A Quantitative Analysis of the Loss of V2
in the History of English

RashmiPrasad
University of Pennsylvania

1. Introduction

Recentork (KrochandTaylor (1997)(henceforttK&T (1997));Kroch,
Taylor andRinge (1997)) (henceforthKTR (1997)) hasshownn thatthe two
dialectsof Middle Englishdifferedin the way they implementecthe verb
second(V2) constraint. In the south,V2 wasobsenredto be of the IP-V2
type (thetypefoundin modernYiddish andicelandic)whereasn the north,
it wasof the CP-V2type (thetype foundin German,Dutchandthe modern
mainlandScandingianlanguages).

Anotherwell known factis that Englishlost V2 at somepointin its his-
tory. Onthebasisof a studyof a northernanda southernext, KTR (1997)
suggesthatthisbeganwith theextensive contactbetweemorthernandsouth-
ernspealers,which led to considerablenixture of somefeaturesn boththe
dialects,n particulartheV2 constraintFurthermorepncedevelopedn con-
tact,themixedlanguagevaspickedup by children,andasacaseof grammar
competition(Kroch (1994)),subsequentlgvolvedin awaythatdrove outthe
syntacticallymoremarkedoption (V2) overa periodof time.

This papertraceshebehaior of Middle EnglishV2 from 1350to 1500.
Unlike previous studies this paperis basedon a larger numberof texts (31
texts). The analysisof the datapresentechere shawvs that with respectto
the implementatiorof the V2 constraint,thereare notably distinct patterns
obsenedin thesoutherrregionasawhole,thusnecessitatings divisioninto
two subrgions— onecomprisingthe extremesouthandthe westmidlands,
andthe othercomprisingthe eastmidlands. | arguethat the descriptionin
KTR (1997) aboutthe natureof languagecontactbetweenthe northerners
andsouthernerandits effect on verb secondn the dialectsof late Middle
Englishcan,in fact,be saidto hold only for the northandeastmidlands,and
thatthe changesn the V2 patternsobsenedin the southandwestmidlands
musthave beentriggeredby independentinguistic and/orsocialfactors.

Section2 givesa brief descriptionof the verb secondconstraintand of
thetwo differentwaysin which it wasimplementedn earlyMiddle English.

* I am indebtedto Anthory Kroch for suggestinghis immenselyinteresting
topic for researcito me andfor his valuablesuggestionsl would alsolike to thank
ChunghyeHan, BeatriceSantoriniand an anorymousreviewer for their comments.
All errorsandshortcomingsreof coursemy own.
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In Section3, | presenthe dataaccompaniednalysisof the threedifferent
dialectsof late Middle Englishandshaw thatthe dialectof the eastmidlands
behaed differently thanthoseof the southandwestmidlandsin its imple-

mentationof the V2 constraint.| arguethatthe changeghatoccurredin the

southandwestmidlandsarenot a resultof languagecontactwith the north

but ratherof independensyntactictriggers. | alsoshav thatthe effects of

grammaicompetitionandthereforeheoveralllossof V2 in theeastmidlands
arenot seenat leastuntil 1500, andthat the southandwestmidlandsshown

this reductionquite definitely by the mid-15th century Finally, in Section
4, | discussan apparentontradictionwith the claimsmadeaboutlanguage
contactin KTR (1997)andproposethatthis canbe explainedbecausef the

exceptionabehaior of thesouthwestertext studiedin KTR (1997).

2. The Verb-Second Constraint

The V2 constraintis a phenomenotthat requiresthe inflectedverb to
bethe secondovert constituenpf a clause(denBesten(1977)). However, as
hasbeenshowvn in sereral studies(de HaanandWeerman(1985); Santorini
(1989);Diesing(1990);Vikner (1991b);latridouandKroch (1992)) thelan-
guageswithin this family canbe typologically distinguishedn termsof the
precisenaturein which this constraintis implemented Assumingthe phrase
structuredescriptionin Chomsly (1986), one group of languagegthe CP-
V2 languagesylerivesthe V2 orderby movementof the tensedverbto the
Complementize(CP) position,with concomitanmovemeniof sometopical-
izedphrasatonstituento [Spec,CP]Anothergroupof languagegthelP-V2
languagesilerivesthe V2 orderby movementof thetensedverbto alower
position,namely 1° (Diesing(1990),Pintzuk(1991),Santorini(1992)). With
regardto the positionof thetopicalizedconstituentn the IP-V2 languages
hasbeenarguedin earlierstudiegPintzuk(1991))thatthis constituenmoves
to [Spec,IP].However, | shalladoptthe proposalmadein K&T (1997),ac-
cordingto which thetopicalizedconstituentmovesto [Spec,CP].

