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ABSTRACT This paper examines variation and change in embedding
restrictions on Basque allocutive morphemes—person clitics marking non-
thematic addressees. Recent work has described cross-speaker variation
in whether allocutive morphemes are restricted to root clauses or may
appear in embeddings. This paper reports on a recent survey that suggests
change in progress toward loss of the root restriction. The results, moreover,
indicate no cross-speaker correlation in acceptance of embedded vocatives
with acceptance or use of embedded allocutives. We take the different
cross-speaker distribution of allocutive morphemes and vocatives to reflect
partially different representations for these forms, with vocativemorphemes
bearing richer functional structure and different licensing conditions.

1 INTRODUCTION

This article focuses on change in the syntax of Basque allocutive marking.
We illustrate this phenomenon in (1), where the -k and -n morphemes on
the auxiliary mark, respectively, agreement with a male or female informal
interlocutor that is not an event participant.
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(1) Retegik
Retegi.ERG

irabazi
won

di .
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC/FEM

‘Retegi has won.’

Following work by Speas & Tenny (2003) and Miyagawa (2013, 2022), the
volume of formal descriptions of allocutive marking and related phenomena
has expanded rapidly in recent years. Notable in this work is the coverage of
varieties not previously described as having allocutive marking including Ko-
rean (Pak 2017, Kim 2019, Portner, Pak & Zanuttini 2019), Galician (Huido-
bro 2022), Punjabi (Kaur & Yamada 2019, Kaur 2020), Magahi (Alok 2020,
2021, Alok & Baker 2018), and Tamil (Sundaresan 2018, McFadden 2020).
From these recent descriptions, two theoretical issues have emerged, which
have not yet received extensive discussion in the formal literature. One emer-
gent challenge is to explain what conditions the availability of allocutive mor-
phemes in embedded domains. Recent results suggest that allocutive lan-
guages fall into one of two classes with respect to embedding restrictions—
those inwhich allocutivemorphemes are restricted to root domains and those
in which they are available in embedded contexts as well. The formal nature
of this cross-linguistic difference is discussed byAlok&Haddican (2022) and
Alok (2021) and we consider some implications of this here. A second chal-
lenge is to understand how allocutivemorphemes interact with other kinds of
syntactic phenomena commonly taken to motivate the presence of addressee
features high in the clausal sequence. Recent work by Alok & Baker (2018)
and McFadden (2020) describes the interaction of allocutive marking with
person indexical shift which the authors take to reflect a common syntactic
locus for the two phenomena. Similarly, Slocum (2016), Portner et al. (2019),
Akkuş & Hill (2021) and Haddican & Etxeberria (2022) propose that allocu-
tivity and vocative expressions are introduced in the same Addressee-related
projection.

The goal of this article is to address aspects of these two sets of issues
using data from a recent judgment and translation task survey with 421 self-
reported Basque allocutive users. Basque is particularly useful as a labora-
tory variety for probing the above two sets of issues since previous work has
noted that Basque dialects vary in whether allocutive morphemesmay be em-
bedded (Hualde 2003, Azkue Ibarbia 1998, Haddican& Etxeberria 2022), and
because several properties of allocutive morphemes and vocative expressions
in Basque provide particularly strong evidence for positing a partially unified
syntactic account of these forms (Haddican & Etxeberria 2022). In particular,
the results that we will present in this paper have the following three main
implications.
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i. Results from both judgment and translation task data support pre-
vious reports based on uncontrolled data of cross-speaker variation
between speakers with allocutive morphemes only in root contexts
and those with allocutive morphology in embedded domains as well.
For both sets of results, moreover, these embedding restrictions corre-
late with participant age with younger speakers favoring innovative
embedded allocutive forms.

ii. The results fail to support Haddican & Etxeberria’s (2022) claim that
embedded allocutivity is insensitive to embedding type. Specifically,
the translation task results suggest that embedded allocutivity is fa-
vored in if-clauses and relative clauses vis-a-vis complement clauses.
Extending an analysis by Alok & Haddican (2022), we take this to re-
flect variation across individuals in the way that the head responsible
for introducing allocutive clitics is licensed.

