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- ZARTE1
Korean sentential particle -ney: its semantics, pragmatics, and theoretical

implications

Dongsik Lim (Hongik University)

(with Semoon Hoe and Yugyeong Park)

Korean sentential particle -ney has received much attention from previous literature
about evidentials, due to its implication similar to that of direct evidential, its
mirativity, and its epistemic inference. To explain these various aspects of -ney, we
propose that -ney requires the speaker’s directly perceived evidence, just like
another widely studied evidential -fe-, but it also has the restriction that the time
when the evidence is acquired (or learning time: LT) should overlap with the
utterance time (UT) (in contrast with -fe-, where LT should precede UT, as
discussed in previous literature). To derive other aspects of -ney from this proposal,
we also propose that, depending on the context, including the expected information
state of the addressee, either the prejacent of -ney, or the information state of the
speaker indicated by -ney, can be the main point of the utterance with -ney (see also
two possible main points in the utterance with attitude predicates: Simons 2007,
a.0.). In this presentation we try to show that our proposal can explain unique
behaviors of -ney discussed in previous studies, and that previous proposals on -ney
can be easily derived from our proposal. We also discuss the theoretical

implications of our proposal, specifically with respect to the typology of evidentials.

- Z3ER2
Disentangling the underlying structures of Constituent Negation

Ricardo Etxepare (Iker lab-CNRS) & Myriam Uribe-Etxebarria (UPV/EHU)

The study of quantification has played a crucial role in our understanding of the
syntax-semantics interface and the architecture of gramar. In this paper we focus on
some sequences formed by Negation and a Quantier Phrase, which are usually
characterized as involving Constituent Negation, and investigate the syntactic and

semantic structure that underlies these sequences. The Spanish example in (1)



illustrates the type of sequence under analysis.

(1) No todo el mundo esta contento
Neg all the world is happy

“Not everyone is happy”

We discuss previous analyses of this type of structure (a.o. Lasnik 1972, Sanchez
Lépez 1999, Collins 2017) and present a new alternative proposal. More specifically,
we will show that there are at least three different structures underlying Negation +

QP sequences and that languages vary regarding which one(s) they choose.

i. Direct Merge. Negation merges directly with the QP. Restricted to a limited set of

Qs.

) [ NO [or Q.. 1]

ii. Association with Focus. Neg and the QP are born separately. They surface
together due to the movement of the QP to the Spec of a FocP which is close to a

NegP located in a high position of the left periphery.

(3) [Nvegr NO [roce QP Foce [tr OP  ]]]

iii. Mixed strategy. The QP has a Foc and a Neg feature and has to move to the

specifier of a sentential FocP.

(4) [Focp [Negpror NO [roce Foc®  [QP]]]i Foce [tr OPi ]]]

Our hypothesis that both (2) and (3) are necessary to account for the syntactic
behavior of Neg+QP sequences goes against much of the literature on constituent
negation, which takes either (2) (or a variant of (2)) or (3) to be the only available
strategy. Thus, (3) is reminiscent of Lasnik’s (1972) treatment of constituent

negation in English as being external to the QP and located in a pre-sentential S



position. Collins and Postal (2014) and Collins (2017, 2020) argue in favor of (2) as
the proper analysis of Neg+QP sequences in English. We will argue that these
proposals are insufficient to capture the properties of Neg+QP sequences in Spanish,
and show that the two structures in (2) and (3) are necessary to capture the behavior
of the sequences under analysis in this language. Further, we will show that the
limited cases of Neg+QP found in Basque can only be accounted for under the
strategy described in (3). Finally, we will give evidence from some other Romance
varieties (Portuguese and Paduan) for the existence of the mixed strategy, which
seems to be dependent on the presence of a focus feature in the QP which may force

pied-piping of the whole structure to a preverbal focus position.
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Meta Why Questions and Speech Act Projections?

Jong Un Park (Hansung University)
jupark@hansung.ac.kr

1. Introduction
[] Core data
+ It is well known that why questions like (1B) solicits information about a reason or purpose
for which Jenny came back from the school earlier than usual.
(1)  A:Jenny-ka onul hakkyo-eyse ilccik  wa-ss-e.
J-Nom  today school-from early  return-Past-Decl

‘Jenny returned from the school early today.’

B: Way?
why
(i) ‘For what reason did Jenny return from the school early today?’ [Reason]
(ii) ‘For what purpose did Jenny return from the school early today?’ [Purpose]

* By contrast, why questions like (2B) do not seem to convey the same meaning as the question
in (1B): rather than requesting the information about a reason or purpose for Ellie’s being

accepted to the school, the speaker B asks the interlocutor A why (s)he raised his/her question

in (2A).
(2)  A: Ellie-ka  hakkyo-ey hapkyekhay-ss-ni?
E.-Nom  school-to get.accepted-Past-Int
‘Did Ellie get accepted to the school?
B: Way?
why

‘Why are you asking that question?’

* To the best of my knowledge, the second type of fragmentary why questions have not been
touched on in the literature on Korean linguistics; only the English equivalent has been

discussed in a few recent works (e.g., Ginzburg 2012; Woods & Vicente 2021).

[] Some immediate questions
The question in (2B), apparently similar to the one in (1B), raises a couple of inquiries:
(3) a. How does the distribution of question (2B) differ from question (1B)?
b. Is the wh-word in (2B) a sentential unit with invisible structure or non-sentential unit
whose meaning arises due to pragmatic principles?

c. If it is sentential, what does the structure for question (2B) look like?, etc.

[J Goals of this paper
* To demonstrate that wh-questions involving only way ‘why’ given in (2) is a novel type of
fragmentary questions distinguished from wh-questions of the sort in (1) in terms of their

semantic meaning and syntactic distribution.

1) This work was supported by the National Research Foundation (2022S1A5A2A01045589).
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To argue that the wh-word in (2) that I will call ‘meta(communicative) why question’ (in the
sense of Ginzburg (2012) and Woods & Vicente (2021)) is not a nonsentential unit conveying a
pragmatic kind of meaning, but a sentential unit with part of its syntactic structure deleted (a
la Merchant (2004) for fragment answers).

To put forth a clause structure for Korean meta why questions, which supports the claim that
there are speech act projections in the clause structure (e.g., Speas & Tenny 2003; Haegeman
& Hill 2013; Yim 2016; Hong 2018; Park 2021, 2022, a.0.)

[J Roadmap of the paper

Section 2 discusses more properties of what I call ‘meta why questions’ in comparison with
typical fragmentary why questions.

Section 3 demonstrates that the meta why question is not a nonsentential unit that yields
pragmatic meanings but a sentential unit derived with part of its structure deleted.

Section 4 discusses, under the ellipsis view, what the silent structure of the meta why question
looks like and where the remnant why appears.

Section 5 draws the conclusions.

2. More properties of meta why questions

[J Syntactic distribution of meta why questions

In addition to the meaning difference shown in Sec 1, meta why questions and regular why

questions are not identical in their distribution.

#1. Only interrogatives can be an antecedent for meta why questions, but this restriction doesn’t

@)

apply to typical fragmentary why questions.

Declarative clause as an antecedent (No)
A: Ellie-ka  hakkyo-ey hapkyekhay-ss-e.
E.-Nom  school-to get.accepted-Past-Decl
“Ellie got accepted to the school.
B: Way?
Why
# ‘Why are you asking that question?’ [Meta why]
= ‘Why did she get accepted to the school?” [Regular why]

#2. Only true types of interrogatives can be an antecedent for meta why questions.2)

©)

Rhetorical questions cannot be an antecedent for meta why-questions.
Rhetorical question as an antecedent (No)

A: Coyonghi mos hay? (Mom to her naughty boy)
be.quiet not do

2) Woods & Vicente (2021) show that an echo question also fails to license a meta why-question in English, as
in (i). However, it's not easy to test whether the same type of question can precede a meta why-question in
Korean, as the latter does not involve overt wh-movement.

)

A: He said WHAT?
B: #Why?
Intended: “Why are you asking that?’ Woods & Vicente (2021: 3)
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Lit. ‘Can’t you be quiet?

B: Way?
Why
# ‘Why are you asking that question?’ [Meta why]
= ‘Why should I be quiet? [Regular why]

Declarative questions, another atypical kind of questions, don’t seem to license meta why
questions in Korean, though not quite as clearly attestable as in English (see (7) below).
6 Declarative question as an antecedent (No

q

A: Ellie-ka  yeki-ey iss-ta?
E-Nom  here-Loc exist-Decl
B: #Way?
Why

Intended: “Why are you asking that question?’ [Meta why]
(7)  English equivalent

A: Sally is here? [Declarative question]
B: #Why

Intended: “Why are you asking that question? [Meta why]
Woods & Vicente (2021: 3)

#3. Even interrogatives, when embedded, can’t serve as an antecedent.

(8)  A:Halmeni-kkeyse [Ellie-ka hakkyo-ey hapkyekhass-nunci] kungkumhayha-si-n-ta.
grandma-Nom(Hon) E.-Nom school-to got.accepted-Int wonder-Hon-Pres-Decl
‘Grandma wonders [whether Ellie got accepted to the school].’

B: Way?
Why
# ‘Why are you asking me that? [Meta why]
= ‘Why is she wondering about that? [Regular why]
[J Summary

This section has shown that meta why-questions are not identical to typical fragmentary
why-questions in their syntactic distribution—esp., as to which clauses can be an antecedent.

v/ Only true interrogatives in root context can be an antecedent that feeds meta why questions.
v/ In contrast, not only declaratives but also various types of interrogative clauses can license
typical fragmentary why-questions, whether or not appearing in root or embedded context.

* These differences in the syntactic distribution, as well as the semantic meaning, lead us to
conclude that meta why-questions cannot be treated on a par with typical why questions in

Korean (cf. Woods & Vicente (2021) for the English counterpart).

3. Do Korean meta why-questions have a silent syntactic structure?

L] Question about the status of way ‘why’ in meta why-questions
The next question to ask is ...

whether way ‘why’ in meta why-questions is a ‘nonsentential’ unit that doesn’t accompany any
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syntactic structure at all or a ‘sentential’ unit with invisible syntactic structure.

[] Base-generation approach vs. deletion approach to fragments
Over the last 20 years there have been two competing views on fragmentary questions or answers,

namely the base-generation approach and the ellipsis approach.

* Base-generation approach: Fragments do not make up a sentential unit at all, and their
meanings are obtained by pragmatic principles depending on context (e.g., Stainton 2006, a.0.).

* Ellipsis approach: Fragments are base-generated with a fully-blown syntactic structure, some of
which is supposed to be deleted after a remnant has moved to the periphery (e.g., Stanley
2000; Merchant 2004; B.-S. Park 2005; Weir 2014, a.0.).