2.1 TheCP-V2and |P-V2 Dialects of Early Middle English

In this Section || briefly describehebehaior of V2 in thetwo different
dialectsof earlyMiddle Englishasthenecessarpackgroundor understand-
ing the natureof thechangeshatoccurredn thelaterperiod.

TheV2 syntaxof thenorthernCP-V2dialectfor is thesameasdescribed
above. It exhibits V2 word orderin nearlyall mainclausesThetensedverb
movesto C° with concomitantmovementof sometopicalizedconstituento
[Spec,CP]Thesubject,f it is notthetopicitself, movesfrom its underlying
positionin [Spec,VPIto [Spec,IP].The IP-V2 early Middle Englishdialects
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of the southandthe midlands,however, which exhibit a continuationof the
Old EnglishV2 pattern,do notshav asurfaceVV2 orderconsistentlyin main
clausesshawving verb-thirdword orderin mary cases.Subjectinitial sen-
tencesareanalyzedasV2 sentencefn which the subjecthappengo be the
topic — moving to [Spec,CP}- andthe verb movesto 1°. In sentencesvith
non-subjectopics,thefirst constituents a topicalizednon-pronominatom-
plement,prepostitionalargumentor adjunct,or an adwerh In thesecases,
whenthe subjectis a non-pronominaNP, the topicalizedconstituenimoves
to [Spec,CP]theverbmovesto 1°, appearingn secondosition,andthesub-
jectremainsin [Spec,VP].However, the two ervironmentsdescribedabore
arethe only two casesn which the verb appearsn the secondpositionin
the clause. In otherernvironments,onefinds the verb not in the secondbut
in the third position. For instancejn sentencesvith non-subjectopicsand
pronominalsubjectsthe verbappeargegularly in the third position. It has
beenamguedin Kemenadg1987)and Pintzuk (1991) that theseV3 orders
are not evidenceof non-adherenceo the V2 constraint,but rathera result
of the specialbehaior of pronounsubjectsasclitics. Thesepronounsnove
to the CP/IPboundarylik e the pronounsn otherWestGermanidanguages.
For thenortherndialect,the movementof theseclitics to the CP/IPboundary
doesnot affect the V2 word ordersincethe verbis in C°. But in the IP-V2
dialect, this doesdisruptthe V2 order, sincethe verbis in 1°. The second
ervironmentwherethe V2 orderis not obsenedis wheresomescene setting
PPadjunctor adwerbappearsn initial positionbut doesnottriggerinversion
of the verb with the subject. Theseare caseswhich involve left-adjunction
of theadjunctor adverbto CP, with somenon-pronominatonstituentasthe
topicin [Spec,CPT.

3. V2in the Dialects of Late Middle English (1350-1500)

Regardingthe lossof V2 in Middle English, statisticsfrom two texts
(KTR (1997))suggestshatby the mid 14th century V2 wason thedecline.
In particular this declinewasfound to be moreadwancedin the north than
in the southandthe midlands. KTR (1997) explain this disparityin terms
of the natureof the contactbetweenthe two dialects. Accordingto them,
the northernspealersin the contactregion would have analyzedopicalized
sentencewith full NP subjectdn the southerrspeechasinvolving V°-to-C°

