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1. Introduction

Recentwork (KrochandTaylor(1997)(henceforthK&T (1997));Kroch,
Taylor andRinge(1997))(henceforthKTR (1997))hasshown that the two
dialectsof Middle English differed in the way they implementedthe verb
second(V2) constraint. In the south,V2 wasobserved to be of the IP-V2
type(thetypefoundin modernYiddishandIcelandic)whereasin thenorth,
it wasof theCP-V2type(thetypefoundin German,Dutchandthemodern
mainlandScandinavianlanguages).

Anotherwell known fact is thatEnglishlost V2 at somepoint in its his-
tory. On thebasisof a studyof a northernanda southerntext, KTR (1997)
suggestthatthisbeganwith theextensivecontactbetweennorthernandsouth-
ernspeakers,which led to considerablemixtureof somefeaturesin boththe
dialects,in particulartheV2 constraint.Furthermore,oncedevelopedin con-
tact,themixedlanguagewaspickedupby children,andasacaseof grammar
competition(Kroch(1994)),subsequentlyevolvedin awaythatdroveout the
syntacticallymoremarkedoption(V2) overa periodof time.

Thispapertracesthebehavior of Middle EnglishV2 from 1350to 1500.
Unlike previousstudies,this paperis basedon a largernumberof texts (31
texts). The analysisof the datapresentedhereshows that with respectto
the implementationof the V2 constraint,therearenotablydistinct patterns
observedin thesouthernregionasawhole,thusnecessitatingits divisioninto
two subregions– onecomprisingthe extremesouthandthe westmidlands,
andthe othercomprisingthe eastmidlands. I arguethat the descriptionin
KTR (1997)aboutthe natureof languagecontactbetweenthe northerners
andsouthernersandits effect on verb secondin the dialectsof late Middle
Englishcan,in fact,besaidto holdonly for thenorthandeastmidlands,and
that thechangesin theV2 patternsobservedin thesouthandwestmidlands
musthavebeentriggeredby independentlinguisticand/orsocialfactors.

Section2 givesa brief descriptionof theverbsecondconstraintandof
thetwo differentwaysin which it wasimplementedin earlyMiddle English.

* I am indebtedto Anthony Kroch for suggestingthis immenselyinteresting
topic for researchto meandfor his valuablesuggestions.I would alsolike to thank
ChunghyeHan, BeatriceSantoriniandan anonymousreviewer for their comments.
All errorsandshortcomingsareof coursemy own.
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In Section3, I presentthe dataaccompaniedanalysisof the threedifferent
dialectsof lateMiddle Englishandshow thatthedialectof theeastmidlands
behaveddifferently thanthoseof the southandwestmidlandsin its imple-
mentationof theV2 constraint.I arguethat thechangesthatoccurredin the
southandwestmidlandsarenot a resultof languagecontactwith thenorth
but ratherof independentsyntactictriggers. I alsoshow that the effectsof
grammarcompetitionandthereforetheoveralllossof V2 in theeastmidlands
arenot seenat leastuntil 1500,andthat the southandwestmidlandsshow
this reductionquite definitely by the mid-15thcentury. Finally, in Section
4, I discussan apparentcontradictionwith the claimsmadeaboutlanguage
contactin KTR (1997)andproposethatthis canbeexplainedbecauseof the
exceptionalbehavior of thesouthwesterntext studiedin KTR (1997).

2. The Verb-Second Constraint

The V2 constraintis a phenomenonthat requiresthe inflectedverb to
bethesecondovert constituentof a clause(denBesten(1977)).However, as
hasbeenshown in severalstudies(deHaanandWeerman(1985);Santorini
(1989);Diesing(1990);Vikner(1991b);IatridouandKroch(1992)),thelan-
guageswithin this family canbetypologicallydistinguishedin termsof the
precisenaturein which this constraintis implemented.Assumingthephrase
structuredescriptionin Chomsky (1986),onegroupof languages(the CP-
V2 languages)derivesthe V2 orderby movementof the tensedverb to the
Complementizer(C� ) position,with concomitantmovementof sometopical-
izedphrasalconstituentto [Spec,CP].Anothergroupof languages(theIP-V2
languages)derivestheV2 orderby movementof the tensedverbto a lower
position,namely, I � (Diesing(1990),Pintzuk(1991),Santorini(1992)).With
regardto thepositionof thetopicalizedconstituentin theIP-V2 languages,it
hasbeenarguedin earlierstudies(Pintzuk(1991))thatthisconstituentmoves
to [Spec,IP].However, I shall adopttheproposalmadein K&T (1997),ac-
cordingto which thetopicalizedconstituentmovesto [Spec,CP].