Similarly to Woods & Vicente’s (2021) view on the English equivalent, this paper argues for the
so-called ‘ellipsis’ approach to Korean meta why questions and claims ...
* that they start out as a fully-blown syntactic structure; and
* that the wh-word way ‘why’ is the remnant derived with part of the syntactic structure
deleted.

[ Immediate evidence against the base-generation/pragmatic approach

*  One might argue that meta why questions are nothing but a typical fragmentary why question,
and an extraordinary meaning from them is what is called a ‘conversational implicature’

arisen from the Cooperative Principle and the conversational maxims (e.g., Lee 1998).

* Under this pragmatic view, it is predicted that the meta why question should be available
even when its potential antecedent appears in the embedded context.
& Recall, however, that the prediction turns out to be false, as shown in (8) in Sec 2: unlike

the prediction, the embedded question can’t be a target of a meta why question.

[J Meta why questions are an instance of sluicing?
We are left with the ellipsis view, and the next possible question is whether meta why questions

behave similarly to ‘sluicing,” a construction that has been shown to support the existence of a silent

structure (e.g., Merchant 2001).

* The idea of assimilating the meta why question to sluicing like (9) appears to be plausible
since a remnant that survives in both constructions is a wh-constituent.

(9)  Sluicing constructions in English
a. Jack bought something, but I don’t know what fhe-beught+#.
b. Peter was talking with someone, but I don’t know (with) who fhe-was—tallking—+#.
c. They want to hire a senior, but I don’t know why [they—want—tehire—a—senior—#.

* To verify this idea, it's necessary to examine whether meta why questions pattern with why
sluicing cases with respect to some properties such as island sensitivity and scope ambiguity.

& However, it doesn’t seem easy to directly compare these two constructions since way ‘why’

in the meta why-questions is not part of its antecedent.
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But as shown in Woods & Vicente (2021) for English meta why questions, ‘why stripping’ like (10)

can be an alternative for verifying the presence of a silent structure in the Korean equivalent.

(10) Why stripping in English
A: Sally is here.
B: Why Sally? [= Why is Sally, specifically, here (as opposed to some other person?)]
Woods & Vicente (2021: 6)

Yoshida et al. (2015) suggest a couple of diagnostics, such as variable binding effects, scope
effects and island effects, etc., all of which demonstrate that sluicing differs from stripping.
Adopting Yoshida et al’s suggestions, Woods & Vicente (2021) compare what they call ‘meta
why fragments’ like (11) with why stripping and why sluicing in terms of those diagnostics.
Observe that ‘meta why fragments’ are different from ‘meta why questions,” in that while only
a wh-word survives in the latter, a wh-word and a non-wh-constituent survive in the former.

(11) Meta why fragment in English
A: Is Sally here?
B: Why Sally? [= Why are you asking this about Sally specifically?]

By adopting the same logic and diagnostics as those in Woods & Vicente, let’s see whether Korean

meta why fragments like (12) are closer to why stripping in (13) or why sluicing in (14).

(12) Meta why fragment in Korean
A: Ellie-ka yeki-ey iss-ni?
E.-Nom here-Loc exist-Int
‘Is Ellie here?
B: Way Ellie?

why E. [= Why are you asking this about Ellie specifically?]
(13) Why stripping in Korean
A: Ellie-ka yeki-ey iss-e.
E.-Nom here-Loc exist-Decl

‘Ellie is here.

B: Way Ellie?

why E. [= Why is Ellie, specifically, here (as opposed to some other person)?]
(14) Why sluicing in Korean
Ellie-ka  Jenny-lul cohaha-nuntey, na-nun way-inci-lul molun-ta.
E-Nom  J.-Acc like-but I-Top  why-Int-Acc not.know-Decl

‘Ellie likes Jenny, but I don’t know why’

#1. Variable binding effects
English

As shown in Yoshida et al, a pronominal variable contained in remnants in the why stripping
construction in English can be bound, as in (15), and this kind of ‘connectivity effect’ can be

taken to be a strong support for the ellipsis view (cf. Merchant 2001).



(15)

15

Variable binding effect in English why stripping
A: No linguisti here recommended her: own book.
B: Why her: own book? Woods & Vicente (2021: 9)

Korean

(16)

17)

Likewise, the same connectivity effect can be found in the Korean why stripping construction,
as in (16); what’s more, it's also observed in the Korean why fragment construction, as in (17).
Variable binding effect in Korean why stripping
A: yeki-uy [amwu enehakca]i-to caki-uy chayk-ul  chwuchenha-ci ahn-ass-e.
here-Gen any  linguist-even self-Gen book-Acc recommend-Link  not-Past-Decl
‘No linguist: here recommended his: own book.’
B: Way  kui-uy  chak-ul?
why  he-Gen book-Acc
‘Why his1 own book’?
Variable binding effect in Korean meta why fragment
A: yeki-uy [etten enehakca]i-ka  cakii-uy chayk-ul = chwuchenha-ss-ni?
here-Gen any linguist-Nom  self-Gen book-Acc recommend-Past-Int
‘Did any linguist: here recommend hisi own book?’
B: Way  cakii-uy chak-ul?
why  self-Gen book-Acc

[= Why are you asking me about [each of those linguists]” own book specifically?‘]

Notice that this variable binding effect can’t apply to why sluicing constructions, since the

remnant doesn’t accompany any other constituent than a wh-phrase.

#2. Island effects
English

(18)

(19)

Yoshida et al. show that the remnants in the why stripping construction in English do not
exhibit an island effect, as in (18).

Island effect in why stripping (NO)
A: Katie loves girls who learn Italian.
B: Why Italian?

As reported in Woods & Vicente (2021), by contrast, the sluice in the why sluicing
construction is sensitive to an island constraint (esp., the complex NP constraint), as in (19).3)

Island effect in why sluicing (YES)
Katie loves a girl who is learning Italian, but I don’t know why.
[= Why Katie loves a girl who is learning Italian]

[# Why that girl is learning Italian]

More importantly, as given in (20), the remnants in the meta why fragment in English are just

3) Note that other sluices than why in English have been shown to be insensitive to island constraints in the
literature (e.g., Merchant 2001; Fox & Lasnik 2003, a.0.).
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as immune to the same constraint as those in the why stripping construction.
(20) Island effect in meta why fragment (NO)
A: Who loves the girl who is learning Italian?
B: Why Italian? [= Why are you asking me about Italian specifically?]
Woods & Vicente (2021: 10)
Korean
Just like the English equivalent, the why stripping construction in Korean is not subject to the
island constraint, as in (21).
(21) Island effect in why stripping (NO)
A: Jenny-ka hankwuke-lul  paywu-nun ai-tul-ul cohahay.
J.-Nom Korean-Acc learn-Rel chil-PI-Acc like.Decl
‘Jenny likes kids who learn Korean.’
B: Way  hankwuke?
why  Korean
‘“Why Korean?’

However, the why sluicing construction in Korean shows island effects, as in (22).
(22) Island effect in why sluicing (Yes)

Jenny-ka hankwuke-lul  paywu-nun ai-ul cohaha-nuntey.
J.-Nom Korean-Acc learn-Rel child-Acc like-but
na-nun way-inci-lul molu-keyss-e.

I-Top why-Int-Acc not.know-Mod-Decl

‘Jenny likes a kid who learns Korean, but I don’t know why.’
[= Why Jenny likes a kid who learns Korean.]

[# Why that kid is learning Korean.]

The meta why fragment in Korean turns out to pattern with the why stripping, in that it may
violate the same island constraint, as in (23).

(23) Island effect in meta why fragment (NO)
A: Nwu-ka hankwuke-lul ~ paywu-nun ai-tul-ul cohaha-ni?
J.-Nom Korean-Acc learn-Rel chil-Pl-Acc like-Int
‘Who likes a kid who learns Korean?”
B: Way hankwuke?

why Korean [= Why are you asking me about Korean specifically?]

#3. Scope ambiguity

English
As shown in Woods & Vicente, the wh-word why always takes wide scope over other
quantifier in why stripping in English, as in (24).

(24) Scope ambiguity (NO) A:
Everyone hates John. B:
Why John?
A: Because they say he’s rude. (why > every)
A’: #Tom said he’s rude and Mary said he’s mean and James said***. (*every > why)
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However, why in the why sluicing construction scopally interacts with other quantifier in the
sentence, taking either wide or narrow scope with respect to the latter, as in (25).

(25)  Scope ambiguity in why sluicing (OK)
Everybody hates John, but I don't know why. (why > every, every > why)
The wh-phrase in the meta why fragment doesn’t exhibit scope ambiguity, as in (26), just like
the why stripping construction.
(26) Scope ambiguity in why sluicing (NO)
A: Does everyone hate John?
B: Why John? [= Why are you asking me about John specifically?]
A: Because you know him well and might be able to confirm what I'm hearing about him.
(why > every)
A’: #Because Tom said he’s rude and Mary said he’s mean and James said***. (every > why)
Woods & Vicente (2021: 11)
Korean
Just as in the case of English equivalent, the wh-word why always invariably takes scope over
other quantifier in the Korean why stripping construction, as in (27).
(27)  Scope ambiguity in why stripping (NO)
A: Motun salam-tul-i John-ul silhehay.
every person-PI-Nom J.-Acc hate.Decl
‘Everyone hates John.
B: Way  John-ul?
why  J.-Acc
‘Why John?’
A: waynayhamyen salamtul-i ku-ka mwulyeyha-tay.
because people-Nom  he-Nom be.rude-Evid
‘Because they said he’s rude.” (why > every)
A’: #Tom-un ku-ka mwulyeyha-tay, kuliko Mary-nun ku-ka piyelha-tay...
T.-Top he-Nom be.rude-Evid and M.-Top he-Nom be.mean-Evid
‘Tom said he’s rude, Mary said he’s mean, and .. (*every > why)
On the other hand, the wh-sluice in the Korean sluicing construction exhibits scope ambiguity
with respect to other quantifier, as in (28).
(28) Scope ambiguity in why sluicing (YES)
Motun salam-tul-i John-ul silheha-nuntey, na-nun way-inci molu-keyss-e.
every person-Pl-Nom J.-Acc  hate.but I-Top  why-Int  not.know-Mod-Decl
‘Everyone hates John, but I don’t know why.” (why > every, every > why)
But the meta why fragment in Korean patterns with the why stripping in that there is no
scope ambiguity, forcing way ‘why’ to take wide scope.
(29) Scope ambiguity in meta why fragment (NO)

A: Motun salam-tul-i John-ul silhehay?
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every person-PI-Nom J.-Acc hate.Int
‘Does everyone hate John?’
B: Way  John-ul?
why  J.-Acc
‘Why John? [= why are you asking me about John specifically?]

A: waynayhamyen ne-nun  ku-lul cal al-ko, nay-ka ku-eytayhay
because you-Top he-Acc well know-and I-Nom
tulun-kes-ul hwakinhaycwul-swu.iss-ul kes.kat-ase.

hear-thing-Acc  confirm-can-might-Decl.

