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Abstract: A Minimalist feature system and the English NEG feature

Since the advent of the Minimalist Program (Chomsky 1993, 1995), many approaches to the Lexicon and Lexical
items (LI) have undergone some theoretical shifts. Among those changes, the feature system is the one that has
become rather drastically different from, let say, that of LGB/PP (Chomsky 1981) framework. On the basis of what
Heidi & Ritter (2002), Adger (2003, 2006, 2007, 2010), Adger & Svenonius (hereafter A&S, 2011) among many
others, have proposed with respect to the Minimalist feature systems, | have analyzed some empirical data in
English. In so doing, | show that the kind of data that | have discussed in the current paper would render further
empirical support for Adger, A&S, as well as for the Strict Lexicalist Hypothesis (Chomsky 1993, 1995) which in
turn brings in a microscopic perspective on Lexicon of the Minimalist syntax. Therefore, NEG, along with its
inherent lexicosemantic content of negation, is not only a functional head (hence it has a First-order feature) but
also it has a Second-order feature since it may trigger a number of syntactic operations such as Subject-Auxiliary
Inversion (SAI), the choice of Tag in sentences with words like ‘seldom’, ‘scarcely’, the choice of Tag in so called
Transferred Negation (hereafter TN, Quirk, et al 1972, 1985), and Negative Raising (hereafter NR, McCawley
1988) constructions. I, furthermore, have argued, following A&S, that semantics is not sufficient enough to account
for syntactic phenomena, and this paper provides additional empirical explanations and support for the Minimalist
feature system from a series of seemingly unrelated set of phenomena regarding NEG in English.

(Key words: Lexicon, first-order feature, second-order feature, interpretability, valuation, feature strength,
Negative Raising, Transferred Negation)
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(Chomsky 1965) Fdlo = =4 Hejart E3 9 o352 o] 3|HoA o 73)
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th. o2 o137 b4 (Lexicalist Hypothesis) ]2kl sttt

a3y, HaFo ARl =/1H7] AlFSE o] % (Chomsky, 1995)of&= Xl ¥ 7
gk o324 Aol AAEHEA, e o3 = 24 HAE HAPHLEE o 23
Ho] s =@ E ofFeiEo] oI oE VAEH AFJFE Atbsta T
kA, o] 3] F-ofl = ‘destroy’ (inf.), ‘destroyed’, ‘destroying’, ‘destruction’©] .- ©]3%]
ol 71 E ] o™, ‘he’, ‘him’, ‘himself’ = ]3] F-o] FHdo] o} ¥ A 7] A% o]
St} LDSE ol& e o] 4 7} (Strict Lexicalist Hypothesis) ©]2fil F-&tt. 7+
Hol 3|7t o = T+ doln], HAMaffix)7} oFUth. #}7] Syntactic Structures (1957)
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24 5 e AEE AASHAA =g v

2. 2% o F7MTH HaFe) Ao E: A&S 9] Aol

Y270 FABNN £ B A 39 st oA E THFE 24,
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g8t} H A5 =7 713 (Chomsky 1995)° ol 2 A HH, £ =&
Hojsl= TE o3l ors Q}X%ol A= /'(H A JYStER, AR = TR
o3 oz ZHAA At o] &, IFE Lk AFoE AT o Y3
Axdl 2 2E HAAE ifﬂo};ﬂ AT 4 u)7b "ok? olget e 4y
o3 rpdoleta F2u, A o3 pde ot o3 Fe] 7} HEL B
M3 e 7H 93] FFoljgta 43 F = &OIE}. upeha, #HAT 2

THE oA o352 o3 gES AHE I 747 o3 guS ol SA %
S 7HA AL QlEA] As R Al $hrt
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T 3R] B5E =Tl o] M Fod AEFe S, sk of 3ot
o' &AL FAalate] A9 ®EF(label)o] i oW HALE FALEA k=T
3= A o] T}, Syntactic Structures (1957) 5.2 2] Eﬂﬁéﬁé’ 7} (Transformationalist
Hypothesis) 2 F-E o] 3] 7} 2o H3lE RO Aspects A= HF
(Cateogory)ﬂ At (Feature)= -84 et whebA], o371 Al7]1¢l+&, N, VA,