2.1 The CP-V2 and IP-V2 Dialects of Early Middle English

In thisSection,I briefly describethebehavior of V2 in thetwo different
dialectsof earlyMiddle Englishasthenecessarybackgroundfor understand-
ing thenatureof thechangesthatoccurredin thelaterperiod.

TheV2 syntaxof thenorthernCP-V2dialectfor is thesameasdescribed
above. It exhibits V2 word orderin nearlyall mainclauses.Thetensedverb
movesto C� with concomitantmovementof sometopicalizedconstituentto
[Spec,CP].Thesubject,if it is not thetopic itself, movesfrom its underlying
positionin [Spec,VP]to [Spec,IP].TheIP-V2 earlyMiddle Englishdialects
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of thesouthandthemidlands,however, which exhibit a continuationof the
Old EnglishV2 pattern,do notshow a surfaceV2 orderconsistentlyin main
clauses,showing verb-thirdword order in many cases.Subjectinitial sen-
tencesareanalyzedasV2 sentencesin which the subjecthappensto be the
topic – moving to [Spec,CP]– andthe verbmovesto I � . In sentenceswith
non-subjecttopics,thefirst constituentis a topicalizednon-pronominalcom-
plement,prepostitionalargumentor adjunct,or an adverb. In thesecases,
whenthesubjectis a non-pronominalNP, the topicalizedconstituentmoves
to [Spec,CP],theverbmovesto I � , appearingin secondposition,andthesub-
ject remainsin [Spec,VP].However, the two environmentsdescribedabove
arethe only two casesin which the verb appearsin the secondpositionin
the clause. In otherenvironments,onefinds the verb not in the secondbut
in the third position. For instance,in sentenceswith non-subjecttopicsand
pronominalsubjects,the verbappearsregularly in the third position. It has
beenarguedin Kemenade(1987)andPintzuk (1991) that theseV3 orders
arenot evidenceof non-adherenceto the V2 constraint,but rathera result
of thespecialbehavior of pronounsubjectsasclitics. Thesepronounsmove
to theCP/IPboundary, like thepronounsin otherWestGermaniclanguages.
For thenortherndialect,themovementof theseclitics to theCP/IPboundary
doesnot affect theV2 word ordersincetheverb is in C� . But in the IP-V2
dialect, this doesdisrupt the V2 order, sincethe verb is in I � . The second
environmentwheretheV2 orderis not observedis wheresomescene setting
PPadjunctor adverbappearsin initial positionbut doesnot triggerinversion
of the verb with the subject. Thesearecaseswhich involve left-adjunction
of theadjunctor adverbto CP, with somenon-pronominalconstituentasthe
topic in [Spec,CP].�

3. V2 in the Dialects of Late Middle English (1350-1500)

Regardingthe lossof V2 in Middle English,statisticsfrom two texts
(KTR (1997))suggeststhatby themid 14thcentury, V2 wason thedecline.
In particular, this declinewasfound to be moreadvancedin the north than
in the southandthe midlands. KTR (1997)explain this disparity in terms
of the natureof the contactbetweenthe two dialects. According to them,
thenorthernspeakersin thecontactregion would have analyzedtopicalized
sentenceswith full NPsubjectsin thesouthernspeechasinvolving V � -to-C�

1. This word ordercould potentiallyalsoobtain in the northernCP-V2 dialect
but doesnot. The motivation for this comesfrom otherCP-V2 languageslike Ger-
man,wherethereis a prohibitionagainstadjunctionto CP. This mustbethecasefor
the northernMiddle Englishdialecttoo, for if it did not have a similar prohibition,
we would easilyobtaina fair numberof caseswith adjunct/adverb-initial verb third
sentences.
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movement,parallelto the structuralanalysisgiven to this V2 orderin their
own dialect. However, they would have treatedtopicalizedsentenceswith
pronounsubjectsasbeinga violation of theV2 constraint.They furtherar-
guethat this evidenceof a mixedV2 grammarcoupledwith thetendency to
accommodatelinguistically with thesouthernspeakersmusthave led to the
productionof somenon-V2sentencesin thegrammarof thenorth,crucially
in sentenceswith bothpronounaswell asfull NP subjects.Learnerswould
thenhave beenprovidedwith evidenceof a non-V2grammar, which would
have competedwith the V2 grammar, eventually driving it out over time.
About the effect of contacton the V2 of the southerndialect,KTR (1997)
arguethattherewouldnotbea tendency to producenon-V2sentences,since
therewasampleevidenceof V2 orderin the speechof the north.� In fact,
giventhis evidence,thesouthernspeakerswould have beeninclinedto pro-
ducemoreV2 sentencesthanthey alreadydid in theirown dialect,namely, in
sentenceswith pronounsubjects.Learners,then,would have acquireda V2
grammarwith V � -to-C� movementalongsidetheV � -to-I � option.

For the northerndialects,therewereonly two texts available,both of
whichhavebeenstudiedin KTR (1997).As such,I will notdiscussV2 in the
northbeyondwhat I have describedabove (seeAppendixA for thesestatis-
tics). Whatis of interestin thispaperis that,with respectto thelossof V2 in
thesouthernregion,we needto recognizea dialectaldifferencebetweenthe
eastmidlandson theonehandandthesouthandwestmidlandson theother.
In particular, I point out that the argumentmadein KTR (1997)aboutthe
natureof thelossof V2 in theIP-V2 dialectof Middle Englishis applicable
only to theeastmidlandsdialect.Thestatisticspresentedbelow suggeststhat
thechangesin theV2 patternsobservedin thesouthandwestmidlandsfrom
1350-1500aretriggeredby differentfactorsthatneedto bestudiedindepen-
dently from thechangesobservedin theeastmidlands,theregion in closest
contactwith thenorth.

In what follows, I discussthe observed changesin the V2 patternsfor
thedifferentdialectsin termsof four crucially distinguishedsyntacticenvi-
ronments:(a)sentenceswith preposedcomplementsandfull NPsubjects,(b)
sentenceswith preposedcomplementsand pronounsubjects,(c) sentences
with preposedPPadjunctsor adverbsandfull NPsubjects,and(d) sentences
with preposedPPadjunctsor adverbsandpronounsubjects.For any text, if
thetotalnumberof clausesfor any environmentwaslessthan4, thetext was
excludedfrom thesamplefor thatenvironment.All the31 textsusedfor this
study(seeAppendixB for detailsonthetexts)weretakenfrom the1stedition
of thePPCME(ThePennHelsinkiParsedCorpusof Middle English)corpus

2. Notethatfor KTR (1997),theterm“south” inlcudestheeastmidlandsaswell as
thewestmidlandsandtheextremesouth.
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(Kroch& Taylor (1994)).�

3.1 Preposed Complements and Full NP Subjects

Figure1 shows that in sentenceswith preposedcomplementsandfull
NP subjects,the eastmidlandsdialectcontinuesto show very high ratesof
inversion(80% to 100%)up until 1500,whereasin the southandthe west
midlands,it is highin 1390(82%),but is verylow in 1400(25%)andremains
low in 1500(34%).
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Figure1: Eastmidlandsvs. southandwestmidlands(1350-1500):inversion
with preposedcomplementsandfull NPsubjects

Following the argumentmadeaboutthe natureof the languagecontactin
KTR (1997), the continuedhigh ratesof inversionin the eastmidlandsdi-
alectis asexpected;duringlanguagecontact,aneastmidlandsspeakerwould
have observed numerousinstancesof V2 in the speechof the northerners,
and thoughlinguistic accommodationwould have generateda tendency to
producemoreV2 sentences,aswill beseenlater, therewould beno needto