‘Because you know him well and you might be able to confirm what I heard.” (why >

every)
A’: #Tom-un ku-ka mwulyeyha-tay, kuliko Mary-nun  ku-ka piyelha-tay...
T.-Top he-Nom be.rude-Evid and M.-Top he-Nom be.mean-Evid
‘Tom said he’s rude, Mary said he’s mean, and ... (*every > why)
[J Summary

The results of the application of these diagnostics to three apparently similar constructions can be

summarized as follows:

Table 1. Test results for why stripping, why sluicing and meta why fragment in English & Korean

Languages Constructions Variable binding Island effects Scope ambiguity
why stripping OK NO NO
English why sluicing Unattested OK OK
meta why fragment OK NO NO
way stripping OK NO NO
Korean way sluicing Unattested OK OK
meta way fragment OK NO NO

What these results suggest is ...
* Just as shown in Woods & Vicente (2021) for English, meta why fragments in Korean are
closer to why stripping than why sluicing.
* Then, given that why stripping has been shown to have a silent structure, as in Yoshida et al.
(2015), meta why fragments can be said to accompany an invisible structure as well.
* Recall that meta why fragments are distinguished from meta why questions only in terms of
whether a wh-remnant co-occurs with another constituent; as such, we can conclude that there

is a silent structure in the Korean meta why questions as well.

4. What does the clause structure look like?
We have seen that meta why questions accompany invisible structure, and we should answer the

following two related questions about their clause structure.
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What does the clause structure of meta why questions look like?

Where does the wh-remnant way ‘why’ appear in the structure?

Let’s begin with the first question.

[J Clause structure for meta why questions in Korean
Notice first that meta why fragments appear to show contradictory properties.
v/ The availability of bound variable readings suggests that the co-occurring element with way
‘why” in the remnants starts out somewhere inside an invisible clause structure.
v/ By contrast, the lack of island effects and the scope rigidity point to an opposite conclusion
that the wh-word in the meta why fragment is generated in a fairly high position.

Recall, as shown in Sec 4, that meta why fragments behave similarly to why stripping in both

Yoshida et al.’s (2015) structure for English why stripping
English and Korean, and to capture these apparently contradictory properties in the English

why stripping construction, Yoshida et al. (2015) suggest the structure given below.
& There are two CP layers on the top of TP, and while why is directly merged to the
Spec-CPi, the co-occurring element with why moves to the Spec-CP: before TP is deleted.
Yoshida et al. (2015: 355)

(30)  Structure for English why stripping
[cet Why [c1 ] [cp2 [op Sally] [c2 ] {r—tor—is—here]]]
T
Woods & Vicente’s (2021) structure for English meta why questions
Given the similar behavior between the why stripping and the meta why fragment/question, one
some limitations in capturing the syntactic

The similarity between the why stripping and the meta why fragment can be readily explained

could adopt the same structure for the meta why question.

with the structure of the sort in (30).

Nonetheless, the structure seems to have

distribution and properties of meta why questions at issue.
& More than anything else, it is unclear how to account for the fact that a meta why question

must take an interrogative as its antecedent.
They suggest that there are two speech act related projections above Force Phrase (ForceP)

Thus, Woods & Vicente (2021) propose the structure in (31) for English meta why questions.

i.e, Speech Act Phrase (SAP) and Illocutionary Act Phrase (IAP).
v First, IAP is a projection for an illocutionary act, especially corresponding to the speaker’s intention,

They assume SAP and IAP above ForceP in order to capture the important properties of meta
and the QUESTION operator is postulated under IA? which explains why the meta why

why questions.

question always takes an interrogative as its antecedent.
v/ Second, SAP (in the sense of Speas & Tenny (2003)) is assumed above IAP, which hosts

why in its specifier position, and it enables us to capture the invariant wide scope of why.
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Structure for English meta why questions
SAP

/ \
Why
SA IAP

IA ForceP

| PN

QUESTION  is—Sallyhere
Woods & Vicente (2021: 14)

Suggested structure for Korean meta why questions

Modifying Woods & Vicente’s structure of English meta why questions, we suggest the structure in

(32) for the Korean equivalent, along with a couple of assumptions listed below.

(32)

First, note that unlike Woods & Vicente’s structure, there are two different kinds of speech act
projections—i.e., saP for a speaker projected higher than SAP for an addressee (cf. Yim 2016;
Hong 2018; Park 2021).

Second, Spec-saP is assumed to be a base-generation position for way ‘why’, while Spec-SAP is
reserved for (an) addressee(s), which may be occupied by a(n exclamative) vocative.
Furthermore, we assume with Woods & Vicente that there is the QUESTION operator
selecting for a proposition as its complement.

& However, slightly departing from them, we argue that it is under SA® that hosts the

operator, and this idea is consonant with the recent view that the head SA® encodes

various illocutionary forces, signaled by intonation in Korean (Hong 2018; Park to appear).

Structure for Korean meta why questions

/SaP\
Why T

SAP sal
Addressee " T~
cp SA°

A QUE’STION

‘Is Ellie here’

[ Benefits of the proposed structure
With the proposed structure for Korean meta why questions in (32), we can explain not only their

syntactic distribution but also important structural properties.

#1. Syntactic distribution explained

First, the presence of the QUESTION operator under SA® enables us to explain why the meta
why question in Korean always require an interrogative as its antecedent (e.g., (2), (4)~(6)).

Second, the QUESTION operator under SA° readily predicts that even an interrogative, if
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embedded, would fail to license meta why questions; this is because the head SA? encodes an

illocutionary force, which is generally taken to be a ‘root” phenomenon (e.g., (8)).

#2. Structure-dependent properties revisited

It has been shown that meta why fragments, which are akin to meta why questions, do not
exhibit island effects nor narrow scope below other quantifiers.

These two structure-dependent properties can be readily explained if way ‘why’ is directly
merged to Spec-saP, as in (32), preempting any chance to scopally interact with a quantifier.

[J More predictions by the proposed structure
#1. Relative ordering between way ‘why’ and a vocative

(33)

Under the proposed structure in (32), the Spec-SAP position reserved for an addressee is
predicted to be filled with an addressee-related constituent such as a vocative.
In particular, the vocative is expected to follow ‘why,” not the other way around, because the
Spec-SAP position it occupies is structurally lower than the Spec-saP position.
Indeed, this prediction is borne out by the meta why question with an exclamative vocative,
as in (33).
A: Ellie-ka  hakkyo-ey hapkyekhay-ss-ni?

E-Nom  school-to get.accepted-Past-Int

‘Did Ellie get accepted to the school?

B: Way inma?
why dude [= ‘Why are you dude asking that question?’]
B’: *Inma way?
dude why [= (Intended) “Why are you dude asking that question?’]

#2. Lack of meta why readings with etten iywulo ‘for what reason’

Ko (2005) provides an insightful discussion of the syntactic distribution and structural position
of way ‘why’ and etten iywulo ‘for what reason’

She convincingly shows, based on the contrast in scopal behavior, that while way ‘why’ is
merged directly to CP, etten iyulo ‘for what reason’ starts out in the TP domain.4)

Assuming her analysis to be correct, the current analysis predicts that etten iyulo would fail to

cause the same interpretation as the meta why question.

& Indeed, this prediction turns out to be true, as shown in (34).

4) Ko (2005) observes that way ‘why’ always takes wide scope over negation, as in (i), while etten iyulo ‘for
what reason’ exhibits scope ambiguity with respect to negation, as in (ii). Based on this, she argues that the
contrast between the two types of wh-adjunct is due to the difference in their structural position.

(i) John-un way  Mary-lul cohaha-ci-anh-ni?

John-Top why  Mary-Acc like-CI-not-Q
‘What is the reason x such that John does not like Mary?’ (Reason >> Not)
*What is not the reason x such that John likes Mary for x? (Reason << Not)

Ko (2005: 893)

(ii) John-un etten iyu-lo Mary-lul  cohaha-ci-anh-ni?

John-Top  what reason-for Mary-Acc like-CI-not-Q
‘What is the reason x such that John does not like Mary? (Reason >> Not)
(?YWhat is not the reason x s.t. John likes Mary for that reason? (Reason << Not)
Ko (2005: 894, fn. 27)
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(34) A: Ellie-ka hakkyo-ey hapkyekhay-ss-ni?
E-Nom  school-to get.accepted-Past-Int
‘Did Ellie get accepted to the school?
B: #Etten iyulo?
what reason  [= (Intended) ‘Why are you asking that question?’]

5. Concluding remarks

L] Conclusions
To summarize our discussion so far ...
* It has been shown that there are a novel type of why questions, which we call ‘meta why
questions,” and they should be distinguished from typical why questions.

* This paper has investigated the syntactic distribution and structural properties of the meta why
questions: in brief, they can only target a genuine interrogative in root context.

* The wh-remnant in the meta why questions is not a non-constituent unit but a constituent unit
with an invisible structure, in favor of the so-called ellipsis approach.

* It has been suggested that there are two different speech act related projections above CP,
namely saP and SAP, and that the wh-remnant is directly merged to Spec-saP, with the
QUESTION operator under SA°.

* The distribution and structure-dependent properties of the meta why questions have been
captured by the proposed structure, while a couple of correct predictions also made by it.
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1. Introduction (1/3)

« Topic:

SR BB, R0 E 8t
7te 289 2S5 ETH3
2022.11.12 (E)

English sentences like John built the house big

* Question:

Are they a resultative or depictive construction?

» A proposal:

They would constitute a third category distinct from resultative

or depictive constructions.
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1. Introduction (2/3)

* The secondary predicates can serve as a resultative predicate as in (1a) or
depictive predicate as in (1b)

(1) a. Bill hammered the metal flat.
b. Bill ate the fish raw.

« The sentences like (2) have not been studied in the literature to my best
knowledge.

» Boas (2003) provides a comprehensive classification of English resultative
constructions extracted from the BNC (British National Corpus), but sentences
like (2) are not reported in the study.

(2) a. Tomdrilled a hole deep.
b. Tom built a house big.

1. Introduction (3/3)

» Build-big constructions:

(2) a. Tomdrilled a hole deep.
b. Tom built a house big.

» The sentences in (2) appear to have the same structure as that of the resultative
and depictive constructions: roughly, [NP + V + NP + AP].

» These commonalities between (1) and (2) suggest that they all belong to the
same category (namely, secondary predicate construction).

» A question is whether the sentences in (2) are resultative or depictive.

* They have some properties of resultative or depictive constructions.


http://www.tracker-software.com/buy-now
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2. Corpus Data (1/4)

* Build-big constructions in the Web:
(3) a.  And I carved a hole big enough.
(https://www.bruwriter.com/the-little-green-penguin.html)

b. ... and they carved a ship big enough for fifty penguins.
(https://www.bruwriter.com/the-little-green-penguin.html)

c. It's aconsequence of having invented a technology powerful enough to
alter an entire species.
(https://www.media.mit.edu/articles/gene-drives-could-stop-the-world-s-

oldest-problems-kevin-esvelt-wants-to-make-sure-they-don-t-start-any/)

d.  Only when you have digged a hole deep enough for Shihong that would

make his escape impossible, you should contact me.

