95 - — 95 —

Klima, “Negation in English”
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R

Edward S.Klima, “Negation in English” 135%%) Symposium on Transformational
Analysis, University of Pennsylvania, 1959 &% ¢¢ Symposium on Machiﬁe Transla-
tion, National Science Foundation, Washington, D.C., 1959 i s\ TR ¢ D
N, IAE Fodor and Katz (eds.), The Structure of Language: Readings in the
Philosophy of Language, 1964 wFRI¥® Generative (X %2 < b #i-3) or Transfor-
mational (ZJE) Grammar @3 3HLTH B,

vHF ok YL FRFE (MIT) @#%% Noam Chomsky (Syntactic Structures, 1957)
i % 5 T b oA TN SRR, EfF%, REMETRRS, RS BT,
B2 X) &+ 5H@A LD, the shooting of the hunters 7p 34,5 /4)»% He shoots the
hunters 7¢ BHEM 25 (transformation %3 U C) K%y, The hunters shoot 72 %
WEH DR PZIECERL LD 2T %, dold, HROXIENTI W) & Lull
Bl LB, of w EBMBFR 2R ITHE, ENRRERTEARENSD
W3 TR, WARBXEERELERL T3, LeLEBEERoREDRWT, %
NEPFECHFERTEC L E2ERL, Bo, TORDORFMEL O BT 2
Chomsky %%, T; BZUDT, WHELE RO TH 5, it She made her father
happy @ happy %% Her father was happy 75:5/]%{ Wb &, a beautiful flower &
V5 attribution % The flower is beautiful X\ % predication i)xBX’Clﬂé T EE
TERRLLII &T 5,

Chomsky = oD A&REEEZD - T3 LI KRR S, —PRBELFNOFS,
Fe—oRMEOEEARORR TS 5, 4HRE, S5, B¥OohLRECK o 72T
Lk, BOThv, DERESLREL L5 Bertrand Russell b ORIEEIEEHSE,

T2 v EERRE]

guull

1) Tusdb®HEL FHERGRELBETH - T | BA
§97,
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RN LT, BEEBEOIF LWEMAEL < Oxford @ HESESYR (Ordinaty
Language Philosophy), Chomsky EDWTFRIE D K R Uiy, it de Saussure
langue, parole DX A%, competence, performance DOXBICEHESIML, HOIHER
ot competence OREFTH % & L BB Ltk AMD EiERS (competence) ik
langue OIMEFM 7 5 “a systematic inventory of items” CHIEFLESZ D Clik\n &
[ b’zki Bl b, [EFEW Eigon (@) Tiix< Energela (3%b¥) TtHol &
otz Wilhelm von Humboldt (1767-1835) OB MEBHRHAY 2 +500 XD
Tk D, W2t Generative Grammar &\ 5 LFCHE TS DL DD TH B & Bbh
— Rk transformational analysis % 4§ & 4 B4 O3 % Transformational
Grammar QL4HTHLN T N5,
Klima @z @#Xi3 transformational analysis QRZEAR—FITH B, #L T F il
EOBREREBROWIETH 25 Otto Jespersen, Negation in English and Other
Languages, 1917 £2igiib 3D TH o T, TDOHDREHEE > TEX THT D CHE
NIRBEZSF W20 LFHEL TLNTHS Y,

I. Preverbal Particle Not

Klima 3 “negative” &) BAOHBL M 5, HENHT LW TR RBEL L
WIDTHBH, —ok, ThARBEILILOLLWHETELHDTES),
Jespersen 3% succeed x fail o\ fail=not succeed 75 & L €% succeed=not
fall THHBOK1S, b DER bappy, unhappy OHA LE 5T, WihE ne-
gative Ly 5 & MgV EH L, Klima
He cannot read the text, much less translate it,
L) frame 23 BHT, ORI, Yok EHBEL LT, ZhUT, bbb, <4
FAREDODMHL, [Fid, FERHEESBTRRC] LW EREEL D, LT BN
fail 13z ® frame #3®bH, LA L succeed Km‘cm,ﬁl{ﬁbiﬂjﬂé&b\: EAbhnb,
He failed to rgad the text, much less translate it.
LTAB L, succeed & fail ©F %, fail O negative TH 5 &\ 5 BIEE .,
FH, ELL T, Jespersen DEENE TH o7 LLbRBTREEBRVOTS B,

