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Abstract

In Romance languages like European PortuguesgaiMe Concord may not bexplained in
terms of the licensing of multiple undersgesd polarity items by aegaive operator; ignoring
expletive regation, regatve phrases bekie as inherentegaive items which may constitute a
compkx negaive expression. ldwever, syntactic approachesvolving negaive sentential pro-
jections and relying on spéigr-head Agreement ofegaive items are not able to deal with
Negafve Concord. gative Concord is captured byey-Absorption, an LF operation which
applies in a singleagaive domain. In what concerns sentenegation, this domain is delimi-
ted by arovert strong Bgaive element, the sentence nkexr or some egaive phrasepvertly
having scopeover theverbal element which check@énse.

Keywords: Negaive Concord, Mg-Absorption, sentencesgation, scope ofegation.

Resum.La Concadanca Ngativa i I'Abast de la Bgacié

En llenglies romaniques com el portugués europeu, no espioar la concordancaegaiva a
partir de ladgitimacié de multiples elements de pitit subespeticats per part d’'un operador
negatiu; deixant de banda la negaeifletiva, els sintagmesegatius es comporten com ele-
ments egatius inherents que poden constituir exaressio egaiva compéxa. Tanmateix, les
aproximacions sintactiques que impliquen projeccions oracioagédves i que es basen en la
concordanca estructural esgeada-nucli dels elements negatius no poden explicar la concor-
danca egaiva. La concordangaegaiva es poexplicar amb I’Absorcio-Mg, una operacio de

la FL que s’aplica en un sol domirggatiu. Pel que fa a laegacié oracional, aquest domini esta
delimitat per un elementepatiu fortexplicit, el marcador de la frase o algun sintagregatiu,

que té abasixplicit sobre I'elementerbal que commwva Temps.

Paraules clau Concordanca Bjatva, Absorcid-MNg, negacio oracional, abast de legaci6.
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1. Intr oduction

Romance langges difer from standat English and other Geranic languges
in allowing for Negative Concod. Thus, the gamples in (1), (2) and (3) coastin
acceptability with those in (5) in pesenting maltiple negative items contbuting
to a single instance of gation for the whole sentence

(1) a. Nao vi ninguém. (European Brtuguese)
not saw.l.sg no one
‘| did not see ayone’

b. Ninguém disse nada.
nobod/ said nothing
‘Nobody said agthing’

(2) a. Non ho ViSto nessuno. (Italian)
not have.1l.sg seen nobod/
‘| did not see aybody.
(Zaruttini 1994: 441)

b. Nessunoha detto niente
nobod/ has said nothing
‘Nobody said agthing’
(Zaruttini 1994: 441)

(3) a.No vino nadie (Spanish)
not came3.sg nobod/
‘Nobody came
(Laka 1990: 104)

b. Nadie dijo nada.
nobod/ said nothing
‘Nobody said agthing’
(Espinal 1998)

(4) a. *He doesnotreadnothing (Standad English)

b. *Nobod/ readsnothing

In standad English the occuence of moe than one rgative item within a
syntactic domain yields DoléoNegation (cf. (4)). To express thasereral elements
in a sole domain concur torim a single ngetive expression, this langgg uses
polaiity items with no intinsic neative content under the c-command of gaae
tive item — seanythingin (5a) and (5b). Outside this domain, these iterasat
interpreted as ngative, as shwn in (5¢).
(5) a. He doesotreadanything

b. Nobod/ readsanything

c¢. *Anybody reads nothing
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Focusing Sentence Nation, recent gproadies to Ngative Concod have emp
hasizd either theale of an &temal neyative opestor in licensing undepecifed
polaiity items or the strctural confgurations which sanction Ngative Concod
between vords with inheent ngative content.