(https://www.wuxiaworld.co/LEGEND-OF-THE-GOLDEN-
TIGRESS/1939972.html)

e. | brewed the coffee strong, the way | like it in order to get the full flavor of
the coffee and to see if it had a bitter flavor to it.

(https://www.walmart.com/reviews/product/23555013?reviews_limit=10&reviewld=569
44877) 5

2. Corpus Data (2/4)

» Build-big constructions in the COCA.:

(4) a. ? Garfield: I don't think they've ever baked a cake big enough. I love to get
cake-faced on my birthdays.
b. When setting concrete pier forms in the ground, dig the holes large enough
to allow room for side-to-side adjustment.
They haven't invented the hat big enough to pull that rabbit out of
| design illusions and construct the apparatus necessary for perfoming them.
Brew the coffee strong please.
...and she figures they must be baking the pie fresh, because it's taking

- o a o

forever,
...an Englisch man who was building the buggies cheaper than anyone else.

«
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2. Corpus Data (3/4)

» Build-big constructions in the i\Web:

(5) a. Diga hole larger and deeper than the container, add a handful of bonemeal
and some rotted manure and mix into the soil.
b. Dig a hole large enough to hold the plants root system.
c. Use a trowel to dig a hole big enough to accommodate the roots of the plant.
d. Mourinho is likely to make multiple defensive signings this summer as he
looks to build a squad capable of challenging for the Premier League title.

2. Corpus Data (4/4)

* Three patterns of build-big constructions:

(6) a. VNPAP
b. V NP AP enough (to V)
c. V NP A-er (than ...)

» V:drill, carve, dig, build, invent, brew, bake, construct (creation verbs)

* NP: a hole, a house, a ship, a technology, the coffee, a cake, the holes, the hat,
the apparatus, the pie, the buggies, a squad (product)

» A: deep, big, powerful, strong, large, necessary, fresh, cheaper, larger and
deeper, large, capable (states)
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3. Property #1: Change of State (1/2)

* Resultative constructions: change of state

(7) a. He hammered the metal flat. = The metal became flat.
b. He wiped the table clean. = The table became clean.
c. He followed Lassie free of his captors. = He became free of his captors.

« Depictive: no change of state

(8) a. Bill ate the fish raw. # The fish became raw.
b. Bill ate the fish naked. # Bill became naked.

* BB: no change of state

(9) a. Tom drilled a hole deep. # A hole became deep.
b. Tom built a house big. # A house became big.

3. Property #1: Change of State (2/2)

* Resultative constructions: change of state

(10) a. The ice froze solid. # The ice became solid.
b. The water froze solid. # The water became solid.

» Are BB constructions like those in (10)?
« But a fundamental difference:
Resultative: the same entity: water (not solid) = ice (solid)
“Bring the water” = “Bring the ice”

“The president was poor at that time.”

BB construction: not the same entity: ground =+ hole (deep)


http://www.tracker-software.com/buy-now
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3. Property #2: [V N A] vs. [V A N] (1/1)

* Resultative constructions :VNA#VAN

(11) a. He hammered the metal flat. # He hammered the flat metal.
b. He wiped the table clean. # He wiped the clean table.

* Depictive: VNA=VAN

(12) a. Bill ate the fish raw. = Bill ate the raw fish.
b. Bill ate the fish naked. = Bill, who was naked, ate the fish.

- BB:VNA=VAN

(13) a. Tom drilled a hole deep. = Tom drilled a deep hole.
b. Tom built a house big. = Tom built a big house.

3. Property #3:AP only at the end of event (1/2)

* Resultative constructions: AP = only at the end of event

(14) a. He hammered the metal flat.
= The metal was flat only at the end of event.
b. He wiped the table clean.
= The table was clean only at the end of event.

« Depictive: AP # only at the end of event

(15)a. Bill ate the fish raw.
# The fish was raw only at the end of event.
b. Bill ate the fish naked
# Bill was naked only at the end of event.

11
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3. Property #3: AP only at the end of event (2/2)

« BB: AP = only at the end of event

(16) a. Tom drilled a hole deep.
= The hole was deep only at the end of event.
b. Tom built a house big.
= The house was big only at the end of event.

3. Property #4: [A N] Creation (1/1)

* Resultative constructions: [A N] Creation

(17) a. He hammered the metal flat. = The flat metal became to exist.
b. He wiped the table clean. = The clean table became to exist.

« Depictive: No [A N] Creation

(18) a. Bill ate the fish raw.# The raw fish became to exist.
b. Bill ate the fish naked. # Naked Bill became to exist.

* BB: [A N] Creation

(19) a. Tomdrilled a hole deep. = A deep hole became to exist.
b. Tom built a house big. = A big house became to exist.

13
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3. Property 5: Object existence (1/2)

* Resultative constructions: Object existence

(20) a. He hammered the metal flat. = The metal existed during the hammering
event.
b. He wiped the table clean. = The table existed during the wiping event.

« Depictive: Object existence

(21) a. Bill ate the fish raw. = The fish existed during the eating event.
b. Bill ate the fish naked. = Bill existed during the eating event.

* BB: No object existence

(22) a. Tomdrilled a hole deep. # The hole existed during the drilling event.
b. Tom built a house big. # The house existed during the building event.

15

3. Property 5: Object existence (2/2)

* Resultative constructions: Object existence

(23) a. The ice froze solid. # The ice existed during the freezing event.
b. The water froze solid. # The water existed during the freezing event.

« Butin (20) the same entity is referred to as ‘the ice’ or ‘the water.” That is, the
entity existed during the freezing event.
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4. Pseudo-resultative construction (1/1)

» Pseudo-resultative constructions (Levinson 2010):
(24) a. Mary braided her hair tight. = tight braid
b. Mary piled her cushions high. = high pile

c. Mary sliced the bread thin. = thin slice

* Pseudo-resultative predicates do not modify any ‘word’ in the syntax. They
modify the root of the verb (Levinson 2010).

« But the secondary predicates of BB constructions modify the objects.

» The roots of the creation verbs like drill or build cannot be modified by the
secondary predicates.

17

5. Conclusion: Properties (1/3)

Resultative BB ‘ Depictive
1. Change of state 1 0 0
2.[VNA]=[VAN] 0 1 1
3.APonlyattheendof |1 1 0
event
4. [A N] Creation 1 1 0
5. Object existence 1 0 1
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5. Conclusion: Aspectual differences (2/3)

* Resultative constructions: Bill hammered the metal flat.

hammering hammering
the metal the metal
-flat flat

» Depictive constructions: Bill ate the fish raw.

eating eating
the fish the fish
raw raw

» BB constructions: Tom built a house big.

@ Py

building building
house

bi
9 19

5. Conclusion: A third category (3/3)

* BB constructions share some properties with resultative or depictive
constructions.

» BB constructions would constitute a third category distinct from resultative or
depictive constructions.
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l. Introduction

The goal of the present study is to detect Korean EFL learners’
underuse of the English verb-particle constructions (phrasal verbs).

(1) a. Do you exercise a lot? (single-word verb)

b. Do you work out a lot? (verb-particle construction)
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Research Questions

Q1: Will Korean EFL learners avoid the English verb-particle
construction and instead prefer single-word verbs?

Q2: Do Korean EFL learners prefer the order of [V - Prt - OB]J]
construction over that of [V- OBJ - Prt]?

Q3: Do Korean EFL learners prefer the verb-particle constructions
with literal meanings over those with figurative meanings? I

L. TheoreticalBackground
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What are Verb-Particle Constructions?

Phrasal verbs consist of a verb followed by an adverbial particle.

(Biber et al., 2002)

take (lexical verb) + out (adverbial particle)

What is Underuse Phenomenon?

Dagut and Laufer (1985)

Hebrew EFL learners turned out to prefer single-word verbs over
verb-particle constructions.

(2) We didn’t believe that John could ever ____ his friends.

(let down, solve, disappoint, carry on)
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}. Methodology

10

Distinctive Collexeme Analysis

:Itis applied to identify a lexeme that shows a strong attraction to one
member of the pair as opposed to the other.

Thus, it can be applied to grammatical alternation,

— An alternation concerning verb-particle constructions I
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The Alternation between [V - OBJ - Prt] and [V - Prt - OBJ]

: The case of verb-particle constructions can be the instance of an
alternation.

(3) a. John picked up the book. (V - Prt - OBJ)
b. John picked the book up. (V - OBJ - Prt)

(Gries and Stefanowitsch 2004: 110) +

12
How to Perform Distinctive Collexeme Analysis —

The two-by-two contingency table is needed. expected frequency

observed frequency

\ make up 7 makeup Row Totals
[V - Prt— OBJ] |652|F603)| 2,668 3,320

[V — OBJ — Prt] 18 (66) 348 366 +
Column Totals 670 3,016 3,686
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Learner Corpus Data

Corpus Words
Gachon Learner Corpus (GLC) 2,507,899
Yonsei English Learner Corpus (YELC) 1,082,295
Sum 3,590,194
+
14
The List of Verb-Particle Constructions L

The Top 100 Phrasal Verb Lemmas in the BNC
(Gardner and Davies 2007)

From 100 phrasal verb lemmas, 10 verb-particle lemmas were removed.

g0 on < continue I

sitdown < 7?7



Extracting Verb-Particle

Lemmas

The selected 90 verb-particle
lemmas were extracted from
the GLC and YELC by using
NLTK (Natural Language Tool
Kit).

41

Tokenization

4

Part of Speech (POS) Tagging

’

Lemmatizatior]

==

16

Extracting Verb-Particle Lemmas from Learner Corpora

y
)
})
)
3)
)

b

Verb + Particle (+ X)

Verb
Verb
Verb
Verb
Verb

+

+

+

+

+

X + Particle

X 4+ X+ Particle

X+ X4 X 4 Particle

X+ X+ X+ X+ Particle
X+ X+ X+ X+ X+ Particle

ex)pick up (+ something)
ex) pick itup
ex) pick yourcoatup

)
)
)
ex)pick yourblue coatup
ex)pick yourbig bluecoatup
)

ex) pick yourvery big blue coatup

==
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I Results

18

Q1: Will Korean EFL learners
avoid the English verb-particle
construction and instead prefer
single-word verbs?