(2) Noam Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, 1965, p.4
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negative 143, B o & JECEHRTE, BEOBTHS LRARFCER T T DO
BE2%, ULHLEBEBZADM 302 hicd 52 ATV,

(a) mnot, never, barely,
scarcely, rarely, seldom,
hardly, little,

The writers willt (b) so, always, almost, believe the boy (1)

usually, surely, sure,

frequently, often,
probably, fortunately, etc.

(a), (b) & dr—5 preverbal adverbs L, d 5% not & so 754’%%7’&4)@('
LT ed, RD frame Tk » THL LD,

i never, scarcely, almost
The writers

} believed the boy.
always, seldom, etc.

not
The writers did{ } believe the boy.
s0

& @ not % PvP not (preverbal particle not) &gt neg QUMK L &5, 2) &
BF% PVP not OEFE/ behavior oW THBEE ML 2 BEZ Ve L LEESHT
ZEEL neg OAREEMB DI, £I3WVIH & 57t & & BRI I
Y RZON—BORELLIELLNDEDTEH B,

HEEETEYE, fic Zellig S Harrls (W B EUAED ST L BIRIC & Cis Lo 12, What
has he been doing there? Orhic wh, -at, have, -s, he, be, -en, do, -ing, th, -ere
EWG e A 5B, -at KD -ere 1k wh, th OB OBETE - T, BbOT b O%
HHRRNRBDE LR B2 DENEL, Chomsky BHEEE¥OC 5105 WkEr >
DNT, ThEATY Y K—FeUTRELZ, A AHil & John picked the book
up O;R#E% picked....up & the book LI L X5 & Licds, picked....up L
nNTWs30rx—FKlL+se &:Pi “does violence to the actual fact of the language”
THBLEL, Chikdb cto & THMNT OMEE L RERMK Chomsky 32T
DHfije% constituents (54)) %D concrete elements X+ O LE % il

(3) Z.S.Harris, Methods in Structural Linguistics, 1951
(4) A.A.Hill, Introduction to Linguistic Structures, 1958, p.289
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“They are simply elements in a system of representation.” & Z)}z;mlf\s)*‘) o TRARHg T
XEDSDORBED DD THSRNE BRI, L0 E 2L Y INTHEBBS N CELLR
DEHRT, BECLEV 203D CR{EMIUARIDOTHE » T L, REEThR
“linguistically meaningful” 7R 2 HT IO TRIFIE DR LW 5 o
RGO L THD,
We take, he takes, they took ® ZM Fh take, takes, took %

take--Present => take

take+-Present = takes

take+Past = took
%% %, > 13 becomes by structural change *%:i¥s, Present BEHEH OB
HEBROBANE S DT, ROWME expansion MAEETH 5,

Present ——> {ﬁ}
)

—> I} is expanded as (or, is expanded to) & 3Fiis, Present, Past %223 &,
Tense Kind, o T

Past

Tense —> {
Present J

f} BZER—2RY,
P(ast) P(articiple), Pr{esent) P(articiple) 1z EN@EDE, BESFD affixes
e -en 7p KRU -ing %X,

PP . write 2> write+ PP > written

PrP . write = write+PrP = writing
E#E 5B, 11 followed by k%, ZHAMOWNE, + & incorporated by &
Bh, ZERON—ELIND T LRk T 5, PP write LR TRT 5 ORERE
OEEFCLTNBC &R DH, BREREFTCCAEESEL) &0 ) OTRIRV, BT
5,,—’%:'%_1;3@( L NERDTH D, %7z taketPast o took, write+PP o written
7t & transformation 1z b ot B EFIRG  RERIME 3 syntax OB CriEind
e MEEHEBREFIC S WTREINSDTH 5, o () BERBRZEKRL, ¥

