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LђќћюџёќȱMюџіюȱSюѣќію

Dependent clauses in Albanian: A Balkan feature

Abstract

Balkanȱlanguagesȱareȱknownȱforȱ theȱuseȱofȱ theȱęniteȱverbȱ inȱcontrolȱ
contexts,ȱ unlikeȱ Romanceȱ andȱ Germanicȱ languages.ȱ However,ȱ bothȱ
Albanianȱ andȱ Aromanianȱ varietiesȱ (Southernȱ Albania)ȱ alsoȱ presentȱ
non-ęniteȱverbalȱformsȱinȱdependentȱclauses,ȱinȱalternanceȱwithȱęniteȱ
structures.ȱThus,ȱTosk/ȱ standardȱAlbanianȱ showsȱbothȱęniteȱ clausesȱ
inȱ controlȱ contexts,ȱ and,ȱ inȱ someȱ contexts,ȱ aȱparticipialȱ constructionȱ
introducedȱbyȱtheȱprepositionsȱpër ‘for’, paȱ ‘without’,ȱtu/ duke for the 
gerund.ȱInȱGhegȱvarietyȱallȱdependentȱcontextsȱincludeȱanȱinvariantȱformȱ
ofȱtheȱverbalȱbaseȱprecededȱbyȱtheȱprepositionȱmeȱ‘with’.ȱAromanian,ȱ
likeȱ Toskȱ Albanianȱ andȱ Romanian,ȱ selectsȱ ęniteȱ constructionsȱ inȱ
alternationȱwithȱinęnitivesȱintroducedȱbyȱtheȱprepositionȱdi ‘of’ or ti 
‘for’.ȱTheȱarticleȱanalyzesȱtheseȱdataȱinȱkeepingȱwithȱrecentȱpapersȱbyȱ
ChomskyȱwhichȱdevelopȱaȱStrongȱMinimalistȱapproachȱtoȱsyntax.ȱ

Keywords. Balkanȱlanguages,ȱcomplementȱclauses,ȱcontrol,ȱclauseȱin-
troducers,ȱparticiple,ȱinęnitive

1. Introduction1

1� �The�data�discussed�here�were�gathered�through�𿿿eld�research�with�native�informants�from�
different varieties. I thank my informants for their intelligent and generous collaboration, 
and, among others, Mimoza Rekaj for Gjirokastër, Piro Mishtaku for Libofshë, Paola Na-
politano for San Benedetto Ullano, Eliana Laçej for Shkodër. The speakers were informed 
of the type of questionnaires and interviews and participated willingly. 
A�broad�IPA�phonetic�transcription�is�used�for�the�examples:�for�the�sake�of�simplicity,�[ə]�is�
transcribed�as�[ë],�the�back�low�vowel�of�Shkodër�Gheg�as�[ɑ],�the�palatal�stop�[ɟ]�as�[gj],�and�
the low mid stressed vowels are rendered as [o] and [e] respectively.  Among others, we pre-
serve�the�IPA�symbols�for�the�dental�fricatives�[θ]�and�[ð],�in�Albanian�spelling�th�and dh, for 
the�postalveolar�fricative�[ʃ]�sh,�for�the�palatal�nasal�[ɲ]�nj�and�the�palatal�lateral�[ʎ].�Abbrevia-
tions:�Acc�=�accusative,�Asp=�progressive�aspect�particle,�Def�=�de𿿿nite,�f�=�feminine,�Impf�=�
imperfect,�Inf�=�in𿿿nitive,�Lkr�=�Linker,�the�pre-posed�article,�Mood�=�mood,�NM�=�negative�
marker, Obl = oblique, OCl = Object Clitic, Past = past, PP = past participle, pl = plural, P = 
preposition,�Prt�=�particle,�Q�=�quanti𿿿er,�M/R�=�middle-reÀexive�clitic�u, sg = singular, Subj 
=�subjunctive,�φ�=�nominal�features,�TV�=�thematic�vowel.��
�As�well�known,�Standard�Albanian�is�based�on�Tosk.�We�prefer�to�keep�speaking�of�Tosk�
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InȱsomeȱBalkanȱlanguages,ȱcomplementȱclausesȱadmitȱtwoȱtypesȱofȱ
syntax.ȱNon-ęniteȱverbalȱformsȱareȱonlyȱpartiallyȱsimilarȱtoȱtheȱinęni-
tiveȱofȱRomanceȱorȱGermanicȱlanguages.ȱSpecięcally,ȱinȱGhegȱthisȱnon-
ęniteȱformȱoccursȱinȱallȱmodalȱcontexts,ȱalsoȱincludingȱcontrolȱcontexts;ȱ
inȱToskȱvarietiesȱtheȱnon-ęniteȱformȱisȱlimitedȱtoȱprepositionalȱcontextsȱ
(cf.ȱtheȱexamplesȱinȱ(7)).ȱToskȱAlbanianȱandȱAromanian,ȱtheȱminorityȱ
Romanceȱ languageȱ spokenȱ inȱ southernȱAlbania,ȱ admitȱęniteȱ clausesȱ
inȱ modalȱ andȱ controlȱ contexts,ȱ introducedȱ byȱ aȱ specializedȱparticle,ȱ
‘subjunctive particle’ such as tëȱ‘të’ȱinȱAlbanian,ȱthatȱcombinesȱwithȱtheȱ
inĚectedȱverbȱform.ȱTheȱquestionȱisȱaddressedȱbyȱaȱsubstantialȱlitera-
tureȱ(cf.ȱtheȱdiscussionȱinȱManziniȱandȱSavoiaȱ2007,ȱ2018),ȱwithinȱtheȱ
cartographicȱframework,ȱasȱweȱwillȱbrieĚyȱdiscuss.ȱȱ

Asȱforȱtheȱęniteȱclauses,ȱtheȱproblemȱisȱhowȱtheȱembeddedȱsubjectȱ
isȱinterpretedȱasȱco-referentialȱwithȱanȱargumentȱofȱtheȱmatrixȱclause.ȱ
Inȱfact,ȱasȱstressedȱbyȱManziniȱandȱSavoiaȱ(2007:ȱ7)ȱtheȱsyntacticȱprop-
ertiesȱ postulatedȱ forȱ theȱ PROȱ subjectȱ ofȱ inęnitivesȱ (Chomskyȱ 1995)ȱ
appear to be ‘irrelevant for control and similar interpretations, since 
theseȱequallyȱariseȱinȱęniteȱcontextsȱinȱBalkanȱlanguages’.ȱAccordingȱ
toȱManziniȱandȱSavoiaȱ(2007,ȱ2018),ȱtheȱso-calledȱ‘subjunctiveȱparticle’ȱ
ofȱBalkanȱlanguagesȱȱȱintroducesȱtheȱrelevantȱvariable,ȱlikeȱtheȱinęnitiveȱ
morphologyȱofȱRomanceȱorȱGermanic.ȱWeȱassumeȱthatȱtheȱparticleȱin-
troducesȱtheȱEPPȱargumentȱofȱtheȱembeddedȱęniteȱverbȱasȱaȱvariable.ȱ
Thisȱpropertyȱallowsȱtheȱembeddedȱsubjectȱtoȱenterȱintoȱcontrolȱandȱ
chainȱ (raising)ȱ relations,ȱ implyingȱ theȱ eventȱunięcationȱbetweenȱ theȱ
matrixȱandȱdependentȱclause.