1. This word order could potentially also obtainin the northernCP-V2 dialect
but doesnot. The motivation for this comesfrom other CP-V2 languagedike Ger
man,wherethereis a prohibition againstadjunctionto CP. This mustbethe casefor
the northernMiddle Englishdialecttoo, for if it did not have a similar prohibition,
we would easilyobtaina fair numberof caseswith adjunct/aderb-initial verb third
sentences.
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movement,parallelto the structuralanalysisgivento this V2 orderin their
own dialect. However, they would have treatedtopicalizedsentencesvith
pronounsubjectsasbeinga violation of the V2 constraint. They furtherar-
guethatthis evidenceof a mixed V2 grammarcoupledwith thetendeng to
accommodatéinguistically with the southernspealersmusthave led to the
productionof somenon-V2sentence the grammarof the north, crucially
in sentencewvith both pronounaswell asfull NP subjects.Learnersvould
thenhave beenprovidedwith evidenceof a non-V2 grammaywhich would
have competedwith the V2 grammay eventually driving it out over time.
About the effect of contacton the V2 of the southerndialect, KTR (1997)
arguethattherewould notbe atendeng to producenon-V2sentencessince
therewasampleevidenceof V2 orderin the speechof the north? In fact,
giventhis evidence the southernspealerswould have beeninclinedto pro-
ducemoreV2 sentencethanthey alreadydid in theirown dialect,namelyin
sentencewith pronounsubjects.Learnersthen,would have acquireda V2
grammamwvith V°-to-C° movementalongsidethe VO-to-1° option.

For the northerndialects,therewere only two texts available, both of
whichhave beenstudiedn KTR (1997).As such,| will notdiscussv2 in the
north beyondwhat| have describedabore (seeAppendixA for thesestatis-
tics). Whatis of interestin this paperis that, with respecto thelossof V2 in
the southerrregion, we needto recognizea dialectaldifferencebetweerthe
eastmidlandson the onehandandthe southandwestmidlandson the other
In particular | point out that the agumentmadein KTR (1997) aboutthe
natureof thelossof V2 in theIP-V2 dialectof Middle Englishis applicable
only to theeastmidlandsdialect. The statisticgpresentedbelon suggestshat
thechangesn theV2 patternsobsenedin the southandwestmidlandsfrom
1350-1500Caretriggeredby differentfactorsthatneedto be studiedindepen-
dently from the changesbsenredin the eastmidlands,theregionin closest
contactwith thenorth.

In what follows, | discussthe obsened changesn the V2 patternsfor
the differentdialectsin termsof four crucially distinguishedsyntacticervi-
ronmentsia) sentencewith preposedomplementandfull NP subjects(b)
sentencesvith preposedccomplementsand pronounsubjects,(c) sentences
with preposedPPadjunctsor adwerbsandfull NP subjectsand(d) sentences
with preposed®Padjunctsor adwerbsandpronounsubjects.For ary text, if
thetotal numberof clausedor ary ernvironmentwaslessthan4, thetext was
excludedfrom the samplefor thatervironment.All the 31 texts usedfor this
study(seeAppendixB for detailsonthetexts) weretakenfrom the 1stedition
of the PPCME(The PennHelsinki ParsedCorpusof Middle English)corpus

2. Notethatfor KTR (1997),theterm“south” inlcudesthe eastmidlandsaswell as
thewestmidlandsandthe extremesouth.
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(Kroch & Taylor (1994))3

3.1 Preposed Complementsand Full NP Subjects

Figure 1 shaws thatin sentencesvith preposedcomplementsand full
NP subjectsthe eastmidlandsdialectcontinuesto shav very high ratesof
inversion(80% to 100%)up until 1500, whereasn the southandthe west
midlandsit is highin 1390(82%),butis verylow in 1400(25%)andremains
low in 1500(34%).

-
East Midlands —=—
outh and West Midlands ---e---

|
\
60 | \ J
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|

Percentages
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1380 1400 1420 1440 1460 1480 1500
Dates

Figurel: Eastmidlandsvs. southandwestmidlands(1350-1500)inversion
with preposecdomplementsindfull NP subjects

Following the argumentmadeaboutthe natureof the languagecontactin
KTR (1997),the continuedhigh ratesof inversionin the eastmidlandsdi-
alectis asexpectedduringlanguagecontactaneastmidlandsspealerwould
have obsened numerousinstancesf V2 in the speechof the northerners,
and thoughlinguistic accommodatiomwould have generatedh tendeng to
producemoreV2 sentencesaswill be seenlater, therewould be no needto