(5) Noam Chomsky, “A Transformational Approach to Syntax”’, Fodor and Katz
(eds.), op. cit.,, p.216
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fe Ay AMOFR TR - RHES S,
HAH s S(entence) DIRAIMERL KD & T CFERT %o
S —> Nominal - Predicaég)
Predicate —> Aux .MV
Aux —> Tense (M) (have - PP) (be - PrP)

Verb (Nominal)
MV ——> { }

be « Predicative
Nominal % N(oun) P(hrase) &\v5 TH IV, = OBRETECH DA, Chomsky ik
RGN F 5 TNBDT, %%%E‘Vi‘kh&b\(‘gz M(ain) V(erb) 1k Verb ®&H®D
B& (v. i), Verb X BB/ % Nominal »bK 354 (v. t)s KU be & Pred-
icative (FiZBMiE) &2 bRIEAEL, ZO0BANELBR T B, be 12 Verb &%
B e UCBikbi s 2, mEBEHE TRV EWY 5 b ek, Aux(iliaries) 1% Tense;
can, will 7z YFrEg defective verbs LIFiFh 2 M(odals); RUOETIEMBIE, HETH
BB Bk B, Tense PIAAIERBINC©H S, They go i\ ik, Aux & Tense
75 ¢ Dho g0 12 MV TH 5,

Present - go = go+Present = go+¢ = go
EFRT DT EMHR D, Aux OFRTRONERE SN ESOFIE

Tense « M-+ have « PP + be + PrP ‘

¢ + will - have . be-+PP . -ing ‘
EEXBTLHHED, MV 53 write a letter THB L3I Aux - MV @2

will+¢ héve - be+-en + write4-ing a letter ’
DI EELBNSD,

%5 Predicate 1%
Tense (M) (have - PP) (be « PrP) MV

(6) E¥xofExAvT SV, SVC, SVO, SVOO #»
X —> 5.V
Verb (O) (O
V —> {beer. C( ¢ )}

LHERDLEZOKELY, ABRBEMNX 2 LERBOTESH, £O—21F, FE
LRXOFEETHY, BB LIRBOHMNETES LW C L REMCLTVWAET
b5,

(7) N.Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, p.69
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Thied LT, REEm, 2 (gerund) Ak
to
{PrP}(have + PP) (be - PrP) MV

(8 ' . .
LERT B LR D, SHELERT b, (be.PP) & MV 0 Ric AUk
I\,

PvP not %X so 1F, =@ Aux OHik@EmrNnb, & D4 Predicate %

(M) (have - PP) (be » PrP)
{do }

Tense MV

LELBLATRTH S, cOFRCHLZIE, do go, did go pio< Yl hB i
- 72BA% Fhik dotgo o go, did+go => went L\ % transformational rules %3

BT LIC T » Tl S MERF B C & 23RS, LosL Chomsky 3 Klima & 7
ik e BRVT, Aux(MV) 2ROESOBECRDITHL ) —REML IR L8
RS,

T

Aux(MV) | Bl « BIRS ‘ #i X

)
(a) Tense . go He goes.

(b) Tense--M + go He can go.

(¢) Tense+have + X He\ has {ﬁ’o‘fé};_
(d) Tense+be . + X , He is {;:;ﬁg;?g}

X 1% whatever may occur in this position AT B,
25 LTHNT, PYP not #B—MAOERCHE & LR RET B, TH&
(a) Tense « not « go
(b) Tense+M - not - go
(c) Tense+have « not « X

(d) Tense+be » not « X

8) 2 DR FRL THNE, FEFER EHED T clause IFWEEL 3 BB D
OTHBT LrHRET S, George. O. Curme i3 infinitive clause »\> fiE%
f# 57z, Cf. Curme, Symtax, p.457
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Ric Tense HEYF & OEME HELD WML LTWD Bk do K ko T T
wwmt?%ahﬁDwmmmﬂa@mn&%%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁéo?é&Qﬁi®+Tww-
not . go &7oT, X< does not go 70K DEINBDTHB, (b), (), (d)
v Tense HEjH LBMEL T3 D¢ Do-support %% Bixly, & DA be 3HFTH
%o Lind Aux OEATH o T LWL, MV DRSS TH o Th I\, have JFEKT
HBH, MV Ofisre LCo have % (¢) TiA<, (2) Ko TELRERLRES
(We do not have....) D& B 2D THIHRER LRV,