| will assume thg leaving aside epletive negation, in languges like Moden
European BrtugueseN-words mg be daactersed as ininsic ngative items (see
section 2). Havever, Negative Concod may not be educed to a speagf-head
Agreementelation. Still, as oftenlaimed an account of Nggtive Concod must
assume thexéstence of Ngative Absoption, an LF opettion tha corverts nulti-
ple instances of mg@tion into a single complenayative element (cfsection 3).
Furthemore, the ple of a sentence spdcifiegative pojection in Ngative Concod
does not seem to be enipally grounded (cfsection 4). An altertive account of
Negative Concod is poposed and tavof the major phlems with sentential rge-
tion in Romance arconsidezd: the needn some languges, br the pesence of
the avert negative maker wheneer the ngative phases occur in posvbal posi
tion (cf. section 5); and the coasits, a@ss languges, in the acqezbility of preverbal
negative phases co-occung with the sentence gative maker (cf section 6).

2. The Negative Content of N-words

Based on conasts lile (6) and (7), Laka (1990) and Rizzi (1982) among sther
assume thiaN-words in Romance arpolaity items with no intinsic neative
value licensed b an indgendent ngetive opesator.

(6)a.* Vi ninguém. (European Brtuguese)
saw.1.sg no one
‘| saw no oné

b. N&o vi ninguém
not saw.l.sg no one
‘| did not see ayone’

c. Ninguém viu ninguém.
nobod/ sawv no one
‘Nobody sav aryone’

(7)a.* Ho visto nessuno. (Italian)
have.1.sg seen no one
‘| saw no on€

b. Non ho visto nessuno.
not have.1l.sg seen no one
‘| did not see ayone’

c. Nessunoha visto niente
nobod/ has seen nothing
‘Nobody sawv arything’
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Still, N-words in these langgas behee differently from polaity items with no
inherent ngative content (Zauttini (1991) and Hageman (1995)): themay appe
ar isolaed and in contds where no ngative item c-commands them (¢B)).
According to these mpeties, N-words, in Romancepatem with standad English
negative quantifers, as illustated by the contasts in (9) and (10):

(8) a. Ninguémlhe telefonou.
nobod/ him called
‘Nobody called him.

b. Ele telefonoua alguém? — A ninguém.
he phoned to arnybody to nobody
‘Did he call arybody? Nobody.

(9) a. *Anybody didn’t see apbody.
b. Nobod/ saw arybody.

(10) Did he call agbody? — *No, anybody.
— No, nobod.

European Brtuguese also has undpecifed polaity expressions Wwich acqui
re ngative content under the scope of @atve item and act li& positve indef-
nite phases outside this domainhif is the caseof uma Unica pessoa
(‘anybody/just a single peion’) in (11). Wile in (11a)uma Unica pessaa inter
preted as a metive phase (i.e‘he did not see ahody’), in (11b) the samexpres
sion has a posite meaning

(11) a. Comoera tarde elendoviu uma Unica pessoaha  rua.
as waslate henotsav a single peison in the street
‘As it was lde, he did not see ghody in the steet.

b. Ele viu alguém na  rua? — Uma dnica pessoa
he sav arybody in the street a single person
‘Did he see aybody in the steet? ‘Just a single pson.

Moreover, in wha concens Moden Euiopean BrtugueseN-words ony occur
in nggative domains, beingxeluded flom interogative and delarative sentences,
whete the are still in use in Italian and Spanish. In these casaspEan Brtuguese
uses indehite items with no ngetive content, sutasalguém(‘anybody’), quat
quer N(‘any N’) —cf. (12), (13) and (14).

1. As shavn in Mattins (1997, 1998), in Old and Classicalifdguese N-words displged undes-
pecified polaity feaures, which endled them to ppear in non rgetive contats — see thedilo-
wing example ly an author fom the bginning of the XVI centwy:

(i) Viste- me nuncaandar em demandacom ninguémsendo hua em Santarém?
sav.2.sg me never be in fight with nobod/ except once in Santarém
‘Have you erer seen meighting with aryone except for once (thaone time) in Santarém?’
(Gil Vicente pud Matins 1998:46)
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(12) a. Hatelebnao nessun® (Italian)
‘Did anybody call?’
(Zanuttini 1991: 109)

b. *Telefonou ninguén? (European Brtuguese)
called3sg nobod/
‘Did nobody call?’

c. Telefonou alguén?
called3sg arnybody
‘Did anybody call?’