iii. The results also fail to support a claim by Haddican & Etxeberria
(2022), based on uncontrolled data from a smaller set of consultants,
that acceptance of embedded allocutivity correlates with acceptance
of vocative expressions in embedded domains. Indeed, unlike in
the case of embedded allocutivity, there is no evidence of change in
progress in the distribution of embedded vocatives. We propose that
the different distributions of vocatives and allocutives reflects in part
the fact that the former have a richer functional structure (Hill 2013,
Slocum 2016). We take this additional structure to include features
bound locally by an utterance-anchoring morpheme.

Our discussion is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the main object
of study—variable root-sensitivity of Basque allocutive morphemes. Section
3 discusses some reasons for positing a partially unified approach to allocu-
tive morphemes and vocative expressions in Basque. Section 4 describes the
data set used and Section 5 presents the results. Section 6 discusses implica-
tions of the results for the syntax of root-restrictions in allocutivemorphology
and for the relationship between vocatives and allocutives. Section 7 briefly
concludes.

2 VARIABLE ROOT-SENSITIVITY OF BASQUE ALLOCUTIVITY

In Basque, gender marking on person clitics within the auxiliary applies only
with familiar addressees. In (2a), the -a/-na morphemes on the auxiliary
mark agreement with a familiar addressee—masculine and feminine, respec-
tively. No other person clitics—including those for non-familiar addresees—
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bear gender marking. In the same dialects, and in the same sociolinguistic
contexts in which allocutive agreement applies, the same forms used to mark
non-thematic addressees also mark thematic addressees as in (2b).

(2) a. Jon
Jon

ikus-i
see-PERF

d-i- -t.
EXPL-ROOT-2SG.FAM.MASC/FEM-1SG.ERG

‘I’ve seen John.’ [Non-thematic addressees]
b. Hi-ri

2SG.FAM-DAT
ema-n
give-PERF

d-i- -t.
EXPL-ROOT-2SG.FAM.MASC/FEM-1SG.ERG

‘I have given it to you.’ [Thematic addressee]

The morphemes -a/-na in (2) are elsewhere forms. Allomorphs -k/-n for mas-
culine and feminine interlocutors, respectively, appear when the morpheme
is left-adjacent to a morphological word boundary. As illustrated in (3), this
allomorphy condition holds for both thematic and non-thematic addressee
clitics.

(3) a. Jon
Jon

etorr-i
come-PERF

d-u- .
EXPL-ROOT-2SG.FAM.MASC/FEM

‘John has come.’ [Non-thematic addressees]
b. Hi-k

2SG.FAM-ERG
egi-n
do-PERF

du- .
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC/FEM

‘You have done it.’ [Thematic addressee]

Much recent formal work has cited Oyharçabal’s (1993) influential analysis
of Zuberoan, where allocutivity is restricted to root declaratives. (4a,b), from
Oyharçabal (1993), show that allocutivemorphemes in Zuberoan are unavail-
able in complement clauses and in root questions.

(4) a. [Manex
Manex

joan-en
go-FUT

*du- -la/de-la]
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC-Q/AUX-COMP

uste
think

duk.
AUX

‘You think Manex will go.’
b. Lan

work
egi-ten
do-IMPERF

*di- -a/duia
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC-Q/AUX.Q

hire
your

lagunak?
friend.ERG

‘Does your friend work?’

Importantly, not all Basque dialects share this set of restrictions. In particular,
conservative speakers ofmost southern andwestern varieties allow allocutive
marking in root questions, but not in non-root domains. (See map in Figure
1).