L Aux(MV) oBo0EE&0%, SRkt % inversion, BRIFHE EX D stress @
HADADL DBETE S, FHCHN TR, Aux MV) OE—RD %, FERD
Nominal OFfictid & & #HEET N
' (a) Tense » Nominal . go
&7; h Tense 3 Do-support %321 % &4 WS4 %, emphatic affirmation i\
Tk, Emph 3R %, Avx(MV) OR—RAOBERCES © & 2HET 5,

(a) Tense « Emph - MV

(b) Tense+M - Emph » MV

(¢) Tense+have « Emph « X

(d) Tense+be « Emph . X
()i ¢ Tense 1. Do-rsuprportz\%é%ﬁﬁé BEis® W83 %, 5L T dotTense >
does #< b HLTHWT, K& Emph REMORAC stress 5% TRBBICHS
% delete T3 L RHET B, 22K LT

(a) He does go.

(b) He can go.

gone. }
money. .

(4) He is{running.}

honest.

(c¢) He hés{

PYED AN B, Klima 32 @ Emph 23 so &fl T3 & & 2 Hehi+ %,
He d{id believe the boy.
He did so believe the boy.
TRk, T OHFHCH0S intensive so ik, RAW & 5 Uk, BEMLRCHM5 400 T,
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C DiERb K LicBLHc ke Y 872\ 23, OED @ so, B.15 2ZME bkl

bivbhil btk T

{¢
S
Present —>
do
does

CHHDRE TR, Klima 33 PvP not OFHRIEET S the mobile constituent

neg LN B L DY, ChiCi impish i % 23 TH S,
II. Sentence Negation

(‘a) Either-conjoining:
‘ (9
usually

} reject suggestions, and writers will
always

Publishers will {
not
never
hardly
scarcely

accept them, either.

seldom
trarely
L5 frame i€ ko C, (1) GRS (@) BE (D) BEEXAT 5 Lo liskd, (@#%

negative preverbal adverbs &IE5, PVP not 13 I Cb7iRER S 0:0vb b T,

ZO—ETH b,
(b) Negative appositive tags:
not

never
accept suggestions, wot cven reasonable ones.

Writets will
seldom
rarely

9239

9) ETREMIE D not BEA o TVBH, BHEEHE L CHIBR L ko The Structure
of Language MO L THIR S ROEMTS 5o
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. .. usually . .
A Writers will { reject suggestions, not even reasonable ones.
always )
535 AR NI
(10)
(¢) Tag-questions without nof:
not
never . .
Writers will accept suggestions, will they?
seldom
rarely
Ll
. ., fusually) . . .
A Writers lel{ reject suggestions, will they?
always
VIERAL Ui,

(d) Neither-tags:
CRIEDNTE, kIR & TIKIRY S o C, HlTRD idiolect 15T, T @ frame
A5 DI PvP not & never DA TH D5,

... (not
Writers wxll{

}be accepting suggestions, and ueither will publishers.
never

seldom
. _}scarcely . . . .
A Writers will Litt be accepting suggestions, and neither will
ittle

hardly
publishers.
BB ORISR LRV,
47cdt PP mof L never ji strong sentence negation ‘/‘gc\é}e z. 3 complete
negatives, {1 negative preverbal adverbs H% scarcely, hardly, barely, rarely,

seldom, little 11 weak sentence negation # 0 & i3z 3 incomplete negatives 72&
\

10 ROLBEDDOEKHINT S,

(a) Stop that noise, will you?