Albanianȱ varietiesȱ provideȱ theȱ twoȱ mainȱ typesȱ ofȱ complementȱ
clauses,ȱi.e.ȱtheȱęniteȱformȱandȱtheȱnon-ęniteȱform;ȱtheȱmostȱinterestingȱ
aspectȱisȱthatȱtheȱuseȱofȱsuchȱconstructionsȱisȱnotȱcoincidingȱwithȱtheȱ
distributionȱofȱGermanȱandȱRomanceȱ languages.ȱMoreȱpreciselyȱweȱ
ęndȱbothȱęniteȱdependentȱclausesȱ inȱcontrolȱcontextsȱandȱnon-ęniteȱ
clausesȱoverextendedȱindependentlyȱfromȱtheȱsententialȱcontextsȱde-
pendingȱonȱ theȱvariety.ȱWeȱwillȱ studyȱ theseȱ typologies,ȱ focusingȱonȱ
twoȱmainȱissues,ȱtheȱi.e.ȱtheȱnatureȱofȱtheȱintroducersȱandȱtheȱroleȱofȱ
theȱnon-ęniteȱverbalȱformsȱwithinȱPhaseȱmodelȱdrawnȱbyȱtheȱrecentȱ
worksȱbyȱChomskyȱ(Chomskyȱ2015,ȱ2019,ȱ2021,ȱ2024).ȱ

2. Tosk, Arbëresh, and Gheg
Inȱ theȱ Toskȱ varieties,ȱ includingȱ bothȱ standardȱAlbanianȱ andȱAr-

bëreshȱvarieties,ȱęniteȱdependentȱclausesȱoccurȱinȱmodalȱcontextsȱ(vo-
litional,ȱaspectual,ȱperception,ȱmotion,ȱetc.).ȱThisȱalsoȱholdsȱforȱcontrolȱ
contexts,ȱwhereȱtheȱverbȱagreesȱwithȱanȱargumentȱofȱtheȱmatrixȱverb,ȱ

because our informants use a spoken non-standard local variety.
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asȱinȱtheȱexamplesȱinȱ(1)ȱandȱ(2)ȱforȱGjirokastër.ȱTheȱdependentȱclausesȱ
areȱintroducedȱbyȱtheȱParticleȱtë (Prt), in (1a-d), and the declarative in-
troducers tʃë or se, both wh- elements2, can precede të.ȱUnlikeȱtheȱnega-
tive marker (NM) of declarative clauses nuk ‘not’, in modal dependent 
contextsȱandȱinȱimperatives,ȱtheȱnegationȱisȱexpressedȱbyȱtheȱspecial-
izedȱnegativeȱmarkerȱmos,ȱwhichȱprecedesȱtheȱparticleȱtë,ȱasȱinȱ(1b,c).ȱȱ
(1)ȱa.ȱęlo-v-aȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ (tʃë) t          a   bëj     

ȱȱȱȱbegin-Past-1sgȱȱȱthatȱȱPrtȱȱȱȱȱitȱȱȱdo.1sgȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
‘Iȱbeganȱtoȱdoȱit’ȱ
b.ȱȱtëȱȱθa-tʃ              (tʃë)               të  (mos)  e     la-ɲ-e
ȱȱto.youȱȱtell.Past-1sgȱȱȱȱthatȱȱ ȱȱPrtȱ NMȱȱȱȱȱitȱȱȱȱwash-Subj-2sgȱ
ȱȱ‘Iȱtoldȱyouȱnotȱtoȱwashȱhim/her’ȱ
c.ȱȱɐʃt                më     miɾë  (tʃë)  ata   (mos) të   vi-jën  këtu 
ȱȱbe.3sgȱ moreȱȱęneȱȱȱȱthatȱȱtheyȱȱNMȱȱPrtȱcome-3plȱȱ hereȱȱ
ȱ‘ItȱisȱbeĴerȱthatȱtheyȱ(doȱnot)ȱcomeȱhere’
d.ȱȱeɾð-a  të  t  a  jap
come.Past-1sgȱ Prtȱ to.youȱ itȱ give.1sgȱȱ
‘Iȱcameȱtoȱgiveȱitȱtoȱyou’

Declarative clauses:

(2)ȱja-mȱȱ ȱ eȱȱ sigurtȱȱ se/ȱtʃë do  vijë
Be-1sgȱ ȱ Lkrȱ sureȱ thatȱ wantȱ come.3sg
‘Iȱamȱsureȱthatȱheȱwillȱcome’ȱ ȱ ȱ Gjirokastër

InȱsomeȱItalo-Albanianȱdialectsȱ(Arbëresh),ȱofȱToskȱdescent,ȱtë isȱreg-
ularlyȱ precededȱ by aȱ wh-introducer,ȱ namelyȱ theȱ quantięerȱ saȱ ‘howȱ
much/ȱmany’,ȱ asȱ inȱ theȱdialectȱ ofȱS.ȱBenedeĴoȱUllanoȱ (northernȱCa-
labria),ȱ inȱ (3a-c).ȱTheȱdeclarativeȱ introducerȱ isȱse, inȱ turnȱanȱoriginalȱ
wh-ȱelement,ȱinȱ(3d).ȱ
(3)ȱȱa.ȱęnir-t-aȱ saȱȱ tȱȱ lej-iɲ-a  ʎibr-in

stop-Past-1sgȱthatȱȱPrtȱ read-Impf-1sgȱbook-Acc.msg
‘Iȱstoppedȱreadingȱtheȱbook’
b.ȱȱiȱȱ ȱȱȱθa-ʃ    sa   t  (mos) ha-r
him/herȱȱtell-Past.1sgȱ ȱȱthatȱPrtȱȱNMȱ eat-Subj.3sg
‘Iȱtoldȱhim/herȱtoȱ(not)ȱeat’

c.ȱȱȱeɾð-a sa  t  të  ʃih-ɲ-a           
2  tsi�in Aromanian, tʃë/ sa in Albanian are wh- elements, as the interrogative contexts show, 

cf. tsi�fats?�‘What�do�you�do?’�(Aromanian),�tʃë�bën?�‘What�do�you�do?’�(Albanian).�The�
same holds for sa ‘how much/ many’, cf. sa�diaʎëra? ‘How many boys? (S. Benedetto Ul-
lano), and the complementizer se, in turn a wh-element, as in Me�se�udhetove?�‘What�did�
you�travel�with?’�(Demiraj�2002:�245,�399).�Mann�(1977:�122)�identi𿿿es�it�as�a�wh-�relative�
element, for instance me�se…�‘with�what…’.
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came-1sgȱ thatȱ Prtȱ youȱ see-Impf-1sg
ȱ‘Iȱcameȱtoȱseeȱyou’ȱ

d.ȱȱaiȱȱȱθo-tȱ seȱ diaʎ-iȱȱ ȱ ęë
Heȱsay-3sgȱȱthatȱ boy-Def.msgȱ sleep
‘Heȱsaysȱthatȱtheȱboyȱsleeps’ȱȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱSanȱBenedeĴoȱUllano

Asȱtheȱexamplesȱinȱ(1)-(2)ȱillustrate,ȱtheȱparticleȱtëȱisȱcompatibleȱwithȱ
theȱdeclarativeȱ introducer,ȱwhichȱprecedesȱ it.ȱTheȱlexicalȱsubject,ȱ forȱ
instanceȱinȱvolitionalȱcontexts,ȱfollowsȱorȱprecedesȱtheȱdependentȱverb,ȱ
inȱ(4a)ȱforȱtheȱArbëreshȱofȱS.ȱBenedeĴoȱandȱinȱ(4b)ȱforȱGjirokastër:
(4)ȱa.ȱȱdëʃiro-ɲ     (dial-i)    sa      t     (dial-i)   leji-ɲ             libr-in
ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱwish-1sgȱȱȱȱȱȱboy-DefȱȱȱȱȱPrtȱȱȱPrtȱȱȱȱȱboy-Defȱread-Subj.3sgȱȱȱȱȱȱbook-Def.Acc

‘Iȱwishȱthatȱtheȱboyȱreadsȱtheȱbook’ȱȱ SanȱBenedeĴoȱUllano
ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱb.ȱȱunëȱȱ duaȱȱ ȱ aiȱȱ tëȱȱ haȱ-ȱiȱȱȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ
ȱ ȱIȱȱ want.1sgȱȱ heȱȱ Prtȱȱ eatȱ-Subj.ȱ3sg
ȱ ‘Iȱwantȱthatȱheȱeats’ȱȱ ȱ ȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱGjirokastër

Aromanianȱpresentsȱaȱsimilarȱtypeȱofȱdependentȱsyntax.ȱInȱtheȱvariet-
iesȱofȱMyzeqejaȱexemplięedȱhereȱbyȱtheȱdataȱfromȱLibofshë,ȱtheȱwh-ȱ
element tsi introducesȱtheȱęniteȱverbȱalsoȱinȱcontrolȱcontexts,ȱasȱinȱ(5a-
c),ȱwhereȱanȱintroducerȱtraditionallyȱcharacterizedȱasȱmodal,ȱnamelyȱ
s,ȱcomparableȱwithȱAlbanianȱtë,ȱoccursȱbetweenȱtsiȱandȱtheȱverb.ȱTheȱ
negativeȱmarkerȱprecedesȱs.
 