3. Thetotal numberof availableonline texts for the eastmidlands,westmidlands
andthe southwasactually41, but someof themwere excludeddueto the doubtful
datesassociateavith thetexts.
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changethe word orderin this ernvironment,sinceit alreadyhada high inci-
denceof V2. The lower ratesof inversionin the southand westmidlands
is surprising,however, and providesthe first indication of anindependent
syntactictrigger responsiblefor the loss of V2 in thesedialects. What is
mostsuggestieis thattheselow ratesof inversionareseenasearlyas1400,
appearingnuch earlierthanin the north (seeAppendixA). KTR’s (1997)
hypothesighat the loss of V2 must have spreadfrom the north, therefore
cannotapplyto thesedialects.A final inferencethatcanbe dravn from Fig-
urelarisesrom thecontinuedlO0%inversionseerin theeastmidlandstexts
evenafter 1450. This shavs thatgrammarcompetitionbetweerthe V2 and
the non-V2 optionshadnot setin (in the eastmidlands)at leastuntil 1500.
This hypothesiswill receve furthersupportin thefollowing sections.

The precisestructuralnatureof thesechangess beyond the scopeof
this paper However, giventheIP-V2 syntaxof the southandwestmidlands,
the loss of V2 must have involved movementof the surface subjectfrom
[Spec,VPlo [Spec,IP]}

3.2 Preposed Complementsand Pronoun Subjects

Figure 2 shaws the percentagesf inversionin the eastmidlandsand
the southand west midlandsin sentencesvith preposeccomplementsand
pronounsubjects.Again, the variationobsenedin the V2 frequenciesn the
eastmidlandsis asexpected. In an effort to accommodatsvith the north-
ern spealers, this is the ervironmentwhere eastmidlandsspealers would
producemore V2 sentencedy importing the northernV°-to-C° movement
into theirgrammar However, noticethatafter1450,therearethreetexts with
quitehighratesof inversion(83%,55%,and100%)in thesesentencesyhich
matchewith the patternseenin the previousernvironment,in thatthereis no
conclusve evidenceof grammarcompetitionin the eastmidlandsgrammar
until 1500. For the southandwestmidlandsi,it is obviousfrom Figure?2 that
theV2 percentagearenowherecloseto ashighasin theeastmidlands never
goingabove 20%.

It isimportantto notethatthelow frequencieseerfor thesouthandwest
midlandsare neverthelesshigherthanin the early Middle English period,
thusproviding evidenceof sometendeng to produceV2 sentencesAt the
sametime, however, the degreeof increaseis quite low comparedto that

4. It couldbeamuedthatit wasthelossof V°-to-1° movementhatwasthesyntactic
reflex of the lossof V2 obsered in the southandwestmidlandsdialects. However,

this possibility is ruled out due to independentvidenceseenin Ellegard's (1953)
study of the rise of the Englishauxiliary do. His statisticsshav that auxiliary do,

which correlateswith the loss of V°-to-1° movementin English, did not appearin

affirmative declaratvesuntil thelate 15thcentury
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Figure2: Eastmidlandsvs. southandwestmidlands(1350-1500)inversion
with preposedomplementandpronounsubjects

seenin the eastmidlands,sothatit suggestsherole of someotherfactorat
play in generatinghesehigherV2 percentagesTherearetwo possibilities
thatcould have led to theincrease.Oneis thatthe V2 featureswvereindeed
spreadingrom the northto the southandthe lower percentagearea result
of thegeographicatlistancen the languagecontactsituation,sothatfor the
sametime period,we would seea higherdegreeof V2 in the eastmidlands
thanin thesouthandthewestmidlands.Thesyntactiaeflex of thispossibility
would bethe acquisitionof V°-to-C° movementin the grammauof the south
andwestmidlandsalso.However, this seemwery unlikely becauséf it were
so, we would not have ary explanationfor why the V2 percentagesvere
consistentlylow after 1400in the previous ervironment,i.e., with full NP
subjects. The other possibility which would needadditional researchHor
support,is thatthe low V2 percentagefor the southandwestmidlandsin
Figure?2 is theresultof a changein theclitic statusof pronouns.If theclitic
pronounshadbegunto behae like regularpronounsthenit would generate
theobsenednon-V2ordersbecausehe positionfor pronounsubjectavould
be[Spec,VPlJinsteadof the CP/IPboundary This proposals consistentith
theknown factaboutthechangen the statusof pronounsn Englishandalso
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doesnot contradictthe patternseenin Figurel?