6,877 Verb-Particle Lemmas (14%)

42,203 Single-Word Verb Lemmas (86%)

The Distribution of Verb-Particle and Sigle-Word Lemmas
from the GLC and YELC
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|
GLC + YELC 19
F rom Verb-Particle Constructions Freq Single-Word Verbs Freq
. g0 on 564 continue 399

particle lemmas, only 17 of pick up 169 lift 70
g0 out 469 exit 72

th em W@-éméraaw find out 122 discover 91
. . make up 670 fabricate 2

used than their single-word 20 down 107 o T
give up 327 abandon 62

Counterparts' get out 177 exit 72
come down 42 descend 10

break down 134 collapse 24

take back 19 repossess 0

break up 45 disperse 10

break out 52 erupt S

put in 74 insert 26

put off 20 postpone 3

come through 16 penetrate 14

come off 4 detach 3

17 Verb-Particle Lemmas More Used than Single-Word +
Counterparts
20
|

Q2: Do Korean EFL learners prefer the order of [V - Prt - OBJ]
construction over that of [V - OBJ - Prt]?

Type Count (%)
[V - Prt— OBJ] 3,320 (90.1)
[V — OBJ - Prt] 366 (9.9)

Sum 3,686
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The Prediction of Distinctive A—

Collexeme Analysis

The [V - Prt - OBJ] Construction < Figurative Verb-Particle Lemmas

ex) give up

The [V - OBJ - Prt] Construction < Literal Verb-Particle Lemmas

ex) give back

The Results of Distinctive Collexeme Analysis

|
V-Prt-OBJ p-value V-Prt- OBJ p-value
make up 4.20E-12 go over 0.3186
take out 7.53E-06 pick out 0.3186 V-OBJ-Prt p-value
give up 1.35E-05 turn down 0.3336 give back 2.34E-124
go through 2.26E-05 carry out 0.3436 put back 1.67E-09
break down 9.03E-05 carry on 0.4157 get back 1.82E-08
find out 0.0001918 hold on 0.4254504 take down 0.0001794
put on 0.0008229 bring in 0.4575 make out 0.0005689
get on 0.003829 hold up 0.4575 bring back 0.001569
bring about 0.004728 turn over 0.4575 put up 0.002993
break up 0.02502 pick up 0.464 take off 0.1381
bring up 0.0281 set out 0.5064 put down 0.1536
take on 0.05177 hold out 0.5064 hold back 0.1751
set up 0.06304 break off 0.5064 put out 0.1913
look up 0.1027 bring down 0.6386 take back 0.1913
get through 0.1027 take up 0.7269 set off 03133
put off 0.1365 set about 0.7398 take in 0.4773
give in 0.1468 take over 0.787 bring out 0.9305
come through 0.1832 give out 0.787
put mn 0.1886 turn off 0.9223
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23
—

Q3: Do Korean EFL learners prefer the verb-particle constructions
with literal meanings over those with figurative meanings?

Type Number of Lemmas (%) Number of Tokens (%)  Type-Token Ratio

Literal 41 (46) 2,982 (43) 1.4
Figurative 48 (53) 3,761 (55) 1.3
Completive 1 (1) 134 (2) 0.7

Sum 90 6,877 - +

). Conclusion
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25
]
Results
Verb-particle constructions were less frequently used than their
single-word counterparts.
The [V - OBJ - Prt] construction was underused compared to the
[V - Prt - OBJ] construction.
No specific preference for figurative verb-particle lemmas was +
observed.
26
|
Implications

. Analyzed the two representative Korean EFL learner corpora
(3,590,194 words in total)

. Applied distinctive collexeme analysis to show which construction
is being underused compared to the other
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On the necessity of the plural marker ‘-tul’ in Korean

Myung-Kwan Park
(Dongguk University)

1. Introduction
Borer (2005, 94) notes that as in (la-c), Armenian can have either a classifier or a
plural marker, but not both.

(1) a. Yergu had hovanoc
two CL umbrella
b. Yergu hovanoc-ner
two  umbrella-PL
c. *Yergu had hovanoc-ner
two CL umbrella-PL

Based on this paradigm concerning the distribution of classifier and plural marker,
Borer (2005) suggests that plural markers in non-classifier languages function in a
parallel fashion to classifiers in that they create count nouns from mass/kind
ones. Borer thus goes on to submit that plural markers and classifiers compete for
the same syntactic head position; a plural marker cannot occur if a classifier does,
and vice versa. Simply speaking, they are in complementary distribution.

Borer’s suggestion is intriguing, in that it unifies the roles of the two categories,
though it seems to need a careful scrutiny to assess its cross-linguistic validity. Park
(2022) in fact embraces Borer's suggestion to argue that the distribution of
classifier and plural marker in Korean can be captured by it, which in turn renders
support to it. Particularly, the following paradigm of examples in Korean make a case
for the incompatibility of plural marker and classifier:

(2) a. haksayng(tul) tases myeng d. cha(xtul) tases tay
student-PL five CL car-Pl  five CL
b. koyangi(??tul) tases mali e. congi(*tul) tases cang
cat-PL five CL paper-Pl  five CL
c. sakwa(*tul) tases kay f. mul(xtul) tases can
apple-PL  five CL water-Pl five CL Park (2022, 151)

Admittedly, there is an exception to their incompatibility as in (2a), where a plural
marker on [+human]| nouns can optionally occur with a classifier (furthermore,
there is a speaker variation regarding the (in)compatibility of a plural marker on
[+animate] nouns as in (2b) with the following (numeral) classifier). But other
examples than (2a) (or maybe (2b)) display the complementary distribution of the
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plural marker ‘-tul’ with a (numeral) classifier, which leads to the postulation of
one function category for them. Park thus proposes the following structure of
nominals in Korean:

(3) NumP
/ \
CL/PLP Num
/ \ tases ‘five’ myung/*tul
nP CL/PL T <-- sum plural
/ \ myeng/tul | |

v/ cokha n
‘nephew’ -ney <-- group plural

Once again, the upshot of Park's (2022) proposal in (3) is that a classifier and a
plural marker have the same grammatical function, syntactically competing for the
unifying category, CL/PL. In addition, Park also proposes a functional category
that additional group-denoting plural markers like ‘“-ney occupy: this is served by
the n head that converts a root head to a noun category.

Evidently, Park’s (2022) proposed structure cannot account for the optional
realization of the plural marker on human nouns with a classifier as in (2a). To
accommodate cases like (2a), Park suggests that human nouns on top of definite
pronouns like ku-tul tases myeng ‘he/him-PL five-CL’ have not the structure in
(3), but the structure in (4):

(4) DP
/ \
DP NumP
/ \ /_\

haksayng-tul  tases myeng ‘five-CL’

According to Park (2022), haksayng-tul ‘student-PL’ in (4) has an appositive
relation with the following NumP, thus the plural marker and the classifier being
part of the separate nominal phrases, in keeping with Park’s initial hypothesis that
they are in complementary distribution.
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2. Assessing the validity of Park’s (2022) incompatibility of ‘~tul’ with a classifier

We acknowledge that as shown in (2), there is a human vs. non-human noun
distinction in regard to plural marker — classifier incompatibility. But this
distinction does not always obtain. As noted by Park and Park (2020), when
modified by a relative clause (RC), nouns tend to be neutralized in the human vs.
noun distinction. Like that on a bare (i.e., not modified by a RC) human noun, the
plural marker on a human noun like Aaksayng ‘student’ modified by a RC in (6) is
optionally realized with the numeral classifier. Likewise, unlike that on a bare
non-human noun, the plural marker on a non-human noun like chayk book’ in

(5) also optionally comes with the numeral classifier.

(5) RC > non-human noun(-PL) > numeral classifier
[re poko siph-un] chayk(-tul) (#) ney kweni-il
read want book-PL four CL-NOM
‘four books that (I) want to read’
(6) RC > human noun(-PL) > numeral classifier
[Re myentamha-yss-te-n] haksayng(-tul) (#) ney myengi-i2)
interviewed student-PL four CL-NOM

‘four students that (I) interviewed’

Second, the human vs. non-human noun distinction in light of plural marker
and classifier incompatibility does not hold, either, when the numeral classifier
occurs as a pre-nominal, as follows:

(7) (ku/i/ce) sey kwen-uy chayk(-tul)-i
that/this/yonder three CL-GEN book-PL-NOM
‘three volumes/copies of those/these books/books yonder’
(8) (ku/i/ce) sey myeng(-uy) haksayng(-tul)-i
that/this/yonder three CL-GEN student-PL-NOM
‘those/these three students/students yonder’

Regardless of the presence of the demonstrative that makes the following nominals
definite, when followed by a pre-nominal numeral classifier, either a human noun
in (8) or a non-human noun in (7) can come with the optional plural marker.

Third, the crucial thrust of Park’s (2022) proposal incorporated in the
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structure (3) is that a classifier as a functional category directly performs an
individuating or dividing function on a non-human noun as well as a human
noun. It is doubtful that this proposal is justified, given that mass nouns like mwul
‘water’ or rice ‘rice’ as in (9a) and (9b) are resistant to such a function.
Furthermore, a Case marker can intervenes between a host noun and a numeral
classifier. In this regard, Korean classifiers are more reasonably assimilated to unit
nouns like ‘block’ and ‘drop’ in English as in (10a) and (10b).

(9) a. mwul(-ul) sey thong
water-ACC three bucket
‘three buckets of water’

b. ssal(-ul) vyel thol
rice-ACC ten grain

‘ten grains of rice’
(10) a. three drops of water

b. four blocks of ice

Fourth, when a nominal and a numeral classifier form a constituent separated
from the anaphoric definite marker ‘ku’3) by an intervening pause or prosodic
boundary (#), they display the expected human vs. non-human distinction as in
(12b) vs. (11b). The plural marker on a non-human noun is degraded with the
following numeral classifier as in (12b), but that on a human noun can be
optionally realized as in (11b). In a parallel fashion, when the definite marker and
nominal sequence is separated from a numeral classifier by a pause, the plural
marker is obligatorily realized on a human noun as in (12a). However, it is
optionally realized on a non-human noun as in (11a).

(11) definite marker > non-human noun(-PL) > numeral classifier
a. [ku chayk(-tul)] # ney  kwen-i
that book-PL four CL-NOM
‘four volumes of those books’
b. ku # [chayk(??-tul) ney kwen]-i
those four volumes of books’

(12) demonstrative > human noun(-PL) > numeral classifier
a. [ku haksayng*(-tul)] # ney myeng-i
that student-PL four CL-NOM
‘those four students’

b. ku # [haksayng(-tul) ney myeng]-i

3) Other definite markers such as demonstratives and possessives in analogous contexts will
be discussed in the next section.
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‘those four students’

The (a)-examples of (11) and (12) can be re-constructed by the adding
Nom/Acc Case-marker after a noun, instead of a pause, as in (13)-(14). In (14)
where the plural numeral classifier follows, the plural marker on a human noun is
obligatory, as can be found in the contrast between (14a) and (14b). However, the
plural marker on a non-human noun is optional, but the two forms (i.e., without
and with the plural marker) yield different interpretations. (13a) is interpreted as
‘three copies of that book’, while (13b) is interpreted as ‘three volumes of those
books’, which may be copies of the same book or different books. The contrast in
grammaticality between (11a) and (12a) indicates that while the definite marker ‘ku’
yields a definite entity reading both for the following human or the non-human
nouns, the numeral classifier particularly with the following non-human evidently
does not perform an individuating/dividing operation on them. Rather, it denotes
different copies of the same book entity.

