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1 Introduction

In Abruzzese, an upper-Southern Italo-Romance language, the semi-
fixed construction a mme e X (in italics in (1)) is used to convey the 
meaning that a speaker and a close associate of theirs act together.

(1) Parləmə a   mme e tte. 
talk.IMP.1PL to me and you
‘Let’s talk, me and you.’

The data in (1) have not been previously described in the literature, 
and constitute an interesting puzzle for their peculiar syntactic, se-
mantic and pragmatic characteristics. First of all, the structure a 
mme e X constitutes the subject of the sentence in which it occurs 
but it is not in nominative case. Secondly, the second conjunct in the 
structure, the X, always denotes a close acquaintance of the speaker. 
Thirdly, this structure is used to convey intimacy between the speak-
er and one of its closest friends/relatives, and the fact that they act 
jointly. Building on work by Ackema and Neeleman (2018), I argue 
that this structure is an associative plural of the first person pronoun, 
showing that this kind of pronoun is attested in Romance. Indeed, 
the a mme e X construction in Abruzzese fit Ackema and Neeleman’s 
(2018) prediction on associative plural pronouns. They maintain that 
if a language has associative plurals of the first and second person 
pronouns, denoting the speaker or the addressee and their perma-
nent associates, they will always be formally distinct from regular 
plural pronouns. The data from Abruzzese confirm their prediction: 
a mme e X is used to refer to the speaker and a close friend or fam-
ily member of theirs, while the regular plural nu ‘we’ is used to de-
note a set made up of the speaker and any other individual salient in 
the context. More specifically, I argue that Abruzzese resorts to Dif-
ferential Subject Marking to distinguish between associative plu-
rals and the regular plural of the first person.

I am indebted to Ad Neeleman for initially pointing out to me the similarity between the a 
mme and X construction in Abruzzese and associative plural pronouns in Dutch. My grat-
itude also goes to Valentine Hacquard, Adam Ledgeway, Juan Uriagereka, Alexander Wil-
liams as well as to Silvio Cruschina, Bob Frank, Maria Kouneli, Michele Loporcaro, Silvia 
Terenghi, Matthew Tyler, Jim Wood, Raffella Zanuttini, audiences at the 13th Newcastle 
Postgraduate Conference in Linguistics, 14th Cambridge Italian Dialect Syntax-Morphol-
ogy Meeting and Yale Syntax Reading Group and various anonymous reviewers for their 
comments and suggestions on various (oral and written) versions of the present work. I 
would also like to thank Gigi Andriani, for being an unending source of information and 
references on Italo-Romance. My deepest gratitude goes to my informants: Antonio, Li-
na, Claudio, Luigi and Manuela, without whom this work could not have been possible.
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The paper is structured as follows: in section 2, I review empirical 
data from Abruzzese, providing a description of the syntactic and se-
mantic characteristics of the a mme e X construction. In section 3, I 
briefly review the literature on plurals of first and second person pro-
nouns: I follow Ackema and Neeleman (2018) in arguing that they refer 
only to contextual associates of the speaker and the hearer, and that 
they are formally distinct from associative plurals of the first and sec-
ond pronouns. Section 4 highlights (dis)similarities between associative 
plural pronouns in Abruzzese and other phenomena marking close fa-
miliarity with the speaker that have been identified in the typological 
literature. Section 5 concludes the paper, pointing out some of the ques-
tions that remain open, and hinting at future directions of research.

2 Syntactic Characteristics

Abruzzese is an upper-Southern Italo-Romance language spoken in 
the Italian region of Abruzzo.1 It is mainly an oral language, and 
shows a huge degree of microvariation even among towns and villag-
es that are relatively close to each other. Therefore, even though I use 
the term ‘Abruzzese’ in this essay, I actually bring data from Adriat-
ic Eastern Abruzzese (Loporcaro 2009, 68-9) and, more specifical-
ly, from Lancianese, the variety spoken in the town of Lanciano. It is 
worth pointing out that there are no monolingual speakers of Abru-
zzese (and more generally of Italo-Romance languages) anymore, and 
all of them also speak Italian (or, more precisely, a regional variety 
of Italian), which inevitably influences their Abruzzese.

The a mme e X construction is used in Abruzzese to convey the 
idea that the speaker and a close acquaintance of theirs act jointly. 
It is found with verbs of any kind of thematic structure. In (1) there 
was an unergative verb, while in (2) and (3) we can see an unaccusa-
tive and a transitive respectively.

(2) Ieməcə a   mme e tte.2 
go.IMP.1PL-CL.loc to me and you
‘Let’s go together, me and you.’

1 Italo-Romance languages are sometimes referred to as ‘Italian dialects’. However, they 
are not local varieties of Italian, but Romance languages that originated from Latin indepen-
dently of Italian. Therefore, the use of the term ‘dialect’ in this contest may be misleading, es-
pecially for readers not acquainted with the complex socio-linguistic situation of Italy. Thus, 
in what follows, I refer to Abruzzese as either ‘language’ or ‘variety’, and not as ‘dialect’.
2 There are no fixed writing conventions for the written rendering of Abruzzese. 
Therefore, following previous literature (e.g., D’Alessandro 2014; Garzonio, Poletto 
2013, a.o.), I use Italian orthographic rules to write Abruzzese. However, I also make 
use of the IPA symbol schwa /ə/ since this phoneme is present in Abruzzese but not in 
Italian. Finally, I overtly mark raddoppiamento fonosintattico (gemination of the ini-
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(3) I lə magnəmə a   mme e tte.
CL.refl.1PL CL.it eat.1PL to me and you
‘You and I will eat that (thing) together.’