(13) a. Pedmo duda que enganadie (Spanish)
‘Pedro doubts thiaarybody will come’
(Laka 1990: 109)

b. *O Pedi duvidaque venha ninguém. (European Brtuguese)
the Pedio doubtstha comes nobod/
‘Pedo doubts thenobod/ will come’

c. O Pedmo duvidaque venha alguém.
the Pedo doubtstha comes arybody
‘Pedo doubts thearnybody will come’

(14) a. Anténio estha en contx de ir aninguna pate. (Spanish)
‘Anténio was @jainst ging arywhere’
(Bosque 1980)

b. *O Antoénio estaa conta irmos a nenhum lado.
(European Brtuguese)
the Antonio was against go.1pl to nowhere
‘Anténio was gainst ging navhere’

c. O Antoénio estava conta irmos a qualquer lado.
the Antonio was against go.1pl to arywhere
‘Anténio was ajainst ging arywhere!

Therfore, thee is &idence thain some Romance langyes Neative Concod
may not be educed to strctures pesenting a single getive element licensing
multiple constituents with undspecifed polaity feaures?

3. The Specifer-Head Ageement Aproaces

Assuming thanegative constituentsxdibit negative fedures, mag syntactic stu
dies ty to subsume Nggtive Concod under the sped#r-head Ageement ela

2. lalso dpat from the @proad of Dépez (1997), since | consider tHd-words in languges like
European Brtuguese hee intiinsic neyative content.
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tion, involving (directly or indirectly) specifc functional pojections ér sentence
negation, NeggP or RIP. This is the caseof most of the jpproadies in tems of the
Neg-Criterion (cf. Zaruttini (1991), Hageman (1995), Ralett (1997)) or
the Cheking Theow (cf. Zaruttini (1994), Hageman (1998)).

3.1. Ng-Criterion

Haggeman (1995) laims tha Negative Concod results fom the Ng-Ciiterion,
an unversal condition viich opegtes bebre Spell-Out and detarines the distr
bution of the ngative elements:

Neg-Criterion
a. A NEG-opestor must be in a spec-head cipfration with a X° [Na].

b. An X° [Neg] must be in a spec-head cimnfration with a NEG-opeator.
Whete the bllowing defnitions obtain:

c. NEG-opestor: a ngative phase in a scope position.
d. Scope position: left-pgrheral A-position [Spe¢ XP] or [YR XP].
(Haggeman 1995: 106, 107).

In Haeggeman (1995) this condition is natsticted to NgP and opetes whe-
never the ngative elements maestalish a specier-head Ageement elaion.
Thus, the Ng-Ciiterion gpplies to the dllowing confgurations: (i) specifer-head
of some functional mjection dove NgP, into where the ngative items hae
raised as in (15){ii) specifer-head of NgR, the speciér position being occupied
by a rull operator identiied by a c-commanding Nephrase (cf (16)); (i) spe
cifier-head of NgP, where the speciér is an &pletive rull opetator identified
through a CHAIN ly a posterbal ngative phase as in (17). Tie bllowing exam-
ples ae from Hageman (1995).

(15) a. [AgrPNEG—opeator [AgroNegf’] 11
b. Nessunda telefonao / Personnen’a téléphoné.
nobod/ hascalled

(16) a.[[NEG-phrase]... [... [NegP [NEG-opestorg / t] [NegoNeg] |
b. A nessundianni (%non) ha patato.
to no one Gianni (not)  has talked

¢. A nessunocredo che Gianni (%non) abbia patato.
to noone (l) believe tha Gianni (non) have(subj)talked

17) a. [[NegP[NEG-opeator 2| [NegoNeg]] ... [INEG-phrase]] ]

b. Gianni non telefona a nessuno.
Gianni not telephonesto no one
‘Gianni does not call grone’
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Haggeman (1995) gues thaNegative Concod is a consequence of thedNe
Criterion. Assuming thiaead head has owla specikr, multiple negative speci
fiers must undego Neg-Absoption so as to be intareteble as one single speieif?
Neg-Absoption is an LF opetion involving a ngative head méer and a nga-
tive quantifer, or two negative quantifers, and cowverting them into a single com
plex negative constituent.