(13) a. ku chayk-ul sey kwen4
that book-ACC three volume
‘three copies of the book’

b. ku chayk-tul-ul sey kwen

-PL
(14) a. *ku haksayng-ul sey myeng vs. ku haksayng-ul han myeng
that student-ACC three CL one

‘those three students’

b. ku haksayng-tul-ul sey myeng

What has been learned from the discussions in this section is that the Korean
plural marker is in principle optionally realized on a noun (though it will be
argued in the section that the optionality of the plural marker is only apparent in
Korean), regardless of whether it is human or non-human, though in some
restricted structural contexts the marker needs to be added on a human noun to
express a plurality of entities that the resulting plural form denotes. This indicates
that contrary to Park’s (2022) claim, a plural marker and a classifier do not
compete for the same functional category: they have the different grammatical
functions. The former is a pluralizer of entities, whereas the latter is characterized
as denoting a quantity of the host noun that it associates with. The optionality of
the plural marker in Korean implies that its realization as a syntactic head is not
warranted; nor is its semantic function operative. In addition, as seen in this
section, classifiers in Korean do not directly perform their general function of

4)
(i) 2 2Folg o o] APRAIAL Ao =
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individuation/division on nouns that are interpreted as kind/mass nouns. Rather,
preceded by numerals, they serve as a predicate or modifier, describing the
quantifies of the nouns that they associate with.

Accommodating the properties described in the preceding paragraph, we
propose the following structure that the host NP builds with the immediately
following numeral classifier; this structure is adapted from that in Park (2008) and
Park and Park (2019):

(15) nPred
/ \
NP nPred’
/ \
CLP nPred

The host NP and the classifier phrase (which contains a numeral) are in nominal
small clause relation. The classifier phrase serves as a predicate, being predicated
of the host NP in terms of quantity. Assumed to be a modifier, the plural marker
undergoes Late Merge, attaching to the host NP in a later point of derivation.
Also assumed to be a modifier, the demonstratives/possessives are subject to Late
Merge, attaching to the host NP or to the nominal small clause (nPredP). In the
former case, the demonstratives/possessives modify the denotation of the host NP,
whereas in the latter, they modifies that of the numeral classifier.6)

The structure of a noun with a numeral proposed in (15) has several
advantages. First, the host NP and the numeral classifier are separate constituents
and assume different grammatical functions. Thus, as mentioned above, the former
can be modified by the plural marker and demonstratives/possessives,
independently of the latter. The former can be modified by a relative clause (RC),
as seen before. (5) and (6) are repeated below as (16a) and (16b):

(16) a. RC > non-human noun(-PL) > numeral classifier
[re poko siph-un] chayk(-tul) (#) ney kweni-i?
read want book-PL four CL-NOM

5) The plural marker cannot be attached after a numeral classifier since it is semantically
redundant. The numeral classifier denotes one or more than one, which the plural
marker does.

6) The numeral classifier phrase in the nominal small clause structure of (15) is not a
genuine predicate. As a semantic head of the nominal small clause, it functions as a
referring expression, denoting a numeral-expressed number of entity/entities. Hence, it
can be modified by a demonstrative/possessive.

7)
() ... (A7t 2] s 5 A 2HePYT
(i) . . . [<QOfoliAsolA WrHEH MS £ WS wopz . .
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‘four books that (I) want to read’
b. RC > human noun(-PL) > numeral classifier
[Re myentamha-yss-te-n] haksayng(-tul) (#) ney myengi-i8
interviewed student-PL four CL-NOM

‘four students that (I) interviewed’
The host NP can also be elided as follows, independently of a numeral classifier:

(17) Cheli-ka  chayk sey kwen-ul sass-ko,
Cheli-NOM book three CL-ACC bought
Yengi-nun [ e | ney kwen-ul sassta.
Yengi-TOP four CL-ACC bought

‘Cheli bought three volumes of books and Yengi bought four.’

The structure in (15) also accounts for other variant forms of host NP —
numeral classifier form. The host NP can moves independently from the nPredP
and pick up a Case/case particle outside it, producing the following form:

(18) chayk-i/ul sey  kwen
book-NOM/ACC three CL
‘three volumes of books’

Alternatively, a numeral classifier phrase can be inverted with the host NP and
attached with a Genitive Case particle, producing the following variant form:

(19) sey kwen-uy chayk-i/ul
three CL-GEN  book-NOM/ACC
‘three volumes of books’

Besides, the predicate status of a numeral classifier in the nominal structure
of (15) can be confirmed in the fact that it cannot be elided as on (20a) and (20b)
in the same way that a predicate in the verbal small clause as in (21) cannot be.

(20) a. Cheli-ka [chayk sey kwen]-ul sassta.
Cheli-NOM book three CL-ACC bought
Yengi-to [chayk *(sey kwen)]-ul sassta.
-also
‘Cheli bought three volumes of books, and Yengi did too.’
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b. chelika chaykul sey kwen sassta. yengito chaykul *(sey kwen) sassta.
(21) Cheli-ka caki chinkwu-lul chencay-lo sayngkakhanta.
-NOM his own friend-ACC genius-as think
Yengi-to caki chinkwu-lul *(chencay-lo) sayngkakhanta.
-also

‘Cheli thinks his own friend to be a genius, and Yengi does too.’

Furthermore, as in (2la-b), a numeral classifier phrase cannot be relativized,
which shows that it is assimilated to a predicate nominal in (22):

(21) a. #[[Cheli-ka ecey [chayk [e]]-ul kwuiphan] [sey kwen]-i
Cheli-NOM yesterday book -ACC purchased three CL-NOM
wuphyen-ulo tochakhayssta.
mail-by arrived
‘Three volumes of books that Cheli bought arrived by mail.’

b. *[[Cheli-ka ecey chayk-ul [e] kwuiphan] [sey kwen]-i
-ACC -NOM
wuphyenulo tochakhayssta.

(22) *[[Cheli-ka [e] toy-lyeko nolyekha-n] [uysa]]

Cheli-NOM became  tried doctor

‘The doctor that Cheli made efforts to become.’

To summarize, we have argued that the correct structure for nominals
composed of a noun and a numeral classifier is as in (15). A noun projects a
noun phrase accompanied by a demonstrative/possessive and the plural marker
inserted via Late Merge, and the noun phrase enters into subject-predicate relation
with the following numeral classifier phrase, forming a nominal small clause
(nPredP) structure. With this structure in place, in the next section we are going
to investigate the reasons for the insertion of the plural marker in a point of
derivation building a nominal small structure in Korean.

3. The Korean plural marker is not in free variation

The insertion of the plural marker in Korean crucially hinges on the structural
contexts and the interpretations of the host nouns in such contexts that come with
numeral classifiers. In the following discussion we investigate this issue considering
each of the structural contexts where the host nouns are situated.

3. 1. When a host noun/NP is bare

The cases where a host noun/NP is bare (i.e., not modified by anything nor
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accompanied by a Case/case particle) are as follows:

(23) a. haksayng(-tul) sey myeng-i/ul
student-PL three CL-NOM/ACC
‘three students’

b. chayk(*-tul) sey kwen-i/ul
book-PL three CL-NOM/ACC
‘three books’

We can characterize bare nouns/NPs in this structural context as follows

(24) When host nouns followed by a numeral classifier are bare:

host human nouns: optional tul’ vs. host non-human nouns: (*tul)

While host non-human nouns of bare forms strongly prefer to be interpreted as
kind/mass, host human nouns of bare forms prefer to be interpreted as kind, but
they can also be interpreted as individuated/singular human entities. In the latter
interpretation, the plural marker ‘tul’ needs to be added on bare host human
nouns before a classifier preceded/modified by the number 2 or more than 2. To repeat,
bare host non-human nouns denote a kind/mass, which is fine with the following
plural-denoting numeral classifier. However, when bare host human nouns denote
singular human entities, they need to be supported by the plural marker before
being quantified using the following plural-denoting numeral classifier.

3. 2 When a host noun/NP is not bare (i.e., Case/case-marked)

The examples with apparently the same structure as in (23) but with the Case
marker on nouns/NPs will be as follows:

(23) a. haksayng(-tul)-ul sey myeng-i/ul
student-PL-ACC three CL-NOM/ACC
‘three students’

b. chayk(-tul)-ul sey kwen-i/ul
book-PL-ACC  three CL-NOM/ACC
‘three books'’

These examples in question are described as follows

(26) When a host noun is Case/case-marked:

Both human and non-human nouns: optional ‘tul’
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When a non-human noun as well as a human noun is attached with a
Case-marker, it is ambiguously interpreted, either denoting a kind or an entity. In
other words, when a non-human noun is Case/case-marked, unlike a bare (i.e.,
non Case/case-marked) one it is interpreted either a kind or an entity. Having
such an entity reading, the Case/case-marked non-human noun when followed by
a plural-denoting numeral classifier needs to be supported by the plural marker.

3. 3. When a RC or demonstrative/possessive precedes either a bare or
Case-marked noun/NP followed by a numeral classifier

When modified by a RC, both a Case-marked non-human noun and a bare
non-human noun can denote an entity as well as a kind as in (28). Thus, when
followed by a plural numeral classifier, the plural marker on both nouns enforce
the entity readings of them:

(27) a. RC > non-human noun(-PL) > numeral classifier
[re poko siph-un] chayk(-tul) (#) ney kweni-i9
read want book-PL four CL-NOM
‘four books that (I) want to read’
b. RC > non-human noun(-PL)-NOM > numeral classifier
[re poko siph-un] chayk(-tul)-i ney kweni-i
(28) a. RC > human noun(-PL) > numeral classifier
[rc myentamha-yss-te-n] haksayng(-tul) (#) ney myengi-il0)
interviewed student-PL four CL-NOM
‘four students that (I) interviewed’
b. RC > human noun(-PL)-NOM > numeral classifier

[rc myentamha-yss-te-n] haksayng(-tul)-i ney myengi-i

Recall that whether or not modified by a RC, human nouns can have an entity
reading, hence being attached with the plural marker.