As shown by (1) and (2), the main context of occurrence of this con-
struction is with hortatives, but at least some speakers allow it in oth-
er moods and tenses, as in (3) and (4).

(4) Emə itə a mme e essə.
have.1PL gone to me and him/her
‘S/he and I went (together).’

The main syntactic characteristics of associative plural of the first 
person in Abruzzese can be deduced from the previous examples. 
First, the main verb or auxiliary shows first person plural agreement 
(signalled in italics in (4)), and the subject is constituted by a con-
joined structure, in this case a mme e essə ‘s/he and I’. The fact that 
this is actually the subject of this sentence is shown by the ungram-
maticality of (5) where another overt subject is present.3

(5) *Nu emə itə a mme e essə.
we   have.1PL gone to me and him/her
(intended) ‘S/he and I went (together).’

The conjoined structure that characterised all of the examples can 
be schematised as in (6).

(6) a mme e X

The first element in the structure is the preposition a ‘to’, which I will 
argue is a differential case marker of the subject (see § 3). It is also 
homophonous with the accusative marker of the differential object 
marking, and it engenders raddoppiamento fonosintattico, i.e., gemi-
nation of the of initial consonant, on the following word (see Fanciul-
lo 1997; Loporcaro 1997, a.o.). The second element in the structure, 

tial consonant of a word in specific phono-syntactic contexts; see Borrelli 2002; Fan-
ciullo 1997; Loporcaro 1997; Napoli, Nespor 1979, a.o.) with a reduplicated consonant 
in word-initial position.
3 Abruzzese is a pro-drop language, and the restrictions on the realisation of an 
overt subject are pragmatically similar to that of other pro-drop languages, such as 
Italian and Spanish.
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i.e., the first conjunct, is mme, the first person pronoun in the oblique 
case. Then, there is the conjunction, e, which also engenders raddop-
piamento fonosintattico on the following word. Finally, we have the 
second conjunct, marked as X in (6). The great majority of speakers 
allow only a second person pronoun in this position, but some speak-
ers also allow a third person singular pronoun (as in (4)), and a per-
sonal name or a full DP as in (7). Despite intraspeaker differences, 
the X always denotes a close acquaintance of the speaker, either a 
family member or a close friend of theirs, as shown by the ungram-
maticality of (8). The second conjunct too is in oblique case, but this 
is overtly marked only on the second person pronoun.4

(7) a. C’emə itə a mme e fijəmə.
CL.loc-have.1PL gone   to me   and  my-son/daughter
‘My son/daughter and I went there (together).’

b. C’emə itə a mme e lu citilə.
CL.loc-have.1PL gone   to me   and  the baby
‘Me and my (little) baby went there (together).’

(8) *C’emə itə a mme e lu prufessorə.
CL.loc-have.1PL gone to me   and  the.M   teacher.M
(intended) ‘The professor and I went there (together).’

Moreover, it is not possible to have a non-human DP as the second 
conjunct, as clearly shown by the ungrammaticality of (9).

(9) *C’emə itə a   mme  e lu     cane.
CL.loc-have.1PL gone to me      and the  dog
(intended) ‘Me and my dog went there (together).’

It is clear from this data that only DPs that are found high in the An-
imacy Hierarchy (Silverstein 1976) can occur as the second conjunct 
in this structure.

(10) addressee > 3rd person > kin > human > animate > inanimate

Moreover, as we have seen, some speakers only accept a second 
person singular pronoun as the second conjunct. Interestingly, the 
speakers who accept a third person singular pronoun or a DP as the 

4 In Abruzzese, the morphological distinction between nominative case and oblique 
case is visible only on the first and second person singular pronouns (I ‘I.NOM’ vs me 
‘me.OBL’ and tu ‘you.NOM’ vs te ‘you.OBL’).
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second conjunct always also accept a second person singular pronoun 
in the same position. In other words, there is an implicational relation 
that allows the occurrence of third person pronoun/kin terms in the 
second conjunct only when the second person is already allowed. This 
behaviour is expected given that crosslinguistically many linguistic 
phenomena, such as for instance Differential Object Marking (DOM) 
in many languages (Silverstein 1976; Dixon 1979, among many oth-
ers) or morphological marking of the dual in Arapesh (Corbett 2000, 
91), do not apply to the whole range of DPs, but only to DPs high in 
the Animacy Hierarchy.5

The a mme e X construction is strictly dual, i.e., both of the con-
juncts need to be singular, as shown by the ungrammaticality of (11). 
Moreover, it is not possible to have more than two conjuncts in this 
structure, as visible from the ungrammaticality of (12).

(11) *C’emə itə a mme e li fretəmə.6 

CL.LOC-have.1PL gone to me     and the brothers-my
(intended) ‘My brothers and I went there together.’