3. Thetotal numberof availableonline texts for theeastmidlands,westmidlands
andthesouthwasactually41, but someof themwereexcludeddueto the doubtful
datesassociatedwith thetexts.
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changetheword orderin this environment,sinceit alreadyhada high inci-
denceof V2. The lower ratesof inversionin the southandwestmidlands
is surprising,however, and provides the first indication of an independent
syntactictrigger responsiblefor the loss of V2 in thesedialects. What is
mostsuggestive is thattheselow ratesof inversionareseenasearlyas1400,
appearingmuchearlier than in the north (seeAppendixA). KTR’s (1997)
hypothesisthat the loss of V2 must have spreadfrom the north, therefore
cannotapplyto thesedialects.A final inferencethatcanbedrawn from Fig-
ure1 arisesfromthecontinued100%inversionseenin theeastmidlandstexts
evenafter1450. This shows thatgrammarcompetitionbetweentheV2 and
thenon-V2optionshadnot setin (in the eastmidlands)at leastuntil 1500.
Thishypothesiswill receivefurthersupportin thefollowing sections.

The precisestructuralnatureof thesechangesis beyond the scopeof
thispaper. However, giventheIP-V2 syntaxof thesouthandwestmidlands,
the loss of V2 must have involved movementof the surfacesubjectfrom
[Spec,VP]to [Spec,IP].�

3.2 Preposed Complements and Pronoun Subjects

Figure2 shows the percentagesof inversionin the eastmidlandsand
the southandwestmidlandsin sentenceswith preposedcomplementsand
pronounsubjects.Again, thevariationobservedin theV2 frequenciesin the
eastmidlandsis asexpected. In an effort to accommodatewith the north-
ern speakers, this is the environmentwhereeastmidlandsspeakerswould
producemoreV2 sentencesby importing the northernV 	 -to-C	 movement
into theirgrammar. However, noticethatafter1450,therearethreetextswith
quitehighratesof inversion(83%,55%,and100%)in thesesentences,which
matcheswith thepatternseenin thepreviousenvironment,in thatthereis no
conclusive evidenceof grammarcompetitionin the eastmidlandsgrammar
until 1500.For thesouthandwestmidlands,it is obviousfrom Figure2 that
theV2 percentagesarenowherecloseto ashighasin theeastmidlands,never
goingabove20%.

It is importantto notethatthelow frequenciesseenfor thesouthandwest
midlandsare neverthelesshigher than in the early Middle English period,
thusproviding evidenceof sometendency to produceV2 sentences.At the
sametime, however, the degreeof increaseis quite low comparedto that

4. It couldbearguedthatit wasthelossof V 
 -to-I 
 movementthatwasthesyntactic
reflex of the lossof V2 observed in thesouthandwestmidlandsdialects.However,
this possibility is ruled out due to independentevidenceseenin Ellegård’s (1953)
studyof the rise of the Englishauxiliary do. His statisticsshow that auxiliary do,
which correlateswith the lossof V 
 -to-I 
 movementin English,did not appearin
affirmativedeclarativesuntil thelate15thcentury.
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Figure2: Eastmidlandsvs. southandwestmidlands(1350-1500):inversion
with preposedcomplementsandpronounsubjects

seenin theeastmidlands,sothat it suggeststherole of someotherfactorat
play in generatingthesehigherV2 percentages.Therearetwo possibilities
thatcouldhave led to the increase.Oneis that theV2 featureswereindeed
spreadingfrom thenorthto thesouthandthe lower percentagesarea result
of thegeographicaldistancein thelanguagecontactsituation,sothatfor the
sametime period,we would seea higherdegreeof V2 in theeastmidlands
thanin thesouthandthewestmidlands.Thesyntacticreflex of thispossibility
wouldbetheacquisitionof V � -to-C� movementin thegrammarof thesouth
andwestmidlandsalso.However, thisseemsveryunlikely becauseif it were
so, we would not have any explanationfor why the V2 percentageswere
consistentlylow after 1400 in the previous environment,i.e., with full NP
subjects. The other possibility, which would needadditionalresearchfor
support,is that the low V2 percentagesfor the southandwestmidlandsin
Figure2 is theresultof a changein theclitic statusof pronouns.If theclitic
pronounshadbegunto behave like regularpronouns,thenit would generate
theobservednon-V2ordersbecausethepositionfor pronounsubjectswould
be[Spec,VP]insteadof theCP/IPboundary. Thisproposalis consistentwith
theknown factaboutthechangein thestatusof pronounsin Englishandalso



378 WCCFL19

doesnotcontradictthepatternseenin Figure1.