To summarizesofar, | have shawvn thatfor sentencewith preposeadom-
plementsthe eastmidlandsdialectdisplaysacquisitionof V°-to-C° move-
ment. Sinceit alreadyhadV2 in sentencewith full NP subjectsno changes
areobsenedin this ervironmentduringthe periodof languagecontact.With
pronounsubjectspntheotherhand,it shavs atendeng to generaté/2 sen-
tenceswith the V°-to-C° optionimportedfrom the north. | alsoshavedthat
in the eastmidlands,thereis no evidenceof grammarcompetitionbetween
theV2 andthenon-V2optionsuntil 1500.For sentencewith preposeadom-
plementsin the southand westmidlands,l shaved that unlike in the east
midlands theratesof inversionwith full NP subjectsarelowerthan35%af-
ter 1400,suggestinghatthe effectsof languagecontactarenot at play here.
| proposedhatsyntactically theselow ratesmustbe the reflex of the move-
mentof the surfacesubjectfrom [Spec,VP]to [Spec,|P],a featureindepen-
dentof theinteractiondbetweerthe northandeastmidlands. With pronoun
subjectstheratesof inversionwereseento be higherthanin the earlierpe-
riods, but never higherthan20%. This, | proposedwasagainthe resultof
anindependensyntacticchangein thesedialects,namely the changen the
clitic statusof pronouns.

3.3 Preposed PP Adjunctsor Adverbsand Full NP Subjects

Recallthatin the IP-V2 dialectof earlyMiddle English,V2 word order
did not appearconsistentlyin all main clauses.V3 word orderwas found
in sentencewith somescene setting PPadjunctor adverbin initial position,
adjoinedto CP As aresultof this, the percentagesf V2 werevariable(see
K&T (1997))for suchsentencem early Middle English. This wasbecause
in somecasestheinitial constituentwasitself thetopic whereasn othersijt
wasadjoinedto CP, In Figure3, we seethe continuatiorof suchvariability in
theeastmidlandswhichis parallelto the effectsseerfor theeastmidlandsin
Section3.1. Thatis, the V2 orderwasalreadyobtainablen this environment
for thosecaseswherethe intial PP adjunctor adwerb was itself the topic.
So for the eastmidlandsspealers,the V2 grammarherewas againlargely
identical® Anotherconclusionthat canbe drawn for the eastmidlandsin

5. In Section3.1,I suggestethatthelow ratesof V2 wasareflex of themovement
of thefull NP subjectfrom [Spec,VPlto [Spec,IP] Assumingthatthis movementwas
takingplaceevenwhenthepronounsverelosingtheirclitic-lik e nature we getfurther
supportfor the factthat even thoughthe V2 ratesin Figure 2 are higherthanin the
earlierperiod,they arenotashigh asin theeastmidlands.

6.  Of course, V2 in this ervironmentin the north was almost100% becausef
the prohibitionagainstadjunction,andthe continuedvariability in the eastmidlands
raisesthe questionof whetherlanguagecontactshouldhave insteaded to anoverall
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this envirironment,andwhich is againconsistentith what! pointedoutin
Section3.1lis thatthevariabilityin V2 percentagesontinuedill 1500,sothat
theeffectsof grammarcompetitionarealsonotvisible until the sametime.

100 T T T

T T
East Midlands —=—
South anfd West Midlands ---e---

Percentages

0 oL 1 1 1 1
1380 1400 1420 1440 1460 1480 1500
Dates

Figure3: Eastmidlandsvs. southandwestmidlands(1350-1500)inversion
with preposed®Padjunctor adwerbsandfull NP subjects

For the southandwestmidlands,on the otherhand,we seeconsistently
lower ratesof inversionafter 1390. This patternis expectedgiven the pro-
posall madeearlieraboutthe positionof the subjectin thesedialects.If the
full NP subjectsveremoving to [Spec,IP] thenthe overall rate of inversion
should,naturally have reduced:for the casesvheretheinitial elementwas
adjoined therewasalreadya V3 order, but for the casesvheretheinitial el-
ementwasthe topic in [Spec,CP]the movementof the subjectto [Spec,IP]
would generatahe V3 order, thusleadingto an overall decreasén the V2
percentages.

