here sleep-3sg/SCl ~ my brother
‘My brother sleeps here’

dumauny nu ven-n-i (az oments)
tomorrow Neg come-3pl-SCl the men
“The men come tomorrow’

kwia nu dorm-ai-n-i nus

here Neg sleep-TV-1pl-SCl we

‘“We do nt sleep here’

Declaratives vs Interrogatives with postverbal subjects
ven-el to fre?

come-3msg your brother?

‘Does your brother come?’

to fre e-l pa ny?

your brother is-3msg Prt come?

‘Did your brother come?’

V2 contexts

de do dorm-el /-era (3an / maria)
later sleep-3msg/3fsg (John/ Mary)
‘Later John/ Mary sleeps’

Declaratives vs Interrogatives with postverbal subjects
u'la dorm-i i muton-s’

where sleep-3mpl the boys?

“Where do the boys sleep?’

V2 contexts

al dumag durm-jo-p-s-a  naus tlo
tomorrow sleep-TV-1pl-1pl we there
“We tomorrow sleep there’

The data from the V2 varieties contribute to completing the picture of inversion phenom-
ena. If, as Haiman and Beninca (1992), Beninca (1994, 2013) and other authors maintain,
interrogative inversion is only the residual of a more general pattern of V2 applied in Medieval
varieties, their properties can provide elements for understanding aspects now opacified in
Norther Italian dialects. Specifically, the notion of modal has to be refined, because we can
wonder in what sense V2 contexts are modal, where inversion encompasses types of declaratives,
and not only interrogatives or exclamatives. More to the point, we must take into consideration
that, differently from interrogative structures, V2 inversion in embedded sentences is possible,
as exemplified in (25a-b-c).
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(25) Inversion in embedded clauses
Mulegns
a. Aam ondetf tfe is umfants vig-on duman/ tfe dumarn vig-i£ iks umfants

SCl me have.3pl told  that the boys come-3pl tomorrow that tomorrow come-3ps the boys

“They told me’ ‘that the boys come tomorrow’
b.  dei-am nua durm-i-nza noks
tell-me where sleep-TV-1pl-1pl we
“Tell me where we sleep’
c. nua von-ik iAts umfants

where go.3pl-3ps  the boys

‘Where the boys go’
Miistair
a. e maun dit tfa las pwobas dorm-an tfain tfombra dorm-n-i (as pwops)
thet me have.3pl told that the girls ~sleep-3pl thatinroom sleep-3pl-SCl the boys
“They told me’ ‘that the girls sleep’ ‘that the boys sleep in the room’
b. tfa nu dorm-ai-y in tfombra tfa in {fombra dorm-ai-n-i nu
that we sleep-TV-1pl in room that in room sleep-TV-1pl-SCl we
“That we sleep in the room’ “That in the room we sleep’
La Pli de Mareo
a. im adit ke to fre ven egdoman ke endoman ven-el to fre

SCI me have.3pl told  that your brother comes tomorrow  that tomorrow come-3msg your
“They told me’ ‘Thatyour brother comes tomorrow’  brother
“That tomorrow your brother

comes’

As a first point, we will investigate the nature of enclitics: the data will suggest that they
are a system of exponents specialized for a sub-set of contexts.

4. The nature of inflection

The conclusion that enclitics are inflections is not the solution of all problems. New and
old interesting aspects remain to be examined, beginning from the status of morphology in the
theoretical framework. In the generative framework, the best-known generalization concerning
the distribution of inflectional morphemes is Baker’s (1988) Mirror Principle, whereby the verb
moves to combine with the closest suffix: V attaches to T, and then T-V moves to AgrS, which
closes the complex word. Thus, for instance in (26), the 2™ plural of the Italian imperfect lava-
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va-te ‘you(pl) washed’, is obtained by moving /zva-, the lexical head to the inflectional head
T/1, and then to the agreement position for the subject, where —z¢ is taken on.

(26) AgrSP
/\
AgrSP IP

te T~
I VP
\ va- /
_V

lav-a-

The complete form is the result of syntactic derivation. The Mirror Principle translates
into syntactic operations the idea, traditional in generative grammar, that the composition
of complex words is an ordered cyclic mechanism. At once, it realizes the linkage between
inflection and syntactic categories.

However, Distributed Morphology (DM, cf. Halle and Marantz 1993, 1994) identifies mor-
phology with an autonomous component, in which the insertion of morphemes is after syntax
(Late insertion). In DM sub-word elements (affixes and clitics) are understood as ‘dissociated
morphemes’ conveying an information ‘separated from the original locus of that information in
the phrase marker’ (Embick and Noyer 2001: 557) and are introduced by post-syntactic rules
of the linear adjacency (Local dislocation) (Embick and Noyer 2001). As we can expect, there
are empty morphological elements, as in the case of Thematic Vowels of Romance languages,
identified with ‘ornamental pieces of morphology’ by Embick (2010). Moreover, agreement
and case morphemes are not represented in syntax, but are added post-syntactically ‘during
Morphology’.

The approach to morphology that we will follow, is based on the idea that morphology is
part of the syntactic computation and there is no specialized component for the morphological
structure of words (Manzini and Savoia 2017, 2011, Manzini et a/. 2020, Savoia et al. 2018;
see also Collins and Kayne 2020). Lexical elements, including morphemes, are endowed with
interpretive content, and contribute to externalizing the syntactic structure. Hence, morphe-
mes obey the general requirement of inclusiveness condition, thus excluding Late Insertion and
the other adjustments provided by DM, such as the manipulation of terminal nodes, impo-
verishment, and fusion of @-features. Inflected words are analyzed as the result of the Merge
operation that combines inflectional heads with a category-less lexical root R, interpreted as
a predicate. In inflected verbal forms, agreement features, and mood/ tense/ voice inflections
are merged with R.

The conclusion that the mechanism Probe-Goal ¢-feature matching in affixation is an ad
hoc and unnecessary solution, and that syntactic Merge must be free, as argued by Chomsky
(2019, 2020, 2021), leads to re-conceptualize head movement as a non-genuine syntactic
rule. Chomsky (2019: 268) notes that ‘head raising is problematic insofar as it does not entail
semantic effects and, structurally, it is counter-cyclic’, and proposes ‘simply to drop the con-
dition that Internal Merge (Movement) has to be triggered, so it’s free, like External Merge’.
As to the syntactic nature of morphology, Chomsky (2021: 30, 36 ff.), assumes that complex
words are created by amalgamation of morphemes. Thus, in inflected verbs, the amalgamation
yields complex forms such as [INFL [v, Root]], which realize the properties of the C/T Phase:
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The first step in a derivation must select two items from the lexicon, presumably a root R and a
categorizer CT, forming {CT, R}, which undergoes amalgamation under externalization, possibly indu-
cing ordering effects [...]. With head movement eliminated, v needs no longer be at the edge of the vP
phase but can be within the domains of PIC and Transfer, which can be unified. EA is interpreted at the
next phase. (Chomsky 2021: 30, 36 f.)

