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(1) 7k ¥l obF Aolgte H It
1}. *Minsoo ate anything.
(2)  7h o} FolgtxE upolwh gt}
1}, *You must pick any flower.
(3) 7k oA Wlg = ofF Ao AgtE TS AT
Y. *Yesterday Minsoo talked to any woman.
(4) 7k Wges oby Aolgte w ] ghokrt
. Vx[thing-to—eat(x) — —ate(m,x)]
t}. —dx[thing-to-eat(x) A ate(m,x)]
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a. John said that Mary was sick.

b. John said that Mary is sick.

c. John said that Mary will visit Seoul soon.

d. John will say that Mary will visit Seoul.

e. John told me that tomorrow at breakfast he will say to his mother that they are having
their last meal together.

Getting the Do—support Effect without Do—support

Jong—-Bok Kim
(Kyung Hee University)

One of the unique properties of the English sentential negator not is that it requires
the so—called dummy or periphrastic do in finite clauses. Other negative adverbs such as
never do not exhibit this requirement. A standard analysis for capturing such a peculiar
property has been the so-called do-support analysis. This paper sketches an alternative,
non-derivational account of its properties that does not resort to any movement and
support operations as in various versions of do-support analyses.

There are three main points of the proposed analysis. The first is the lexical entry for
do. 1 take it to be a finite auxiliary verb selecting for an non-auxiliary verb phrase as
its complement with the property of a raising verb. This lexical specification allowed us
to capture its various distributional restrictions. Another gist of this analysis is that,
following Kim (1995), it allows the do verb to take the adverb not as its complement
and at the same time become [+unstressed]. This conversion analysis, motivated from
other independent phenomena such as VP ellipsis (see Kim 1995) could predict the
phonological behavior of do. The final main point of our analysis is the Tense
Realization condition in English. This blocking condition accounts for the requirement of
stressing do in a positive while blocking an unstressed do from occurring in a positive
sentence.

The verb do bears numerous idiosyncratic properties. The analysis presented here

handles these complexities in a straightforwrd manner.
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