(b) W.Stannard Allen, Living English Structure, p. 167 ¢ Truculent ques-
tion tags RN TVBHD, HEHEDA Y AV a Y EFE - TWBOTREITS
TELREBEGHTH D,

“I’ve broken a cup.” “Oh, you have, kave you?”
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R50Th %, incomplete negatives {3 “n” 1} neg OEE L ORME D ek
nED, R5E&inhid sentence negation DH%d o TNBDT
neg +seldom = seldom

&\3 neg-incorporation({L neg OEFENBIEM L E L 5, neg OFH LOF
2R THIFRLBELANE L DT THS, Lanl neg 2WIT 5 LK D seldom 7 &
LA AODEELRWET &1t will+-Present = will 04 Present i incorporate
FNBHLEIO will 2B I OBEAELRVOLEKRTH 5T, WIhd “elements in a
system of representation” <C#H %z & ICEE L hiEind iy,

ZJ%c Klima i@ 3 hid sentence negation OAKIL neg Th » €, LhHILHIKM
| i PYP aot, never IEbN, HIRHIHUEL 5 BT incomplete negatives
B % &5 bl Th S, never DWW TIL

neg-ever o> ne\glelr)
E#Z %, W OMEFER % neg-incorporation L5, ever (¥ indefinites D—OT
BB,

wh, neg 7 &yt indefinites DI b Fs envirompent oL b HiT & Wbib,
bSO nE indefinites iRz 9 BV EV S TR, WWEBEFTH B, You can
take any two stamps. ¥ieininB b DK BHE, FETR & & 50K (Quan-
tifiers) ILIBZ VBV EWVWIDD, WHWBEX TH 250 Some of them don’t believe the
gg)y L2a:L wh, neg 7 &'2%¢ indefinites OIEC h B2 o< v HT+- iz d i

1) zDEBAED neg-incorporation 3k optional TH %L, F7- not ever »+ never &

AT U DER TRV IROBABIEPAFRI LIE
Writers will never accept suggestions.
Writers won’t ever accept suggestions.
Writers don’t ever accept suggestions.

AWriters do never accept suggestions.

13 =@ any % indefinitesiciB3 %5 & 5 HICDWTHFNH S L5 TH D,

13 =@ some 1%, L EOBERLML SMHELOERNBEBL o TW5 & Whisidh
ERBIEVe R @ M EOER] orw, KO 1L BATEED &2 H5TO
e

She is too weak to have another child until after the operation.

L ‘

He is too intelligent not to recognize her talent.
DT Do neg RIZOBXiFhidie b d T, RN RHEET B,
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HADTINWTHB D,
much, many, some, a, a single, one, all, every, everyone Jr &% Quant(ifiers)

LS, THE
Sg
Nominal — (Quant) Noun {Pl}

&, FEE R ANERS RS, BEAK BN v BE ¥ x kMo AR
expand INHBPERE L LN D,
Lo AT, —jf some xd4 % indefinite Quant (% any TH o T
Indef+some => any |
LELZBNRD, Ll

That house has a roof. That house doesn’t have any roof.
He has insight. He doesn’t have any insight.
He is smarter than she. She isn’t any smarter than he.

BERESE, any 1k some KRBT HDRRLT 3, ¢ CHHET 5 bkt
2, £ T
Quant 1

Quant —> <Quantz
Quantsg

some

Quants —> {a

b

Indef-+ Quantg => any
L#E2 B, 55 ER%Y Indef-incorporation 5,

Indef+ sometime => ever

Indef4too = either
wh, 'neg ¥ 343 Indef-incorporation W ihic—2> pakbFo R+ o€
H%5,

There wasn’t any rain falling anywhere else.

Ric. sentence negation OPX % HIF %% strong sentence negation B FR 3
¥ D&, weak sentence negation O Fk a HDENHBD, preverbal adverb 2%
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little XRZCB/ L Quant k% little, few BFIZICBL Cnb,

Not much rain fell and neither did much snow. (3)
Not many smokers chew gum. (4)
Not much was given to anyone by anybody. (5)
/\ Anybody gave #nof much to anyone. (6)
Nobody gave much to anyone, ) (7

Most publishers won’t accept suggestions, and scarcely any

writers will accept them, either 8
/\ Anybody scarcely hits anyone. 19)
/\ Anyone was hit by scarcely anybody. {10
Nothing happened. an
/\ Not anything happened. {12
Little rain fell, and neither did much snow, 13
Few writers accept suggestions, and neither do many publishers. 4
No rain fell and neither did any snow. ‘ (15
/\ No rain fell and any snow didn’t, either. 19
No one has hit anybody. 1
/\ Anybody has been hit by #o one. {18
Nowhere has anybody been hit by anyone. 19
He never rejects anything. 20
Scarcely ever does anybody hit anyone. @1