Less well discussed outside of the Basque specialist literature is that many
southern dialects freely permit allocutive clitics in embedded contexts, par-
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Zuberoan dialect within the Basque-speaking region (Zuazo
2008).

ticularly among younger speakers (Azkue 1923, Azkue Ibarbia 1998, Hualde,
Oyharçabal & Ortiz de Urbina 2003, Aurrekoetxea 1994, Euskaltzaindia 2008,
Haddican & Etxeberria 2022). For example, (5), from Azkue Ibarbia (1998),
shows allocutive marking in both root and embedded clauses. As far as we
are aware, for all such innovative speakers, if allocutivemarking appears in an
embedded clause, it must appear in all finite domains within the utterance,
including the root clause. That is, what seems to be unattested is a pattern
in which allocutive marking appears in embedded domains but not roots or
in which allocutive marking appears in one finite embedded clause but not
others. We summarize the attested possibilities in (6).
(5) [Peninsula

Peninsula
Iberica
Iberian

ikusi
see

di- -t-ela]
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC-1.ERG-COMP

iruitu
seem

zaite- .
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC
‘I thought I saw the Iberian Peninsula.’
(Adapted from Azkue Ibarbia 1998)
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(6)
a. [CP Alloc [CP … [CP …] ] ] [Root only (conserv.)]
b. [CP Alloc [CP Alloc [CP Alloc ] ] ] [All embeddings (innov.)]
c. *[CP … [CP Alloc [CP Alloc ] ] ] [Non-root only]
d. *[CP Alloc [CP Alloc [CP …] ] ] [Only some embeddings]

A question immediately raised by the innovative pattern in (6b) is whether al-
locutive morphemes in embedded domains are sensitive to embedding type,
as described for other “embedded root” phenomena including V2 in Scan-
dinavian (Julien 2009, Wiklund, Bentzen, Hrafnbjargarson & Hróarsdóttir
2009, Bentzen 2014) or English negative inversion (Emonds 1969, Hooper &
Thompson 1973).

Based on uncontrolled results from a small sample of speakers from Or-
dizia and surrounding areas, Haddican & Etxeberria (2022) find no evidence
that embedded allocutivity availability is sensitive to embedding type. In par-
ticular, their consultants reported no difference in the availability of allocu-
tive morphemes across contexts including embedded declaratives, factives,
temporal adjuncts and embedded yes/no questions, as in (7)-(9).

(7)
Jonek
Jon

[ba-zetorre-(% )-ela]
EPEN-come-2SG.FAM.MASC-C

ahaztu
forget

di-k.
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC

‘Jon has forgotten that he/she/it is coming.’
(8)

[Jon
Jon

zetorre-(% )-en]-ean
come-2SG.FAM.MASC-C.Q-in

ikusi-ko
see-FUT

di-a-t.
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC-1SG

‘When John comes, I will see him.’
(9)

Ez
NEG

zaki-a-t
know-2SG.FAM.MASC-1.ERG

[ba-zetorre-(% )-en]
EPEN-COME-2SG.FAM.MASC-C

ala
or

ez.
NEG

‘I don’t know if he’s coming or not.’

Further evidence that allocutive clitics among innovative users are possible
in true embeddings comes from two additional root-clause tests specific to
Basque. The first is “ba-support”, a second-position repair operation that ap-
plies only in true root contexts Ortiz de Urbina (1989), Elordieta & Haddican
(2018). As described in detail in Ortiz de Urbina (1989), in contexts where
repair is not needed—including in true embeddings—ba-support cannot ap-
ply. As shown in (10), allocutive morphemes are available in such embedded
contexts where ba-insertion is blocked.
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(10)
[(*ba-)zetorre-(% )-en]
EPEN-come-2SG.FAM.MASC-C

ekaitza.
storm.DEF

‘The storm that is coming.’

A second such test is predicate fronting in negative contexts (Laka 1990, Ar-
tiagoitia 2003, Etxepare 2003, Elordieta & Haddican 2018). Laka (1990) ob-
serves that V-Neg-Aux orders, which are never possible in root contexts, are
indeed so in true embeddings including relative clauses andmanner adjuncts.
As shown in (11), innovative embedded allocutive users accept embedded al-
locutive morphemes in contexts admitting V-Neg-Aux orders.