(12) *C’emə itə a mme, te e Mmarijə.7 

CL.LOC-have.1PL gone to me, you.SING and Mary
(intended) ‘Me, you and Mary went there together.’

Finally, even though the a mme e X construction is usually found post-
verbally, it can occur preverbally, as in (13).8

5 There are however other accounts of DOM that analyse it as a reflex of definite-
ness (Lyons 1999; Aissen 2003), or specificity and topicality (de Swart, de Hoop 2007; 
Leonetti 2008).
6 In Abruzzese, inherent possession is marked through the use of enclitic possessives, 
mə and tə, instead of the regular tonic possessives, i.e., mé and té (see D’Alessandro, 
Migliori 2017; Cardinaletti, Giusti 2019, a.o.).
7 It is possible to convey the meaning of this sentence, but simply not with this con-
struction. One needs to revert to the normal nominative subject:

(i) C’emə itə ì e li fretəmə.
CL.LOC-have.1PL gone I and the brothers-my
‘My brothers and I went there together.’

(ii) C’emə itə ì, tu e Mmarijə.
CL.LOC-have.1PL gone I, you.SING and Mary
‘Me, you and Mary went there together.’

8 It would be necessary to investigate further where a mme e X is in the clausal struc-
ture when it occurs postverbally, and whether it occupies the same position with all 
kinds of verbs. It might be that the subject stays in situ or moves to some other low po-
sition. However, it seems implausible that a mme e X is right dislocated since it is not 
de-accented nor pronounced with a comma intonation.
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(13) A mme e sorəmə n’i parlemə    cchiù.
to me and sister-my not-CL.REFL speak.1PL any-more.
‘My sister and I don’t speak to each other anymore.’

Summarising, we have seen that a mme e X has a fixed structure, is 
the syntactic subject of the sentence in which it occurs and triggers 
first person plural agreement on the verb. It can be used with verbs 
of any thematic structure as long as they denote actions that are per-
formed jointly, and it usually surfaces postverbally.

3 Associative Plurals and Plural Pronouns

In the typological literature, a distinction is drawn between addi-
tive plurals on the one hand and associative plurals on the other. Ad-
ditive plurals denote homogenous sets. Regular plurals of R-expres-
sions are additive plurals: indeed, the plural ‘girls’ denotes a set in 
which every member is a girl (cf. Barulin 1980). On the other hand, 
associative plurals are defined as plurals that refer to an individual 
and their closest associates, i.e., relatives, friends and more in gen-
eral close acquaintances of an individual (Corbett 2000, 101). Asso-
ciative plurals are found in many different languages, such as Hun-
garian, Central Pomo (Pomoan family, Northern California), Central 
Alaskan Yup’ik (Eskimo Aleut), Sanskrit, Old Egyptian, Basque (Cor-
bett 2000, 101-10). For instance, Hungarian has two different plural 
endings, one for regular plurals and one for associative plurals, as 
clear from (14).

(14) a. János-ok
John-PL
‘Johns’ (more than one person called John)

b. János-ék
John-ASSOC.PL
‘John and associates’, ‘John and his group’, ‘John ’n’ them’

(Hungarian; Corbett, Mithun 1996, 5)

(14a) is an example of an ‘additive plural’ since Jánosok denotes a 
homogenous set, i.e., a set made up of people called John (cf. Baru-
lin 1980). On the other hand, associative plurals denote an heterog-
enous set, which, in the case of (14b), is made up of John and his as-
sociates (Daniel, Moravcsik 2013). 

At least prima facie, there are similarities between associative 
plurals of R-expressions and plural pronouns of the first and sec-
ond person, in that they both denote heterogenous sets. Moravcsik 



Annali di Ca’ Foscari. Serie occidentale e-ISSN 2499-1562
56, 2022, 105-122

112

(1994) argues that first and second plural pronouns are associative 
plurals, denoting sets made up of the speaker and the addressee and 
their permanent associates. However, Daniel (2020, 4) notes that even 
though plural pronouns denote heterogenous sets, they do not impose 
restrictions on the other members of the set. In other words, the plu-
ral pronoun ‘we’ denotes a set made up by the speaker and some oth-
er individual salient in the context, but there is no requirement for 
these individuals to be close associates of the speaker. Indeed, in a 
sentence like (15), ‘we’ refers to the speaker and someone that the 
speaker has just met, surely not someone they have a close relation to.

(15) A: Who is that girl?
B: I don’t know. We met in the shop and started talking. 

Obviously, ‘we’ can also be used to refer to a group made up of the speak-
er and their close associates, but, differently from associatives, it does 
not have to. In other words, first and second plural pronouns are non-
homogenous plurals, but they do not impose any restrictions on the oth-
er elements of the set which are not the speaker and the hearer. Clearly 
then, first and second plural pronouns are neither additive plurals (they 
do not denote a set containing many instances of the speaker or of the 
hearer) nor associative plurals (they do not denote a set which neces-
sarily refers to the closest associates of the speaker or of the hearer). 