Even then the writers of none of the reports thought that any
rain had fallen anywhere else. 29

Not even then the writers of any of the reports thought that

any rain had fallen anywhere else. : 23)
Never before had they realized that any time had elapsed. . 24
Not a single writer thinks that any rain fell anywhere else, 29

neg 134 2 ) v 7 2OBWAR BN, £< OEE neg-incorporation I Z LT w5,
no, never, nothing 7 ¥icds\» Tk neg-incorporation &7 b3, FEs k@ fusion

PROIRILTWBEDTH S,



107 Klima, “Negation in English” — 107 —

WEED neg XELD BT S clause oA BT, %@ clause BT 5 B
clause @EPVC}@M’C 3 Indef-incorporation % motivate 4%, £5 L CTBWT
(2) Aux Offic indefinites 3% 5154 the first of the preverbal indefinites %

482 & L € neg-incorporation i =4,

(b) preverbal indefinites 2372 WIS Aux OEEAE L PvP not Lind,
(¢) prevebal indefinites A3/ { postverbal indefinites D% 23% % e, TO—2
w308 & L T neg-incorporation #iL T4 & & 235 B,
PIE® 5% (a) 1t obligatory Tk b, FDEE neg ik Aux @ H—pks% attract L
€ inversion % motivate 3%, (c) i% optional T&H %, .
7c¥ neg-incorporation i3 Indef-incorpration &3& . ¢, HDDET 5 clause DA
W THEIE clause DT BT LRARV, o T
He did not know that anything had happened. . 26)
He knew that nothing had happened. 27
BN 0 T B <ELDHBON LARBTEEIR V. ) OBA neg kb2 d e fhat
clause KEL TWBD Th b, BTHAIBL, LD ERK that-clause KET S
3O neg NEMOFBINL RO SEAEIE negative absorption LIFIEh 3
REBRLNS,

3), (4), (5 kT not much, not many 1 little, few 2@ TH 5B, @)
Many smoke1§ don’t chew gum »Z3% T/l {HL -not much @ incorporation %
BT 2720 6) QM ICT B 2 LRHER . () THSRWERDBR, o To (7)10H
43 ambiguous T 5 d N2, (6) LEMTHIESC LR Ble & - CBETH
5%, Klima 3

Indef+a lot  much’ Indef+many = many ’

&% % %, indefinite T 7o\ much @EE X2 Chis\ww X 5 T 523, much (very much
RHD BEEXIZLA ERbRIRWEW SRR &3 T Lbnd L, 12 0%s
pot anything & incorporation H\iE & 2N EF D &+NIE, FRILKITER 0 fusion
s nothing & bARFIIERD RV, OREETL LI CEEHDBH L, bhY .
X< 7%, neg NEXFEOBELAPD indefinite B BRI neg-incorporation % {2 L T
WHRD, XEETHRWLI RIREEL50THER, [ToRERT AL,
TORTE 2, ErOMRTY, MAELSroEB o Tnik] & DB, of any
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> the first of the preverbal indefinites Trg\ b @2).@%‘2&}&51’]%1%@)'( THEDHHD
4 7n\~ A even then 2UGd» CRAME/R % indefinite TH 2 & Brlhv REBE I
¥ ThH5HH, 0913 strong sentence negation OB B,

The writers of none of the reports thought so, and neither did

the publishers of any of the brochures.

7z3s neg % postverbal indefinites % 3% & L ¢ optional neg-incorporation %2
LTtnaflel T

He adrﬁired her not at all.

T will force you to mﬁarry no one. 28
BHFDC EBREES, 291k I will not force you to marry anyone L&l TH v 55,

I won't force you to marry anyone . .
{ and neither will he.

