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Telling Memory and Commitment in Italian:  
A Constructicographic Approach to linking concepts of memoria e impegno  
in Social Antimafia Discourse 

Context – Libera. Associazioni, nomi e numeri contro le mafie constitutes Italy’s main civil 
society movement dedicated to resistance against organized crime. For Libera central is the 
paradigm of memoria e impegno, which conceptualizes memory as an ongoing, collective 
process, enriched by the narratives of innocent victims of mafia violence. Conversely, 
impegno transforms remembrance into civic responsibility and collective mobilization. 
While Italian sociology has produced sophisticated research on Social Antimafia 
phenomena, linguistic research on Antimafia discourse remains in its nascent stages. 

Objectives – This study conducts a corpus-based constructicographic analysis (Lyngfelt el 
al. 2018) of the coordinated Italian Antimafia concept memoria e impegno. It examines how 
the semantic frames of Memory and Commitment (as found in American FrameNet) require 
extension of frames based on constructional linkages between them in usage-based Italian 
data. The analysis aims to model such frame extensions and describe (horizontal) linkage 
mechanisms in constructs at several levels: (i) NP- and (ii) VP-internal (lexical and 
syntactic) structures (e.g., memory-ricordo vs. remember-ricordare) within clauses, as well 
as on the level  of (iii) inter- and (iv) transclausal relations. Additionally, Telling acts as a 
mediating interactional frame, with individual memories of mafia victims being explicitly 
recontextualized by Testifiers to their Audience. Our study on specific societal Antimafia 
discourse seeks to contribute to the development of emerging general language Italian 
Constructicon (ItCon, Masini 2024) . 

Theoretical Framework – The analysis integrates FrameNet with a constructicographic 
approach, proposing Italian extensions to FrameNet’s MEMORY, COMMITMENT, and 
COMMUNICATION frames (via frame elements) and constructional evoking elements (CEE) 
for linkage of these frames (Blensenius & Lyngfelt, 2025; Boas, 2025; Borin & Lyngfelt, 2025; 
Colombo, 2023; Fillmore, 2007; Ohara, 2018). 

Corpus and method – The study is based on a qualitative of the 2017 Libera report La 
Memoria nelle storie, l’Impegno nelle vite I (95 p.), which documents collective memory 
practices and features Libera’s Memoria strategy as discussed with over 100 relatives of 
mafia victims. MS Copilot 365 is used for semi-automatic retrieval and preliminary UD 
frame- and morphosyntactic construct annotation. 



Analysis – Single-frame constructions provide lexical anchoring, as in non solo non 
dimenticare, ma ricordare pubblicamente (not only not forget, but remember publicly – 
MEMORY), or non basta un ricordo nel giorno della ricorrenza della strage, serve un 
impegno quotidiano (A memory on the day of the anniversary of the massacre is not 
enough, a daily commitment is needed  - COMMITMENT), and interactional expressions like 
se un familiare racconta la propria storia si aspetta attenzione e impegno sulla vicenda 
narrata (if a relative tells his own story one expects attention and commitment toward the 
told event – TELLING). 

Semantic–semantic linkages are realized through coordination, transformation, and future 
projection. At the NP level, coordination (as in the conjunction e in memoria e impegno) 
encodes conceptual pairing. VP constructs (present tense or gerundive) indicate 
processual transformation from MEMORY to COMMITMENT, as in Il racconto delle storie 
delle vittime innocenti delle mafie in questo modo diventa un modello che ci aiuta a 
comprendere situazioni nuove, ma simili, trasformandosi in un principio di azione nel 
presente (telling the stories of victims […] becomes a model to understand new, similar 
situations, by transforming themselves in a principle for present action). Semantic–
interactional linkages furthermore place TELLING within MEMORY via nominalizations of 
communication events like il racconto delle storie delle vittime, while performative VP 
constructs embed TELLING in a COMMITMENT frame: Raccontare come si può lottare per i 
diritti, perché qualcuno ha dato l’esempio, diventa una testimonianza di speranza (Telling 
how one can fight for rights, because someone has set an example, becomes a testimony of 
hope). The corpus thus reveals a systematic constructional ecology linking MEMORY, 
TELLING, and COMMITMENT. At the transclausal level, sequences of constructs form 
conceptual process chains: painful individual memory for a relative becomes the 
outspoken victim’s story and leads to collective moral commitment, encoding a temporal 
or causal trajectory from past trauma to future-oriented hope. 

Conclusions – This study shows that memoria e impegno is more than a formulaic pairing; 
it conducts towards a machinery of constructs encoding transformation (from memory into 
action), temporal projection (from past into future), and interactional expansion (from 
individual to collective). This constructicographic modeling of socially embedded discourse 
demonstrates how language operates as a medium for civic transformation and offers a 
step towards a potentially scalable grammatical model for multilingual collective traumatic 
memory and social justice in Italian, or other languages. 
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