On top of the semantic reasons we have just seen, there are also 
morpho-syntactic reasons to doubt that first and second plural pro-
nouns are associative plurals (pace Moravcsik 1994). Ackema and 
Neeleman (2018, 88-98) analyse a few languages (Hungarian, Talitsk 
Russian, Turkish, Central Askan Yup’ik) that have associative plurals 
and that mark them in various morphological and syntactic ways. In 
none of these languages, the morphological or syntactic strategy used 
to mark associativity on R-expressions is employed to create regular 
plural pronouns. Thus, Ackema and Neeleman (2018, 96) predict that 
if a language has associative plurals of pronouns, these will be ‘for-
mally distinct’ from regular plural pronouns, and will be used only to 
denote groups made up by the speaker/hearer and their permanent 
associates, i.e., their close acquaintances.9 In other words, the asso-
ciative connotation of these plurals must be overtly marked in order 
to distinguish them from regular plural pronouns (which, as we have 
seen, denote a set of the speaker/hearer and any other individual sali-
ent in the context). There are indeed languages that mark associativ-

9 By ‘permanent’ Ackema and Neeleman (2018) do not necessarily entail life-long or 
ever-lasting bond: they use this term to refer to some amount of time long enough to 
establish a stable and strong relationship.
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ity on plural pronouns. For instance, Dutch has a regular first person 
pronoun as in (16a) and one referring only to the speaker and their 
family or other permanent associates (Ackema, Neeleman 2018, 96-7). 
The latter is exemplified in (16b), and it is made up of two conjuncts: 
the first is a first person pronoun or a personal name and the second 
consists of a definite determiner and possessive.

(16) a. Wij Regular plural
‘We’

b. Ik en de   mijnen10 Associative plural
I    and the mine.PL
‘My family and I.’

(Dutch; Ackema, Neeleman 2018, 96)

Thus, Dutch employs a syntactic strategy to distinguish associative 
plurals of pronouns, while other languages resort to morphological 
differentiation. Indeed, in Haruai, a Piawi language of New Guinea, 
the regular first plural pronoun is an and triggers plural agreement 
on the verb, as in (17a). However, when the singular first person pro-
noun occurs with plural agreement on the verb, the sentence acquires 
an associative reading as in (17b).11

(17) a. An hön pay-n- ŋ- a.
we pig hit- FUT-1PL-DECL
‘We will hit the pig.’

(Haruai, Comrie 1998, 146 quoted in Ackema, Neeleman 2018, 98)
b. N dy-n-   ŋ-     a.

I go-FUT-1PL-DECL
‘I and some others will go’. (with associative reading)12 

(Haruai, Corbett 2000, 192 quoted in Ackema, Neeleman 2018, 98)

Now that we have a better understanding of the crosslinguistic pic-
ture on associative plurals and associative plural pronouns, let’s re-
turn to the Abruzzese data. The regular plural of the first person pro-
noun in Abruzzese is just nu, in italics in (18).

10 Obviously, English ‘you and yours’ closely resembles the Dutch data in (17b), but 
it is attested only in the second person, while in Dutch it is much more productive.
11 This strategy is used to mark associativity on R-expressions in other languages. 
For instance, in Talitsk Russian, lack of number marking on a noun and plural agree-
ment on the verb engenders an associative reading.
12 As pointed out by Ackema and Neeleman (2018, 98), Comrie’s (2000) translation of (17b) 
does not make the associative reading salient, but in the surrounding text he comments that 
the other people who take part in the action must be permanent associates of the speaker.
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(18) Ci iemə nu. Regular plural
CL.LOC go.PRES.1PL we.FOC
‘WE will go there.’13 

However, as we have seen, Abruzzese has also a different plural of 
the first person, as in (19). 

(19) Ci iemə a   mme e tte. Associative plural
CL.LOC go.PRES.1PL to me.OBL and you.OBL
‘We will go there (together), you and I.’

This second plural, what I have called the a mme and X construction 
throughout the paper, is really just an associative plural of the first 
person pronoun. This is line with Ackema and Neeleman’s (2018) pre-
diction that if a language has associative plural pronouns, these will 
be formally distinct from regular plural pronouns. Analysing the a 
mme and X construction as an associative plural allows us to explain 
two empirical facts: first of all, why there are restrictions on the sec-
ond conjunct (as we have seen, it can only be a close acquaintance of 
the speaker) and, secondly, why these pronouns do not bear nomina-
tive case despite being the subjects of the sentence. Indeed, oblique 
case is the way in which Abruzzese marks the distinction between 
regular plural pronouns and associative plural pronouns.14 Therefore, 
Abruzzese resembles Dutch in using a conjunction structure to mark 
associativity, but, on top of conjunction, it also resorts to Differential 
Subject Marking (DSM) to highlight the distinction between regular 
and associative plural pronouns. Indeed, subjects in Abruzzese usu-
ally receive nominative case, as visible from (20).

(20) Ci vajə ì.
CL.LOC go.PRES.1SING I.NOM
 ‘I will go there.’