I wil{l force you to marry no one
BT %, Lol 08913 structurally ambiguous TH o T
I will force you not to marry anyone. 29
LEOSED B 0155, 0) O not 1t indefinites 2 LK T, COMBICHBOR
ENRREF BT HWTH Do

to
(neg) {PI‘P}(have - PP) (be . PrP) MV

Q) BXBEOACEE DR, Lkl
I will force you not to marry anyone, #not even the man you love.
EERILT % XTikin{, not to maf'r‘y anyone &\~ 3 REZ A negative appositive
‘tags £HTDCTHBo -
A 1 will force you not to marry .anyone, and neither will he.
RIS L 5o
neg O3 OB EHIE L« Klima 12

4 ZrbeEvst
AI will force you not to marry anyone, and so will he. ]
RELWEREZROERINTHS 5, SBERIC symmetry 2RKDEF 20108
E(’j"’cb\%o v .
I will force you not to marry anyone, and ke will, to0.
7% BUERIRER R,
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No one need go.

Not many writers can help thinking so.
ORER H T B, R IL need not go, cannot help thinking D% & 5 THbLI B DM
BECTH BN, 0 not kXX BRTD neg ZXFAD o, not DHAE 5T 50
<5 %o '

III. Constituent Negation

R &1F 5 % DL sentence negation DX Tl ¢ & 13BE2 TH B 43, “negative”

LEHBTHEDED LR,
He is unable to find any time for that. 80
He disliked to do any more than necessary. 1]
They doubt that I need ever consider the problem. , (39
Not long ago it rained. 33
Only then did any rain fall anywhere. (84)
I am surprised that he ever speaks to her. 35

(a) wunable, dislike, useless /r &% words with negative affixes & %5, Thvd
DERE T REBIRRER DR & Xk that-clause % 3 9’6 WEEE, T bOR
¢ Indef-incorporation MOFBc INB T &43dH %3(:5>

It is inconceivable that he could do ¢xny more.

He would be unwise to do any more.

It is unusual for eny rain to fall in January. ;
CNBOED Eiz neg DL bk bR, LirLLhuk the neg of constituent
negation kN %4 OT, mobility % % %4, sentence negation DFEEHCIARD
. TRV
(b) )@ doubt Kyt forbid, too 7¥ % inherent negatives X MEgX the neg of v
constituent negation # 3 o TWHWBH T L XFDH B, ‘

°

19 BBz, chbo Bl t Comp(lements) &\ 5 Bk s> phrase,
clause sy D % Indef-incorporation FET 3 & bR hidik Bit. &l
DI DR B ¥ 3 Comp I LB EHARAL DTk, AR, fih
6%*'3\75;&73‘97’310
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He forbids her to have another child for several years.
She is too weak to have another child until after the operaiton.

. for several years.
A\ He allows her to have another child { }

until after the operation.
inherent negatives & words with negative affixes & 1ZEHEANCIZED CHELL Tw
7, ¥ 53 Comp % 3 olp%Zdrh¢ Indef-incorporation % motivate 4%, ¥izl»
Fnd PvP not I &k & R~ % negative absorption W REHRT %o

They don’t think that writers can help smiling at that.

not likely .
I 's{ . }that he will get there until after the game.
unlikely

They doubt that I need mention this again.
INLEOEBNT, b Ed & neg 1 that-clause IKBL TH Y, ZTODIK can help
smiling, until after the game, mneed mention ‘X DHROFE 3N EELD
T E oKD, D neg MEMOFINEXIN T BLFEL, D HRY negative
absorption &TE.5, (B, @) B,

(c) B0 not WIEHKK X b PVP not TlRig\,

Not infrequently it rains very hard here.
@ not BWABETH - €y XEFETHRWE LRBIETHL, ROEEDIZS inver-
sion BB Bk, " '

Not even two years ago could you enter without paying. (36)

Not even two years ago you could enter without paying. @87
B BXBECTH DD [2EFTE %, BHABRERZ» o], 80 RROBFETHS
25 MGADZER L THICIEHABRR 20K ] ORI B33TTH 505 Lhilk
HWHLOFETH -, FEREDOFEL LUTiz Klima 1 “a clear case of ambiguity” 7 &
W TV 5, sentence negation {3s(t% inversion I\ >i¥ redundant features I
FdDT, HFIEREALTERADIOTRRVD TS ST,