Likewise, when preceded by a demonstrative like the proximate ‘i’ or the distal
‘ce’, a bare non-human noun tends to be supported by the plural marker since
being modified by the demonstrative it is not bare any longer. In other words,
being preceded by the demonstrative it can denote an entity as well as a kind,
hence being supported by the plural marker that enforces its entity reading, as in

9)
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(29b).11)

(29) a. i/ce haksayng(-tul) sey myeng-i/ul
this/yonder student-PL three CL-NOM/ACC
‘these/those three students’

b. i/ce chayk(-tul) sey  kwen-i/ul
this/yonder book-PL three CL-NOM/ACC
‘these/those three books'’

A different picture emerges when a demonstrative modifies a non-bare
Case-marked noun. In this case, demonstrative such as the proximate ‘i’ and the
distal ‘ce’ can be ambiguously interpreted; as ‘this’ and ‘that’, on the one hand,
and ‘on this side’ and ‘yonder’, on the other hand. On the former interpretations,
the human noun in (30a) needs to come with the plural marker when followed by
the plural-denoting numeral classifier. But the non-human noun in (30b) can come
without the plural marker even when followed by the plural-denoting numeral
classifier because the reading available here is ‘four copies of this/that book’. On
the latter interpretations, the human and the non-human nouns without the plural
marker are interpreted as denoting a situation-sensitive kind or group, thus
meaning ‘a group of students/books on this side/yonder’, hence being compatible
with the following plural-denoting numeral classifier. The same pattern of
interpretations obtain with the pronominal possessive and the Genitive Case form
of proper noun as in (30c):12)

(30) a. i/ce haksayng(-tul)-ul sey myeng-i/ul
this/yonder student-PL-ACC three CL-NOM/ACC
‘these/those three students’
b. i/ce chayk(-tul)-ul sey  kwen-i/ul
this/yonder book-PL-ACC three CL-NOM/ACC
‘these/those three books’
c. nay/kimkyoswu-uy haksayng(-tul)-ul sey myeng-i/ul
my/Kim Prof.-GEN student-PL-ACC three CL-NOM/ACC
‘my/Prof. Kim's three students’
By contrast, unlike deictic demonstratives such as ‘I° and ‘ce’ the
demonstrative ‘ku’ (which was dubbed ‘the anaphoric definite marker in the
previous section) that tends to be used as anaphoric (i.e., referring to an

11) See the previous section for the discussion of the anaphoric definite marker ‘ku’ in the
same structural context as in (29).
12)

(i) A ofolg Al 9§ 7194 Hha.
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antecedent in a text) does not allow a situation-dependent kind/group reading.
Thus, followed by a plural-denoting numeral classifier, the Case-marked human
and non-human nouns need to be supported by the plural marker. Of course, the
non-human noun without the plural marker allows a plurality of the same token;
for example, four copies of the same book in (31b).

(31) a. ku haksayngx(-tul) sey myeng-i/ul
that student-PL three CL-NOM/ACC
‘these/those three students’

b. ku chayk=*(-tul) sey  kwen-i/ul
that book-PL three CL-NOM/ACC
‘these/those three books’

3. 4. When a numeral classifier precedes a host noun

When preceded and modified/quantified by a numeral classifier, Case/case marked
human and non-human nouns can comes with the plural marker, as in (32):

(32) a. ney myeng(?-uy) haksayng(-tul)-ul
four CL-GEN student-PL-ACC
‘four students’
b. sey kwen-uy chayk(-tul)-ul
three volume-GEN book-PL-ACC
‘three volumes of books’

These cases represent the optionality of the plural marker. Regardless of the
presence of the plural maker, both human and non-human nouns denote
individual entities. To repeat, the pre-nominal numeral -classifier results in
predicting the entity reading of the following noun.
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LAY Meol2 UeRd &0 EE%EJr 3 LA 4'3] [ s A EEJr oo m2W ITZA F
PEALE AP EAL} 2 Y AR ﬁ‘-rro]"_ 71 A7 £ Q5HA] Qdth FEARS o3l A
A LA 2P AR s Zlo] ofyet %%‘J ojd FEAPE AA Lol AU 89
o2 AZEAEA] A fRo 2 ALY EAS WHsHs Zlol O A9l ol é}ﬁﬂr.
SEAIgE 2o FE8A] o)A E/do] P&AL 39 FAF 2ot 29 ou] o] JFES
7IX7] W2of ol 548 A aeisfiop ghpa 2ot
3) =H=olY BEFIhAPR O] AAE Ol ofA] 1*1 solg] o], A8 Ad FEAet &
Wy FEAFE BF ZISICHBEEF AP OA A EEAME AFEe Aoy AHIE YEYE
FEAL R 7|ttt o gy, ‘§r}, ‘ofmr}, 7IEE¥ S ). 7189 A2 *é*o‘%%ﬂ} 2E }Oﬂ
e &Y FEAPE 48 BEE 4 9 3

= &‘E Eéd%* 4 O‘%Kl A E Zart

S _.H._?‘)‘

) rE ot o G, 1l ot Je rE re
—rjr
o%
L g

_>‘:



95

S A% (2011:216)014 o] 2ol el ol chat A 2lA BT el of2] Akl o)
Z-9%0] Yt BFYCE o] hAjo] hsh & 7ha] 9Bl itk AT NP2+ A TE0IA of
9 5 9k BAEQ BAL ojwA ZAY £ 927 £ WA, o] 1B A

Solt 7l Rl tigol thet Alza Mekolx] AFSAR A Ae) dejo] EHQIA BT 4

ol |2 o A FUstol, A PGAICIE BROLT Y GALZ G CEA Tof ‘2
MO MEstol NP2+ ALY PR3 $M5} 1A} Sk 53] NP2'9} A&olo] Qjujxel BAE
S8 NP2+ 54CH 329 o] EALS o /] 2] HlA] Astnat gk o] pe o
2 9 2ol A A2l g At 1RO ARRIol et ST 8 SACH S 4B EALZ Ao
= ARl gtk 21 M) IOIA Q1719) A2) el Anests 19 -0 sfe e A}
S8R9 A S SHPH S SARC £Yslo] o] & EUsH: ol g9k NP2+ ALY 720

% e odich 4RolA ]3] B8] o] 2L J|¥to 2 NP2+RACy TR0 gt AR PES}
NP2+ ACH O] Abed ofu]ol] cis 7|49 AL Al =a) At gt olo] lo] SE 2R
ol A 2] P § AL 7ol A LEN Ate) ojulof o] Almct,

418 ABo1 Aol 3 01 Magcﬂ Sl 0P}
AP EALZ B 55 = bored 7129
1€ +& }—o}Ur Aeolo] FEfoll A

shuel thalgh w0 2 ofsher.

(2) 7. T am bored with school. (U= Srw7} X Z5tc})
L}, Sam is bored with school. (A2 &hwof 415 0] Wrt) (BFxf 3] 2014:3)

SHRIGE ghto] Alej g g At TRl Azl 0l
o 2 vty A ¥, (3ch)9] “Act—4lofsict, (3o} )9‘] EEI]E%_)_IEJ"F]O]'E% N /‘\JE‘] %A]-Q] 3 Ef
Wal7t dojdh. (371, 371) Azl Aejd 8Ate BREE Ay, I 2Rol], HYS
=3}o] 1018 ‘L}'= 5]&3tct vhH o] (3uh, 3L )olA] AP = 3?_];2] - R
AsteEe ofof Alej ol PR 2] ghol A2l gAte] 2ol A Azolo] Fejo Walrt Azio
o, o] fizofl Azoi2f of3] 2Ju|7} FetRlct.5)

(3) 7F U= 23dol7E At / 7F. U 1 Aol 13 4.

th g st Atk /W T3 1 Aol 1Y
ok BaE 5ol s Alofste). / o, T 13 A 229l
%3 FEAE 43t R0 Yue ojojolct.

4 AP gAl 7ol 3980l UePd £ ol Ber alg 2 S0l 842 UAd, kg =
AL AEFE B URO 1402w sl oflje Ba upgel Wabk 191502 elxeh
d2ol 94 Aoke Fgtin got.

5) 2uolM L Ich vt Teglsi Yeje wAd of oojle gepictn g 2e¢sich e o)
£ 2™y ojojoj ARiejo] BECOMES] 27t Ziolc).
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WPA 0 2 290l 1712 ATl e 2 WobSolck. SRSt o] e A2 F8APE P Y 1EL
2o PRAHE 442 AYY 2 A2 B AYFEA AL 54 Bt 7152 AT A
Y 5 QIoh EA S FF AL HYEAIZ M EH M A Bl xfol7} 9lojA e
5] 22 BR2 A4A1717] ofzick. olo] chsh (6)o] A 1 Atol S Atm wxt

(6) 7}. 4l wajzt Ea, 0hg K7} AlstaL, Bo] Z17ksiet.
1. "g8le gejstn Basicte) (1A% 1989:154)
(671)0l1A4] H50] AHAHY8AL Eet, Absie}, 217} o] S7]e] W= 2 B} YA, (6
WA ARt Felsier el daa eate e B2stet 7l W gole 2R} oot
o] % of3] .27} A8 0hE E20] RElS ] Bo] R Folc),
Qroll x| Al2] @84} T2 oA] ARA ok, Zojo ofo] ojujAlQl B, ~Al-0] £ HAH S EX
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_4_‘
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gl e seld 2o gl

ojflol L LTy FRo|A -A]-'0] 3.8 @AM At B} -A]-7} Q1S 0 (8)} Lo] B
231 71sslch. 5119k (9)0]] 2l S0] NP2} “glofu{A], A0 o) T ‘NPL+NP2+BAICH 7-20]
£ NP2+RATH FROIE, ‘RACHI} A9 AYY 4 ¢

(9) 7}. "UHe Soh A7 AL 2A AT} / 7}, SrobuA| 7L AL A2 Ak,
U Ut A o] 249 AICE /U Al o] A e AT

8) WIA8)(2017) “FI5tck 7t Ael@ BArolRIR 23le] FIE ROl FISIcHE HyE At

2 780 S14Y oAt FEstctn At



98

ot U oA RA AT/ . "o AIAIN RALAITE. (ZH/dTE TEA])
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ABFT SEIATL. 0|24 AT PEAL M7} 2 PoHE JBFI NP2+pro+ R4 F20] 8
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she 02 JPYstn o] 5e PAR ROIY, o] Al WS & WO ofshd 4 ek,
o] 171 & 3] ofel Arztel W2l el At 2latafel ek et o2 Akl ola
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U, BE Alo] Uizt Wi 2491t Qi 1)

2] S 3402 P9 2olck (137hol A Lo 7ol 2] el
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rl
i

(14) NP2 + NP1 + Ayg(0]) + -0f 5} + -A| 5ttt

SHATE a2 A2 AT 0] AsetE o] £ JEi7E FAAHsHA sttt = AR A] &
A st = A"t Zlolt. o7l tish 2alolA thF A 2 Ayl ofA[LhA T
FEAE T2 DI S YA L2 ALE0] o] RO AL FPAtE2 F8AL 20l 27tsstt ol g
=01, F8AF HH FRe (157D "qslot et 22 EPAtEol 7HestAlRt (1A d FIAHS
@A st = 27 sh

L (NgEso] 2 %Mlédr.
ot oA st (A& 2~ 1996:1086)