(5)ȱa.ȱȱtsëȱȱ ȱȱȱdze-ʃ  tsi (nu)  s  u fats

to.youȱȱȱtell.Past-1sgȱȱȱ thatȱ(NM)ȱȱ Prtȱȱ itȱdo.2sg
‘Iȱtoldȱyouȱ(not)ȱtoȱdoȱit’
b.ȱȱɲi  ne-si    minta  tsi  nu  s  u  fak 
to.meȱȱcome.Past-1sgȱȱthe.mindȱȱȱ thatȱȱ NMȱȱ Prtȱȱ itȱȱȱȱȱdo.1sg
ȱ‘Iȱrememberedȱnotȱtoȱdoȱit’
c.ȱȱminiȱmëndue-skȱȱtsiȱȱȱ ȱȱsȱȱ uȱved
Iȱȱȱȱȱȱȱthink-1sgȱȱȱȱȱthatȱȱȱȱPrtȱitȱȱ see.1sg
‘IȱthinkȱIȱseeȱȱit’ȱȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱLibofshë

GhegȱAlbanianȱ(Shkodër)ȱgeneralizesȱanȱinvariableȱ formȱofȱ theȱverbȱ
precededȱbyȱtheȱprepositionsȱme ‘with’,ȱasȱinȱ(6a),ȱtui ‘at (Gerund)’ or 
pɑȱ‘without’ȱinȱ(6b,b’),ȱinȱallȱmodalȱcontexts.ȱThisȱform,ȱcalledȱpaskajore 
‘inęnitive’ȱ(ManziniȱandȱSavoiaȱ2018)ȱitȱcoincidesȱwithȱtheȱstemȱofȱtheȱ
verbȱandȱalsoȱoccursȱasȱaȱreducedȱparticipleȱinȱauxiliaryȱconstructionsȱ
(SavoiaȱandȱBaldiȱ2022).ȱTheȱphraseȱintroducedȱbyȱme can be preceded 
byȱtheȱintroducerȱtʃi,ȱi.e.ȱtheȱrelativeȱelementȱalsoȱintroducingȱdeclara-
tiveȱcomplementȱsentences,ȱinȱ(6d,e),ȱorȱbyȱtheȱprepositionȱpëɾ,ȱinȱ(6c).ȱȱ
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(6)ȱa.ȱȱkɑȱ ȱȱ ęˈɫ-u   me  hɑ̃ŋëɾ 
have.3sgȱȱ begin-PPȱ withȱ eat
'(S)heȱstartedȱeating’

b.ȱȱdol-aȱȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ pɑ  u lɑ:
go.out.Past-1sgȱȱwithoutȱȱ M/Rȱ wash
‘Iȱwentȱoutȱwithoutȱwashing’

b’.ȱȱja-mȱȱ tuȱȱ eȱȱȱ ȱȱȱȱȱlɑ�        
be-1sgȱ Prtȱ him-herȱȱȱȱwashȱ
‘Iȱamȱwashingȱhim/her’

c.ȱ ka-mȱȱ ȱɑɾð   (pëɾ)  me      t       pɑ:
have-1sgȱcome.PPȱ forȱȱȱȱȱwithȱȱȱȱyouȱȱsee
‘Iȱcameȱtoȱseeȱyou’

d.ȱȱȱka-mȱȱ i:kȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ(tʃi)  mas  me  e  pɑ:   
have-1sgȱȱ go.PPȱȱthatȱȱ NMȱ withȱ itȱ see
‘Iȱleftȱnotȱtoȱseeȱit’

e.ȱȱduȱȱ ȱȱȱȱ(tʃi)   me   ɑɾðȱȱȱȱȱaiȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ/ȱaiȱȱ ȱȱȱȱȱmeȱȱ ȱ ɑɾð 
want.1sgȱȱȱȱȱthatȱȱȱwithȱcomeȱȱheȱȱȱ/ȱheȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱwithȱȱ comeȱ
‘Iȱwantȱhimȱtoȱcome’ȱ ȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱShkodërȱ

Aȱparticipialȱ constructionȱ isȱalsoȱadmiĴedȱ inȱTosk,ȱwhereȱ itȱ realizesȱ
purposeȱcontextsȱintroducedȱbyȱtheȱprepositionȱpër ‘for’ in (7a,a’), im-
plicitȱrelativesȱinȱ(8b),ȱcontextsȱwithȱpaȱ‘without’ȱandȱdukëȱtheȱgerun-
dive introducer in (7c, c’), and some aspectual verb, in (7d)3.

(7)ȱȱȱa.ȱarð-tʃ       për  t    a  la-rë
come.Past-1sȱȱ forȱȱ Prtȱȱ ȱȱitȱȱ wash-PPȱ ȱ
‘Iȱcameȱtoȱwashȱit’

ȱȱȱȱȱȱa’.ȱ ik-uȱ ȱ ȱpëɾȱtëȱȱȱȱmosȱȱȱ/ȱȱȱmosȱ tȱȱȱȱȱȱȱiȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱzgjuaɾ    
leave.Past-3sgȱ ȱforȱPrtȱȱȱȱȱNMȱȱȱȱ/ȱȱȱNMȱȱȱPrtȱȱȱthemȱȱȱȱwake.up-PP
‘(S)heȱleftȱnotȱtoȱwakeȱhim/themȱup’

ȱȱȱȱȱb.ȱȱɲë  këˈmiʃ   pëɾ  t  (u)   la-ɾë
aȱȱ shirtȱȱ ȱ forȱ Prtȱ (M/R)ȱȱȱwash-PP
‘Aȱshirtȱtoȱwash/beȱwashed’

ȱȱȱȱȱc.ȱdol-aȱȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ ȱ paȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱeȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱpa-rëȱ ȱȱ
come.out.Past-1sgȱȱ withoutȱȱȱhimȱȱȱsee-PPȱ

3  Residual structures with the participle introduced by an aspectual verb are also docu-
mented�in�Arbëresh�varieties.�For�instance,�in�the�dialect�of�Barile�(Basilicata)�we�𿿿nd�
structures such as that in (i), where the aspectual verb is followed by the oblique form of 
the participle:
(i)��fërno-ɲ� së� ʎa-r-i�� � makn-ën��
�𿿿nish-1sg� Link.Obl�wash-PP-Obl� carr-Acc
‘I�𿿿nish�washing�the�car’� � � � � Barile
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‘Iȱcameȱoutȱwithoutȱseeingȱhimȱ/ȱher’
ȱȱȱȱȱc’.ȱerðaȱȱ ȱ ȱ dukeȱȱ vrap-uar

come.Past-1sgȱ ȱ Prepȱ run-PP
‘Iȱcameȱrunning’

ȱȱȱd.ȱȱȱȱmbaro-v-aȱ sëȱ ȱ Ħet-ur-i
ęnish-Past-1sgȱ Link.Oblȱ sleep-PP-Obl
‘Iȱęnishedȱsleeping’ȱȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱGjirokastër

Inȱ Aromanian,ȱ theȱ non-ęniteȱ clausesȱ occurȱ inȱ controlȱ contexts,ȱ inȱ
(8a,b),ȱ alsoȱ includingȱ implicitȱ relativesȱ (cf.ȱCapidanȱ1932:ȱ549),ȱ asȱ inȱ
(8c).ȱTheȱęniteȱstructureȱisȱhoweverȱpossibleȱinȱcontrolȱcontexts,ȱasȱinȱ
(8b’),ȱwhereȱ theȱparticleȱ sȱ occurs,ȱpossiblyȱprecededȱbyȱ theȱ comple-
mentizer tsi.ȱTheȱfullȱformȱofȱtheȱinęnitiveȱisȱpreserved,ȱinȱwhichȱtheȱ
inęnitiveȱinĚectionȱ-riȱisȱcombinedȱwithȱtheȱThematicȱVowelȱ-TV-, and 
is embedded under the prepositions di ‘of’ or tiȱ‘for’;ȱtheȱobjectȱcliticsȱ
areȱpreferablyȱexcluded.4