However, the Ng-Ciriterion does not seenbla to accountdr Negative Concod.
In fact, it must be dissoctad from Absoption: while the Ng-Criterion is an uri
versal condition opeting in languges ehibiting both Ngative Concod and
Double Negation, Absoption is sensitie to the popeties of the Igical items
acioss languges and within the same lang@aThus, in standarEnglish, it ope
rates on vh-phiases, bt not on Neation.

Moreover, in wha concens Portugueseltalian and Spanish, the Bl€iriterion
raises some emjigal problems —contary to fact, it pedicts thaexamples like
(18), (19) and (20), nere a peverbal ngative constituent co-occsiwith the oert
negative sentence miaer, constitute the cercases of acpgability (see the con
figurations in (15) and (16)).

(18) * Nuncanéo lemos esselivro. (European Brtuguese)
never not readlpl tha book
‘We never not ead thabook!

(19) * Niente dibuono non potra accades (Italian)
nothing good not can happen
(Zaruttini 1991: 112)

(20) * Ninguno no vino (Spanish)
no one not came
(Jaeggli 1982: 129 pud Zamittini 1991:122)

Hence though Ng-Absoption seems to be implied in tive Concod, thee
is no eident corelaion between the Ng-Criterion and this phenomendn.

3. This pioposal is incompible with the anajsis of Fenc sentence mative makers piesented in
Pollock (1989). Since Absgtion is possile, the comptbility of paswith an XP-ng in [Spe¢
NegP] is pedicted

4. May (1985: 21, 23) considethd Absomption deals with naltiple quantifers. It opeates in con
figurations where a quantiér c-commands another one andzes stuctures vhere the tvo quan
tified phiases constitute a comgleonstituent. Zauttini (1991) assumes thaleg-Absomption
presents tw different opeations: quantiier Absoption and actoisation of neyation. They may be
conceved as simaltaneous or not. In thettr caseaccoding to Zanittini (1991), Neative Concod
may arise ly specifer-head Ageement.

5. Rowlett 1997 poposes a diérent \ersion of the Ng-Ciriterion — spec-head Agement imolves
a rull expletive opeator with no intinsic neative content in [Sped\NegP], otherwise Doub
Negation would aise This pioposal seems to pture the unacqaability of (i) but it is undle to
explain the &ailability of (i), where [Spe¢ NegP] is aguebly occupied kg an opeator with intrin-
sic n@ative valug and thee ae no Doule Negation effects.
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3.2. Cheking Theoty

Adopting Cheking Theory, Zannuttini (1994) and Hageman (1998) mpose sen
tence stuctures like (21). In this gpresentéion, the sentence gative maker is
originally geneeted in NgP and mg raise to BI° for feaure theding puiposes.

(21) [cp--- [pop SPECPOP .. [p ... [yegpSPECNEG ... [y ...]II]

According to Zanuttini (1994), the beding of Pol°, which occus in overt
syntax vheneer it has sting feaures, mg be accomplished eithey Inoving the
negative head maer into PI° or by raising a ngative phiase into [SpedolP].
If at least a ngetive constituentemains in poserbal position, a Ngtive Concod
configuration results, as in (22) and (23):

(22) a. Naodisse nada. (European Brtuguese)
not said nothing
‘| did not sg arything’

b. Ninguémdisse nada a ninguém.
nobod/ said nothingto no one
‘Nobody said agthing to aiyone’

(23) a.No ho detto niente (Italian)
not have said nothing
‘| did not sy arything’

b. Nessunoha detto niente
nobod/ has said nothing
‘Nobody said agthing’

At first glance Zaruttini’s poposal seems to accouant the diferences a@ss
Romance on the co-oceence of ngative preverbal phases with the sentence
negative maker (cf (24)), accpting with Matins (1897, 1998) thanggative items
may vary actoss languges in their ngative polaity strength.