P59 WF2 £AL [+Human],[ -Count], [+Past] &< A& 3} x}o]7} gl
EAF 9 =R 7= ¥t} (Chomsky 1965: 207ff).

nﬂu

(1) a. sincerity, [+N, -Count, +Abstract]
b. boy, [+N, +Count, +Common, +Animate, +Human]3

(1) Nojgts ®F SAo] ymA A4 S 3 2750 e AAE
7EA AL et 12y Chomsky = 71 % ol EY LGB TR E9 A=
3 WA $42 U AAE3 EEE BEE pERo] ks £
3t A, [+Past], [Wh] 52 A S s doh 2Etd, HAF
SAREel 98, T,C,D 52 B HFEM, FAMIA L fFEAd0] A
HA o] A

FI‘L:];

WMF 2 £A4S syntagmatic 3+ #A| 2 A s,
A2 %£4L paradigmatic 3 #AE AHS s

S5 ol = 2AV @ ¢ k. =, ¢
TEE () M2 R v 14 Edshs w3 dEhv, i)
Ao YA At o7 Fd skl wpekA], Noun (A EH=
WE HEATE WE (that, if, 0), & 8AF (cold final, old) 522 }HTh o
HEE2 %% H AT B AEMET gy NS A S 9l= SR
FAP(dog’), O HEZ (if), SHH A cold) 5o ® LT

S ALEE AAH 2holt of@ AAE I G A7t ok mE
Aol BUAT A4S A, ASe] Yt “BRTEZA AL S DTS

2 .. “Given Strict Lexicalist Hypothesis, Chomsky (1993) concludes that the functional heads (Agrs, T, Agro )

aren t affixes. Words are pulled out of the lexicon already in their final shape, abstracting away from phonological
rules. (from LDS, 2000)
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A Z [+Count]Z 73} =
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Tk Ao, HAF FAFEAA AAFS AA A Aol AN S
7FA AL Qlo] AHH =2 F-5 (Class)7F dAl=o] Sl Aol Zolgta #d 4 gl
Heidi & Ritter (2002) | 4 = =] & o}i 2}%0] Lexical Functional Grammar 1}

HPGS o] B34 HAS 3t ¥ 82 o392 Aol Fx3sx o] oA orh!
ol <Ll H}EHOPL Adger (2010)+=, ] HTE X+ FABIA W5 X7F |3, 1
MF7F 7HA AL Sl vy A $A4E O jFE A8 Aol "

A A B TS

(2) (=Adger (2010)2] 10a)

X[F, G, H]

(bi) [F] < - > i
(bii) [G] <-->]
(biii) [H] < - > |

(2)olA EAMR-E= WS X7 7HR x}ﬁoﬂ BT o]5gEES Fo] «of g}
(vocabulaize)” 5} ﬂﬂi,(bl) (bii)-(biii) & olwW #FFolgtL oj3|g=o] & F gt}

Tl whebid, Q17Ee] loj& Argshy] fleiA AQFEA™ A =7k B

AEA A= ofEgA o2t 243} Ho| Qv e AAs o dE 54,
N,V,AP,C, T D= el 7hrl#ol, U] A 2 W gel] w7pA Ao, S
N,V,A < orlels st rt, yrjA] Ade ofglapdolete oue ghfof
golshA i, &2 C, T,V = stHe 7les9E 48RP D N2 RS
o] FAPAFEE FAEA RS 7sTY9S FAEH. T, Nom, Acc, Dat,

Gen 59 AHA S Zoj3} A (Case Filter)S THEA]7] a1, Plural, Participle,

Speaker 59 ¢-2A & Ax Ao ExEAwE Vb x] A S Eapy ] okt

A% AREES WRs PEEE S0, ARE R TEIF oh = A A
Aot Al e AA= %Olﬂ} o & EL,N,V,A,P,C,T,Df
CATEGORY(HF)2He A8 3572wl 5ol Nom, Acc, Dat, Gen > CASE(Z)2h=
Apd 53] wlW Eolu}, Speaker = Person(¢l%)ol ek AHd FFo] @l o]t}
AARFE mebA, $ds] ddH gelrt frkn A&S & Akt gk,