(8)ȱa.ȱȱmbëˈriȱ ȱ diȱ/ȱtiȱ ȱȱȱȱmëk-a-riȱȱȱȱȱȱ/ȱdurm-e-riȱȱ
ęnish.Past.1sgȱȱ of/ȱforȱȱȱȱȱȱeat-TV-Infȱȱȱ/ȱsleep-TV-Inf
‘Iȱęnishedȱeatingȱ/ȱsleeping’

b.ȱȱtsëȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱdze-ʃȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱdiȱȱ(nu)ȱfëts-e-riȱȱȱȱȱ/ȱdiȱȱɣ-a-ri               aist
to.youȱȱȱȱtell.Past-1sgȱȱȱȱofȱȱNMȱdo-TV-Infȱ/ȱȱofȱȱwash-TV-Infȱȱȱthat
‘Iȱtoldȱyouȱ(not)ȱtoȱdoȱit’

b’.ȱ tsëȱȱ ȱȱdze-ʃ             tsi     (nu)  s  u fats
to.youȱȱ ȱȱtell.Past-1sgȱȱ thatȱȱȱ(NM)ȱȱ Prtȱitȱȱ do.2sg
‘Iȱtoldȱyouȱ(not)ȱtoȱdoȱit’

c.ȱȱestiȱȱ unëȱȱ këmiʃ-ë  di  ɣ-a-ri
isȱ aȱȱ shirt-fsgȱ of/forȱȱwash-TV-Inf
‘Itȱisȱaȱ shirtȱtoȱbeȱwashed’ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱLibofshë

3.  The complement clauses
Inȱ theȱ proposalȱ ofȱ Riveroȱ (1994),ȱ theȱ dependentȱ inĚectedȱ clausesȱ ofȱ
ToskȱAlbanianȱpresentedȱinȱ(1)-(2)ȱforȱGjirokastërȱandȱArbëresh,ȱimplyȱ
aȱM(ood)ȱnodeȱbetweenȱIȱandȱC,ȱwhichȱhostsȱtheȱparticleȱtë.ȱThisȱanaly-
sisȱ isȱappliedȱtoȱstandardȱAlbanianȱandȱArbëreshȱdialectsȱbyȱTuranoȱ
(1993),ȱwhichȱassumesȱthatȱinȱArbëreshȱtë+verb movesȱtoȱC,ȱexcludingȱ

4� �Another�non-𿿿nite�construction,�presumably�formed�on�the�Albanian�non-𿿿nite�construct�pa�
‘without’�+�past�participle, is the participle preceded by the pre-posed negative marker ni, 
different from the sentential negation nu, (Capidan 1932: 552) in (i). 
(i)���niʃa-i�� � ni���������ti�������vidzu-t

 come.out.Past-1sg NM     you    see-PP ‘I came out without seeing you’
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aȱprecedingȱsubject.ȱInȱtheȱcartographicȱmodel,ȱtheȱparticleȱtëȱisȱgener-
allyȱexcludedȱfromȱInĚ/T,ȱinsofarȱasȱtheȱdependentȱverbȱautonomouslyȱ
realizesȱtheȱsubjunctiveȱinȱINFL,ȱandȱtheȱparticleȱalwaysȱprecedesȱob-
jectȱclitics,ȱasȱsuggestedȱinȱ(9).ȱ

(9) [CPȱCȱtʃëȱ[TOPICȱȱ[FOCUSȱȱȱ[M/Cȱtëȱȱ[…ȱOClȱȱȱTP

Inȱ(9),ȱtheȱcomplementizerȱtʃë/ se isȱassociatedȱwithȱaȱhighȱCȱposition,ȱ
whileȱtheȱparticleȱtëȱisȱinȱaȱlowerȱpositionȱinȱC-ęeld.ȱTheȱprepositionsȱ
precedingȱtëȱareȱtreatedȱasȱinstantiationsȱofȱCȱ(Turanoȱ1993,ȱLedgewayȱ
1998,ȱHillȱandȱTomicȱ2009).ȱRoussouȱ(2000)ȱandȱRobertsȱandȱRoussouȱ
(2003)ȱproposeȱanȱanalysisȱofȱModernȱGreekȱinȱwhichȱtheȱparticleȱna - 
comparable to Albanian të - appears in an Op(erator) position, in the 
Cȱęeld,ȱwhereȱ itȱ isȱprecededȱbyȱtheȱdeclarativeȱcomplementizerȱpou, 
exactlyȱasȱinȱAlbanian,ȱandȱprecedesȱtheȱnegationȱminȱassociatedȱwithȱ
M(ood).ȱ Inȱ theȱ cartographicȱ analysisȱ ofȱ Daco-Romanianȱ non-ęniteȱ
clauses,ȱHillȱ (2013),ȱapplyingȱtheȱproposalȱofȱRizziȱ (1979),ȱassociatesȱ
the introducer deȱwithȱ theȱpositionȱFin,ȱ inȱ (10);ȱ inȱ contextsȱwhereȱ itȱ
precedesȱtheȱintroducerȱofȱinęnitivesȱaȱ(PanăȱDindeleganȱandȱMaidenȱ
2013),ȱtheȱFinȱpositionȱisȱsplitȱintoȱtwo,ȱwithȱdeȱinȱtheȱhigherȱFinȱandȱa 
inȱtheȱlower.ȱ

(10)ȱ ForcePȱ>ȱTopPȱ>ȱFocusPcontrastȱ>ȱFinP1 (de) (> FinP2ȱa)ȱ>ȱTPȱ
ȱ (Hillȱ2013,ȱp.ȱ235)

Inȱrelatives,ȱHillȱ(2013)ȱassociatesȱdeȱwithȱaȱpositionȱinȱtheȱdomainȱofȱ
C,ȱinȱ(11):

(11)ȱ Implicitȱrelativesȱȱȱ(Hillȱ2013:ȱ237)

[ForcePNull Op [Force de [Finȱdeȱ[ȱTPȱinęnitive/ȱvPȱsupine

Inȱourȱvision,ȱtheȱassumptionȱthatȱAlbanianȱpëɾ and me and Aromanian 
ti/di correspondȱtoȱtwoȱdiěerentȱcategories,ȱPȱ(beforeȱnouns)ȱorȱC/Fin,ȱ
appearsȱdescriptive,ȱ andȱ adȱhoc.ȱ Moreover,ȱ theȱmultiplicationȱ ofȱC-
typesȱpositionsȱisȱclearlyȱunsatisfactoryȱforȱsimplicityȱandȱexplicativeȱ
reasons.ȱ

Manziniȱ andȱ Savoiaȱ (2018)ȱ noteȱ thatȱ theȱ ęniteȱ complementationȱ
needsȱtoȱbeȱintroducedȱbyȱanȱelementȱendowedȱwithȱnominalȱproper-
ties,ȱsuchȱasȱaȱwh-ȱpronominalȱelement,ȱforȱinstanceȱinȱmanyȱRomanceȱ
varietiesȱasȱwellȱ asȱ inȱAlbanianȱ (ManziniȱandȱSavoiaȱ2005).ȱ Inȱotherȱ
words,ȱ theȱ complementȱ clausesȱ cannotȱbeȱdirectlyȱ embeddedȱunderȱ
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aȱVPȱandȱareȱinȱfactȱembeddedȱunderȱaȱnoun.ȱTheȱproblemȱisȱthatȱtheȱ
sententialȱcomplementȱcannotȱreceiveȱtheȱcaseȱandȱCPsȱcannotȱenterȱ
intoȱAgreeȱrelationsȱwithȱv,ȱthusȱlackingȱVisibilityȱ(Stowelȱ1981).ȱItȱisȱ
notȱanȱaccidentȱthatȱRomanceȱandȱBalkanȱlanguagesȱuseȱintroducersȱ
such as che,ȱque, tʃi, tsi,ȱetc.ȱȱgivingȱriseȱtoȱaȱfreeȱrelative.ȱTheseȱpronomi-
nalȱelementsȱsaturateȱtheȱargumentȱofȱtheȱmainȱverbȱandȱintroduceȱanȱ
eventȱvariable,ȱprovidingȱanȱinterpretationȱofȱtheȱtypeȱthere is an event 
suchȱasȱe,ȱty;ȱtheȱverbȱofȱtheȱdependentȱclauseȱisȱęnite,ȱandȱtheȱsubjectȱre-
alized.ȱInȱmodalȱorȱcontrolȱcontexts,ȱtheȱdependentȱclauseȱcanȱincludeȱ
aȱnominalȱvariableȱorȱaȱquantięer,ȱ suchȱasȱAlbanianȱ të (+subjunctive) 
and Aromanian s.ȱ