In this line, we can identify the categorizers 4 7, with the bundles of ¢-features that
characterize the functional content of words entering into the agreement operations (Manzini
2021, Baldi and Savoia 2022a). Hence, v is the label for the verbal categories of tense, aspect,
and mood that make an eventive/stative root a verb, and the formation of complex words can
be seen as a result of Merge.

In this approach, the agreement is accounted for as the morphological manifestation of
the identity between referential feature sets corresponding to the arguments of the sentence,
so that deviant readings and ambiguities are possible. If words are formed by combining the
uncategorized lexical root with morphological elements, inflectional morphemes select for the
compound including the root and its immediately attached morpheme (cf. Marantz 2001, 2007).

4.1. Morphological phenomena

Consider in this light the data we have presented, beginning with verbal morphology in
declarative sentences. In the internal structure of declarative verbal forms in (1a)-(8a) and (17a),
(18a), (19a), (20a), different patterns of organization show up, as illustrated in table (27), where
the inflectional markers combine with the root. A pattern with the simple root in the third
singular includes 9 of 12 paradigms; @ also characterizes the first singular in 6 cases, and the
third plural in 6 paradigms. The first and the second plural include the thematic vowel TV; in
the second plural TV occurs alone in (27a-h), according to a pattern widely attested in North
Italian dialects (Baldi and Savoia 2022b) or followed by the personal inflection in other cases.

27) Declarative inflection: R+(TV)+Infl
Isg 2sg 3sg 1pl 2pl 3pl

a. S. Benedetto Po -i -i @ -TV-ma -TV @

b. Montereale @ -s @ TV TV o

c Corte -e -e @ -jon TV @

d. Cantoira -u -s -t -VIyp  -VIs -unt
e. Livo -i -es @ -TVy  -TV-e @

f. Soglio ) ) @ ) -TV -op
g. Cortemilia %) -i %) -TV-ma  -i -u
h. Dalli -a -a -a -TVey -TV-80 -ono
i. Pomaretto -u -e s} -en -TV -ep
. La Pli de Mareo -i -es @ TVey -TVs @
m. Selva Val Gardena @ -as @ -TVay -TVs o
n. Miistair ) -af -a -TV-y -TV-wat -an
0. Mulegns @ -es -a -TVey o -TVets  -ap

In the interrogative form the enclitic combines with the stem, adjoining to it typically
when it coincides with the root, as in the third singular person in (27°a) and (27°b), and in the
third plural person in the dialects lacking the third plural specialized inflection, as in (27°a-c-
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e-I-m). In general, in the first and second plural persons the specialized enclitic combines with
the inflectional exponent. In fewer cases the enclitic replaces the inflectional exponent, as in
the second person in (27’a-b-h-m). In what follows, we will speak of ‘enclitics’ rather than
‘interrogative inflections’ for the sake of clarity.

(27°)  Interrogative inflections (enclitics): R+(TV)+Infl

Isg 2sg 3sg 1pl 2pl 3pl

a. S. Benedetto Po -ja -at -a/la -TV-meja -TVA -i/li

b. Montereale -ju -tu -e “TV-n-ju -TV-u -e

c. Corte -jo -to -elo/ ela -TV-n-zo -TV-zo -eli/ ele

d. Cantoira -u-dsu -stu  -te -TV-n-dsu -TV-vu -unt-e

e. Livo -i-te -es -el/ela -TV-n-te -TV-o -ei/ ele

f. Soglio -ai -at -al/ala -al TV -on-i/
la-n

g. Cortemilia -ni -ti -le/-ra -TV-m-ni -TV-i -n-u

h. Dalli -a-i -tu -igo/ila -TV-n-o -TV-8-0  -ige/
ilo-no

i Pomaretto -u -e-ty  -lu/li -ep -TV-u -en-li/la

L. La Pli de Mareo -i -es-te -el/-era -TV-n-ze -TV-z-e -ai/-eres

m. Selva V. G. -i -a -ol/ -ola -TV-n-s-a -TV-s-a -i/ los

n. Miistair -i -af-t  -al/-la -TV-n-i -TV-wat  -n-i

o. Mulegns -a -es-t -al/la -TV-n-dza -TV-ts -ik

What clearly emerges from the comparison between (27) and (27’) is that enclitic para-
digms systematically introduce a distinct characterization of the subject in correspondence
of each person. Whichever way the poverty of the usual inflection in (27) is interpreted, for
example as functionally related to the presence of an SCI or a lexical subject, the disparity is
evident. It suggests a different syntactic role of the two types of realization of agreement. A
similar difference separates enclitics in (27°) from SCls, presented in table (277), which, in
turn, appear to be much less specialized for persons, save in the third persons where distinct
forms are generally occurring.

(277)  Subject clitics

Isg 2sg 3sg 1pl 2pl 3pl
a. S. Benedetto Po a at al/la  a a i/ li
b. Montereale %) te a/la @ %) i
c. Corte %) te alla @ %) ille
d. Cantoira @ t u/i @ u u
e. Livo %) %) ellla. @ %) i/le
f. Soglio i ty al/la  am u i/ li
g. Cortemilia a it u/ a a i i
h. Dalli i to alla @ ) i/l
i Pomaretto %) ty al i nu u i/ la:
L. La Pli del Mareo i te al/ara i i ai/ ares
m. Selva V. G. %) to al/aila @ %) ai/ ailos
n. Miistair @ @ al/lla @ @ i
o. Mulegns @ @ 1 @ ) il &
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As noted, in some Northern Italian and Occitan dialects proclitics precede the verb fol-
lowed by interrogative enclitics, as illustrated in (28). Proclitics occurring in interrogatives can
coincide with the usual proclitic forms or realize a different form, typically less specialized, as

in the case of z in (28e).

