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Previous Reflections on Ne in Negative Concord

Investigation of NC vs. NPI any (e.g. Ingham 2006, Kallel 2007)

But no systematic investigations of NC vs. no NC (? that I know of)

An Open Question

I have not systematically examined the data for all negative
concord constructions, but my impression is that the decline in the
use of ne is concurrent with a decline in the use of negative
concord in general. [...] I return to this point in the conclusion as
an open problem for future research. (Frisch 1997: 33)
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(8) Ne

Nor
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Mary’s

besceawunge,
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hire
her
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to
to

Godes
God’s

worden,
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not-was
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in
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fullice
fully

geforDed
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‘Nor was Mary’s contemplation not her listening to God’s words ever
in any other person so fully accomplished’ (CMKENTHO,136.74)
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Ne declines at the same rate of change as a sentential negator
and in negative concord (Likelihood Ratio Test, p>0.24) ...

... except with negative PPs - negative concord seems to be lost
substantially more slowly with negative PPs than elsewhere
(Likelihood Ratio Test, p<0.01).

What might be the reason for this divergence?
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(i) nothing conceptualized as a something, an actual physical quantity:
“nothingness”, “emptiness” - [Not ∃]
→ avoid ne
(ii) it is not the case that ... something - Not ... ∃
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b. ... dieuel ∅ rixi on De [PP for none senne ]
‘... devils rule inside of you despite [the fact that you have] no sin’
(CMVICES1,39.454)

(15) Italian

a. Ha creato la terra dal nulla. → creation out of nothing, one negation

b. 6= Non ha creato la terra dal nulla. → from something, double negtion

(16) French

a. Il est venu avec rien. → came empty-handed, one negation

b. * Il n’est venu avec rien. (needs pas, then double negation)
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% nothing conceptualized as a something, an actual physical quantity:
“nothingness”, “emptiness” - [Not ∃]
→ so why is there no ne ?

Why unique to PPs?
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(CMGREGOR,221.2156)

Affected by or involved in action:

(21) Therfor shuldest thou speke [PP with no man ] (CMAELR4,4.109)

Other, more ambiguous instances:

(22) he had mette [PP with none adventures ] (CMMALORY,650.4284)
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adjuncts behave like other context, rate of change not significantly
different (but: small sample size!)
complements (non-necessary adjuncts) still change at a different rate
(Likelihood Ratio Test p<0.01).

distinction difficult to implement across all examples

why exactly should the distinction matter?
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c. al þat ∅ was [PP for noZt ]. (CORP145SELT.1728)

Example with ne (different construction?):

(25) he ne bouZe [PP to nonen ].
‘he doesn’t bow down to anyone’ (CMAYENBI,68.1281)
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reduce to something, namely rubble, ruins, empty space

→ not an unambiguous adjunct (degree, goal)

→ formulaic ‘to naught’ construction, bare quantifier
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1 Measurement error
2 Meaning differences
3 Adjunct-complement distinction
4 Special ‘to naught’ construction without ne

All sentential negation and negative concord structures can be
used to measure the loss of ne

This should increases the sample size to well over 10,000
examples.
Probably the most important morpho-syntactic change of the
fourteenth century.
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