(a) ‘ (34 ¥% the restrictive only 7% H DA%, W& H Indef-incorporation, inversion
BROFHLITE EDOHTHED, Wh REBCIWIHEF L, TwHbiFZL, Z® only
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& neg L OBRRAD & T BYH TR,
\

(e) I am surprised that he ever speaks to her.
I am sure that he ‘_sometime‘s speaks to her.
He was ashamed to take any more money.
He was glad to take some more money.
He was stupid to become any heavier.
He was smart to become somewhat heavier.
He was reluctant to see any more patients.
He was anxious to see some more patients.
He was against doing anything like that.
He was in favor of doing something like that. -

surprised, ashamed, stupid, reluctant, against ¥ Comp ® < Indef-incorporation,

POSRETHED o Twd, o NBDiESR Advers(atives) & FES,

words with negative affixes, inherent negatives, Jzgf Advers k\ii&%ﬁ%@%%ﬁ%“)
D EEbRL, FNLICETBED ) b—Ii: PvP wof, never ¥ & ki much
less #3C%RRIE L5, '
I doubt that he can read the text, much less translate it.

' {a,fmz‘d
I am

}to talk about it, much less write about it.
ashamed

failed . o
e i to read it correctly, much less translate it.
refused ‘

difficult
1t is{ #fficu

B }to travel with him, much less room with him.
772

18 OWTERMnS, th iR b environment HEN 5 much less b 55
It's a joy (and sometimes a shock) to encounter a teen-ager who can speak
courteously and intelligently to an adult he knows, much less a stranger. (Ann

Landers)
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IV. Conclusion

The writers doubt the boy. 38

The writers don’t believe the boy. 39
B IXERHET B E X, T hEEEL T They don’t doubt the boy 75 HiErs
D% Yl LAMBEB L, 7 Either-conjoining DR frames icd 0% < D T,
0 & 09 LIRTDAEIEL L RICL TN BT LAvbs b, LA LEAD, LOTXOZ
e e, MESERTHEL V) L LREEHRR V. & B2 Klime 1% doubt
EHIREN T3 neg (3 doubt & &3 wdk 523, PvP not DIEA neg ORAIEILXTHT
BHT LEIRT B0 CHREHAFTOME T, XBEHED neg 11 S O expansion &
BNTH bbb

S —> (neg) Nominal + Predicate
doubt IR XN T BERFEED neg 1 Predicate @ expansion il € & B
%]

Predicate —> (neg) Aux » MV
NI T L REET LB, B, c L T, WAL LT 8Y © PvP not
b Predicate &3ticd s Clrigl &0 ) REAFER bhd, Lk XEO®EY ©
B4 Lol LzDEE preverbal indefinites pid % &4 neg Bl bICEH
BOFNELRERBRORE L) NEEREE B) BHL TVBDTE SOV L,
68 & 09 Lr—E T B b AR, Bk

None of them believe
Never do they believe the boy.
At no time do they believe

LERCEMLLEZIOD—2DSODbRILBEFRVDTH T, Whid, FIRNERD
I RBIOEBENRTWDB EWWES 3 HRE L,
Klima vx neg OXHODMERIROIZED FICFEFILZ LN,
The old man wanted to remain, but not young people.
Mary supports John, not John, Mary.
If Mary is permitted to leave, why not John?

CRBOYEA T neg % attract 3~x& Aux % suppress I RCWVWBDT, Py
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not % neg ARDMELX & o TBDKLHET B,
Mary can come in but not anyone else.
2 0) Eh b SFRILT o Aux 1 suppress INTHRVESR
Mary can come in but nobody else can.
THbhERbRe
Not John but Mary supports the family,doesn’t she?
% not John MKic Aux A suppress SNTVD&E LUE ko XOEERE Mary
DZDET CHBhbo
nds
Not that I hate him.

7 LI EAROBIRR 55 C & bEAEONLIEND TRV ERICEBL B