3.4 Preposed PP Adjunctsor Adverbswith Pronoun Subjects

Figure4 shavsthepercentagesf inversionfor sentencewith preposed
PP adjunctsor adwerbsand pronounsubjects. The variability obsened for

increasen theratesof inversion.| will notattemptto answerthis questionhereasit
requiresa studyof the natureof the elementghatadjoinedto CPin this dialect.
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theeastmidlandscontrastsharplywith thecloseto 0% inversionin theearly
Middle Englishperiod. However, assuminghatthe eastmidlandsspealers
wereaccommodatingvith the northernersindacquiringthe V°-to-C° move-

mentalongsidethe V°-to-1° option, this variability is expected becausdor

thecasesvheretheinitial PPadjunctor adwerbwasthetopic, the movement
of theverbto C° would crossthe positionof the clitic pronounatthe CP/IP
boundaryandproducetheV2 order For thesouthandwestmidlandswe see
a patternsimilar to that seenin Section3.2. Theratesof inversionarevery
low throughouthegivenperiod,suggestingheabsencef aV°-to-C° option
in theirgrammarandthereforeheabsencef ary effectsof languagecontact
with the north.

100 T T T

T T
East Midlands —=—
South and West Midlands ---e---

60

Percentages

40

20

0L o—me?— .
1380 1400 1420 1440 1460 1480 1500
Dates

Figured: Eastmidlandsvs. southandwestmidlands(1350-1500)inversion
with preposed®PPadjunctsor adwerbsandpronounsubjects

TheV2 patternseenin thethreelP-V2 dialectsdistinguishedhereshon
clearlythatthe eastmidlandsdialectbehaedquitedifferentlyfrom the south
andwestmidlandsin the late Middle Englishperiod. Not only do the south
andwestmidlandsnot shav ary effectsof languagecontactwith the north,
but therealsoseemdo be anindependensyntacticprocessat work. While
| cannotexplain the obsered disparityin this paper the evidencepresented
above motivatesfurtherresearcton the behaior of V2 in the southandwest
midlandswhile at the sametime providing a clearerway to think aboutthe
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syntacticchangesn late Middle Englishthat have beenhithertoconsidered
socomple.

4. Afterthought: An Apparent Contradiction?

The southerrtext thatwasusedfor the studyof thelossof V2 in KTR
(1997)wasthe Vernonmanuscripof “The Mirror of St. Edmund”,a south-
westernl4th centurytranslationof a 13thcenturyLatin text into English. If
this text wassouthwestermandif it wasthebasisfor their agumenthatthis
text providedevidencefor languagecontactwith the northandfor thespread
of thelossof V2 from the north to the south,thenthis seemdike a glaring
contradictionwith the conclusionghat| have dravn abore, namely thatthe
southwestvas unafectedby the north. However, a closerlook shavs that
the southerntext studiedby themis the only exceptionto the V2 patterns
thatl have shawvn in this paper The exceptionalbehaior of this text (dated
1390)canbeseenin Figurel andFigure3, bothillustratingthe percentages
of V2 in sentencewith NP subjectsthe percentagef inversionfor this text
is muchhigherthanfor theothertexts. | will notattemptto provide anexpla-
nationfor this exceptionin this paper However, it mayhave somerelationto
thesuggestiommadein KTR (1997)thattheremay have beena versionby a
northernscribein the geneologyof this manuscript.

5. Conclusion

In this paper| have presented quantitatve studyof the variability and
thelossof theverb-secondonstrainin thelate Middle Englishperiod(1350-
1500).1 have shawvn thatthereis animportantdialectaldistinctionto bemade
in thebehaior of V2 betweertheeasimidlandsontheonehandandthesouth
andwestmidlandson the other | arguedthatthe effectsof languagecontact
on theincidenceof V2 describedn KTR (1997)are applicableonly to the
eastmidlands andthatthechangeobsenedin thesouthandwestmidlandsis
theresultof anindependensyntactictrigger. | proposedhatthe mostlikely
syntacticreflexesof the changesn the southwestre a changen the locus
of the surfacesubject(from [Spec,VP] to [Spec,IP]) anda changein the
clitic statusof subjectpronouns.| have alsopointedout anotherdifference
betweenthe two dialects,namely that while the southand west midlands
begin to shov an overall reductionin V2 towardstotal loss by 1400, this
tendeny is notseenn theeastmidlandsuntil 1500,suggestinghatgrammar
competitionbetweerthe V2 andthe non-V2 optionshadnot setin until this
time.
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Appendix A

