Wowrsan W
Y

= |LIGUISTICS| $2mas &+ i

.p_.% HTH% ﬁmﬁm K EOwm
HEIPIREZER =

A mmun_:oin and Diachronic Study of Negative Polarity Items in English

A A v W B R E

SHANGHAI JIAD TONG UNIVERSITY PRESS



~ |LIGUISTICS| S 8-t

[+0l - | ] EHE | SRR m
A A R S A R o 4 R R T
TR b 2 L - T 5 2 A A1 4 R AR B 2 3R IR

%.%wnnxm.ﬁmm%lmm ¥ o
HEIPIREELR s

A Synchronic and Diachronic Study of Negative Polarity Items in English

m@ MM ) KBy, B

SHANGHAI JIAO TONG UNIVERSITY PRESS



HNERE

ARFEEREERE HRERERTHA BT ERMI NG K E LB FHE
ST, AHBETF Chomsky(2000,2001,2007,2013) 9B, ZE S ERMLEFE
REEHITEED. 446 . LRE. — e BENDIEHFTESD NP H
EEHIG FERAREFAE D NP 4% R RN, %I T RHBEH N NPI
BEERNH N SEUNLEY, S5, ABZAXBHLBERE YCOE,
PPCME2, PPCEME X any &) NPI BEF048 X R 1T 7 B 4T, F M
FERESHNAERE THEL DS NP 965 ERN S F0H KB RN E
ZBAEX(BD ne #0 not HEH MR REEH R B EERNF, ZBEZHT &
WARER SRR AEUREKELD RANNBHE, RN KRBT ERMERL
GENEERENHERR, EERAEEENA LB L OATRE MR
NEERMTR N KEPEEXBNARESN,

BEH RS B (CIP) ¥ iR

KETTRMTNHE SHMNMER/ REFE—L
. LiEXE A% R, 2019

ISBN 978 - 7- 313 - 19426 - 8

[.O%- 1.0OR- [I.OKE-EE(EE)-H
7 IN.DH3143

o @ A HIE CIP =7 (2018) 58 217429 S

FETE R AY 3 B 5 B R 5T CGE U0

¥ TR E

W4T L3k kit b EETESR S E
BRB4RES . 200030 B iE . 021 - 64071208

B . IS RUESER SHRAS g . 2EHERS

FF . 710 mmX% 1000 mm V16 =] . 1225

F BT

B R 200193 8% 148 £ W 201983 B L REIBI
# S ISBN 978-7-313-19426- % H

EO 73007

RS BBR
HHE. NANAREDEREPESSHB ARHEBER
BERHIE. 025 - 83657309



=
it

AR R AE A R T B A 77 SR EIR T B X A8 A M (Negative Polarity
Item, NP f soELAIFIDT 52 8248 A9 05T . BACIEIE i) NPT, Ho4n any,
ever, budge an inch %, BR T H BUAETS & 4] o, o HH BRAE AR AR 4] L U B ) L —
JBcBE IR AR F IR . 4T NPL AauERL | 9 R BLETE J 20T h i
AT TR, AT — LEAR T AR 9 2 » BEAN TR O 8 3L 8 A T — B 78 RE WF L
8o XTI IEA B UL , dAFAE— LB AR, R X NPT g R GRS R
AR EDESERZARME.

A +532 i Chomsky (2000, 2001) f—B R G BIE T 5 & 4]+ NPI i fo
HERLH R B T FEARA ) | LUBEA) (B R | 5 TR A S BREE o NPT B fudfe
HLE . FEMRIRAFIFRIE NPT £ (5] i @] i, A4 43 B 48 H iz F 45 58 45
AERAE SRFEHT NPT SR DL K& BV E ML ZEMEWAR 2] T RIE. FAMA
Fid@ 4tz D 18 8L EE YCOE, PPCME2, PPCEME Wi 4E () NPI any 01
FAR B BT » 7 S8 5 2 B BE 2 Y 1 03 s op % IHB NPT i fo e
AL A EC 39 64 55 — 9 BE (R ne 1 not 2 [a] 1 BL2R7R 5 %€ M B Bo) Y5
FESLHENLH . AASEE A T 9 s NPTt BU7E 105 B AR AE , $2
HAEGHN VS I S AP A AE K NPT B 3235 B BLG AT 2K 2 i ]
I V-to-T BALHIIHR TR .