(28) Subject proclitics doubling interrogative enclitics

Isg 2sg 3sg 1pl 2pl 3pl
a. S. Benedetto Po a a a a a a
b. Montereale al/ la i
c. Cantoira t u/i u u
e. Trepalle a
f. Cortemilia a it u/a a i i
h. Pomaretto al i i/ a:

In examining a sample of clitic paradigms, Renzi and Vanelli (1983) suggested some (weak)
implications, whereby if there is only one SCI, this is the SCI of 2ps, and if there are two SCls,
they are the 2ps and 3ps. However, a sufficiently large sample shows that mandatory constraints
do not hold (Manzini and Savoia 2005). An implicit functional rationale would predict that
non-distinct or @ SCls generally combine with specialized inflections and vice versa. In fact, we
can interpret specialized SCls such as 4, a//la and 7/l of S. Benedetto Po in (25) as responding to
this need, given the reduced inflection in the first and third singular and plural persons. We find
distinct inflections combining with distinct SCls, as in the case of the 2™ singular person, mostly
characterized by a specialized SCI including the morpheme t, and a specialized inflection. We do
not expect a narrow correlation between SCls and inflections (including enclitics), insofar as they
have a different status, since inflections are the standard realization of the features of T, while the
SCls are agreement elements selected by the inflected verb, that regulates their insertion.

Another well represented phenomenon is syncretism at all levels of the referential mor-
phology: Inflections, cf. -7 in the first and second person in (27a), - in the singular in (27h);
enclitics, cf. the syncretism between the first singular and plural person in (27’b-d-e-g), -/i in
third singular and plural in (27°i). As an example, consider the inflectional paradigm of S.
Benedetto Po in (1a), schematized in (27a). The insertion of inflections is based on a set of se-
lection constraints ordered in Elsewhere that specify the possible combinations, an idiosyncratic
property of morphological paradigms, as schematized in (29):

(29) i €>R]__Isg/2sg
iTV 69 RClass ] —_—
2., €>R]_1pl
iTvzpl <> R]__

ma, €>TV] _

’ S. Benedetto Po

In (29), the Thematic Vowel is the stressed exponent inserted between the root and the
person inflection occurring in a subset of verbal forms in Romance paradigms. Baldi and Savoia
(2023) propose that it realizes a variable bound by the subject. In the system of Cortemilia,
(6a)-(27g), only four distinct inflectional exponents are inserted, as indicated in (30), where
syncretism is related to the semantic content of 2ps of the exponent -i. In other words, in this
dialect the difference between 2sg and 2pl is not expressed by inflection.
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(30) i, €>R]__

uy, €>R] _
l‘TV 69 RCIass ] —
-ma, <>R|TV__

Cortemilia

SCls can be in turn segmented into inflectional elements endowed with semantic content,
asin (31a) for S. Benedetto (cf. (1)), (31b) for Montereale (cf. (2)), (31c) for Cantoira (cf. (3)),
and (31d) for Cortemilia (cf. (6)):

31)  a. | = Definiteness

a = Nominal Class

i=3pl

t=2sg S. Benedetto
b. | = Definiteness

a = Nominal Class

i=3pl

te = 2sg Montereale
c. u = 3ps / plural

i = 3fsg

t=2sg Cantoira

d. a = lIsg, 3fsg and 1pl

u = 3msg
i=2ps, 2pl and 3pl
t=2sg Cortemilia

A certain degree of syncretism appears, involving the form #in (31a), 7in (31b), #in (31¢),
iin (31d), suggesting, therefore, that the current characterizations are inadequate. Syncretism is
a typical test bench in morphological analysis, insofar as it is seen as supporting a formal level
independent of semantics and syntax, the ‘morphomic’ level of Aronoff (1994). DM deals with
syncretism in terms of ‘Late Insertion’ of the Vocabulary items and manipulation of the features
by impoverishment rule. The consequence is that morphemes/ lexical entries are inserted after
modifying the underlying syntactic terminal nodes. In this light, for instance, the ending —a
in (27h) in the three singular persons in the dialect of Dalli, can be viewed as a default empty
element, inserted in (32a), in impoverished contexts yielded by (30b). A similar solution could

be applied to the SCls z and 7 in Cortemilia, in (31d).

(32) a. @ >a
b. 1/2/3sg > @ / [Pres Ind] __

Naturally, this analysis is ad hoc and insubstantial for many reasons. Default elements are
substantially unmotivated insofar as they reflect a null content, and, what is more, the reason
why languages should obscure the correspondence between morpho-syntax and interpretation
remains unexplained. In conclusion, pronoun syncretism seems to subjest some type of rethin-
king about the nature of phi-features and their nature. According to a proposal by Manzini
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and Savoia (2011, 2017), and following a suggestion by Chierchia (1998), plural morphology
can be associated with the part-whole/sub-set content, i.e. the inclusion relation [C]. Thus, the
plural ()7 of many Romance languages, for instance in the case of the SCls in the varieties we
analyze, can be associated with the predicate [C], as in (33), giving rise to the interpretation
that the argument of the root can be partitioned into subsets.

(33)  (i-Ic]

In the case of the first three persons of Dalli in (27h), we can think that they can be associated
with the content Nominal Class, sufficient to combine with the different interpretations dictated by
the verbal agreement or the context. The characterization of i as the part-whole, inclusion relation
[<], explains its ability to represent not only plurality but also to contribute to definite reference,
insofar as plurality can be seen as an instantiation of the sub-set operator. Consequently, the expo-
nent for [C] can subsume the reference to a specialized subset, as in the case of (31d) for Cortemilia,
where it covers 2ps and 3pl. We can associate this reading also with u in (31¢) for Cantoira, given its
reference to 3ps and plural, so obtaining the lexicons in (34a) for Cantoira and (34b) for Cortemilia.

(34) a. i, u=[c]
a = Nominal Class
t = 2ps Cantoira
b. a = Nominal Class
u = 3msg
i=[C]
t=2sg Cortemilia

The syncretism between the first plural and the third plural -ey in the dialect of Pomaretto in
(8a)-(271), is now attributable to the nature of plural elements as the lexicalization of part-whole
operator, as in (35a). (35b) suggests the other combinatory restrictions of the paradigm.®

(35) a. -en = [C]
b u, €>R]_
e, €>R]_
e €>R]__
TV €> R]

2p—
Pomaretto

Interrogative inflections display similar properties. For example, the occurrence of the same
exponent for the first singular and the first plural, such as -jz in S. Benedetto, (27’a), -dsu in
Cantoira, (27°d), -ze in Livo, (27°¢). Regardless of their origin, the association of these elements
with the content 1ps appears clear. Moreover, in several system a pattern appears in which the
enclitic is added to the original inflection, giving rise to a systematic doubling of inflections,
as in (36) for Cantoira, (27°d).