13 Central and Southern Italo-Romance languages, among which Abruzzese, do not 
have a synthetic form for the future and rely on present indicative or deontic modals 
to encode futuricity (Rohlfs 1968, 333; Schwegler 1990, § 5.3.2; La Fauci 2006; Ledge-
way 2012, § 4.3.1.5; Ledgeway 2016).
14 The fact that the distinction between the associative and the standard plural of 
pronoun is present only on subjects might therefore be due to a morphological acci-
dent: subjects, usually marked in nominative case, bear oblique case when they are 
associative plurals, but direct and indirect objects would anyway receive oblique case 
and so there is no morphological way to distinguish between the associative and the 
standard plural on them.
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Thus, the occurrence of the case marker a and of the oblique form of 
pronouns in the a mme e X construction is unexpected, and consti-
tutes a case of DSM. According to Woolford:

a language may be said to have Differential Subject Marking 
(DSM) if some subjects have a different Case, agree differently, 
or occur in a different position than others[:] […] such differences 
are thought of as DSM effects only if they depend on the features 
of the subject in some way. (2008, 17; emphasis added).

Here, what triggers the DSM is precisely the associative nature of 
this plural pronoun, that needs to be distinguished from the regu-
lar plural.15 Therefore, the Abruzzese data conform to the general 
crosslinguistic picture in distinguishing between regular and asso-
ciative plural pronouns, and do so by differentially marking the sub-
ject. The fact that the distinction between the associative and the 
standard plural of pronoun is present only on subjects might be due 
to a morphological accident: subjects, usually marked in nominative 
case, bear oblique case when they are associative plurals, but direct 
and indirect objects would anyway receive oblique case and so there 
is no morphological way to distinguish between the associative and 
the standard plural on them.

4 More on the Crosslinguistic Picture

As we have seen, the data from Abruzzese can be easily explained 
when adopting a framework à la Ackema and Neeleman (2018) who 
argue that regular plural pronouns are not associative plurals (pace 
Moravcsik 1994) and that associative plural pronouns need to be for-
mally distinguished from the regular plural pronouns. This section 
will be devoted to reviewing other typological data on how languages 
encode associativity and related phenomena. In the typological litera-
ture, the existence of inclusory pronominals has been reported for var-
ious languages (see Bril 2010 for a recent overview, but also previous 
works by Lichtenberk 1983; Schwartz 1988; Aissen 1989; Haspelmath 
2004, 25-6, a.o.).16 Inclusory pronominals are (a family of) construc-

15 As pointed out by an anonymous reviewer, in Abruzzese (differently from Ducth) the 
syntactic form ‘1st person pronoun & X’ is not enough to distinguish the associative plu-
ral from the regular 1st person plural pronoun, and DSM is also required. Synchronical-
ly, there is no reason why this should be the case, but the DSM could be a relic of previous 
stages of the language in which a mme e X was just a PP and then got reanalysed as the 
subject of the sentences in which it occurred therefore acquiring its associative meaning.
16 For a formal analysis of inclusory pronominal in Icelandic instead, see Sigurðs-
son, Wood 2020.
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tions denoting groups. More specifically, in these constructions both 
the whole set and one of the members of the group are overtly speci-
fied. They are called ‘inclusory’ precisely because of this double ref-
erence to the whole group and some of its members. An example of in-
clusory pronominals, coming from Dan-Gweetaa of the Mande family, 
is provided in (20). In this example, the pronoun yāā ‘we’ refers to the 
whole set, while Gbȁtȍ is overtly specifying one of the participants.

(21) yāā Gbȁtȍ yá nū.
we Gbato we.AUX    come
‘Gbato and I, we have come.’ (lit.: ‘we [including] Gbato have come’)

Dan-Gweetaa (Vydrin 2010, 165 as quoted in Khachaturyan 2019, 87)

In the typological literature, ‘inclusory pronominals’ is used as an 
umbrella term to characterise a wide array of constructions, includ-
ing the Italian data in (22), which are ambiguous between an ‘I-and-
Mary’ reading and ‘we-and-Mary’ reading.17 Clearly, in (22) the overt 
pronoun noi ‘we’ is not overtly realised, but is entailed by the first 
person plural agreement on the verb.

(22) Ci siamo andati con Maria.
CL.LOC are.1PL gone   with Mary
‘I went there with Mary.’/ ‘We went there with Mary.’

The Abruzzese data we have analysed in previous sections cannot 
be analysed as inclusory pronominals since the a mme e X construc-
tion is not ‘inclusory’: indeed, in this construction the first person 
pronoun is singular and so it does not refer to the whole set of par-
ticipants. However, there are similarities between a mme and X and 
inclusory pronominals: first, the fact that they are used only with hu-
man DPs, but also the fact that they refer to sets of close acquaint-
ances (Bril 2010, 362). Indeed, although inclusory pronominals are 
not examined in Ackema and Neeleman (2018), it may well be that 
(at least some instances of) inclusory pronominals are an instantia-
tion of associative plural pronouns. However, in order to be able to 
argue this with certainty, it would be necessary to determine wheth-
er inclusory pronouns always and only refer to permanent associates 
of the speaker and addressee.