(24) a. *Ninguém nao disse tal coisa. (European Brtuguese)
nobod/ not said sud a thing

b. Res  (no) funciona (Caalan)
nothing (not) works
(Martins 1998)

(i) *Ninguém né&o leu esselivro.
nobod/ not readtha book

(i) Ninguémleu nunca esse livro a Maria.
nobod/ read never tha book to the Maria
‘Nobody ever read thabook to Maia'.
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According to Matins, in languges like Euopean Brtuguesenegative phia-
ses hge stong ng feaures, which endle them to bed the ngative feaures of
Pol°. Hence their co-occurence with a sentencegative maker with intinsic
negative \alue is pevented ly econony. On the confiy, in languges like Cdalan,
N-words ae polaity items undespecifed for neg-fedures, vhich cannot bed
Pol°; thus, the mrsence of anvert negative maker is equired As a consequengce
the ng-fedure value of the wak polaity item is ixed ty specifer-head Ageement.

However, this explandion is not suppded by the daa. Frst of all, as it is wll
known, polaity items with no intinsic neyative content a not licensed under spe
cifier-head Ageement, bt under c-command —ecall the elevant examples in
English and Brtuguese:

(25) a. *Anybody didn't see dhn.
b. John did not seanybod;.

(26) a. Uma Unica pessoandoviu 0 Jodo. ma Unica pesscanobody)
a single person not sav the Jodo
* Just one peson did not seeodio.

b. O Jodon&o viu uma Unica pessoa(uma unica pesscanobod)
the Jodonot saw a  single person
‘Jodo did not see ghody.

Secondy, sentences lik (27) and (28) shotha Chedking Theo is not dle
to deal with Ngative Concod.

(27) a. Nunca ninguémme disse isso. (European Brtuguese)
never nobods me told tha
‘Nobody ever told me the

b. Nessunomai mi aveva paidato cosi. (ltalian)
nobod/ never me had spolenlike tha
‘Nobody has ger spolen to me lile thd.
(Zanruttini 1991)

(28) a. A quem n&o tem ninguénmultimamente oferecido livros?
(European Brtuguese)
to whom not has nobod/ lately offered books
‘To whom hasrt arybody offered books lgely?’

b. *A quem tem ninguémultimamenteoferecido livros?
to whom has nobod/ lately offered books

The examples in (27)hibit Negative Concod, yet two negative constituents
occur in peverbal position, gainst Cheking Theoly expectdions, based on e€o

nomy .
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The sentence in (28a) is a I-to-C dgnfation, as epresented in (29). In (29)
the pesence of the adrbialultimamentd'lately’), following the subject and er
ceding the mainerb and its dict object, constitutes amidence thathe subject
has mised out of the /P

(29) /CP —
Spec /C’\
co
PolP
Spec. Pol’
p -
Pol°

\
TP

aquem [ndo [tem]]| ninguém t ultimamente [VP dadrecido lvros]

As shavn in (28a) vs. (28b), arvert negative maker is equired, in spite of
the pesence ohinguém(‘nobody’) in [Spec FolP]. Once gain, this is unepec
ted under keding considegtions: the ngative phase in [Sped™olP] should belae
to ched the stong ng feaures of PI°, in a deivational st previous to the ai-
sing of the erb to C°. Moeover, the aert negative maker is excluded wheneer
a pieverbal ngative phase occts, as in (30).

