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Introduction

In this second volume of our Quaderni di Lavoro dell’ASIS (QDL) we include the papers that have been presented at the third “Italo-American Workshop on Dialectology” held at the University of Padua sponsored by the Centro di Studio per la Dialettologia Italiana of the CNR (National Research Council).
The QDL are intended as a report on our field inquiries made for the Syntactic Atlas for Northern Italy and the research stemming from the data collected. Therefore, the readers will find in this series not only a collection of data with a discussion on the possible descriptive generalizations and implications among different phenomena,as was the case with the first volume but also an analysis of these phenomena, given in the framework of a generative syntactic theory.
We are sure that the articles presented here will be of interest to the international community of scholars who are interested in Romance Dialectology and Linguistic variation in general.
One of the reasons that encouraged us to include the proceedings of our Workshop in the Quaderni di Lavoro is the topic we have chosen for our thematic conference, namely negation, which has been the subject of specific inquiries for our Atlas on the one hand, and widely debated in recent dialectological and syntactic literature, on the other. As the QDL are conceived as  a series of monothematic volumes on some interesting phenomena in several Northern Italian dialects, it seemed to us natural to publish the proceedings of our workshop  on negation in this series.
Moreover, this volume represents an example of how dialectological data can be illuminating for a syntactic theory which aims to account for linguistic variation and for syntactic theory in general.

It is well known that within the Romance domain both pre and postverbal negation are found. Examining the data from an areal point of view we face a synchronic example of the stages of the Jespersen cycle: different varieties correspond to different diachronic stages of the development which brings a language from expressing sentential negation with a preverbal negative marker to a progressive change at the end of which the negative marker is found after the verb. Given the well known difficulties in handling with data from a diachronic point of view (poverty of primary sources, difficulty in dating and locating manuscripts, the impossibility of testing the ungrammaticality of a given sequence etc.), it is extremely important to have the possibility of examining contemporary varieties which differ in this significant feature and show in synchrony, in spoken languages, the variation that appears as a succession of temporal stages in other languages. 
The articles contained in the volume address different aspects of the syntax of sentential negation.

Portner and Zanuttini explore the relationship between negation and clausal type examining some cases of so called “expletive negation” in interrogative and exclamative sentences and propose a solution for unifying cases in which the negative marker appears to have no real negative value.  
The type of negative marker found in these contexts is shown to have different semantic and syntactic properties with respect to the usual negative marker, properties which assimilate it to a clitic element in the syntax. On the basis of Paduan data they hypothesize that the phenomenon known as “expletive negation” is the effect of a scalar implicature introduced by the negative marker, which interacts with the partially different implicature related to the sentential structure of interrogatives and exclamatives.

Manzini and Savoia focus their attention on three main parameters related to negation: the pre or postverbal position of the negative marker, the position of the preverbal negative marker with respect to clitics and the possibility of moving the verb to a C position in main interrogative sentences when a preverbal negative marker is realized. They show that the three parameters are independent of one another, implementing a view of linguistic variation in terms of parametric change of lexical elements.

Acquaviva concentrates on negative indefinites, examining the distributional properties of these elements in Romance with respect to English negative quantifiers and negative polarity items. 
He shows that the distribution of these elements in Romance is more restricted than in other languages, where pure negative quantifiers are different from pure polarity items.
In order to account for this empirical distinction, he proposes that the way in which Romance negative indefinites are connected to a licensing element is different from the way in which, for example, English polarity items form a dependency with their licencer.

Parry’s article considers the Jespersen cycle from both a diachronic and a synchronic point of view examining the North-Western varieties of Piedmont and Liguria, and tries to render more precise the type and number of factors which have contributed to the change from preverbal to postverbal negation in some varieties but not in others, and the way in which theese factors interact in order to trigger the change.
She takes into account the position of the negative marker with respect to object clitics, showing that the distribution of the negative marker varies according to the type of object clitic. In particular she shows that reflexive clitics have a particular status with respect to other object clitics.
Her work integrates Manzini and Savoia’s view of negative markers and focusses on some central problems. 
The next volume of the QDL again will be a collection of theoretical analyses devoted to “adverbial elements”. 
We take this opportunity to make known to all interested readers that part of the data which we have gathered for our Atlas can already be consulted inside the data base available through the Internet at the following site: asis.cnr.unipd.it
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