Another interesting comparison could be drawn between the Abru-
zzese a mme and X construction and what Daniel (2020, 4) calls “kin 

17 Inclusory pronominals of this kind are attested in Chilean Spanish (Schwartz 1988), 
Yiddish (Yuasa, Sadock 2002) and French (Hacquard, p.c.) among other languages.
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pronominal plurals”, i.e., pronouns referring to a speaker and their 
family. According to Daniel (2020, 4), examples of kin pronominal plu-
rals are found in Sursurunga. In Sursurunga, a South New Ireland/
West Solomonic language of the bigger Austronesian family, the tri-
al/lesser paucal denotes small groups, or nuclear families (Corbett 
2000, 27). On the other hand, the quadral/greater paucal is used to 
denote groups of four or more people (Corbett 2000, 26-9 building on 
Hutchisson 1986 and p.c. to Corbett).18 However, there are two ad-
ditional uses of the greater paucal: it is used when expressing kin-
ship pairs (such as uncle/nephew-niece relationships), but also for 
hortatory discourse (Corbett 2000, 26-7). In particular, first person 
inclusive greater paucal can be used to entail joint action with the 
speaker (2000, 27). In another Austronesian language, Marshellese 
the quadral/paucal is similarly employed to express ‘intimacy’ (Cor-
bett 2000, 29-30 quoting Bender 1969, 159). What seems to be hap-
pening in these languages is that the use of quadral/paucal conveys 
notions of joint action and close relation with the speaker (irrespec-
tive of group size).19 Moreover, the hortatory use of the Sursurunga 
greater paucal is intriguingly similar to hortative use of the Abruzz-
ese a mme e X construction. More generally, it appears that languag-
es employ various strategies to familiarity with the speaker, but dif-
fer in the ways they mark these notions. 

5 Conclusions

The main aim of this paper was to describe the characteristics of 
the a mme e X construction in Abruzzese, which has not been pre-
viously discussed in the literature. In particular, we have seen that 
a mme e X has a fixed structure, made up of the first person singu-
lar pronoun in oblique case and a second conjunct, which is usual-
ly the second person singular pronoun in oblique case. Importantly, 
the second conjunct in the structure, the X, always denotes a close 

18 Sursurunga’s number system was originally analysed as having a-five-way dis-
tinction: singular, dual, trial, quadral and plural (Hutchisson 1986). However, Cor-
bett (2000, 26-9) argues that the trial and the quadral are respectively a paucal and a 
greater paucal since they do not denote sets of precisely 3 or 4 members, but more gen-
erally to small(-ish) groups of people. Moreover, the quadral/greater paucal is availa-
ble only for pronouns.
19 As noted by an anonymous reviewer, these two notions, joint action and close-
ness to the speaker, are distinct and it’s not clear why they should constitute a natural 
class. However, it might be that they tend to co-occur in many pragmatic contexts, i.e., 
groups of close relatives/friends tend to act together. This pattern is indeed attested 
crosslinguistically, for instance Turkish associative plurals only allow collective read-
ings (Ackema, Neeleman 2018, 93-4).
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acquaintance of the speaker. This conjoined structure is the syntac-
tic subject of the sentence in which it occurs and triggers first per-
son plural agreement on the verb. It can be used with verbs of any 
thematic structure as long as they denote actions that can be per-
formed jointly, and it is usually used in hortative contexts. Indeed, 
as we have seen, the a mme e X construction is used to convey inti-
macy between the speaker and one of its closest associates, and the 
fact that they act jointly. Following Ackema and Neeleman’s (2018) 
distinction of regular plural pronouns and associative ones, I argued 
that this structure is an associative plural of the first person pronoun 
used to refer to the speaker and their close associates. In particular, 
I showed that Abruzzese differentially marks this associative plural. 
In the last section of this paper, I briefly reviewed the typological 
literature on inclusory pronominals and kin pronominals, pointing 
out (dis)similarities between the a mme e X construction in Abruzz-
ese and other morpho-syntactic strategies to mark familiarity with 
the speaker. Two lines of research are left for future investigation. 
First, it would be useful to investigate the a mme e X construction 
further to understand better its full characterisation and secondly 
to determine whether similar data are attested in other closely-re-
lated Italo-Romance varieties. In this respect, a survey of historical 
texts would be necessary to determine the historical development 
that brought to the birth of this phenomenon. Secondly, it would be 
necessary to have a more comprehensive understanding of the ways 
in which familiarity with the speaker are marked crosslinguistical-
ly, and whether it is possible to formalise this wide range of phenom-
ena under a single formal account.
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List of abbreviations

ASSOC associative
AUX auxiliary
CL clitic
DEC declarative
FUT future
IMP imperative
LOC locative
NOM nominative
OBL oblique
PRES present
PL plural
SING singular

Bibliography

Ackema, P.; Neeleman, A. (2018). Features of Person. Cambridge (MA): MIT Press. 
https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/11145.001.0001.

Aissen, J. (2003). “Differential Object Marking: Iconicity vs. Economy”. 
Natural Language & Linguistic Theory, 21(3), 435-83. https://doi.
org/10.1023/A:1024109008573.

Aissen, J. (1989). “Agreement Controllers and Tzotzil Comitatives”. Language, 
65(3), 518-36. https://doi.org/10.2307/415221.