3.1. Merge and amalgamation in phases

Inȱwhatȱfollows,ȱweȱassumeȱthatȱmorphologyȱisȱpartȱofȱtheȱsyntacticȱ
computationȱ (Manziniȱ etȱ al.ȱ 2020,ȱ Savoiaȱ andȱ Baldiȱ 2023,ȱ 2024;ȱ seeȱ
alsoȱCollinsȱandȱKayneȱ2020).ȱLexicalȱelementsȱ(morphemes)ȱareȱen-
dowedȱ withȱ interpretiveȱ content,ȱ withȱ theȱ resultȱ thatȱ Lateȱ Insertionȱ
andȱ theȱ otherȱ adjustmentsȱ usedȱ byȱ Distributedȱ Morphologyȱ areȱ ex-
cluded.ȱTherefore,ȱtheȱagreementȱisȱnotȱtheȱproductȱofȱmovementȱandȱ
theȱprobe-goalȱmechanism,ȱbutȱ theȱmanifestationȱofȱ theȱ identityȱbe-
tweenȱ referentialȱ featureȱ setsȱ correspondingȱ toȱ theȱ sameȱ argumentsȱ
ofȱtheȱsentence.ȱThisȱimpliesȱthatȱmorphologyȱworksȱinȱtheȱSpell-Outȱ
domainsȱofȱtheȱPhases,ȱcreatingȱbyȱMergeȱtheȱunitsȱsubjectȱtoȱTrans-
fer.ȱChomskyȱ(2020,ȱ2021)ȱexcludesȱtheȱheadȱmovement,ȱtheȱtraditionalȱ
mechanismȱofȱverbȱagreement,ȱasȱaȱgenuineȱsyntacticȱrule,ȱandȱpropos-
esȱ‘simplyȱtoȱdropȱtheȱconditionȱthatȱInternalȱMergeȱ(Movement)ȱhasȱ
toȱbeȱtriggered,ȱsoȱit’sȱfree,ȱlikeȱExternalȱMerge’.ȱChomskyȱ(2020,ȱ2021)ȱ
relatesȱverbȱinĚectionȱtoȱtheȱamalgamationȱoperationȱwhichȱunderliesȱ
Spelling-outȱandȱexternalization:

Externalization,ȱhowever,ȱrequiresȱanȱoperationȱthatȱamalgamatesȱtheȱ
inĚectionalȱelementsȱINFLȱandȱvȱalongȱwithȱtheȱroots,ȱpresumablyȱcy-
clically.ȱTheȱoperationȱAmalgamateȱformsȱaȱcomplexȱ[INFL,ȱ[v,ȱroot]].ȱ
Thereȱ areȱ furtherȱ eěectsȱ withȱ someȱ variation,ȱ asȱ isȱ characteristicȱ ofȱ
morphologyȱ[…]ȱTheȱęrstȱstepȱinȱaȱderivationȱmustȱselectȱtwoȱitemsȱ
fromȱtheȱlexicon,ȱpresumablyȱaȱrootȱRȱandȱaȱcategorizerȱCT,ȱformingȱ
{CT,ȱ R},ȱ whichȱ undergoesȱ amalgamationȱ underȱ externalization,ȱ […]ȱ
(Chomskyȱ2021ȱpp.ȱ36)

Thus,ȱMergeȱcreatesȱcomplexȱwordsȱthatȱamalgamationȱmakesȱavail-
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ableȱtoȱexternalization,ȱandȱinĚectedȱęniteȱverbsȱrealizeȱtheȱpropertiesȱ
ofȱtheȱCPȱPhase.ȱ

Basedȱonȱthisȱframework,ȱweȱconnectȱ theȱAlbanianȱandȱRomanceȱ
ęniteȱandȱnon-ęniteȱcomplementationȱtoȱtheȱwayȱinȱwhichȱPhasalȱdo-
mainsȱareȱrealizedȱandȱSpelled-outȱtoȱExternalization.ȱAsȱnoted,ȱele-
ments such as tʃi, tʃëȱ areȱnominalȱ headsȱ introducingȱ aȱ variable.ȱ Theȱ
mainȱverbȱtakesȱasȱcomplementȱaȱnominalȱelementȱassociatedȱwithȱaȱ
propositional variable, so that the dependent clause is turned into a 
sortȱofȱfreeȱrelative.ȱInȱthisȱline,ȱweȱcanȱdeemȱthatȱwh-ȱelementsȱsuchȱ
as Albanian tʃi and Aromanian tsi,ȱetc.ȱdoȱnotȱrealizeȱCȱbutȱaȱnominalȱ
head,ȱwhileȱ theȱ featuresȱofȱCȱareȱ inherited,ȱandȱexpressed,ȱbyȱ INFLȱ
andȱtheȱotherȱreferentialȱlexicalȱunitsȱinȱitsȱPhase.

Inȱtheȱcaseȱofȱcontrolȱstructuresȱanȱargumentȱofȱtheȱdependentȱverbȱ
isȱnotȱsaturatedȱandȱisȱintroducedȱasȱaȱvariable,ȱimplyingȱaȱmechanismȱ
ofȱ lambdaȱextractionȱwhichȱchangesȱ theȱdependentȱ intoȱaȱpredicate.ȱȱ
Inȱsyntacticȱterms,ȱweȱapplyȱtheȱideaȱthatȱinȱcontrolȱtëȱ/ȱs sentences a 
boxedȱemptyȱoperatorȱisȱinvolvedȱthatȱisȱIM-edȱtoȱtheȱphaseȱedge,ȱ

Asȱweȱknow,ȱtheȱbracketedȱphraseȱhasȱtheȱpropertiesȱofȱlong-distanceȱ
A’-ȱmovement,ȱnowȱrevisedȱwithȱaȱboxedȱemptyȱelementȱEȱinterpretedȱ
atȱSPEC-Cȱ(thatȱis,ȱatȱ[).ȱEȱisȱinterpretedȱasȱanȱemptyȱoperatorȱleavingȱ
anȱopenȱsentence,ȱwhichȱ functionsȱasȱaȱpredicate,ȱ theta-markingȱ theȱ
EM-insertedȱsubjectȱ[…]ȱ(Chomskyȱ2024:ȱ11)

TheȱIM-edȱelementȱisȱassociatedȱwithȱanȱinformationalȱreadingȱ(Chom-
skyȱ2024:ȱ7ȱě)5,ȱandȱitȱisȱaccessibleȱforȱinterpretationȱatȱtheȱConceptual-
Intentionalȱsystem,ȱbutȱitȱisȱsegregatedȱwithȱrespectȱtoȱtheȱderivation.ȱ
ThisȱanalysisȱnaturallyȱdepictsȱAlbanianȱandȱAromanianȱinĚectedȱsub-
ordinates,ȱwhereȱtheȱtëȱ/ȱs introduceȱtheȱvariableȱthatȱconnectsȱanȱargu-
mentȱofȱtheȱmatrixȱandȱtheȱnon-saturatedȱargumentȱofȱtheȱdependent.ȱ
InȱAlbanian,ȱtheȱparticleȱtëȱisȱidentięedȱbyȱManziniȱandȱSavoiaȱ(2007)ȱ
withȱtheȱformȱofȱtheȱarticle/ȱlinkerȱtë,ȱi.e.ȱtheȱDȱelementȱwhichȱinȱAlba-
nian precedes the adjective or the possessor in possessive constructions 
(ManziniȱandȱSavoiaȱ2018).ȱThisȱelementȱagreesȱwithȱtheȱheadȱnoun,ȱasȱ
inȱ(12a)ȱforȱtheȱsingularȱnominativeȱandȱinȱ(12b)ȱforȱtheȱoblique:

(12)ȱȱa.ȱerð-iȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ dial-iȱȱȱiȱmaðȱȱȱȱȱ /ȱȱvaiz-aȱȱȱȱȱȱȱeȱ ȱȱȱmað-eȱ

5� �“[…]�the�element�E�is�IM-ed�to�the�phase�edge�as�being�put�in�a�box,�separate�from�the�
ongoing derivation D. E must however be accessible to D at later phase levels for inter-
pretation�at�the�interfaces�[…]�it�is�immune�to�theta-marking�(Chomsky�2024a:�8)”.�Thus,�
Clausal categories such as ‘force- and information-related (interrogative, topic, focus)’ are 
associated with IM (Chomsky 2024: 5). 
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come.Past-3sgȱȱȱȱboy-DefȱȱȱLkr.mȱȱȱbigȱȱȱ/ȱȱgirl-DefȱȱȱLkr.fȱȱȱbig-fȱȱ
‘Theȱbigȱboyȱ/ȱtheȱbigȱgirlȱcame’

b.ȱȱi-aȱȱȱða-tʃȱȱȱȱ ȱ dial-itȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ/ȱȱvaiz-ësȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱtëȱȱȱmað/mað-eȱ
him/her-itȱȱgive.Past-1sgȱȱȱboy-Obl-Defȱȱ/ȱgirl-obl.f.defȱȱLkrȱȱȱbig/big-f
‘Iȱgaveȱitȱtoȱtheȱbigȱboy/girl’ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱGjirokastër

Ourȱhypothesisȱisȱthatȱtheȱparticleȱtëȱoccurringȱinȱsententialȱcontextsȱ
isȱ theȱ sameȱsyntacticȱobject,ȱwhichȱ lexicalizesȱ theȱargumentȱvariableȱ
associatedȱwithȱtheȱsubordinateȱverb.ȱThus,ȱtheȱdependentȱverbȱisȱin-
troducedȱbyȱaȱsortȱofȱarticleȱthatȱallowsȱtheȱnon-saturatedȱargumentȱofȱ
theȱdependentȱtoȱbeȱboundȱbyȱanȱargumentȱofȱtheȱmatrix.ȱ

(13)ȱ tëȱ=ȱQφ (⊆)

të precedesȱ theȱOCl,ȱ canȱ beȱ precededȱ byȱ aȱwh- introducer, tʃë or se/
sa,ȱ (14a,b),ȱ andȱ inȱ turnȱprecedesȱorȱ followsȱ theȱmodalȱnegationȱmos, 
(14a,b,c).

(14)ȱȱa.ȱȱik-aȱ ȱ tʃë  mos  të   të  ʃih-j-a
Leave.Past-1sgȱ wh.Nȱ NMȱ D.Oblȱ youȱ see-Impf-1sg
‘Iȱleftȱtoȱnotȱseeȱyou’

b.ȱiφȱȱȱȱȱ θa-tʃ     tʃë të  mos  e   bën-te
him/herȱtell.Past-1sgȱ wh.Nȱ D.Oblȱ ȱNMȱȱitȱȱdo-Impf-3sg
‘Iȱtoldȱhim/herȱnotȱtoȱdoȱit’

c.ȱȱmëȱȱȱȱθa-nȱȱ mosȱȱȱtȱȱȱȱȱaȱȱȱbëj-aȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ/ȱȱȱtëȱȱmosȱȱeȱȱȱbëj-a
meȱȱȱȱtell.Past-3plȱȱNMȱȱȱȱȱOblȱȱȱitȱȱȱȱdo-Impf-1sgȱ/ȱȱOblȱȱNMȱȱȱȱitȱȱȱȱdo-Impf-1sg
‘Theyȱtoldȱmeȱnotȱtoȱdoȱit’ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱGjirokastërȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ

Theȱnegativeȱmarkerȱmos is restricted to modal (control) subordinates 
andȱimperatives.ȱBothȱAlbanianȱnegativeȱmarkers,ȱi.e.ȱnuk for declara-
tiveȱcontexts,ȱandȱmosȱcanȱbeȱtracedȱbackȱtoȱtheȱanalysisȱofȱnegationȱ
proposedȱbyȱManziniȱandȱSavoiaȱ(2011:ȱ130,ȱ152ȱě.)ȱandȱSavoiaȱ(2025).ȱ
InȱkeepingȱwithȱAcquaviva (1994), negativeȱwordsȱareȱindeęnitesȱin-
troducingȱaȱvariableȱ ‘x’ȱandȱitsȱ lexicalȱrestriction,ȱclosedȱbyȱtheȱexis-
tentialȱquantięerȱinȱtheȱscopeȱofȱtheȱnegativeȱoperatorȱ[¬].ȱTheȱlaĴer,ȱ
therefore, is not realizedȱbyȱaȱlexicalȱconstituent,ȱbutȱisȱpostulatedȱbyȱ
theȱpresenceȱofȱtheȱnegativeȱmarkerȱorȱtheȱnegativeȱitems.ȱTheȱelementȱ
mos,ȱlikeȱtheȱotherȱnegators,ȱisȱassociatedȱwithȱanȱargumentȱorȱeventȱ
variable,ȱinȱtheȱscopeȱofȱaȱnegatedȱexistential,ȱasȱinȱ(15a,b).6ȱInȱ(15a,b)ȱ
6  Interestingly, the etymology of mos�identi𿿿es�two�parts,�the�negation�*mo- and a second 

element�connected�with�an�old�inde𿿿nite,�*-kwi, of which -s�is the phonetic outcome (Mann 
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the wh-ȱintroducerȱclosesȱtheȱphaseȱvPȱofȱtheȱmatrixȱwhereȱitȱintroducesȱ
theȱeventȱvariableȱinȱtheȱscopeȱofȱnegation.ȱTheȱelementȱtëȱboxedȱatȱtheȱ
phaseȱedge,ȱintroducesȱtheȱvariableȱcoindexedȱwithȱanȱargumentȱofȱtheȱ
matrixȱandȱtheȱsubjectȱofȱtheȱembeddedȱclause.ȱTheȱspecializedȱnega-
tive marker mos can occur in preverbal position, as in (15a) or combine 
withȱtë inȱanȱinformational/ȱfocusedȱpositionȱasȱinȱ(15b).

(15)ȱa.ȱȱ¬ ∃xȱ…ȱȱ[INFL < iφ,ȱθa-tʃ > …  [wh  tʃëx    [  tëφ   [C  mosx  [INFL   < e, bëntex,φ >   [vP  
‘Iȱtoldȱhim/herȱnotȱtoȱdoȱit’
b.ȱȱȱ¬ȱ∃xȱ…ȱȱ[ȱINFL < ik, -aφ > … [wh  tʃëx    [ mosx  [ tëφ   [C  [INFL  < të, ʃihjax,φ >  [vP  

 
ȱ ‘Iȱleftȱtoȱnotȱseeȱyou’ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ Gjirokastër

Asȱforȱtheȱlexicalȱnatureȱofȱtheȱnegativeȱmarkerȱmos,ȱweȱconcludeȱthatȱitȱ
isȱsubcategorizedȱforȱpredicates,ȱthatȱisȱnonȱdenotationalȱVPsȱ(proper-
ties,ȱcf.ȱCierchiaȱ1984)ȱsuchȱasȱmodalȱdependentsȱandȱimperatives,ȱandȱ
nouns.ȱIndeed,ȱitȱcanȱcombineȱwithȱnounsȱtoȱgiveȱnegativeȱitemsȱsuchȱ
as mosɲeriȱ‘nobody’,ȱmosgjëȱȱ‘nothing’ȱ(cf.ȱSavoiaȱ2025).ȱȱ

(16)ȱ mosȱȱȱ__ȱȱ/ȱproperty

InȱtheȱAromanianȱconstructionsȱtheȱparticleȱsȱmayȱbeȱprecededȱbyȱtheȱ
wh-ȱelementȱ tsi.ȱWeȱconcludeȱ thatȱ s is like tëȱ inȱAlbanian,ȱnamelyȱaȱ
sort of relator that interprets the complement clause as a predicate, as 
inȱ (17).ȱTheȱcontrolȱ readingȱdependsȱonȱ theȱ lexicalȱpropertiesȱofȱ theȱ
matrixȱverb7.