To summarizesofar, I haveshown thatfor sentenceswith preposedcom-

plements,the eastmidlandsdialectdisplaysacquisitionof V � -to-C� move-
ment.Sinceit alreadyhadV2 in sentenceswith full NPsubjects,nochanges
areobservedin thisenvironmentduringtheperiodof languagecontact.With
pronounsubjects,on theotherhand,it showsa tendency to generateV2 sen-
tenceswith theV � -to-C� optionimportedfrom thenorth. I alsoshowedthat
in the eastmidlands,thereis no evidenceof grammarcompetitionbetween
theV2 andthenon-V2optionsuntil 1500.For sentenceswith preposedcom-
plementsin the southand west midlands,I showed that unlike in the east
midlands,theratesof inversionwith full NP subjectsarelower than35%af-
ter 1400,suggestingthattheeffectsof languagecontactarenot at play here.
I proposedthatsyntactically, theselow ratesmustbethereflex of themove-
mentof thesurfacesubjectfrom [Spec,VP]to [Spec,IP],a featureindepen-
dentof the interactionsbetweenthenorthandeastmidlands.With pronoun
subjects,theratesof inversionwereseento behigherthanin theearlierpe-
riods,but never higherthan20%. This, I proposed,wasagainthe resultof
an independentsyntacticchangein thesedialects,namely, thechangein the
clitic statusof pronouns.

3.3 Preposed PP Adjuncts or Adverbs and Full NP Subjects

Recallthatin theIP-V2 dialectof earlyMiddle English,V2 wordorder
did not appearconsistentlyin all main clauses.V3 word orderwas found
in sentenceswith somescene setting PPadjunctor adverbin initial position,
adjoinedto CP. As a resultof this, thepercentagesof V2 werevariable(see
K&T (1997))for suchsentencesin earlyMiddle English. This wasbecause
in somecases,theinitial constituentwasitself thetopic whereasin others,it
wasadjoinedto CP. In Figure3, weseethecontinuationof suchvariability in
theeastmidlands,whichis parallelto theeffectsseenfor theeastmidlandsin
Section3.1.Thatis, theV2 orderwasalreadyobtainablein thisenvironment
for thosecaseswherethe intial PP adjunctor adverb was itself the topic.
So for the eastmidlandsspeakers,the V2 grammarherewasagainlargely
identical.� Anotherconclusionthat canbe drawn for the eastmidlandsin

5. In Section3.1,I suggestedthatthelow ratesof V2 wasa reflex of themovement
of thefull NPsubjectfrom [Spec,VP]to [Spec,IP].Assumingthatthismovementwas
takingplaceevenwhenthepronounswerelosingtheirclitic-lik enature,wegetfurther
supportfor the fact that even thoughthe V2 ratesin Figure2 arehigherthanin the
earlierperiod,they arenotashighasin theeastmidlands.
6. Of course,V2 in this environmentin the north wasalmost100%becauseof
theprohibitionagainstadjunction,andthecontinuedvariability in theeastmidlands
raisesthequestionof whetherlanguagecontactshouldhave insteadled to anoverall
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this envirironment,andwhich is againconsistentwith what I pointedout in
Section3.1is thatthevariability in V2 percentagescontinuestill 1500,sothat
theeffectsof grammarcompetitionarealsonotvisibleuntil thesametime.
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Figure3: Eastmidlandsvs. southandwestmidlands(1350-1500):inversion
with preposedPPadjunctsor adverbsandfull NPsubjects

For thesouthandwestmidlands,on theotherhand,we seeconsistently
lower ratesof inversionafter 1390. This patternis expectedgiven the pro-
posalI madeearlieraboutthepositionof thesubjectin thesedialects.If the
full NP subjectsweremoving to [Spec,IP],thentheoverall rateof inversion
should,naturally, have reduced:for thecaseswherethe initial elementwas
adjoined,therewasalreadya V3 order, but for thecaseswheretheinitial el-
ementwasthe topic in [Spec,CP],themovementof thesubjectto [Spec,IP]
would generatethe V3 order, thusleadingto an overall decreasein the V2
percentages.