¢ A similar distribution characterizes other Occitan and Franco-Provencal dialects of Piedmont, as in the case of
Coazze, for which Baldi and Savoia (2022) analyze the same phenomenon associating the exponent -7z of 1/3pl with [].
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(36) d3u <> Rllsg]__
- Tes R]2sg]__
63 <> R]3sg] __
d3u <>R]1pl]__
vu, 69 RITV]__
69 R]1ps]3pl]__

Cantoira

What appears is that enclitics need not have completely identical features with the inflection
and the SCls in (34), but compatibility of features is sufficient for agreement. More precisely,
what matters is that the reference to the same argument is made possible (on the basis of non-di-
stinctness) given the interpretive properties of the inflectional and clitic elements involved.

The data of Cortemilia in (27’g) display a special distribution of the enclitic -#7 in the
third singular and plural and in the first plural. Similar patterns show up in several Southern
Piedmontese varieties, as illustrated in (37) for Viguzzolo South-East Piedmont).

(37) Viguzzolo

a. adro:m b. a drom-on?
SCl sleep, etc. SCl sleep-SCI2, etc.
ta drom-i a drom-ot?
u/a drom-z u drom-al? / a drom-la?
a dru'm-v-m a dru'm-v-m-on?
a dru'm-i a dru'm-i:-v?
a drom-on a drom-on?

We assign the specification of [<] to these inflectional elements. Thus, Viguzzolo in (37) has the
selection restrictions in (38a) for inflections, in (38b) for enclitics and in (36c¢) for SCls. The inser-
tion of -on, as the exponent of the third plural in (38a) and the endlitic of first singular and plural,
is based on the property [<]. The same seems to hold for the element -77 for Cortemilia in (25°g).

(38) Viguzzolo

a. inflections b. enclitics c. SCls (also with enclitics)
ulsg€9 R] __ 'Qtzsg <>R]__ ta = 2sg
i, €>R]_ -o-m €>R]_ u/ a = 3msg/3fs
ps P
2, <>R]__ -al Sa €>R]__ a = Nominal Class
v-m,_ €> R]__ v, €>TV]__
P p
on  €>R]__ -on € R/1pl] __

Selection restrictions correspond to what the speaker learned about the occurrence of the
morphological pieces. Their distribution is driven by their content as in the case of the person
properties or of part-whole operator, but, as we may expect, is affected by the usual perceptual
(third factor) and external mechanisms associated with acquisition. Inflectional elements are
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in turn combined by the Merge operation during the formation of the sentence. As discussed,
enclisis and mesoclisis imply that the enclitic is inserted as part of the inflection.

Let us consider the sequences & dri ‘m-u-m-ni? ‘Do we sleep?’, and i 'drom-n-u? ‘Do they
sleep?” of Cortemilia in (6a) and (27’g). As we discussed in section 4, we follow a model in which
Merge combines exponents realizing the verbal and agreement categories associated with the
phase-head. In (37a) the inflection of 1pl is merged with the root extended by the specialized
TV -u-. The enclitic element -ni is cyclically adjoined to this combination in (39b), yielding
a complex word containing the agreement features able to realize the features in T, where it
combines with a compatible SCl as in (39¢). Thus, we have the realization in (39d).

(39) a. <drim-u, m_ > > [(P drim-u-m]
b. <[, drim-u-m], ni_, > > [(P[drim—u—m]—ni]
c. <ag [(P[drim—u—m]—ni] > > a [(P[drim—u—m]—ni]
d. C T [v Ve
a, drim-u-m-ni | ‘Do we sleep?’

Cortemilia

The derivation of i ‘drom-n-u? follows similar steps, with an interesting difference, because
the result is the mesoclisis of the enclitic between the root and the specialized ending of 3pl,

as in (40a-b-c-d).

(40) a. < drem, n(i) > > [(P drem-n(i)]
b. <[, drem-n(i)], > > [ [drem-n]-u]
c. < [(p[dmm—n]—u] > > i[@[dmm—n]—u]
d. C T [v [V
i drem-n-u ‘Do they sleep?’
¢ ¢
Cortemilia

In (40) the enclitic requires to be adjacent to the root, so that -u is in final position. The ori-
gin of mesoclisis seems to imply an external process that extended -u in all third plural contexts.

It is interesting to note that enclisis and mesoclisis also characterize OCls in some Pied-
montese dialects, for which Savoia and Baldi (2023) propose an inflectional status. In other
words, enclisis of OCls contributes to justifying the analysis we propose here, in particular, as
regards the link between enclisis and mesoclisis as the result of the amalgamation of complex
verbs. In the dialect of Trecate (Novara), mesoclisis of OCls affects the 3™ plural of the present
and the three plural persons of the imperfect and conditional, all ending in -u. In these forms,
the clitic is inserted between the root and the inflectional exponent —u, that we analyze as [C],

as illustrated in (41). (41a-b-c) exemplify mesoclisis in the present, and in the imperfect, where
EV = Epenthetic Vowel.

(41)  Trecate
a. I tfam- (a-) m- [/t /- u
SCl call- (EV) Isg-/ 2sg- [ 3ps-  PpL/[C]
“They call me/ you/him/her’
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b. nyati i tfam-e- v- (a)- v/r- u
we SCl call-TV-Imp-(EV)-  2pl/3ps- pL/[C]
‘“We called you/him/her’

In (42a), the enclitic —m(a)- is merged to the root. In (42b) the inflection of 3" plural — is
amalgamated to this sequence yielding the complex inflected form, incorporating both features
agreeing with the internal argument realized by --, and those with the subject, realized by the
3" plural inflection —#-. This amalgam realizes the properties of T in (42c).

(42) a. <tfamy, m(a) > > [ am-m(a)]
b. < tfam-m(a), -u3pL> 2> [ tfam-m-u]
c. C T [v A%
. 9i 9y R . s
i tfam-m_-u They call me
¢ ¢y oi
Trecate

In Trecate’s dialect, as in other dialects of this area, the inflectional paradigm is reduced
(cf. Baldi and Savoia 2023). The 1* and 2™ plural have specialized forms only in the present
indicative, while in the imperfect and conditional -« is extended to the whole plural paradigm,
as in the examples in (41), where the inclusion operator [<] subsumes all plural references; the
distribution of SCls is different, and the SCI 7 is syncretic with the 1* singular. The plural in-
flection —u seems to be necessarily expressed for interpretive requirements, in its position at the
right of the sequence of inflectional elements, fixing the scope of the event. As a consequence,
plural specifications of the verb must be recognizable.