Aed A7 Jo] BAA NEG

.00
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2] okl A Adger(2010)9} A&S(2011)2] AHEo] &S Auwty, HAFo T
o] #AeA 3T QAaEQ] oI FE AFE oy 7HA] WHOE it

TE3 & o v Ay, oY TR AR olFoA Jns e ¢

b o
4 o >

4 HPSGR S BRI ERENE RE Ado] EET 94 7HA 1 9lon, Fo] subject(SUBJ),
27 &4 o](DO, direct object) 52 FH7| 5% AH = FHFHE U} Sag & Wasow (1999) =,
> Schematically, take some functional category X, specified with features F,G and H, and take three vocabulary

items each of which matches one of these features:
(10a) X[F, G, H]

(bi) [F] < - >
(bii) [G] < - >]
(biii) [H] < - >

The syntax builds X, and then X needs to be ‘vocabularized’. Any of (bi-iii) will match,
and so any can vocabularize X.



otk o] A 919 A4 olE e SwAsH: Fol FYAA NEGS A P
FYEE dolui, AGSTE ANT AR BRo], 159 4AoBS $
b ARA ARE F7HH0R B4 ANtnA .

folr N

a 9l =
gof F-Ho] ZA(Neg-inversion) F/FelA & 4 otk A&SE ®F

=2 ¢ o, B W Eo] dAel 9FE wAY,
ARl ] S SS9l

(4) a. With no job would Kim be happy
b. With no job, Kim would be happy

2EA =AS FAole WA sl HolF= 9 (49 o= Liberman
(1974)°1 A == wA e Leflith (4 ZeAE Fo] 2ow EXE w8l
= A IE B Al 9FE viAA, Aol flow, Kims FEI}A] e
Zolty o oJu|7} HAIWE, (db)= Fo 7 i A= on S WA A ko,
FAE mAEO A Ak (b)) vl ARl glol:, Kim BF/F Aot
o ofu7h Ak mebd, noEhs ] duE TR o avt = o A4 S
gk (4b)E SAIRRE BAE WEE SUsta (4a)Q no’e SAIE FHEebA] o,
gulidel Aol Adus & 5 Ak

e AgSS) TS AMmw oA Fod A4 udd 5 o

(5) (=A&S?] 12)

a. | have at no time betrayed this principle.
b. At no time have | betrayed this principle.
c. *At no time | have betrayed this principle.

(6) (FA&S2] 13)

a. | have never betrayed this principle.
b. Never have | betrayed this principle.
c.*Never | have betrayed this principle

) (5)-(6)°A4] ‘at no time’ ‘never’s 2 L4V} T o 2w, SAIV} LT EH =7}
2 4goheld, NEG ek AR 1 BAAde] Sueks QuE EALEA)
ee A dlok Brks olth %, SAIE NEGZ ol -, EARR el 7]
A Zolehn % B 5 Ak

w3, A&STH AA e AT, a9 Gt PR T BAY A 96 9o
WA ol d3] B AAE RS quE n doks 4e F23 B 9
FSHE, NEG 7155819 17191, 1 MRS BelFa Q7] Wil metA, ¢
U7t A&SHOF (5a)S WA, 715U NEGE o] Aapdure] TPO] 950
2 ol%e Zojeh AWolu), ohw TPe] f% o] FocP7} glo} 1RO FAX
A ol BYrka AyakH AbsaHAleh ot no time AA 7L ol FAkL B @ F 9l
e Ga9 A olede] AFsh BA7 ol7) wolt

o

A&S7} FAMA 2E FARTU ARS 7ER BAAE NEGE EAE =T
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Asl A F A AR tha 2

(7) (FA&S?] 14)

a. On no more than three occasions in history has there been a land bridge connecting Asia
with North America.

b.*On at most three occasions in history has there been a land bridge connecting Asia with
North America.

c. On at most three occasions in history, there has been a land bridge connecting Asia with
North America.