(17) [ INFL < tsëφ,ȱȱdzeʃ >  …  [wh  tsix   [  sφȱ [C   [INFL  < u, fatsφ >

ȱ ‘Iȱtoldȱyouȱtoȱmakeȱit’ȱȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ Libofshë

Non-ęniteȱformsȱinvolveȱobliquizationȱthroughȱaȱprepositionalȱintro-
ducer,ȱofȱwhichȱtheȱnon-ęniteȱverbȱisȱtheȱcomplement,ȱaȱnominalizedȱ
formȱ(participleȱorȱstem)ȱinterpretedȱasȱaȱpropertyȱ(Chierchiaȱ1984).ȱInȱ
Albanianȱweȱęndȱpëɾȱ‘for’ȱfollowedȱbyȱtheȱpastȱparticipleȱwithȱmotionȱ
verbsȱorȱimplicitȱrelativeȱreading,ȱasȱinȱ(18a),ȱinȱTosk,ȱandȱmeȱ‘with’ȱfol-
lowedȱbyȱtheȱbareȱstemȱinȱallȱcomplementȱcontextsȱinȱGheg,ȱasȱinȱ(18b).ȱ
Again,ȱtheȱcontrolȱinterpretationȱisȱdeterminedȱbyȱtheȱlexicalȱproper-

1977: 239). 
7 A plausible origin of s(ë), să� in�Romanian,� is�Latin�*sic� ‘with�this,�by�which’� (cf.�Za𿿿u�

2016), i.e. a referential connective which contributes to connecting the complement clause 
with the matrix verb.
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tiesȱofȱtheȱmatrixȱverb,ȱsoȱthatȱambiguityȱisȱpossible.ȱȱ

(18)ȱa.ȱ arð-tʃφ    [ për     [ t     a  la-rëφȱȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ Toskȱ
come.Past-1sgȱȱȱȱforȱȱȱȱȱȱȱPrtȱȱitȱwash-PPȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ‘Iȱcameȱtoȱwashȱup’

b.ȱȱkɑφȱȱ ȱ ˈɫ-u  [me  hɑ̃ŋëɾφȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱGheg
have-3sgȱȱbegin-PPȱ ȱwithȱ eatȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ ‘Heȱstartedȱeating’

Followingȱ theȱ analysisȱproposedȱ inȱManziniȱ andȱSavoiaȱ (2011),ȱ andȱ
FrancoȱandȱManziniȱ(2017),ȱof, toȱandȱtheȱcorrespondingȱcaseȱrepresentȱ
anȱelementaryȱrelator,ȱasȱinȱ(19),ȱwhichȱintroducesȱtheȱpredicateȱ(theȱ
participle/ȱstem)ȱasȱtheȱ“(zonal)ȱinclusion”ȱ(inȱtheȱsenseȱproposedȱbyȱ
Belvin, den Dikken 1997) of the main sentence. Both pëɾ ‘for’ and me 
‘with’ mayȱbeȱtracedȱtoȱanȱinclusionȱreading.ȱpëɾ selects the accusative 
ofȱtheȱnoun,ȱasȱinȱ(18b).

(19)ȱ a.ȱ pëɾ  =ȱ⊆, (beneęciary)   ___ [DP /vP]
ȱ b.ȱ eȱbër-iȱȱȱ ȱȱȱȱ këtëȱ pëɾ dial-in
ȱ ȱ itȱmake.Past-3sgȱȱ thisȱ forȱboy-Def.Acc
ȱ ȱ ‘(s)heȱmadeȱitȱforȱtheȱboy’

meȱinȱGheg canȱbeȱthoughtȱasȱtheȱimplementationȱofȱtheȱreverseȱinclu-
sion relation [⊇],ȱ whereȱ theȱ DP/vPȱ embeddedȱ byȱ theȱ prepositionȱ isȱ
‘includedȱby’ȱtheȱgoverningȱDPȱ(orȱtheȱevent)ȱ(cf.ȱFrancoȱetȱal.ȱ2021),ȱ
asȱinȱ(20a).ȱOnȱtheȱnounȱtheȱaccusativeȱisȱselected,ȱasȱshownȱbyȱ(19b).

(20)   a.ȱȱȱ me =ȱ⊇
b.� e�ka-m�� bɐ̃   me�� θik-en

  it have-1sg  make.PP with knife-Def.Acc
  ‘I have made it with the knife’  Shkodër

InȱAromanianȱ theȱprepositionsȱdi ‘of’ (and ti ‘for’)ȱ selectȱ inęnitives.ȱ
Aȱnaturalȱassumptionȱisȱthatȱtheseȱelementsȱareȱnothingȱbutȱtheȱbasicȱ
prepositionsȱcharacterizingȱtheȱpossessionȱcontexts,ȱasȱinȱ(21a)ȱandȱinȱ
(21b).ȱAȱpossibleȱconclusionȱisȱthatȱtheȱdependentȱstructuresȱareȱcon-
structedȱinȱtermsȱofȱaȱpart-wholeȱlogicȱrelation,ȱwithȱtheȱmainȱclause,ȱ
asȱsuggestedȱinȱ(20c).ȱȱ

(21)ȱȱ a.ȱ di:  ⊆   
ȱ b..ȱ mën-aȱȱȱ di    mujer-ë     

hand-fsgȱ ofȱȱȱȱwoman-fsgȱȱ‘Theȱhandȱofȱtheȱwoman’
c.ȱȱ tsëφ dzek [ P⊆   di … [VPȱ fëtseriφ]]ȱȱ ȱ ȱ



58

 
ȱ ȱ ‘Iȱtellȱyouȱtoȱdoȱit’ȱȱ ȱ ȱȱȱȱȱȱAromanianȱ(Libofshë)

Theȱparticipleȱcanȱbeȱidentięedȱwithȱanȱadjectivalȱpredicateȱassociatedȱ
withȱv,ȱasȱinȱ(22a).ȱTheȱRootȱisȱmergedȱtoȱtheȱThematicȱVowelȱbyȱamal-
gamation,ȱassumingȱthatȱTVȱisȱaȱnominalȱvariableȱ(SavoiaȱandȱBaldiȱ
2023,ȱ Manziniȱ andȱ Savoiaȱ 2005),ȱ asȱ inȱ (22c,d).ȱ Theȱ elementȱ tëȱ againȱ
insertsȱaȱvariableȱinȱaȱboxed.ȱE-MergeȱandȱLabellingȱyieldȱtheȱpredica-
tiveȱstructureȱinȱ(22b).

(22)ȱa.ȱik-uȱpëɾȱtëȱmosȱ/ȱmosȱȱȱȱtȱiȱȱzgjuaɾȱ‘(S)heȱleftȱnotȱtoȱwakeȱthem’
         
b.ȱȱȱȱ∃x…ȱ[INFLȱiku …  [P  pëɾ⊆ [mosx   [ tëφ   [C  …   [VPȱȱȱȱ<ȱi,ȱzgjuarx,φȱ>  [  Rȱφ/yȱ
                                                      
c.ȱ <ȱzgjR, uaTV>ȱ[zgj-uaTV]
d.ȱ <ȱzgj-uaTV, rPP>ȱ[zgj-ua-rPP]

Thisȱanalysisȱalsoȱaccountsȱforȱtheȱcase-markedȱformȱofȱtheȱparticipleȱ
thatȱemergesȱinȱToskȱvarieties,ȱasȱinȱ(23a),ȱwhereȱtheȱdependentȱclauseȱ
isȱrealizedȱasȱanȱobliqueȱparticipleȱwithȱtheȱinĚectionȱ-i and preceded 
byȱsë, theȱobliqueȱformȱofȱtheȱparticleȱ(cf.ȱDemirajȱ1986),ȱinȱturnȱselect-
ingȱtheȱoblique,ȱasȱinȱ(23b).ȱTheȱdependentȱclauseȱisȱrealizedȱasȱaȱpredi-
cateȱdevoidȱofȱtheȱinĚectionalȱpropertiesȱofȱtheȱCPȱphase.ȱWeȱcanȱthinkȱ
thatȱitȱrealizesȱvȱinȱtheȱvPȱSpell-outȱdomain,ȱasȱinȱ(23c).