The unification of enclisis of SCls and OCls raises the question about the link between enclisis
of SCls and modality, insofar as inversion is associated with the high position of the verb, in the
C field (Poletto 200, Manzini and Savoia 2005, Beninca 2013). In fact, within this conceptual
approach we should admit that the verb raises to C also in the case of OCls. In fact, according to
Beninca (2013), the so-called Tobler-Mussafia Law for the old Romance texts implies that object
clitics always occur in enclisis on the verb in first position. For now, we conclude that enclisis (and
mesoclisis) of the subject can favor a reading of the subject as the new information, as in simple
cases such as u dyr'm-e-vu? ‘Do you(pl) sleep?” of Cantoira in (3b). (43a-b) illustrate the formation
of the inverted form of 2pl, (43¢) the Merge with the proclitics, finally (43d) suggests the relation
between the inflection of T and the realization of the eventive point, the argument of 2pl.

(43) a. < dyrm, -e . -> > [, dyrm-e]
b <[ dyrm-e], vu, > > [ [dyrm-e]-vu]
oYY 2pl Y
c. < U, [q)[dmm—ei—vu] > > [,u [(D[dyrrn—e]—vu]]
d. C T [v vV
] R
u, dyrm-e-vu | ‘Do you(pl) sleep?’

Cantoira

The richer morphology of the enclitic exponent, as in (43d), where the specialized -vu
alternates with s of the 2ps in declarative form, seems due to the need to externalize the agree-
ment properties on T. In this analysis, the occurrence of proclitic pronoun such as # in (43c-d),
does not entail particular difficulties, in the sense that it is inserted in the space between C and
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T where it doubles the inflectional properties of the verb, essentially like in the occurrence in
(40d). We must only say that some dialects require doubling and that children must learn this
restriction. We can trace to this approach also the particular type of enclisis that we observed
in the Occitan dialects, for instance in that of Pomaretto in (8b), where the specialized element
-b for interrogative inversion appears, that Ronjat (1937) relates to a definite locative.

5. V2 in Rhaeto-Romance

Harking back to Brandi and Cordin (1981), Rizzi (1986) and other authors differentiate
northern Italian SCls from French subject clitics according to the position. The idea is that
SCls that combine with lexical subjects are in INFL, essentially an autonomous realization of
agreement properties of the sentence, while the pronominal subjects of French are in Spec of
INFL, like full pronouns in Germanic languages, whereby the alternation with lexical subjects
is derived. Therefore, in Romansh and Ladin V2 varieties illustrated in section 3, the subject
(including SClIs) is assigned to the D/NP position of INFL, like in French (Haiman and Beninca
1992). Manzini and Savoia (2005) and others support the idea that in languages like Italian
and Italian dialects the subject is inserted in a Topic position, in cartographic terms a position
within the C field, higher than the domain of INFL/T. In Germanic and Rhaeto-Romance
languages the lexical subject externalizes the ¢-features of INFL, excluding other realizations of
the subject by clitic inflectional positions, possibly by virtue of a general third factor prohibition
against the repetition of lexical elements.

In the case of inversion, Beninca (2013: 69-70) proposes that V2 corresponds to the
requirement whereby the verb is associated with a low position in the field C, so determining
enclisis in the case where an adverbial or a DP different from the subject occupies the topic
position in C.

[...] letichetta V2 indica una lingua in cui nelle frasi principali assertive il V si muove nella periferia
della frase, l'area detta CPin una testa C oltre la posizione del soggetto nominativo, attivando almeno una
posizione per un costituente che si muove a sinistra di V, nello Specificatore. [...] Il processo ¢ libero nelle
principali, dovrebbe essere impedito nelle dipendenti, che occupano la testa C con altro materiale.

The cartographic representation is stated in the structure in (44), where the verb of the V2
context is in the lower position C’and the subject or other lexical elements are in its Spec position:

(44) [CPCosub./rel.[Tema sospeso/Disloc.Sin. Topic] [Operatore: Focus/wh) V/ICOwh
[1P[(Sogg.)] (Beninca 2013: 73)

The previous structure includes the current cartographic assumption that the C field
includes several positions for the verb, interpolated by Topic and Focus categories. As to V2
in embedded sentences, Beninca concludes that the complementizer is inserted in the higher
position C and the occurrence of nominal or adverbial elements in Topic/ Focus positions is
possible, thus giving rise to the V2 order.

In the proposal of Lohnstein (2020: 196-197) V2 is a mechanism of ‘definiteness fronting.
The idea is that in V2 languages the speech tense, t and situation s, variables are transferred
into the C-system anchoring the event to the discourse situation. A similar result is produced
by the fronting of an element, for example the subject, which ‘confirms the existence of the
event, provided as true by the speaker.

Although the previous approaches to inversion and V2 assume that the verb moves to a higher
position, in the C field, associated with a topicalized element, indeed, in North Italy varieties, the
lexical subject is available to different interpretations such as topic, contrastive topic, new informa-
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tion. In V2 languages new information is typically expressed on the right of the verb, in the form
of a postverbal subject, and, in varieties with enclitics, by the specialized inflection of V2, as in the
case of interrogatives. What precedes the verb is often read as a topic, while the right space of the
clause tends to be interpreted as new information, that is at least an informational focus, as in (45).

(45) a. ka'ia dorm-era mia so
there sleep-SCl my sister
‘My sister sleeps there’

b. C T [v V

9 R
ka'ia dorm-era mia so ‘My sister sleeps there’

La Pli de Mareo

However, as discussed in literature, Romance languages admit the left dislocation of a focus,
but a topical element is however distinguished by the resumptive OCI. Rizzi (1997) excludes
the possibility of the co-occurrence of recursive focalized elements in the left periphery of the
sentence, this also explaining the incompatibility of two adjacent Focus elements, including a
wh-element, identified as a focal position. In the structural model of the left periphery, ...C
(1op™) (Foe) (1op™)..., a Topic has no problem to embed another Topic or a Focus, while this
does not hold for Focus, because the recursion of a FocP would imply the presuppositional
interpretation of the lower focal head (Rizzi 1997: 297).

In Rhaeto-Romance main clauses, inversion is usually associated topical elements on the
left of the verb. The examples in (46) from La Pli de Mareo and (47) from Miistair illustrate
this pattern. In these varieties, the resumptive OCI in contexts with the left dislocation of the
object, typical of Italian and Northern Italian dialects, is not provided, as in (46a) and (47a).
We note that Engadine varieties, here Miistair’s dialect, present the prepositional accusative
with animate objects, as in (47a) (cf. Manzini ad Savoia 2005, § 4.9).