9] ‘no more than three’=} ‘at most three’th= X3 2u|A 0 72 = FTU3AY, =
T o 7Hx] mERbo] SAlRtE BATEAS st Sl (Th)e vlEol A HL (Ta)=

Lol7] wEolth whebA, A&SE &R|sA o] SAIE S FAMY d4te A oOP7]°ﬂ
Z5 351X O]'E]-"’ A A 3G TE =, ‘no more than three’ 2} “at most three’ 7} =8l 2 0.2
At Ju| ARt ‘no more than < NEGEH= TAHRU A& 7HA L 9loH,
‘at most’= ©|® FA A o] EAY A ropa] YA THA Y Aoleks Aol

3.2. 7153 NEG®| gt =718 A7 ==

o] A= A&SY 7] HFAAZA NEGE
A5E AATFOZHN HAFTH A5 &

L S = I -
(2012, in printing)oll Al FFAFS =S HOFE o Fo] =25 Q) S 19
3 XA}
(8)

a. In not many years will Christmas fall on a Sunday.

(2 & B4 T nriar)t de6) 94 g Rolrh

b. In not many years Christmas will fall on Sunday.

(2 otoll= (=2, LA kol APAnparl o] 28 Aol

(9)

a. In no clothes does Mary look attractive.

(%% 1A ko, Marys vjg Ho] %) ghrky

b. In no clothes, Mary looks attractive

(£ AA W=7 Yo%), Maryis Wiz <ol t})

9 AR5 oA SAIZ} NEGS ghE AT AEY BA e o 5 ol
7L ol T Solth. weld, 24 A4 NEGE B4 Mol o] Axe] itk

4, (8b)-(9b)= EWY (8a)-(9a) &} frAkel KHojk:, 7|53 NEG7F gl & ?5_%
ZHA 3 vk 2Ed 4 e, B o] A e Wil dsiA A Floltt
webd, -2l H9E FeE 72 Innot many years'tt “In no clothes’ 5-©]

® S.Hong (2011)ellA ‘=@’ 3 ‘—x' o FeEAE 543 HeadednessE =98k 9w,
upshd, —w’ B =% = 2 FA (Polarity) ol Q1M FH Al FHo FAo] BF
7bedta, olEo] HEAke] A& Holy] wEolth
(ia) %S YA LoH, Mary: UHE”GO]X] Sass
(ib) 22 UA 92oH, Mary= wij 2ot}
(i) & YA olE, Mary= vl 2] o]t}
(iib) %< YA YolE, Mary:= & Ho]=] bt}
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NI AL 7L YARE St & A B Y 41117} 3o o]
SAIZ} &1kE]o] gtk SAI7F §lE (8b)-(9b)= A A |
FAE] S 7HHITh

I
LN

rlo rlr rot

M oM, off
o o e

utehAl, (8)-(9) = A&SS] A= & FAFSHH]T SAIZE e N B Ea e
ol o] 2Ag-ojo] BAAJNA o™ ad Xpell =eE]=%]7}F vh=r) wpeA],
NEG7H 71%5810]1, o] 7158e Clagd 44, A7ad (NEG), SAHF 24
O AHAAE 7HAIL dvkar FgshE 9] olwse] vl Aolgl viEe]
SAIZE A= A 1894 4 FvE

2 L

SR 2, SAlI o], B4 NEGS ##H¥E 1 99 AL ol B 4=
Tt 17312 ‘neither’/’so’7F AglE w AdE A7} FAA7E FHA 27}
#F¢EE AS HoFE AFo|t)!

(10)
a.With no job would John be happy and neither/*so would Mary.
b.With no job John would be happy and so/*neither would Mary.

(11)
a. In not many years will Christmas fall on a Sunday and neither/*so will New Year's day.
b. In not many years Christmas will fall on Sunday, and so/*neither will New Year's day.