(23)ȱa.ȱmbaro-v-aȱȱ ȱsëȱȱȱȱȱngrën-iȱȱ ȱ atë
stop-Past-1sgȱȱȱȱ Oblȱȱeat.PP.Oblȱȱ that
ȱ‘Iȱstoppedȱeatingȱit’ȱ
b.ȱsëȱArt  ___  [⊆a.ȱ
c.ȱ[INFL<ȱmbaro-v, -aφ >… [ sëφ   [C  [VPȱȱȱȱ<ȱngrënφ, ix >  [DP  atë   

Gjirokastër
      
Ghegȱstemsȱcoincideȱwithȱtheȱroot,ȱincludingȱtheȱTVȱinȱvocalicȱverbalȱ
classes,ȱandȱcanȱbeȱanalyzedȱasȱaȱnominalizedȱformȱendowedȱwithȱanȱ
indeęniteȱreading,ȱTheȱrelatorȱmeȱ(cf.ȱ(20))ȱmayȱbeȱprecededȱbyȱtheȱin-
troducer tʃiȱandȱbyȱtheȱnegativeȱmarkerȱmas,ȱasȱinȱ(24a)ȱandȱ(24b).ȱTheȱ
embeddedȱverbȱisȱrealizedȱasȱanȱelementaryȱpredicateȱavailableȱtoȱbyȱ
associatedȱwithȱanȱargumentȱdependingȱonȱ theȱnatureȱofȱ theȱmatrixȱ
verb.ȱ

(24)ȱa.ȱ[INFL du …   [wh-  (tʃix)      [ aiȱφ  [P  me⊇   [Cȱȱȱ…   [vP ɑɾðx,φȱȱȱȱȱȱ[ȱȱȱVPȱȱ
 du (tʃi)  ai  me ɑɾðȱȱ ȱ ȱ ‘Iȱwantȱhimȱtoȱcome’ȱ
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ȱȱb.ȱȱ∃x…ȱ[INFL ka-mφȱ...ȱ[ȱvP i:kφ …  [wh-  (tʃix)  [ masx [P   me⊇  [C [vP < e, pɑ:x,φȱ>ȱ[VPȱ
                          
 kam i:k (tʃi) mas me e pɑ:ȱȱȱȱ ‘Iȱleftȱnotȱtoȱseeȱit’ȱ ȱȱȱ Shkodër

Byȱhypothesis,ȱinȱ(24)ȱtheȱstemȱisȱassociatedȱwithȱtheȱSpell-Outȱdomainȱ
inȱvP,ȱwhereȱitȱrealizesȱtheȱroot.ȱAsȱinȱtheȱcaseȱofȱparticiplesȱandȱinęni-
tives,ȱ theȱclauseȱ isȱreadȱasȱaȱpredicateȱ implyingȱanȱargumentalȱvari-
able,ȱwhich,ȱdependingȱonȱtheȱlexicalȱpropertiesȱofȱtheȱmatrixȱverb,ȱisȱ
boundȱbyȱanȱargumentȱofȱtheȱmainȱclauseȱorȱisȱanaphoricallyȱboundȱbyȱ
aȱDPȱofȱtheȱdiscourse.ȱInȱ(24)ȱtheȱembeddedȱsubjectȱisȱIM-edȱatȱtheȱedgeȱ
ofȱCPȱphase,ȱandȱboxed,ȱinȱtheȱsenseȱofȱChomskyȱ(2024);ȱitȱisȱaccessibleȱ
toȱinterpretationȱatȱtheȱlevelȱofȱclausalȱsemantics.ȱȱ

Aromanianȱ inęnitivesȱmayȱbeȱassimilatedȱtoȱparticiplesȱandȱstemȱ
forms.ȱAsȱ noted,ȱ theȱ non-ęniteȱmorphologyȱ createsȱ aȱpredicateȱ thatȱ
introducesȱaȱvariableȱboundȱbyȱanȱargumentȱofȱtheȱmatrixȱclause,ȱasȱinȱ
(25).ȱTheȱinęnitiveȱis,ȱhowever,ȱassociatedȱwithȱINFL,ȱwhereȱitsȱindeę-
nitenessȱproperties,ȱcontributeȱtoȱintroducingȱanȱargumentalȱvariable,ȱ
asȱinȱ(25b).

(25)ȱ [INFL  <tsëφ, dzeʃ >  [P di⊆  [C    [vP     < ɣ-a, -riφ>   [VP aist   
  
 tsë dzeʃ di ɣariȱaistȱȱ ‘Iȱtoldȱyouȱtoȱwashȱthis’ȱ Libofshë
  

WeȱareȱconcludingȱthatȱparticipialȱformsȱinȱAlbanianȱandȱinęnitivesȱ
inȱAromanianȱ leadȱ toȱaȱ comparableȱ interpretiveȱeěect,ȱ changingȱ theȱ
dependentȱclauseȱtoȱaȱpredicateȱandȱimplyingȱanȱargumentalȱvariable.ȱȱ
 

6. Final comments: agreement in CP and vP 

Inȱtheȱprecedingȱdiscussionȱweȱreliedȱonȱtheȱphasalȱmodel,ȱi.e.ȱaȱrep-
resentationȱofȱtheȱclauseȱorganizationȱinȱwhichȱtheȱstructuresȱareȱtheȱ
resultȱofȱMergeȱandȱdependȱonȱsomeȱtypeȱofȱagreementȱinȱtheȱphaseȱ
(Chomskyȱ2021).ȱTheȱnotionȱofȱphase,ȱasȱdeęnedȱbyȱtheȱPhaseȱImpen-
etrabilityȱConditionȱPIC,ȱdelimitsȱtheȱSpell-Outȱdomainȱforȱexternal-
ization,ȱsoȱthatȱtheȱsyntacticȱobjectȱconstructedȱisȱsentȱtoȱSMȱandȱC-Iȱbyȱ
theȱoperationȱTransfer.ȱManziniȱetȱal.ȱ(2020a)ȱnoteȱthatȱtheȱexternaliza-
tionȱofȱtheȱfeaturesȱcanȱbeȱ(i)ȱuniformȱorȱ(ii)ȱuniformȱinȱtheȱSpell-Outȱ
domain.ȱHenceȱCPȱandȱvPȱcanȱimplementȱ(partially)ȱdiěerentȱsubsetsȱ
ofȱrelevantȱfeatures.ȱAsȱregardsȱourȱdata,ȱSpell-Outȱoperationȱleadsȱtoȱ
diěerentȱwaysȱofȱrealizingȱtheȱagreementȱdependingȱonȱitsȱdomain,ȱasȱ
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suggestedȱinȱ(26).

(26)ȱSpell-Outȱofȱtheȱphi-featuresȱofȱtheȱsubject
a. φ-featuresȱareȱlicensedȱinȱCPȱPhaseȱbyȱaȱlexicalȱDPȱorȱtheȱagree-

mentȱinĚectionȱofȱtheȱverbȱ
b.ȱ Theȱverbȱisȱunableȱtoȱsatisfyȱtheȱφ-featuresȱofȱINFL:ȱtheȱsubjectȱisȱ

licensedȱbyȱaȱvariableȱintroducedȱbyȱtheȱverb.ȱ
Theȱtypeȱofȱagreementȱonȱtheȱsubjectȱinȱ(26a)ȱisȱassociatedȱwithȱtheȱ

Spell-OutȱdomainȱofȱtheȱCPȱPhase.ȱThisȱobviouslyȱalsoȱappliesȱtoȱęniteȱ
clausesȱintroducedȱbyȱtë in Albanian or sȱinȱAromanian,ȱasȱinȱ(15a.b),ȱ
whereȱtëȱ(exactlyȱasȱsȱinȱAromanian)ȱforcesȱtheȱinĚectionȱofȱtheȱdepen-
dentȱverbȱtoȱrealizeȱtheȱnominalȱvariableȱ(boundȱbyȱanȱargumentȱofȱtheȱ
matrixȱclause).ȱ
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