(46) La Pli de Mareo

a. [tofre/el Topic] veg-ai ei
Your brother / him see-3mpl they
“They see your brother/ him’

b' [magari event modiﬁer/] ez-ai Jy-s [ ty mitun-s new inf/ aboutness Focus]
maybe be-SCl.mpl  come-pl your boy-pl
‘Maybe your boys have come’

C. magarievent modifier/ focalizer [ en domal:' Topic?] he  vep-eres nia
maybe tomorrow Neg come-SCl.fpl Neg

‘Maybe they come tomorrow’

7 In the literature the possibility of combining two focused elements is attested. This is related to an interpre-
tation in which the value of the variable associated with the focus is not necessarily provided by the intetlocutor.
This is the case of indirect questions, as in (i) (Bocci et al. 2018: 38)

(i) Mi domando A GIANNI che cosa dovresti dare (non a Piero)

‘Twonder TO GIANNI what should you give (not to Piero)’
‘The authors conclude that in such contexts there would be no expectations for assigning a value to the variable.
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(47) Miistair

a. [adel/a-ltfaun Topic] klom-n-i (ply tard)
To him / to the dog do-3pl-3pl  (later)
“They call him/ the dog later’

b. [dumauny Topic/Abouaess Foens) nu ven-n-i as omen-s
tomorrow Neg come-3pl-3pl the men

“The men will not come tomorrow’
A preverbal subject excludes the inversion. Nevertheless, this holds not only for topical

subjects but also for focal DPs. (48a.b) for La Pli de Mareo, (49) for Selva and (50a-b) for
Miistair illustrate topical subjects.

(48) La Pli de Mareo

a. [ to mat Topie ] ven endoman
your boy come.3ps tomorrow
‘My son will come tomorrow’

b. [mla.so Topic] n e nia ny-d-a
ma sister Megis Neg come-PP-fsg

‘My sister did not come’

(49)  Selva Val Gardena

il dumang dorm tlo
he tomorrow sleeps  there

(50) Miistair

a. [dumauny TOpic] [kwel om Topid nu vey
tomorrow that man Neg come.3ps
“That man will not come tomorrow’

b' [kWIIta dona Topic] [dumaul:] Topic/ new information?] hu ven

This woman tomorrow Neg come.3ps
“This woman does not come tomorrow’

This pattern also characterizes focalized subjects. It applies to pre-posed subjects with new
information properties, as in the case of corrective or contrastive subjects in (51a,b, ¢, ¢'), to
wh- elements in (51d-d’) and (52a) in questions on the subject (cf. Rizzi 1997), and indefinite
elements in (51e-¢’) and (52b), where inversion is excluded.

(51) La Pli de Mareo

a. [tomet ] ven endoman  (no le mio)!
your boy come.3ps  tomorrow notArt mine
‘My son will come tomorrow, not mine!”
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b. [el, ] ven endoman (no era) !
e come.3ps tomorrow not she
‘He will come tomorrow, not she!’
c [lu Focus] sup
am
‘Tt is me!’
¢’ [ig.] sun bep iu
am just]
‘It is me!’
d [ke .1 mo kerd-a?
who me calls
“Who calls me?
d. [diera, ] veyp pa?
which woman comes Prt
“Who!/ which woman is coming?’
e. [degyn/valgyn . ] te kerd-a
nobody / someone me calls

‘Nobody/ someone calls you’

¢. [tsa'kai_ ] ven
someone comes
‘Someone is coming’

(52) Miistair

a. [di ] ver?
Who comes
‘“Who us coming?’

b. [nind3yn . ] nu maindza
nobdy Neg eat-3ps
‘Nobody eats’

The data in (51) and (52) show that, also in the case of a focalized subject, including
corrective or contrastive Focus, the inversion is excluded.

The presence of another preverbal element between the subject and the verb, though ge-
nerally avoided, in (49) and (50b), seems not to necessarily block the agreement subject-verb
in declarative sentences.

5.1. Informational focus structures in North Italy and Rhaeto-Romance varieties

Before proceeding with the analysis of V2, we note that in most of the varieties examined,
V2 varieties included, the focalization of a third person lexical subject has a dedicated syntax
in which the subject is post-verbal, the verbal inflection is in the third person singular and
the participle is masculine singular, as in (53) (cf. Manzini and Savoia 2007, Ch. 2). In these
constructs the SCI generally coincides with the 3sg masculine form, as in (53¢c-¢’) for La Pli de
Mareo and (53b) for Corte, or with a non-specialized form, such as 2 in (53a) for S. Benedetto



SCL ENCLISIS IN NORTH ITALIAN AND RHAETO-ROMANCE VARIETIES 55

Po (Manzini and Savoia 2005, pf. 2.9). In Romansh varieties, expletive inversion is introduced
by the SCI specialized for indefinite and impersonal structures, that is i(4) in the dialect of
Miistair in (53d) and (7)( in the dialect of Mulegns, in (53e¢).

(53)

a. S. Benedetto Po
a dorom i pytin vs i pytig i dorom
SCl  sleep.3sg the.pl children the.pl children SCl.mpl sleep
“The children sleep’ “The children sleep’

b. Corte
| e vep-u i tozat/ vs itozatf i e venu-s
SCl.msg is come-PP the.mpl boys the.mpl boys SCL.3mpl are come-PP-pl
“The boys have come’ “The boys have come’

c. La Pli de Mareo
al e ny ty-es mitan-s . vs ki mituns e p-y-s
SCl3msg is come-PP your girls these boys are come-PP-pl
“Your daughters have come’ “These boys have come’

c’ al kef 1 ega
SCl.3msg boils the water
“The water is boiling’

d. Miistair
i vern kindalts vs as  kindalts vep-an do:

the.pl boys  come-3pl later

SCl3ps come.3sg boys “The boys come later’
‘Boys have come’

e. Mulegns
A e ri'v-o (ikts) umfants vs  elts en ri'v-o-s
SCl.3ps is come-PP  the.pl boys they.mpl are come-PP-pl
“The boys have come’ “They have come’

Manzini and Savoia (2007: 64) explain these constructs assuming the analysis of focusing
proposed by Chomsky (1977: 203-204; 1981: 96), in the terms of an operator variable structure,
where the relevant variable is closed existentially at some level. Thus, a sentence like (53a) has
the logical form approximately of the type in (54).

(54) there is an x such that x sleeps and x_the boys

According to Manzini and Savoia (2007: 64), in the logical form in (54), ‘the relevant
subject clitic and/or verb inflection simply introduce the D sentential argument as a variable
[...] identified by the postverbal subject through what we can construe as a predication rela-
tion.” Independently from the varieties such as those in (53), in any case, in Italian varieties
the postverbal subject operates as a predicate providing full referential properties to the verb
and eventually to the SCI.