(11)
[Ukatu-ko
deny-FUT

ez
NEG

di(% )-te-en]-ez,
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC-PL.ERG-C-as

Erreala
Real

hobea
better

duk.
COP

‘As they won’t deny, Real are better.’

3 ALLOCUTIVES AND VOCATIVES

As discussed briefly in the introduction, some recent work has suggested a
syntactic relationship between allocutivity and vocative expressions, such as
the initial DP in (12) (Slocum 2016, Portner et al. 2019, Akkuş & Hill 2021,
Haddican & Etxeberria 2022).

(12) My friend, you need to wear a mask.

Specifically, this literature has noted three main similarities between these ex-
pressions that suggest a unified syntactic approach. First, both vocatives and
allocutives refer to addressees, and express not-at-issue meaning (Slocum
2016, Portner et al. 2019, Haddican & Etxeberria 2022). Second, several kinds
of evidence and especially word order facts have led scholars of both phenom-
ena to posit a first-merged position for these morphemes high in the func-
tional sequence of the clause (Hill 2007, 2013, Portner et al. 2019). Third and
finally, like allocutive morphemes in certain allocutive varieties at least, voca-
tive expressions are often taken to be available only in root contexts (Hill 2007,
2013, Slocum 2016).

In the case of Basque, specifically, Haddican & Etxeberria (2022) note that
two additional sets of facts motivate a syntactic relationship between allocu-
tive markers and vocative expressions. The first of these is that some con-
servative speakers have vocative pronouns, that, like allocutive morphemes,
agree in gender with the addressee only for familiar interlocutors.
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(13) Txo/ño,
VOC.FAM.MASC/VOC.FAM.FEM

berandu
late

du- .
AUX-2SG.FAM.MASC/FEM

‘Yo, it’s late.’

These vocative pronouns and allocutive clitics are the only two contexts in
which grammatical gender is marked in Basque. The two forms, moreover,
are identical in sociolinguistic distribution for relevant lects. That is, the same
interlocutors and speech contexts favoring the use of the forms in (13), also
favor allocutive clitics. Moreover, in common meta-linguistic parlance, the
use of allocutivemorphemes is referred to by these vocative expressions. That
is, using allocutive clitics with a male interlocutor is referred to as to-ka (‘to-
doing’) and with a female interlocutor as no-ka (‘no-doing’).1

A second kind of evidence from Basque, specifically, suggesting a rep-
resentational relationship between vocative expressions and allocutive mor-
phemes comes from patterns of clitic doubling. A well-described property
of person clitics on the finite auxiliary in Basque is that they can nearly al-
ways co-occur with an overt DP associate (Ortiz de Urbina 1989, Laka 1990,
1993, Arregi & Nevins 2012). In (14), for example, the first person clitic on
the auxiliary is obligatory but the free pronoun ni is “optional” in the sense
that it can be omitted in determined pragmatic contexts, but may freely ap-
pear. The first person pronoun-clitic combination in (14) corresponds to an
absolutive-marked argument but the same optionality in doubling applies
to ergative and dative person arguments as well. A question that arises in
this light is whether allocutive clitics may also have a free DP associate or
whether they are exceptional among person clitics in disallowing doubling.
The latter case would be particularly striking since, as described above, alloc-
utive clitics behave identically to thematic clitics in terms of exponence and
allomorphy rules. As shown in (14), the allocutive clitic can appear with
a second-person expression, but this is interpreted as a direct address, i.e.
with a non-participant role, like the gender and familiarity-matched allocu-
tive clitic.

(14) (Txo),
VOC.FAM.MASC 1SG

etorr-i
see-PERF

-u-k.
1SG-ROOT-2SG.FAM.MASC

‘I have come.’

These considerations, therefore, suggest a more specific characterization of
the relationship between vocative constituents and allocutive clitics, namely
that the relation between them is parallel to that between thematic clitics and
their DP associates. Building on similar proposals in Slocum (2016) and

1 The forms txo/ño in (13) with palatalization on the initial consonants are diminutive variants.
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