£ gl = ‘neither = HX*#OH/H 0= He A& <41 d+ed, 7Y

AT AHE 2
3k With no job’o] A+g-¥ 7 —??—ul%ﬂlE SAIZ} | &7 ‘neither’ 7} AFE-E a1
SAIZ} dojuA] ok %%L 07 A 2=

T UTh =, SAIZ} Q= ‘With
2l

o)
=
no job'> TSHEE F WA HolA ‘ne r7p ¥dsta, ‘so’v= F8EHA 4,

ther
SAI7} §l= ‘With no job'2 &si&E F WA dolr so'5 3] &3FARE ‘neither’
= 3857 gt} ol SAE EutE A9 %_’_—%P—E— i XHV} Aol AL,
SAI7} 9l A9 ¥4 (10b): no’7t 01015 Aol Wil & AAvE &
HRolg= ALY 017¢ Zloltt, wekA, no’d] A ofio} BAgo] 7159
NEG7} ZdA| = ojof &5 HojF= =Tolth

Al A A E+= Quirk, et al (1972: p. 380), McCawley (1988), Huddlestone & Pullum (%]
FHE H&P, 2002)5 oA AAE A AREQH, o] ARES E A FuE
= @ FA, SAFRY AR NEGE] EA1E st HA AT ~’F “’/} & H
= Ao Fe7b ofy ARt ‘seldom’, ‘hardly’, ‘rarely’ o] 1 &u|7} FA ol BALS
o] A7} ol alFErt. vas A EAL

(12)

a. | seldom get any sleep

b. I’ve spoken to hardly anyone who disagrees with me

c. Few changes in government have ever taken so many people by surprise.
d. Only two of us had any experience at sailing.

ki

S, ABSY ATE SAVL EY i vEe] SAT, A2 FHE SALH Ao

Ag 2l Kllma(1964)ﬁ wZolS B = A o)
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(12)2] ool A
s BT

Adof Fr

Aol (NPIS! ‘any’, ‘anyone’, ‘ever’so] =
WA olth $#7t dolo A NPIZ 18|ats 215

S WolElthd, (12)9 olEelA, ‘nornot 22 FEY F-4 9
N d

o M -

227k QEHE NPIZE Q1E(Ho] JEo)d Ae AYST seldom, hardly
few, “only 50] 4] A AACER DA o)A ACEAH A
7171 NEG®] »zﬂﬂ gltka AAlol o5 NPIZE A8 HUSS YT & U

Zolth, B3k, ofd FARE S Fofell Ada S (pre-subject) T SA|7} SoEdh

(13)

a. Rarely does crime pay so well as Mr. Benn seems to think.

b. Scarcely ever has the British nation suffered so much obloquy.
c. Little need I dwell upon the joy of that reunion.

o] Al NEGS &A1& <1gstd A A= 4 Slth Quirk, et al (1972: p. 380)+=
Fs] ddS 7]%§E% %E— HOE #4418 AlAISHA] kAR, NEGE A4 9] 3
Aol Aoska Agsta 4

A, F7HeEEe] A Aura 571 B0 349 23 AHgEHE A
= 54, (149 4% Fdl NEG7F EA J

(14)°

a. She scarcely seems to care, does/*doesn’t she?

b. He seldom studied at the library, did/*didn't he?

c. They never replied to our letter, did/*didn 't they? (H&P, 2002. p. 812)
d. Few good drivers ignore signs, do they? (H&P, p.820)

e. Hardly any of them complained, did they? (H&P, 892)

f. It’s hardly fair, is it?

B4 9] oulE 7} cscarcely’,‘hardly’’rarely’ 5= $4 9 ou|E 7FA] a1 QIA| 9k, &
B sgolr, 4w Tagole= ¥4 £&APE yebda Ty dA (14)7F
molFzo] 3o £BAE AEHA ghwl, o] F AW SIsA el 3
9]

o ojmatd o]eo & NEGZh= %*Wéjg 7HA L Tagel S7de st A
is [e)

o
.
2
L

do] H-(Transferred Negation, TN) &4l F-¢-% o]xd NEG7} &
XH'EE}E}I’_ %ﬂxﬂﬁ}‘ﬁ HAA A 5 O’E} ]E %5?3}7] olall, ok Quirk, et al.
391-

(15)

a. | suppose [[you’re not serious], are you?]

b. I suppose [[you re angry at me], aren t you?]

c. l imagine [[there § a drugstore near here], isn t there?]