(30) a. Ninguémtem ultimamente oferecido livros a0 Pedm.
nobod/ has lately offered booksto the Pedio
‘Nobody has ofered books to &dmo lately.

b. *Ninguémné&o tem ultimamenteoferecidolivios ao  Pedro.
nobods not has lately offered booksto thePedo
‘Nobody has not dered books to &ter laely’

Thus, Cheking Theol does not seem to bblato deal with Ngative Concod,;
the incompdbility of the preverbal ngative phases with the sentencegative
marker in some Romance langies nust be &plained otherwise

4. Sentence Ngation without NegP

The contasts in (28),epeded in (31), sugest thain (31a) the vert negative mar
ker does not aginate in NegP hut is directly inseted in C° ly Merge.

(31) a. A quem nédo tem ninguém ultimamente oferecido livros?
to whomnot has nobod/ lately offered books
‘To whom hasrt’ arybody offered books leely?’

b. *A quem tem ninguém ultimamenteoferecido livros ?
to whom has nobod/ lately offered books?
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Accepting thd all negative sentences pject NggP, we nust admit, as usugll
claimed tha Neg® mg be illed either ly an wert negative maker (cf (32)) or
by a rull one (cf (33)).

(32) a. O Jodo ndo ofereceulivios ao Pedo /a ninguém
the Jodo not offered books to thePedo to nobod/
‘Jodo did not dier books to Bdio / to arlybody.

b. [cpr-- [xp 0 080 [... [yegplnegeNAO] [... [y 1NN

(33) a. Ninguém tem ultimamente oferecido livios ao  Pedm.
nobod/ has lately offered books to thePedio
‘Nobody has ofered books to €dio lately.

b. [cp- [xpninguém [... [yegplnege@ [+ [vp 1T

However, a cavert Neg®, rising fom NegP into 1° and then into C°, is not enough
to tum (31b) into a ngetive sentence (see (34)), and Nenust gply, as in (31a),
(cf. (35)).

(34) *[cpA quem L el tem] [y ningueémyot]; [ ...[ yegplnege @1 Lypllll]
(35) [cplco NAO [ tem]] [xp Ninguém X° [....n 111

Summing up, thewert presence of the getive sentence mier does not sys
temdically imply the istence of NgP (nor BIP). This fact seems tohalleng the
relevance of sentence specihegative piojections and cooborates their lak of
import in accountingdr Negative Concod, a popety confrmed ly the aailabi-
lity of this phenomenon in pasal pojections diferent fom IR Thus, (36a) is a
case of Ngative Concod within PP The n@ative value of the pgpositionsem
(‘without’) is attested in (36b), Wwere the undespecifed polaity item qualquer
(‘fany’) acquires ngative content under the c-commandsefn.

(36) a.Elefez o trabalho sem nenhumadificuldade
he madethe assignmentwithout no troude
‘He made the assignmenith no toube!

b. Ele fez o tebalhosem qualquedificuldade
‘He made the assignment withoutyaroule.

5. Neggative Words and Sentence Ngation

An altenative anaysis rnust be deised to accountoir Negative Concod without
relying on pojections spedifally conceved to deal with sentencegation. The déa
previously obseved sugest the éllowing assumptiongi) In Negative Concod
languaes N-words hae inheent ngative feaures;(ii) Negative Concod is a con
sequence of NpAbsoiption.
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Two main poblems emain to be xplained:(i) How to accountdr the fact
tha in some Romance langyes posterbal ngative constituentsaquire the pe-
sence of a mwerbal ngative element?ii) How to explain tha Romance langua
ges \ary in allowing for the occurence of the sentencegetive maker with a
preverbal ngative constituent?

The irst poblem, i.e the equiement on the psence of the getive sentence
marker wheneer the ngative phiase occws in posterbal position, ceers the
examples in (37) as ell as those in (38). In both cases thason thidetemines
the pesence of the getive maker seems to be the same: possessinmsitr
negative content, N-wrds rrust occur in ngetive domains.

(37) a.*Ele leu nada a ninguém. (European Brtuguese)
he read nothingto nobod/

b. Ele n&o leu nada a ninguém.
he not read nothing to nobody
‘He did not ead agthing to aiybody.