The link between the post-verbal subject and its focused reading seems to suggest a con-
nection with V2, in the sense that it is no coincidence that in the latter the postverbal position
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of the subject is possibly associated with new information. In other words, we can assign a
sentence like (55a) the interpretation in (55b),

(55) a. ka'ia dorm-era mia so
here sleep-3fsg my sister
‘My sister sleeps here’
b. 3x such that x sleeps, ‘sleep’ is there, and x is my sister

La Pli de Mareo

Thus, in V2 the existential operator takes in its scope an argumental variable, the content of
which is fixed by the postverbal subject. Complementarily, if in a V2 context preverbal position
is a topical element the focus reading is generally triggered.

5.2. A Phasal analysis

We can rethink the phenomenon in accordance with the idea of Chomsky (2008, 2020) that
T inherits ¢-features and Tense from C. The Phase organization can suggest a structural treatment
of inversion, so that the possible link with pragmatic interpretation can be seen as a relevant but
not defining property. Let us start by considering proclitic SCls in North Italy varieties. As we
saw in section 2, they correspond to pronouns specialized for the realization of ¢-features of the
subject. We conclude that such lexical elements are selected by verbal forms. Thus, ¢-features in
T are saturated both by the inflection, as in Italian, and by specialized pronouns selected by the
verb, as in (56a), where the SCl of 3pl « of Cantoira in (15), o/ fiot-as u ryv-unt “The girls arrive’,
is selected by the verb. The subject does not lexicalize T, and, however we represent the position
of the subject, it is inserted freely, as in (56b). It can be a topic or a focus element.

(56) a. “ <> [Vpl
b. C,) T [v %
ol fiet-os [u, [ ryv-unt, “The girls arrive’

Cantoira

In languages where the combination of SCls and lexical subjects is not permitted, SCls are
not selected. They agree with the verb that realizes the features of T, as well as the other prono-
minal or lexical subjects. Thus, in Rhaeto-Romance with SCls, while externalizing T, they are
not obligatorily selected by the verb, but are lexically restricted to verbal contexts, SCl €> @
. Tq’, as suggested in (57) for the clause mio fre/ el/ al dorm ‘My brother/ he sleeps’ of La Pli de
Mareo. Again, duplication of the subject is excluded, as usually in sentences of this language.

(57) C, T [v Vi
mio fre/ el/ al [ dorm, ‘My brother/ he sleeps’
La Pli de Mareo

As a first consequence of this analysis, the reason why enclitics are compatible with lexical
subjects whereas proclitics are not, is directly derived. In fact, enclitics, as inflections, do not
interfere with the realization of the lexical subject, with which it can co-occur, as in (54).
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If we focus on the V2 languages discussed here, we can schematize the data concerning
the occurrence of the subject in the terms of the generalizations in (58):

(58) Generalizations concerning the subject
a. A lexical DP/a pronoun/ a SCl in preverbal position licenses the ¢-features of T
b. In the absence of the preverbal subject, the specialized enclitic paradigm is realized

The question on the subject, in (51) and (52) appears in accordance with this pattern, whe-
reby its preverbal position is sufficient to realize verbal agreement, as required in these languages.

What we find is a reduced / weak inflection, in (27), on the verb when a DP occurs as the
subject in the C-T Phase. In contexts of inversion a rich/ string paradigm, in (27°), emerges,
when the DP subject is in the vP phase or is not realized. Hence, two different ways of exter-
nalizing the subject are shaped according to the phasal organization, as in (59a-b).

(59)a.  CP T, [ VP %
[DP ]

28 weakoi

b. CP T, I vP \%
(IDP )

strong@i

If the subject is External-Merged in the C-T Phase, where it saturates the referential features
of the inflected verb, the weak paradigm is inserted, as in (59a). If the subject is not realized, is
in the Phase v, or is dislocated by IM, the strong inflection is inserted, as in (59b). We obtain
the choice in the externalization in (60a-b):

(60) The externalization parameter
a. Weak agreement on the verb if the subject is within the phase C-T
b Elsewhere, strong agreement

Substantially, the weak inflection selects a D (lexical item, pronoun or SCL) that contribute
to lexicalizing the referential features of the subject within C-T Phase, while the strong inflection
occurs if the subject is not realized in the C Phase and the operation of Transfer applies to the
features realized by the verb. Naturally, according to PIC, v and its edge are accessible to T.
However, we observe that inversion is not necessarily associated with an expressed post-verbal
subject. We can conclude that the insertion of a verb endowed with the strong inflection does
not select a DP in the C-T Phase; when the subject occurs in vP phase nothing prevents it
from agreeing with the verb in T. Interestingly, we can think that the structure in (53), with
post-verbal subject and 3sg agreement, implies a similar analysis, as a particular case of (59b),
with the difference that the subject is required. However, the verb inflection differs from that
occurs when (59a) is externalized.

In questions on the complement or the event, inversion occurs although the lexical subject
is dislocated in pre-verbal position, as in (61a-b-c) and (62a-b-b’). Its occurrence on the right
of the inverted verb seems to correspond to its original insertion in vP.
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(61)

(62)
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La Pli de Mareo

a. [tyaso/la pitfera]
your sister/ the baby
“Your sister, does she sleep?

b. lefez-el
it does-3msg
‘Does he do it?’
= [ tﬁ Focus?:I
)
“Who did John see?’
Mustair

a.  [la pwob-a]
to her/ to-the boy
‘Does the girl sleep?’
b.  [tfai]
what
“What do those women do?’

dorm-era?

sleep-3fsg

[el . 2]

Focus”

€

a-l pa o'dy Zan?
have-3msg Prt seen.msg John

dorm-la?

sleep-3fsg

faun-i (kwelas donas)?

do-3pl those women

b, [ati, ] klom-al ?
to who call-3msg
“Who does he call?’

We must conclude that in these contexts the pre-verbal subject does not licenses the
@-features as provided in (60a). We think that it is out of the C-T Phase of the verb, as in (63).

(63) C T [v Vi,
¢ ¢
(tyaso,) dorm-era,

La Pli de Mareo

This also holds for the question on the object, in (58¢) and (59b-b’), where the subject
occurs in post-verbal position.

We can trace back to this analysis the sentences with indefinite and interrogative subjects
with inversion in Rhaeto-Romance varieties. In these structures, the verb and its SCl are in the
3sg, as in (64a) for ‘who’, (64b) for ‘which ones?’, and (642™-b) for ‘nobody’; a similar structure
characterizes many North Italian dialects, as in (64c) for the variety of Corte.

(64) a. ke /tande mitug-s / tfiera vep-el  pa? La Pli de Mareo
Who / how many boys / which woman come-SCl3msg Prt

‘Who is coming? / How many boys are coming? / Which woman is coming?’
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2. al ne baj-a  degyn
SCl.3sg Neg talk-3sg nobody
‘Nobody talks’

b.  tfunes je-l pa? Selva Val Gardena

which.fpl is-3msg Prt
‘“Which are they?’

c i nu  maind3a nindzyy Miistair
SCl3ps Neg eats nobody
‘Nobody eats’

d. ki vep-elo? Corte

who come-3msg

‘“Who is coming?