9 olgsl #A L ulsk e RATA BolQlE olEe] Bl thalA AL kel o7
o] 3lo] Helth McCawley (1988)+= old &89 Tag® Tdolv #4& o &4 &40l
:11 EM_J_

Sk, Oehrle (1972)2 o]l A%, 749 Tags vEHAQ 7 ii T TagWts &HA
Ql Ao Z WY} Quirk, et al (p. 380) FA] o] A EHA7F FHola, b, Tage 49
Tag7} &t A3t Qi

“They are followed by positive rather than negative tag-questions:

She scarcely seems to care, does she?”

8



d. I’m sure [[that isn t right], is it?]
e.*l suppose [[you’re not serious], dont 1?]

(15)9] oito]l FH|ER olf= FU7Fe Tag7t =& W, dAl Rl S

Al 7] wiFEolth thAl A, HE FIEolte] Tages HEiro]l s old K-
o] Fold FHY TagZt #=th 19 E &3k (15e)7) HIE

A2 old o529 Tag Fwo] B I s Agd=" Zlo] ofyel

F8o A e AAHAEE BolFE Zoth (15a)-(15d)°] FHA S 1
H, 1 He geld 5 A

2R, BAE do] RAYFE] B B BFHYS walvk: e vk

(16)

a. I’m not aware that [[the question has been discussed], has it?] (McCawley, 1988)
b. I’m not sure [[that & right], is it?] (ibid)

c. I don t suppose [[he is serious, is he?] (Quirk, et al. 1972)

d.*I’m not sure [[that & right], isn t it?] (ibid)

FEle HolR AT A FUF Fiol xH xEAke S AedEve A
o itk IEdH, (16)F AHEW, yx o] AT ddE FH2 Tag7t €4 &
S & F ok T B9 TagZlh B2 (led)ys HlEolW 1EA] ke yH
#] (16a)-(16b)-(16c)+= 7 F-o]t}t

sh9]de] FAol ‘noto] A E AdE A TS dAolgtn T 5 QY]
msolth, 2y, F-golrt Aol s 8

XpolF o2 Heaof shi=A2 A9} tEo], ol Flo]l glo] ‘not’o] ZH9lA
2 oA digt B3 Ay FAo] Hedzich wEbA, k¢ el neg
AAol EEE o] Quty Eupw, 9 d 24 715 NEG AHA o] AN [+neg]7}
A4 o] F gk Zloletal A4Skl ghrt

(17) a. ’'m not aware that [[the question has [NEG/+neg] been discussed], has it?]
b. ’'m not sure [[that s [NEG/+neg] right], is it?]
c. I don * suppose [[he is [NEG/+neg] serious], is he?]
d.*T’m not sure [[that s [NEG/+neg] right], isn ¥ it?]

v A o FUsl s BAE AYEE, oy HxFel A}
22 A¥3te Ao o]%S HEAFCopy)E Eubd Ao wolME AL
2o Fojsk= Copy(EAh7E 2lar, mlafAlel= Axjme]e] EAHCopy)Eo] o
stob= dofl oEshd sjdo] H)

0o 2, Boskovic (1997)9] o|&S m#s] KB} 17} A A & ule} o] o] o FE&
oA olt}, AEZ © 7 Negative Raising (NR)o]2h= W& FH o] o]t %24
ol #ofsittar JAGH AT webs] A AR ot sHEAA &

k. M

0 -] BE FAF ) o] 5 3835 212 olyrt) ‘think', ‘suppose’, ‘believe’ 52 125 A}
. -
=

sttt w5 At



A P AR Qg8 glojeks o]t

(18)

a. John doesn 1 believe that she will graduate

b. John does not hold the belief that she will graduate
c. John holds the belief that she will not graduate.