(38) a.*A quem tem ninguém ultimamente oferecido livros?
to whom has nobod/ ately offered books

b. A qguem nao tem ninguém ultimamenteoferecido livros?
to whom not has nobod/ lately offered books
‘To whom hasrt’ arybody offered books lgely?’

This daim is compéble with the fct tha negative words ma fix the polaity
value of these domainshen thg occufy an adequa stuctural position. his is
wha hgppens wittinguém(‘nobody’) in (39).

(39) Ninguémleu nada a ninguém.
nobod/ read nothing to nobod/
‘Nobody read agthing to aiybody.

In fact, as often mentioneih languaes with peverbal ngative makers, like
European Brtuguesesentence mgtion only gpplies when an gert negative item
has scopewer the tensederb bebre Spell-Out (see Zaittini (1991)).

Zaruttini (1997) agues thathis requisite is a consequence of the &ighy of
sentence functional pjections: BIP —NegP1 in Zanttini (1997)— selects TP
as its complement, so agative item in BIP c-commands T°.éX, this eplana
tion cannot be coect, or (38a),epresented in (40), should besikformed since
ninguém(‘nobody’) c-commands T° in (40).

(40) *[pa quemf,tem][,p Ninguém|[, . t; [ o ultimamente adrecido livros]]]

Instead the bllowing genealisdion seems to gaure the elevant scopeequr
rement.
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Genealisdion:

In langu@es pesenting mverbal ngative makers, sentential rggation only

obtains if before Spell-Out, anwert negative item tales scope \er the er

bal element Wwich has bedked Tense

A negative item has scopever a \erbal head eithenyincomporation (this is the
case 6r the sentence gative makerndo(‘not’) in (37b) and (38b)) onplocal c-com
mand as it hapens with paverbal ngative phases, lik ninguém(‘nobody’) in (39).

6. Absomtion and the Domain of N@ation

Romance langues difer in wha concens the gailability of occurence of a @
verbal ngative phase with the ngative sentence mker. This is impossile in
languaes like Euopean Brtuguese and Italianuballonved in Fend and Cealan:

(41) a. *Nunca ndo dissemostal coisa! (European Brtuguese)
never not saidlpl sud a thing
‘We never said the’

b. *Niente di buono non potra accades. (Italian)
nothing good not can happen
(Zaruttini 1991: 112)

(42) a.Personnen’ a rien dit. (Frendh)
nobod/ not has nothing said
‘Nobody said agthing’

b. Ningd (no) ha vist res. (Caalan)
nobod/ (hot) has seenarnything
‘Nobody saw arything’
(Espinal 1998)

The exkamples in (41) condist with those in (43), mere Absoption betveen
the two preverbal ngative constituents has opeed® In (41) cancelltion of neya-
tion obtains.

6. The xamples (i) and (ii) do nothallenge the elevance of Ng-Absomption. Since it opetes in
Logical Form, in overt Syntax the rgetive constituents ost occug adequge positions. As shvn
in (iii) and (i), independenty from Negative Concod, the stuctures in (i) and (ii) a poblemétic.
(i) "Ninguém nada leu.

nobod/ nothing read
(i) *Nada(,) ninguém leu.
nothing nobod/ read
(i) a. *Ele nada leu.
he  nothing read
b. *Ele o livro leu.
he the book read
(iv) a. Nada ele leu.
nothing he read
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(43) a. Nuncaninguémdisse isso. (European Brtuguese)
never nobod/ told me tha
‘Nobody ever told me the

b. Nessunanai mi  aveva pafato cosi. (Italian)
nobod/ never CL,, had spolen like tha
‘Nobody has ger spolen to me lile tha.