3.4 Preposed PP Adjuncts or Adverbs with Pronoun Subjects

Figure4 showsthepercentagesof inversionfor sentenceswith preposed
PPadjunctsor adverbsandpronounsubjects.The variability observed for

increasein theratesof inversion.I will not attemptto answerthis questionhereasit
requiresastudyof thenatureof theelementsthatadjoinedto CPin thisdialect.
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theeastmidlandscontrastssharplywith thecloseto 0%inversionin theearly
Middle Englishperiod. However, assumingthat the eastmidlandsspeakers
wereaccommodatingwith thenorthernersandacquiringtheV � -to-C� move-
mentalongsidetheV � -to-I � option, this variability is expected,becausefor
thecaseswheretheinitial PPadjunctor adverbwasthetopic, themovement
of theverbto C� would crossthepositionof theclitic pronounat theCP/IP
boundaryandproducetheV2 order. For thesouthandwestmidlands,wesee
a patternsimilar to thatseenin Section3.2. Theratesof inversionarevery
low throughoutthegivenperiod,suggestingtheabsenceof aV � -to-C� option
in theirgrammarandthereforetheabsenceof any effectsof languagecontact
with thenorth.

0

20

40

60

80

100

1380 1400 1420 1440 1460 1480 1500

P
er

ce
nt

ag
es

�

Dates

East Midlands
South and West Midlands

Figure4: Eastmidlandsvs. southandwestmidlands(1350-1500):inversion
with preposedPPadjunctsor adverbsandpronounsubjects

TheV2 patternsseenin thethreeIP-V2 dialectsdistinguishedhereshow
clearlythattheeastmidlandsdialectbehavedquitedifferentlyfrom thesouth
andwestmidlandsin the lateMiddle Englishperiod. Not only do thesouth
andwestmidlandsnot show any effectsof languagecontactwith thenorth,
but therealsoseemsto bean independentsyntacticprocessat work. While
I cannotexplain theobserveddisparityin this paper, theevidencepresented
abovemotivatesfurtherresearchon thebehavior of V2 in thesouthandwest
midlandswhile at thesametime providing a clearerway to think aboutthe
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syntacticchangesin late Middle Englishthat have beenhithertoconsidered
socomplex.

4. Afterthought: An Apparent Contradiction?

Thesoutherntext thatwasusedfor thestudyof the lossof V2 in KTR
(1997)wastheVernonmanuscriptof “The Mirror of St. Edmund”,a south-
western14thcenturytranslationof a 13thcenturyLatin text into English. If
this text wassouthwestern,andif it wasthebasisfor theirargumentthatthis
text providedevidencefor languagecontactwith thenorthandfor thespread
of the lossof V2 from thenorth to thesouth,thenthis seemslike a glaring
contradictionwith theconclusionsthat I have drawn above,namely, that the
southwestwasunaffectedby the north. However, a closerlook shows that
the southerntext studiedby themis the only exceptionto the V2 patterns
that I have shown in this paper. Theexceptionalbehavior of this text (dated
1390)canbeseenin Figure1 andFigure3, bothillustratingthepercentages
of V2 in sentenceswith NPsubjects:thepercentageof inversionfor this text
is muchhigherthanfor theothertexts. I will notattemptto provideanexpla-
nationfor thisexceptionin thispaper. However, it mayhavesomerelationto
thesuggestionmadein KTR (1997)thattheremayhave beena versionby a
northernscribein thegeneologyof thismanuscript.

5. Conclusion

In thispaper, I havepresenteda quantitativestudyof thevariability and
thelossof theverb-secondconstraintin thelateMiddleEnglishperiod(1350-
1500).I haveshown thatthereis animportantdialectaldistinctionto bemade
in thebehavior of V2 betweentheeastmidlandsontheonehandandthesouth
andwestmidlandson theother. I arguedthattheeffectsof languagecontact
on the incidenceof V2 describedin KTR (1997)areapplicableonly to the
eastmidlands,andthatthechangeobservedin thesouthandwestmidlandsis
theresultof anindependentsyntactictrigger. I proposedthatthemostlikely
syntacticreflexesof the changesin the southwestarea changein the locus
of the surfacesubject(from [Spec,VP] to [Spec,IP]) anda changein the
clitic statusof subjectpronouns.I have alsopointedout anotherdifference
betweenthe two dialects,namely, that while the southand west midlands
begin to show an overall reductionin V2 towardstotal loss by 1400, this
tendency is notseenin theeastmidlandsuntil 1500,suggestingthatgrammar
competitionbetweentheV2 andthenon-V2optionshadnot setin until this
time.
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Appendix A

This appendixgivesthefrequenciesof inversionin thenortherndialect
from 1350to 1500.Thenumbersaretakenfrom KTR (1997).