(18a)L (180)°] °Jm] s} (18c)e] wlE & o &t ToF < %ZJO]D}. o] A
S AwstE L, ‘novo] e VAR = s HedA AAGAERE ol A
& 81 &3h= B3, S NRo| oA Flo|th, fAkst e ol & ARt

(19) McCawley (1988, p. 573)

a. The governor doesnt think he has enough votes.

b. The governor doesnft hold the thought that he has enough votes.
c. The governor holds the thought that he doesndt have enough votes.

a9d ZuEAE, fFAREEEe] W (18a)= 1 T oAdo] AERXItial Boskovic
= AFsta dokH

(20)

a. What | dongt believe is that Mary will graduate. *?
b. 1 do not hold the belief that Mary will graduate
c.*I hold the belief that Marry will not graudate

upbA], (18) U o]t T A o)A &1, John doesnt hold the belief that she will
graduate’®] 7], = ‘not’o] 9IS FAEFow JHA= ANt Jhss] A
o] S AdolEn o|AAH NEGE dWateld ofEA ot sh=rk? o]7]A
FEis (18)-(19a) 2 el 2ol ‘nove] #E-o] & wi= WaEdE 3
918l [NEG/H+neg)7t UL, &9l del ‘note] 2HE-elo] & we= EF WM
91 elnt [NEGHneg)7t EAlet= A ow o] dstataral g

QoFshd, (i) FAFEIRl NEG negativexbd & 7RX[aL 9laL, o] A S dapabd =
A NEGolaL, CI-HEH A zm 77 e] o] S 7hxith, E3k NEGE NPI 919,
neither/so 2] ’d‘ai of o, MolRAEo Hrb el #ojste T, g FAMEAA
of d¥tAola BAAQ AdE BHolmR, NEG [+neg]: %*}—r"ﬂ 7HA ARl A4
ojm o]z Axloln], W Adoletar He Utk

4, A&

2]+ Adger (2003, 2006, 2007, 2010)#} Adger & Svenonius (2010)2] #|¢FS 2 oF4 7]
atal, o]0l A AHolES vt OoE YJo] XA NEG7F FAME df 7

_

11 o] x& o] thallA] Boskovic: Higgins (1979) 7} A& o] & A Hstdvta a4
122 =i fAREGE g0l dish Aleke sk 312 olyw, Boskovic (1997) 2] w2
& gk A otk @ A b d Adew gl wAE nes ¥ 4 QA
a. John doesn 7 believe[cp What [ that she will graduate = b. [rope What [p John doesn ¥ [yeg believe]] is [ t
that [+p she will graduate]]]]
1B mle] 214 o] E % island-sensitivityS R.Q1ThH (Lee, J.-S., 2010), FFAFEAE 9] A9 what-77F
2] wh-Alo] ¥o] NEGAHH o] o]Fal#] Fetrhal A|Qbe: 4= Stk
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=
[e)

l
I-

ao] 51, Wk 75 Wgoln, SA6] 2% BAEAL AnEA 2
A EARR AR (@A, olAA)els, ek AAH oJnE sbA

ofo
%’
30
lo rlr
ooy

Cl- g =4 o]zk= Adger (2003, 2010), A&S (2011)9] F+4-& 23 3% th

= O TAACREE FAAAE 7H A (7] 5 3) NEGE] EAE 1T =M,
A, 4B A Subject-Auxiliary Inversion oJ4-of #ofslal, 4, APAS thA 5}
= FAREA cneither/so’ o] A Bl yojatm, AlA, oJw|= ROk, FEA F
gol ol ‘seldom’ ‘hardly’5 2] ©oj7F xshe Ego] of F4° Tages AE et
A, o' el oE@A NPIZE ISIH=AE AWE 5 A HAoh YA, Ao
FAALFAONE G4 A8 5 ke A8 =91 7153 NEGS 1 AlF-ArHR]

[NEG/+negl& 17d3ta AAAO R F5atgict o] A2 ujsiirto = A
A4S AdBA A Aslr] o] H s Adger (2010), A&S (2010)2] FHS 33

A, B =Rl B b YA AR 1 BHS AVTORA, 15 =3
o o s 2w @ Aolvk,

HI
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