(Zanruttini 1991)

Exploring, in a diferent way, an idea atrad/ presenteddr English (cf Newvson
(1998) and Bres (1997)), | wuld like to pppose tha in these languges and in the
core casethe domain of rgation be esticted to the scope domain of thegaii-
ve maker. This one intudes the elements thegative maker incoporates into
and c-commands ub excludes the subject and the otheeyarbal constituents.
This daim is futher confrmed ly the unaailability of a negative reading ér pola
rity items with no intinsic negative content in mverbal positions —see (26have.
Only the occurence of anert nggative maker in C° or the @sence of rgative
constituents in @verbal positions)dends the rgative domain of sentence gee
tion to the vhole sentengeas indictéed by the bold badkets in (44).

44) a. quem [ndo tem ninguénmultimamenteoferecidolivrod]?

(44) a [ [n& inguémulti ferecidolivrog]]
to whom not has nobod/ lately offered books
‘To whom hasrt’ arybody offered books leely?’

b. ela saiu [p,sem cumpimentar ninguénj
she left [ without greeting nobod/]
‘She left without geeting agbody.

c. [nunca o  Pedio esteve tdo feliz!]
never [the Pedo was so happy]]
‘Never bebre has Bter been so Ipgy!’

This hypothesis sugests an eplanaion for the incompbility of preverbal
negative constituents with the sentenceative maker in languges like Euopean
PortugueseIn these languges the sentence getive maker has sting negative
feaures, so it is the mostlevant element toix sentence rgetion. The unaccp-
tability of examples lile (45a) esults fom a scope colift: the peverbal ngati-
ve phase &tends the ngative domain to the twle sentencewhile the wvert
negative maker resticts it to its scope domain, XP in (45b)).

7. Although the ngative maker has not scopever peverbal constituents, thehele sentence acts éik
a ngative domain in coatinaion, indicding tha the ngative feaures pecolae from the head to
the maximal pojection.

() Ele ndo viu a Anae a Maria também n&o.
he not sawv the Ana andthe Maria neither
‘He did not see Ana and neither (did ) Mar
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(45) a. *Ninguém néo leu esselivro.
nobod/ not read tha book

b. *[,, Ninguém,, néoleu esse \iro]]

This confict does not d@se withnein Frend, nor withnoin Caalan —see
(42). Based on therénd dda, | will assumetha wha explains the compébi-
lity between peverbal ngative constituents and thegative maker in these lan
guages is thedct tha the ngative head has @ak ngative fedures, oras in Ctalan,
is undegoing a pocess of hangng of the stength of its ngative feaures. In these
circumstances, the gative maker does not stitly delimit the domain of sentence
negation. This pioposal is ppaently confrmed in Frend, by the eclusion of the
strong ngative maker pasfrom these coniés.

(46) *Personng(n’) estpasarivée

Consideing (45), a question st be ansered: why is it tha Absoiption does
not gply? | assume ttiaAbsomption cannot opete acoss diferent ngative
domains. It mst gply to a single ngetive domain, though this one ynbe eten
ded acoss sentence bounds as in the cases of long distancedtige Concod,
as in (47). In these sentences, the syntactic and semargétigs in/olved con
vert the main and the suliinate dauses into a single complscope domainoir
sentence rggtion (cf., for instanceGiannakidou and Quer (1997)).

(47) Na&o queo que tu dés esseretrato a ninguém.
not want tha you give tha picture to nobod/
‘| do not want you to gve thd picture to aiybody.

7. Condusion

Summiaising, | would like to emphasethe main mposals psented in this styd

— N-words ehibit intrinsic neyative content. fiey must occur in ngative domains,
though thg may contibute to fx their the ngative polaity, wheneer they
appear in theelevant stuctural position. In vina concens the sentence gr
jection, the ngative domain is detenined ly a stong overt negative element
which has scopewer the erbal element hich chedked Tense beafre Spell-
Out (the ngative sentence mier or a Ngative item).

— Negative Concod involves multiple constituents with inhent neggative con
tent. The cucial opestion in alloving for Negative Concod is Ney-Absoiption,
which goplies & LF over a single local rgative domain, and ceerts diffe-
rent instances of igation into a single complenggative unit.
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