Barulin, A. (1980). “Kategorija čisla v mestoimenijax”. Andrjušenko, V.M. (ed.), 
Issledovanija v oblasti grammatiki i tipologii jazykov. Moscow: MGU, 145-64.

Bender, B.W. (1969). Spoken Marshallese: An Intensive Language Course with 
Grammatical Notes and Glossary. Honolulu: University of Hawaiʻi Press. 
https://doi.org/10.1515/9780824851231.

Borrelli, D. (2002). Raddoppiamento Sintattico in Italian: A Cross-Dialectal Dia-
chronic and Synchronic Study. London; New York: Routledge. https://doi.
org/10.4324/9781315024219.

Bril, I. (2010). “Coordination inclusive et comitative dans les langues ocea-
niennes”. Floricic, F. (éd.), Essais de typologie et de linguistique générale: 
Mélanges offerts à Denis Creissels. Paris: Editions de l’ENS, 361-82.

Cardinaletti, A.; Giusti, G. (2019). “Micro-Variation in the Possessive Systems of 
Italian Dialects”. Emonds, J.; Janebová, M.; Veselovská, L. (eds), Proceed-
ings of the Olomouc Linguistics Colloquium 2018. Olomuc: Palacky Univer-
sity, 137-54.

Comrie, B. (1998). “Switch Reference in Haruai: Grammar and Discourse”. 
Janse, M. (ed.), Productivity and Creativity: Studies in General and Descrip-
tive Linguistics in Honor of E.M. Uhlenbeck. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter, 421-
32. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110806946.421.

Corbett, G. (2000). Number. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. https://
doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139164344.

https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/11145.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024109008573
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024109008573
https://doi.org/10.2307/415221
https://doi.org/10.1515/9780824851231
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315024219
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315024219
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110806946.421
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139164344
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139164344


Annali di Ca’ Foscari. Serie occidentale e-ISSN 2499-1562
56, 2022, 105-122

120

Corbett, G.; Mithun, M. (1996). “Associative Forms in a Typology of Number Sys-
tems: Evidence from Yup’ik”. Journal of Linguistics, 32, 1-17. https://doi.
org/10.1017/S0022226700000736.

D’Alessandro, R.; Migliori, L. (2017). “Sui possessivi (enclitici) nelle varietà italo-
romanze meridionali non estreme”. D’Alessandro, R.; Iannàccaro, G.; Pas-
sino, D.; Thornton, A. (a cura di), Di tutti i colori. Studi linguistici per Maria 
Grossmann. Utrecht: Utrecht University Repository, 55-71. https://mor-
foretem.wordpress.com/2017/07/20/di-tutti-i-colori-studi-
linguistici-per-maria-grossmann/.

D’Alessandro, R. (2014). “Death and Contact-Induced Rebirth of Impersonal Pro-
nouns. A Case Study”. Probus, 26(2), 249-74. https://doi.org/10.1515/
probus-2014-0009.

Daniel, M. (2020). “Associative Plural as Indexical Category”. Language Sci-
ences, 81, 1-12. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2019.101256.

Daniel, M.; Moravcsik, E. (2013). “The Associative Plural”. Dryer, M.; Haspelmath, 
M. (eds), The World Atlas of Language Structures Online. Leipzig: Max Planck 
Institute for Evolutionary Anthropology. http://wals.info/chapter/36.

de Swart, P.; de Hoop, H. (2007). “Semantic Aspects of Differential Object Mark-
ing”. Puig-Waldmüller, E. (ed.), Proceedings of SuB11. Barcelona. Barcelona: 
Universitat Pompeu Fabra Press, 568-81.

Dixon, R. (1979). “Ergativity”. Language, 55, 59-138. https://doi.
org/10.2307/412519.

Fanciullo, F. (1997). Raddoppiamento sintattico e ricostruzione linguistica nel 
sud italiano. Pisa: ETS.

Garzonio, J.; Poletto, C. (2013). “Sulla posizione degli avverbi nella struttura 
frasale in alcune varietà delle Marche”. Quaderni di lavoro ASIt, 15, 23-43.

Haspelmath, M. (2004). “Coordinating Constructions: An Overview”. 
Haspelmath, M. (ed.), Coordinating Constructions. Amsterdam: John Ben-
jamins, 3-39. https://doi.org/10.1075/tsl.58.03has.

Hutchisson, D. (1986). “Sursurunga Pronouns and the Special Uses of Quadral 
Number”. Wiesemann, U. (ed.), Pronominal Systems. Tübingen: Narr, 217-55. 
Continuum 5.

Khachaturyan, M. (2019). “Inclusory Pronouns in Mande: The Emergence 
of a Typological Rarum”. Folia Linguistica, 53(1), 87-123. https://doi.
org/10.1515/flin-2019-2005.

La Fauci, N. (2006). “Dinamiche sistematiche. Perifrasi perfettive e futuro sin-
tetico: Dal latino al romanzo”. Oniga, R.; Zennaro, L. (a cura di), Atti della 
Giornata di linguistica latina (Venezia, 7 maggio 2004). Venezia: Editrice Ca-
foscarina, 101-31.

Ledgeway, A.N. (2012). From Latin to Romance: Morphosyntactic Typology and 
Change. Oxford: Oxford University Press. http://doi.org/10.1093/acp
rof:oso/9780199584376.003.0009.

