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Preface 

The purpose of this note is to guide the reader through the current fascicle of the JLR containing a selection of pa-
pers presented at the workshop “Beyond Lexicon: diachronic language contact on the structural and systemic 
level”. The workshop was convened by Federico Giusfredi and took place in Verona on 21-22 April 2017. This is an 
appropriate occasion to express gratitude to the convener and everyone who assisted him in the organization of 
this academic event.  

The papers published in this issue address contact phenomena that are widely spread across time and space. 
In geographic terms, we can describe the areas taken into account imagining lines stretching from Italy to the Le-
vant and Near East in the south-west and from the Baltic to the Caspian Sea in the northeast, the Anatolian plateau 
remaining in the middle. The chronology spans from prehistory to the second millennium BC in the areas where 
Semitic and Indo-European languages came to be spoken, covers the period from the Middle Ages onward with 
the emphasis on Baltic, Slavic, and Uralic languages, while instances of contemporary contact are addressed with 
reference to three situations involving speech communities in Armenia, Belarus, and Italy.   

The study of language contact in and through Ancient Anatolia played a significant role in the agenda of the 
Verona workshop. This was not only due to the professional interests of its convener but also a consequence of the 
unusual richness of the available empirical data, compared with the situation in other regions in the second mil-
lennium BC. This is why we must particularly welcome the paper by Paola Cotticelli and Federico  Giusfredi, de-
voted to this geochronological domain. The co-authors go beyond discussing what has been discovered, sug-
gested, or hypothesized in terms of contacts between Anatolian early Greeks, or perhaps the substrate shared with 
the Greek language. The main contribution of this article lies in the domain of assessing the methods of the disci-
pline, their terminology, past applications, and present outcomes.  Cotticelli and Giusfredi plead for a research 
path delineated by the application of cross-linguistic typology of contact effects, specifically as it pertains to the ex-
tinct languages. In particular, one should always keep in mind that intensive bilingualism represents a necessary 
prerequisite for contacts at the structural level. Therefore, if independent evidence for bi- or multilingualism is ab-
sent, the hypothesis of structural interference should be carefully evaluated against alternative scenarios. The pos-
tulation of ancient linguistic areas should be based on the holistic examination of the common features, as was 
done in the instance of the better-assured areas on the contemporary linguistic map, for example, Standard Aver-
age European. The temptation of over-emphasizing atomic areal isoglosses must be resisted.     

The paper by Gianguido Manzelli adduces abundant empirical data for the purpose of exploring contacts be-
tween Finnic and East Slavic languages. The starting point of the discussion is the construction I have a headache 
(Russ.    ). The analysis of this construction is conducive to raising more general questions about 
the distribution of dative vs. accusative experiencer, or the typology of predicative possession. Alongside the dis-
cussion of Finnic-Slavic interaction, Manzelli does not neglect the possible influence of Standard Average Euro-
pean. In particular, he observes that Finnish has a number of different constructions for “having a headache” and 
one of them displays close resemblance to its English counterpart. Therefore, the emerging picture suggests multi-
directional influences, where no particular direction should be over-emphasized. Another important feature of the 
paper under discussion is the attention paid to cognitive schemes, which moves its focus from language contacts 
as such to the domain of cognitive and cultural interference.  

Another study concerning an even larger area and longer period of time is presented in the contribution by Car-
lotta Viti. Here a particular structural feature, the coding strategy of low transitivity, is investigated from the typo-
logical and geolinguistic viewpoints. After defining the two main structural models at play, namely the coding 
through verbal and nominal/pronominal forms, Viti demonstrates the geographically coherent character of their 
distribution through antiquity on the map of the Indo-Mediterranean region. The northern and western areas wit-
ness the noun-coded strategy, the southern and eastern ones prefer verb-coding. The persistence of this pattern 
prompted the author to enquire whether the pre-historical Indo-European migrations across Eurasia went hand in 
hand with profound structural changes, presumably triggered by language shift. 

The contribution of Andrea Scala tackles problems at the intersection of  phonology and contact linguistics. The 
focus is on phonological rules that are borrowed from a co-territorial language, a phenomenon that has received 
scarce treatment in the study of language in contact. The three case studies involve Abruzzian Romani, the Arme-
nian dialect of Karchevan, and Belarus Yiddish. The author confirms that borrowing of phonological rules de-
mands pervasive bilingualism and addresses its specific sociolinguistic correlates. Highly non-trivial is the conclu-
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sion that this process does not depend on lexical loanwords or even the identity of phonetic units involved. The 
data discussed by Scala speak in favour of borrowed rules formulated in terms of phonological features, which in 
turn provides a welcome confirmation of cognitive reality behind such units. 

Thus, a common feature of all the papers that we offer to the reader s attention is the combination of empirical 
research on specific communities or regions with drawing broader implications for the theory of language contact, 
cognitive linguistics, or the reconstruction of prehistoric ethnolinguistic configurations. We hope that this collec-
tion will stimulate further cooperation between contact linguists and specialists in the adjacent fields.  

 
Alfredo Rizza & Ilya Yakubovich 
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