Thus, the focused wh- is treated as other focused subjects, with the 3sg agreement, as in

(65), for (64a).
(65)
b. Jfor which woman 3x C T [v

tfiera vele—elx pa
La Pli

Again, the pre-verbal position is irrelevant to the verb agreement.

5.3. Hypothetical constructions

A further context of inversion is the consequent clause of hypothetical constructions, as
illustrated in (66a,b) for La Pli de Mareo and (66a-b) for Miistair. The data in (66a’-b’) and
(672) show that the insertion of the lexical subject, here the full pronoun ei ‘they’, in the con-
sequent clause combines with the usual weak inflection on the verb.

(66)  Hypothetical construction

La Pli de Mareo
a. [ al ven)] (fe) te kerd-ai
if SCl.3msg  comes (if) you call-3pl

‘If he comes, they call you’
a. (Je) ei te kerd-a
(if) they you call-3pl
b. [[fal ba'jas (pa) ] (fe) lefkurtass-ai pro
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£ SCl.3msg spoke.subj. Prt heard.subj-3pl Prt

‘if he spoke, they would hear him’
b. (Je) ei le fkurtass pro
(if ) they him heard.subj.3pl Prt

(67)  Mistair

a. [fa el riv-a ] (1) ta klom-al
if he arrive-3sg (if) you calk-3sg
‘I he arrive, he call you/ my brother calls you’
a. (/i) me fra/ el ta klom-a
(if) my brother / he you call.3sg
b. [Jatyvep-af ] (i) t afpet-al
if you come-2sg (if) he you wait-3msg

‘If you come, he wat for you’

In both varieties, the hypothetical introducer, fe/ fa ‘if’, can be doubled by an alternant in
front of the consequent clause. The distribution illustrated in (66)-(67) satisfies the parameter
in (60), because inversion emerges in the case that in the consequent clause the lexical subject
is missing. Another thing is to understand the reason, obviously discourse-linked: the if-clause
of a hypothetical introduces an epistemic topical clause, i.e. a Speaker presupposition, with the
effect that the subject is interpreted in the discourse. The result is that is inversion is realized,
independently of the structural relation between the two clauses.

5.4. Ladin pa

In Ladin varieties, in interrogative, exclamative, negative and other modal contexts, inclu-
ding those with inversion, the Particle pa can occur, typically associated with irreal interpreta-
tion (cf. Poletto 2000, pf. 3.3; Manzini and Savoia 2005, pf. 3.8.2), as illustrated in (68) and
already exemplified in (18¢) and (19¢). In interrogative contexts usually it is inserted after the
inverted verb, as in (68a-c), even if other positions are not excluded, as in (682). Its occurrence
in exclamative and negative contexts like (68¢) and (68d) could suggest that there is no special
structural requirement constraining its insertion.

(68) La Pli de Mareo
a. o'la va-s-te pa a. ola  pa vas-te?
where go-2sg-2sg  Prt where Prt  go-2sg-2sg
‘Where do you go?’
b.  'lae-te pa!
wash yourself Pre

‘Wash yourself!
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c. al baj-a pa ntre:s!
SCl.3msg talk-s Prt  always
‘He always talks’

d. al ne baj-a pa nia
SCl.3msg Neg talk-s Prt Neg

‘He does not talk’

Interestingly, pa can be also inserted in V2 context, where, as suggested by an informant,
it strengthens the sentence, as in (69).

(69) La Pli de Mareo
en doman vep-ai pa dytf
tomorrow come-SClrpl Prt all

“Tomorrow, they will all come’

On the basis of data with inversion, Poletto (2000: 48) argues that pa occurs in the Spec
position of the lowest C position of the field C, where it follows the verb-SCl cluster. Manzini
and Savoia (2005) suggest that pa is an aspectual adverbial occurring in a position preceding
T. Although both proposals refers to a cartographic approach, the analysis that separates pa
from the inversion phenomenon seems to be more adequate, both because pa can occur also in
contexts without inversion as (68¢,d), and because it can precede the inverted form, as in (682).

If we consider the wide range of possible contexts in which pa occurs, its semantic contri-
bution cannot be necessarily connected to the movement to C domain. Our idea is that it is a
discourse-linked item, that, like other items of this type, has the effect of blocking ‘movement
to C (cf. Rizzi 1996: 87), or, in other terms, is not associated with inversion. As noted by
Manzini and Savoia (2005: 516), the notion of D-linked can be subsumed by that of specifi-
city. Indeed, this conclusion seems to adequately match the occurrence of pa also in inversion
contexts. Thus (68a) can be read as suggested in (70), where pa means something like ‘why just
there and now?’ and has scope over the entire sentence.

(70) what is the place x such that C Ty v \%
Ola_ vas-te ] P e’
X y -linke

6. Some conclusions

In this article two connected topic are investigated: the nature of enclitic pronouns in North
Italy and Rhaeto-Romance varieties and the relation of enclisis with the V2 syntax. In pursuing
this study, we have followed the Phase model and the recent reformulation of Strong Minimalist
Thesis proposed by Chomsky (2020, 2021). In particular, we have assumed that inflectional
morphology is part of the syntactic computation based on the Merge operation and that lexical
elements, including inflectional morphemes, are endowed with interpretable content: There
is no probe-goal mechanism triggered by uninterpretable features. While generative literature
generally treats inversion as the result of the verb movement to the C field in order to satisfy
the uninterpretable features that trigger head-raising, we have followed a different idea. First,
based on their distributional properties, we conclude that enclitics are a type of specialized
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inflection, possibly somehow connected with interpretive properties. This solution ended up
questioning the verb raising to C. V2 varieties showed a larger set of properties associated with
inversion, requiring a more precise characterization of inverted forms. The gist of our analysis is
that the inversion phenomena involve two types of agreement subject-verb depending on Phase
domains, whereby agreement within T-C Phase is associated with a mire reduced inflection than
when the subject is in the vP Phase or is missing. The hypothesis that enclitics are inflections
can explain the fact that in V2 varieties enclitics can combine with lexical subjects. Needless
to say, the different types of clause organization can be available to interpretive se in terms of
topic-focus organization. Hence, the distribution of SCls, full pronouns and lexical subjects can
be accounted for by the conceptualization that we have adopted, in which there is no necessity
to assume verb movement to C, also considering that T inherits from C all relevant features.
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