Ledgeway, A.N. (2016). “Functional Categories”. Ledgeway, A.N.; Maid-
en, M. (eds), The Oxford Guide to the Romance Languages. Oxford: Ox-
ford University Press, 761-71. https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:o
so/9780199677108.003.0046.

Leonetti, M. (2008). “Specificity in Clitic Doubling and in Differential Ob-
ject Marking”. Probus, 20(1), 33-66. https://doi.org/10.1515/
PROBUS.2008.002.

Lichtenberk, F. (1983). A Grammar of Manam. Honolulu: University of Hawai‘i 
Press.

Clara Cuonzo
A mme e tte: An Associative Plural of the First Person Pronoun in Abruzzese

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022226700000736
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022226700000736
https://morforetem.wordpress.com/2017/07/20/di-tutti-i-colori-studi-linguistici-per-maria-grossmann/
https://morforetem.wordpress.com/2017/07/20/di-tutti-i-colori-studi-linguistici-per-maria-grossmann/
https://morforetem.wordpress.com/2017/07/20/di-tutti-i-colori-studi-linguistici-per-maria-grossmann/
https://doi.org/10.1515/probus-2014-0009
https://doi.org/10.1515/probus-2014-0009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2019.101256
http://wals.info/chapter/36
https://doi.org/10.2307/412519
https://doi.org/10.2307/412519
https://doi.org/10.1075/tsl.58.03has
https://doi.org/10.1515/flin-2019-2005
https://doi.org/10.1515/flin-2019-2005
http://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199584376.003.0009
http://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199584376.003.0009
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199677108.003.0046
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199677108.003.0046
https://doi.org/10.1515/PROBUS.2008.002
https://doi.org/10.1515/PROBUS.2008.002


Clara Cuonzo
A mme e tte: An Associative Plural of the First Person Pronoun in Abruzzese

Annali di Ca’ Foscari. Serie occidentale e-ISSN 2499-1562
56, 2022, 105-122

121

Loporcaro, M. (1997). L’origine del raddoppiamento fonosintattico. Saggio di fo-
nologia diacronica romanza. Basel; Tübingen: Francke.

Loporcaro, M. (2009). Profilo linguistico dei dialetti italiani. Roma-Bari: Laterza.
Lyons, C. (1999). Definiteness. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. htt-

ps://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511605789.
Moravcsik, E. (1994). “Group Plural – Associative Plural or Cohort Plural”. E-mail 

document. LINGUIST List, 5.681, 11 June 1994. https://linguistlist.
org/issues/5/5-681/.

Napoli, D.J.; Nespor, M. (1979). “The Syntax of Word-Initial Consonan-
tal Gemination in Italian”. Language, 55(4), 812-42. https://doi.
org/10.2307/412746.

Rohlfs, G. (1968). Grammatica storica della lingua italiana e dei suoi dialetti.
Vol. 2, Morfologia. Torino: Einaudi.

Schwartz, L. (1988). “Conditions on Verb-Coded Coordinations”. Hammond, 
M.; Moravcsik, E.; Wirth, J. (eds), Studies in Syntactic Typology. Amsterdam: 
John Benjamins, 53-73.

Schwegler, A. (1990). Analyticity and Syntheticity: A Diachronic Perspective 
with Special Reference to Romance Languages. Berlin; New York: Mouton 
de Gruyter. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110872927.

Sigurðsson, H.Á.; Wood, J. (2020). “‘We Olaf’ Pro[(x-)NP] Constructions in 
Icelandic and Beyond”. Glossa: A Journal of General Linguistics, 5(1), 16. 
http://doi.org/10.5334/gjgl.1054.

Silverstein, M. (1976). “Hierarchy of Features and Ergativity”. Dixon, 
R. (ed.), Grammatical Categories in Australian Languages. Canber-
ra: Australian Institute of Aboriginal Studies, 112-71. https://doi.
org/10.1515/9783110871661-008.

Vydrin, V. (2010). “Co-Ordinative Pronouns in South and South-West Mande: 
A Second Compound Pronouns Area in Africa?”. Vydrin, V.; Pozdniakov, K.; 
Zheltov, A. (eds), Personal Pronouns in Niger-Congo Languages. Internation-
al Workshop, 13-15 September 2010. St. Petersburg: St. Petersburg Univer-
sity Press, 164-72.

Woolford, E. (2008). “Differential Subject Marking at Argument Structure, Syn-
tax, and PF”. de Hoop, H.; de Swart, P. (eds), Differential Subject Marking. 
Dordrecht: Springer, 17-40. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-
6497-5_2.

https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511605789
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511605789
https://linguistlist.org/issues/5/5-681/
https://linguistlist.org/issues/5/5-681/
https://doi.org/10.2307/412746
https://doi.org/10.2307/412746
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110872927
http://doi.org/10.5334/gjgl.1054
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110871661-008
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110871661-008
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-6497-5_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-6497-5_2



	1	Introduction
	2	Syntactic Characteristics
	3	Associative Plurals and Plural Pronouns
	4	More on the Crosslinguistic Picture
	5	Conclusions

