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The main claims in this talk are 1) that negative markers consists of a syntactic feature [neg],
which is always packaged with one or more syntactico-semantic feature; 2) that scopally differ-
ent negative markers have different internal structure and 3) that there is a restriction against
stacking scopally identical negative markers. This talk consists of three parts, each providing
support for these claims.

Part 1 discusses how negative markers in copular clauses with adjectival predicates can be
classified into four scopally different types of negative markers (De Clercq 2013, 2017). A crucial
test to distinguish different scopal types is the stacking test. A closer look at the four types of
markers in a typological sample of more than 20 languages shows that the four types of markers
can be ordered on the basis of the syncretisms without showing any *ABA-patterns. Morphology
is thus not arbitrary, but follows the natural scope of negation. On the basis of these syncretism
patterns, a nanosyntactic (Caha 2009; Starke 2009) decomposition of negative markers will be
proposed.

Part 2 This part discusses work by De Clercq & Vanden Wyngaerd (2018) on a co-occurrence
restriction of negative markers, which builds on the stacking properties discussed in part 1. The
data in (1) show that negative affixalmarkers like un- cannot be combinedwith negative gradable
adjectives. This restriction does not hold for positive adjectives nor does it hold for wide-scope
negativemarkers like not. The restriction does hold however for adjectives with a negative prefix,
(2) and a negative suffix, (3).

(1) a. unhappy b. *unsad c. not sad
unwise *unstupid not stupid
unclean *undirty not dirty
unhealthy *unsick not sick
unkind *unrude not rude
untrue *unfalse not false
uneasy *undifficult not difficult

(2) *undishonest not dishonest
*undiscourteous not discourteous
*undisloyal not disloyal
*undiscomfortable not discomfortable

(3) breathless *unbreathless not breathless
senseless *unsenseless not senseless
merciless *unmerciless not merciless
useless *unuseless not useless
cheerless *uncheerless not cheerless

In addition, data from Dutch are discussed which show that this restriction also holds with
certain instances of syntactic negation, supporting the idea that this constraint is syntactic and
notmorphological. Under the assumption that negative adjectives consist of a [neg] features, the
facts can be understood as a ban on stacking two identical [neg] features, i.e. there is a *neg neg



constraint in syntax. Stacking of negative markers is only possible if the negative markers are
internally different and hence take different scope.

Part 3 In this part unpublished work with Guido Vanden Wyngaerd and Pavel Caha on the
comparative of Czech negative adjectives will be discussed. This research provides extra support
for the claim made in the previous part that negative adjectives (like bad, sad, false, etc.) involve
a covert [neg]-feature. In addition, this part also provides support for the existence of different
scopal positions for negation within the adjectival functional hierarchy.
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