A% A5 FA TR B 7 S VR R 4R BB Il T 963k NPT ARG,
RN T 38 NPT AR IR 828 02 U R R AR . i X e i
NPI [ Se AR )W T B UE A A 8 13 5 B AL B, 5 2L & 1 DR T NP
AR R LA & NPL 575 5% B9 AH ELAE R R 2R L BETT A B T W EE 5 K R



2 | HEFERMETR 55 R GE U0

ARHER L EE T R RHERE E S AN SRR ERE . RN,
A B T A G ke TR 7 R ERIE | 1 IS BT T vk FTE R L X
NPT J st 57 A0 fo AL i B € BT BB 5

A4 FE N N IR TE 5 5, 7 52 A iR IR B I 19 2 3 A A LA
B Xt B e R IR D i i & O EB TT REE R S, R B i
T 1% NPT BB TR » X 8 AH SR A 58 R, TR AT NPLA FTIE %

FERRRMA = « "WILE — AR T RR AR R R E A5
BERLAIE SMETE F SO S T8 R B A R SR R B 5 G0 Y B
SN B F F LR LAV MR M W | R R 348 T
HJR AR . X H AL R REREEER . H AR 28R B A
FRRSE IR T TIESE #0452 R AR B T2 B 8 | | BRI 1 R FRm H ol
AR, A5 B H AR 28 T B 8 I AR AL T BK S E E TR L A
BB M R BEE ML B B BB R0 S RN R
IR . B BRI LR 2] TR SC R 550 .

T3 AMPUKFA R A B7E N A EAAER BN 2 28R AL 0%
BEEAL IR IE.

= &



ACC
adj
ASP
c¢/ca.
Cen.
CcP
D(P)
F

Fin
Foc
IMP
Int(P)
I(P)
MASC
neg
Neg(P)
N(P)
NOM
Op
Part (P)
PAST

List of Abbreviations

accusative case

adjective

aspect

circa

century

complementizer (phrase)
determiner (phrase)
feature/function/functional head/focus
finite

focus

imperfect

Interrogative (phrase)
inflectional (phrase)
masculine

negative (marker)
negative (phrase)

noun (phrase)
nominative case

operator

participle (phrase)

past tense
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pl plural
question (marker)

S sentence

sg singular

SN sentential negation

Spec specifier

Top topic

TP tense (phrase)

VGP verb group

VP) verb (phrase)

v(P) little/small verb (phrase)

2 second person

3 third person
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Introduction to Negative Polarity Items

There exist a group of words and expressions in natural languages
which appear to be considerably curious. These forms can only occur in a
positive or negative environment, viz. they are polarity-sensitive. Forms
that can only occur in a positive environment are termed positive polarity
items (henceforth, PPlIs; see [1] below), while forms that can merely
occur in a negative environment are termed negative polarity items
(henceforth, NPIs; see [ 2] below). We can recognize examples in [ 1a] and

[2a] as ungrammatical (indicated by an asterisk) .

[1]a. " I'm not pretty pleased with it.
(PPI in a negative sentence)
b. I am pretty pleased with it.
(PPI in a positive sentence)
(Linebarger, 1980: 7)
[2] a. "I think I could ever trust you.
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(NPI in a positive sentence)
b. I don’t think I could ever trust you.
(NPI in a negative sentence)

(cf. Hoeksema, 2000; 115)

It is widely recognized in the literature that these forms exist crosslinguistically.
As far as I know, no researchers have ever claimed the existence of languages
whereby no PPIs or NPIs are attested. Nevertheless, PPIs and NPIs are not
found in artificial languages, like a programming language. In this sense,
PPIs and NPIs are not logically necessary. Therefore, research on PPIs and
NPIs may reveal the nature of natural languages.

There are a large variety of NPIs in English. I will introduce the
classification of NPIs in a simple fashion for reasons of space. NPIs vary in
part of speech' and length (from one word to several words) . Zwarts (1997)
and van der Wouden (1997), among others, classify NPIs according to the

elements that license them, as illustrated in [3].

[3] a. Superstrong NPIs

licensed only by anti-morphic contexts (overt/sentential negation) ,
e.g. until, either, and in + indefinite time expression.

b. Strong NPIs
licensed by anti-morphic and anti-additive’ contexts (expressions like
nobody , never, and without) ,
e.g. lift a finger and give a damn.

c. Weak NPIs
licensed by anti-morphic, anti-additive, and monotone decreasing
contexts,

e.g. ever, at all, any.
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Another classification of NPIs is pointed out by Giannakidou (2011), as

shown in the diagram in [4].

[4] A. Narrower NPIs (with a narrow distribution in only negatives)
B. Broader NPIs (with a broad distribution in negative, downward

entailing (hereafter, DE), and nonveridical environments)
a. Non-scalar NPIs
b. Scalar NPIs

a) Narrower NPIs (including minimizers) ,

e.g. in + indefinite time expression.
b) Broader NPlIs,

e.g. any.

A number of NPIs will be discussed in this monograph. Among them, any
will be the most discussed one. In some analyses below, any is the only
representative of all NPIs or all weak/broader NPIs. However, in some
cases, any just represents itself.

Note that any is not used as an NPI in all contexts. In some contexts,
any denotes free choice. If any appears in an environment where no
negation or other elements can license NPIs, it has a free choice reading.
On the other hand, when any appears in an environment in which it can be
licensed, say, negatives, the sentences are generally ambiguous, allowing
both an NPI reading and a free choice reading.?

Despite the complexity of ambiguity, some characteristics enable us to
distinguish them in most cases. Roberts (2007 73) suggests that the free
choice any can be modified by just*, almost, or absolutely, while the
NPI any cannot. If any precedes numeral-and-noun constructions (e.g.

any five books), it has a free choice reading. If any combines with old to