This appendixgivesthe frequencie®f inversionin the northerndialect
from 1350to 1500. Thenumbersaretakenfrom KTR (1997).

e Inversionwith preposedomplementandNP subjects:
EDTHOR:93%

BENRUL: 100%

¢ Inversionwith preposedomplementsindpronounsubjects:
EDTHOR:93%

BENRUL: 64%

¢ Inversionwith preposed®Padjunctsor adwerbsandNP subjects:
EDTHOR:91%

BENRUL: 80%

¢ Inversionwith preposed®Padjunctsor adwerbsandpronounsubjects:
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 the dialectalregion they belongto. For each
text, thedate(of themanuscriptpswell asthetotal numberof matrix clauses
that constitutedthe samplesizefor thattext is listed (cls = no. of clauses).
Notethattheauthorsareunknavn (or doubtfully known) for someof thetexts
andareassuchnotlisted.

West Midlands

e THE BRUT OR THE CHRONICLES OF ENGLAND. 1400.(571cls)
e THE MIRROR OF ST. EDMUND (VernonMs.) 1390.(747cls)

e Thomas Malory. 1470.MORTE DARTHUR. (1102cls)

e THE SIEGE OF JERUSALEM. 1500.(778clauses)

South

e A LATE MIDDLE ENGLISH TREATISE ON HORSES. 1450.(218cls)
e John Trevisa 1387. THE POLY CHRONICON. (420cls)

e LETTERS AND PAPERS OF JOHN SHILLINGFORD. 1447.(1217cls)
¢ John Purvey. 1397. THE PROLOGUE TO THE BIBLE. (139cls)
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East Midlands

¢ Adlfred of Rievaulx. 1450.DE INSTITUTIONE INCLUSARUM. (75cls)
e Chaucer. 1391.A TREATISE ON THE ASTROLABE. (240cls)

e Chaucer. 1380.BOETHIUS. (528cls)

e Chaucer. 1390.THE TALE OF MELIBEE. (484cls)

e Thomas Usk. 1418.APPEALS. (391cls)

e THE EQUATORIE OF THE PLANETS. 1392.(163cls)

o Wliam Gregory. 1475.scGregory’s Chronicle.(279cls)

e Sr. John Mandeville (Jehan de Bourgogne). 1400. MANDEVILLE'S
TRAVELS. (338cls)

e John Purvey. 1395. THE NEwW TESTAMENT (WYCLIFFITE). (1271
cls)

e SAMPLES OF OFFICIAL LETTERS. 1380.(112cls)

e PASTON LETTERS AND PAPERS. 1430.(52cls)

e John Purvey. 1395.THE OLD TESTAMENT. (798cls)

¢ John Capgrave. 1464. CAPGRAVE’'S CHRONICLE. (432cls)

¢ John Capgrave. 1452. CAPGRAVE’S SERMON. (87 cls)

e Wlliam Caxton. 1484. THE PROLOGUES AND EPILOGUES OF
WiLLIAM CAXTON. (205cls)

e THE LIFE OF ST. EDMUND. 1438.(317cls)

e Richard Fitzames. 1495.SERMO DE LUNE. (246¢cls)

e IN DIE INNOCENCIUM. 1497.(169cls)

e Margery Kempe. 1438.THE Book OF MARGERY KEMPE. (601cls)
e A LATIN TECHNICAL PHLEBOTOMY AND ITS MIDDLE ENGLISH
TRANSLATION. 1426.(157cls)

o William Caxton. 1481. THE HISTORY OF REYNARD THE Fox. (704
cls)

e Robert Reynes. 1480. THE COMMONPLACE BOOK OF ROBERT
REYNES. (444cls)

e ENGLISH WYCLIFFITE SERMONS. 1400.(872cls)
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