� Inversionwith preposedcomplementsandNPsubjects:
EDTHOR:93%
BENRUL: 100%

� Inversionwith preposedcomplementsandpronounsubjects:
EDTHOR:93%
BENRUL: 64%

� Inversionwith preposedPPadjunctsor adverbsandNPsubjects:
EDTHOR:91%
BENRUL: 80%

� Inversionwith preposedPPadjunctsor adverbsandpronounsubjects:
EDTHOR:91%
BENRUL: 57%

BENRUL: THE NORTHERN PROSE RULE OF ST. BENET. 1425.
EDTHOR:THE MIRROR OF ST. EDMUND (ThorntonMs.). 1350.

Appendix B

This appendixlists the PPCME1texts usedfor the presentstudy. The
texts aregroupedaccordingto thedialectalregion they belongto. For each
text, thedate(of themanuscript)aswell asthetotalnumberof matrixclauses
that constitutedthe samplesizefor that text is listed (cls = no. of clauses).
Notethattheauthorsareunknown(or doubtfullyknown) for someof thetexts
andareassuchnot listed.

West Midlands
� THE BRUT OR THE CHRONICLES OF ENGLAND. 1400.(571cls)
� THE M IRROR OF ST. EDMUND (VernonMs.) 1390.(747cls)
� Thomas Malory. 1470.MORTE DARTHUR. (1102cls)
� THE SIEGE OF JERUSALEM. 1500.(778clauses)

South
� A LATE M IDDLE ENGLISH TREATISE ON HORSES. 1450.(218cls)
� John Trevisa 1387.THE POLYCHRONICON. (420cls)
� LETTERS AND PAPERS OF JOHN SHILLINGFORD. 1447.(1217cls)
� John Purvey. 1397.THE PROLOGUE TO THE BIBLE. (139cls)
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East Midlands
� Aelfred of Rievaulx. 1450.DE INSTITUTIONE INCLUSARUM. (75cls)
� Chaucer. 1391.A TREATISE ON THE ASTROLABE. (240cls)
� Chaucer. 1380.BOETHIUS. (528cls)
� Chaucer. 1390.THE TALE OF MELIBEE. (484cls)
� Thomas Usk. 1418.APPEALS. (391cls)
� THE EQUATORIE OF THE PLANETS. 1392.(163cls)
� William Gregory. 1475.scGregory’sChronicle.(279cls)
� Sir. John Mandeville (Jehan de Bourgogne). 1400. MANDEVILLE’ S

TRAVELS. (338cls)
� John Purvey. 1395. THE NEW TESTAMENT (WYCLIFFITE). (1271
cls)

� SAMPLES OF OFFICIAL LETTERS. 1380.(112cls)
� PASTON LETTERS AND PAPERS. 1430.(52cls)
� John Purvey. 1395.THE OLD TESTAMENT. (798cls)
� John Capgrave. 1464.CAPGRAVE’ S CHRONICLE. (432cls)
� John Capgrave. 1452.CAPGRAVE’ S SERMON. (87cls)
� William Caxton. 1484. THE PROLOGUES AND EPILOGUES OF

WILL IAM CAXTON. (205cls)
� THE L IFE OF ST. EDMUND. 1438.(317cls)
� Richard Fitzjames. 1495.SERMO DE LUNE. (246cls)
� IN DIE INNOCENCIUM. 1497.(169cls)
� Margery Kempe. 1438.THE BOOK OF MARGERY KEMPE. (601cls)
� A LATIN TECHNICAL PHLEBOTOMY AND ITS M IDDLE ENGLISH

TRANSLATION. 1426.(157cls)
� William Caxton. 1481.THE HISTORY OF REYNARD THE FOX. (704
cls)

� Robert Reynes. 1480. THE COMMONPLACE BOOK OF ROBERT

REYNES. (444cls)
� ENGLISH WYCLIFFITE SERMONS. 1400.(872cls)
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