A1782:(1996:1086)= "W} 9k 2 FEAP HolAl A St o e WA 0 = ALEEtE s
o ol ch2 3t 2ol SHTCL FEA WL (1679 2ol $AEIE ARA ALF2E ohEl Al
ACHs Zlolck. olg} B2 YA 02 Wit v} BYAEY] AFeEE BYE BAsto] Bl
(16119 2ol @ Zolck. (16)2} 2 A3k shHol A HPAI S FHAEL ol o} ek
MBS A AF5E1E ol 27 Hli Aol of Bl Belth 73] Holole YA S U FYAE

o dee ¥882 ol 4+ A

rr

i)

(16) 7F. ) + -of A + 7| s}ck — HolxIA) it

4gi BASt Alset A
dd+ o o+ 8 — gl
dei gAst At EAMY
B 0] A o] 2 B WobS ol UoA R AHEES Bt e F &AL RAch
AL TRAS0] ExfotA]l T FHALE 2U ERJSICE ShAY B AHAE RS AP S

13)8r20] AbEo] Tigt AFolME FAF -ol-, ~8]-, -2]-, -7]-" 5o olsle] WejHoz wAyE o
Fabsat A shepol odt BAM pHoR MWL gYAEolet AES] £ bx] gelo] oja
Eapslel wiko] 8 TG

14)A45-2 A170] ojuje TistolAgt ofsiEiTiu, WBAlA WAYE ALEADL 29 BAS AEE
o2 7] ofge 25 Yt Ieu AbS o] Ut ojujo] alAle ‘dQl-Zuto] ugk Atejolnt.
olejgt oA AHE'S olsiaittd WBALA WAYE ALEAL 291 Eo] Aol ofujE AlY
x| ortiebe EEs] AbEQ] Wl o] 5012 & k71l o] (2019:465) &),
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A A A shek et AR Zlolck Ul EAPY 8 Qlo] AL 8ksty] Aol SALELS sfof AbEEHE 4
SCHs S Zhoksto] o) A "B A Sik o e AR ARE ol thal oS (17)ut o] it

(17) 2Fol= AdE F48-+ @ + -7 sict

FeAb gAsh  Abssl

(17)014 A2l% §AF BaEE A shokoh AFat7] Mol 9iA] SARsekm LA A St 7
AL ARlok AFTICE AP §AL Ao FAtehE A SolaE AL o] elet o)L ol
o:]EH a2 o] JLZofA] ERstct. o]AF =0]&5 £ 315}0] NP2+DHE} 250] £ o] ths
aol7t 2T HHskl ok g(18)% 2o

ch. 3o|7t AFES TAA St/ R YA Stk (AHs A
2t so|7F 2T}, (Auey, B8 - +3(-9] stch+@ (-A 31T}))

(18)2 ‘NP2+24TH 78 =& sl chah 2T olo] ofste] ‘Safolr} RALy P2
U sao]7k 4T 729 NP1 U7 AME o] 5 @A Zlo] obd g & 4 glok ‘NP2+RA
CF 720l NP2} B4THo] ojuj& Q) TS LAl W Thes] ‘NP2+A’ 1-20] EAF7A o]
sto] SH9l5}7] ojick. 9fLpstl Ao] mfet NP2e) ojujejo] o2 1 NP2e} §9lo] 45k ojo] 7
A% ch2ch BE A 8 AL 7204 NP2 thd(theme)o] i1, o] ¢} @] NP2+t o] ‘NP2
£ AFE % (causer) 241, ARZlo|Lt Afeo] WAL EA15H Abgolut ALE § ko] Welo] Hct,
NPZeRAICH 7:20] Aol A0 WHoIA RASA 21 g4 RATHRe.2 0)2 3o of
Yzt @ gejo] oju] R4 Beshs B-+o (o] stche-A stk 2 o] 2ot Alejd g At B
o Azol ARZIe] 74 otk ‘o(-of shehro (- stk AR LY Fefol A oA
o2 THEx| ge REOoR EAISHL, o R EAolA AR ofu)7)sS wstn gk,
NP2 Bdchoto] ojujHQl T A= Uel-Zako) WAZ AL 4 9

4. 'NP2+540t L7o] ARd72 24

oK = o]5] o o £190] mhat NP2+ B 220] AATLEIOS S5 “BAICH e} ‘NP2
o] o)A 9l Aol that 714 Q) M-S Al s A} Fhet,

15)01%} Zai OI%% %7] A4 9Ju] &(Generative Semantics) A-LolA Sef5tg L, McCawley(1968),
ROSS(1972) S QAISH R|X|uke}t Fodor(1970) 5 uithu} StALS Afo]of A %5;3 ubskS ol o AT}

1980dc] S ofg] ¥ell o2& AUjEAolE W masolole oy ster] e wHsic
(Huang 2017 AFa1).

16)AFdFZ (event structure)= Al&ol(AF1)e} Fol(RFFojxhe] TAIE Tshe= Aol o]&9]
WAL o] x BA g,

ogh

g3t
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o] sl Aol Lal'BtnE st} o= Agol7t Aaste A1 Baid ofef oju] Qa2
sst Wolct. o]3] Bl ol 2o] WalolA Asole] sl BEe & £ Jix g maeic) sht
71550 2 of3]A oju]g Ggst Rroln] o} L(root)ol2til H27] & gtk & shib A1)

(eventualities) S UEL= B801t)], Vendler(1967)= o] S 37| “AEl(state)’, s (activity), &
(accomplishment), 24](achievement)o]2t= & Y| 71X a2 LBSICHL) AR Q0|2 7])<6}
= 712 U¥HR 0 2 AP &of(eventuality predicates)?l 7-5AHlight verbs)18) BE, DO, BECOME,
CAUSEZ B} AAL9] ofg]= o] A3 sh=tl, o= B&Atet ZYste] Aleofof a4 &
22 o2t} AziEo] 712t BECOMES Z2 ARi9| wistg Fxgitt. o] Wate Alzio] 334
0 2 oj" AMg] 2 UElUT} CAUSES AlS malstct BECOMER CAUSEY} 3t &=8to 2 Ueht
T o] 52 2ol AFA9] Qluf #AIE BT oA = NP2+ H 122 2AI517] 91l A2
P 8ALS AEstste AR], BAA AZojn] -of'9F B A GOl Shoh 2 LA E -of sic} B
‘d= At71ojn] BECOMEC 2 osfistt], Al2] &0l & Alsatste Al BaA AZojn] -7t Bx
891 -l 8 AR -7 stty E3h AL Alz1o]u] CAUSER o]sfistet. st=to]o] £ AF A]
0] AHlS FAste 4¢ 28U vtr BA AW Add 4 glal, BAEA Adoju]E uii2
341 B7FE(adjunction structure)g o] 2C}. gh=ojoflA o] VIrtEARE & BIF 1x192
Zladt). o] AR EA WP o2 NP2+ 2T #£29] A&l BECOME# CAUSEZFA] 5}5}
L "2 -+BECOME+CAUSE’ & o|a|& 4~ Q) T}

ox B r\r r-lE

(19) =Fo7t 74t

vP1 C
/\
3.30] vl
$ N
vP2 v1 (CAUSE)
/\ &
v2 (BECOME)

A o
A

@%01120 LR

2d_

7) 89 WL 71 41(2006:34) AL,

BERRolIE "Bre slchoh 2o NP2g sl PRE BEA 7802 CiRoRle 39ty
o] FLEolA HFAL Bt QuFoz = 7|oste vt 71—4 L O ARG =5 25 9
srg stch 2 oo AHU|E mAs] ofsf Algsti BQlE gtk oS BA UEhd 4 gin
2571 §A19} o] AMGHCE AEAE 84 et Ak A9 olo] 84 WEh §le @ YHIE &
ASICE THoF AEAE O FEl2 Low, SAl AEA9 A2z $AMCF @) olSH EA} 4
AR}t %@L}Oi bl7}—?’-_1_(adjunctlon structure)s FAst}. 0|2t o]=9] ¥Y2]= Chomsky(1995)
o 5]4.%0] o|20] e} 245 4 9lck. (Chomsky1995 A1)

19282 258 AZoju|E = ES gdof & Botelo] Qloog 28Avf HREA Apojo=
a-a g7t bl fot.

20)5-5-5(1995)0A41 NP2 ‘NP1+Aye'ehs BAQ] @R, T HAo tist "dd’S Alaste H7t
ole} gAR 7152 aystn Qlctm Ft.
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] O

(199 Lhp 2ol 2ole 920 Were o thaA SATES wrsiolct. 9] MolE
Yo7t RHLY TRL £l HEALR 0| FOiA SILk. B0l A Yle] AFEFo]

i,
4 -+BECOME+CAUSE'= AFA ®i5}e] Auto|t}, 75 A} BECOMEO] EAME 0] £Ql&] 1 "TA-"0]

(o]

-~ ol

99 Yt = 54} BECOME 72| 2 Q1451o] AP ‘pro 230l 24ich e} Wein vP2s
gt AFAY] ¥igkE FRshe BECOMEQ] A0 2 ‘pro 0] £43-'2 ‘pro 70| T4
-+BECOME' & Fghdt}. ojtf ‘pro &3 0] £43-+BECOME 9] ©]u]+= ‘pro7} AF710] ¥ighs 7191
1, $sto] Aubrt vt Sgolof tigk Zio] & Zlojet ekl s & Qltt. o]of J-5AF CAUSE7}
EARR O] £ 1 v2 2A-+BECOME = Al9-g B35l 7 5AF CAUSES] 218 0 2 CAUSEQ]
At 2 o]Fste] viS ARttt fhH AbEo] A0 2 'S o] = U B of(complement) At2]
ol A ©Alol(specifier) At2] 2 o] 55tH, o] = & FA o2 vI'yf Aesto vP1S FAetct. ZA AL
AFz0] oju] WA= "sFol7t g A2 BoT|A it o] Y2 proZt A1) HgtE A1, $igt
o] Auh= vtz 3o & Aojot ek siAg 4 ot
NPI+NP2+ AT &1} ‘NP2+ 8T 122 22 A &AF 2] ol +
AT #Ao] Wt 29 ojuvt Zetilch AR A2 AP &AL ROl A A
5 90 QT SR} P2 ARSAQl #AIE Wt TbA AR 8AF 2 ol
Al ER S Aldeta B 4 Qo). SHAITE 22 A2 P EAF EolHEtE F 7HA] 9

T
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ol shgst Ale) AelE Bk 2ol i E shps AL A
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(21) 7} AL EWD, (2= RI2shc}
L ARESREW, (29 292 AlFsit))

(2D 50 Y2 BEA T TN 22N Q17N BL Y ()72
T (21Uhe] A9 fiR(10] 1) o] 72| Zojolt}. (21
Aofel V-ing @ AL SASHON, (22)0] HOIZ0] RS R)e ( [£FRAT) + V'Ol AHO 2

_l_
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02) forR  (E WO ) EW.
09 28 (S22 sl ) AlRstct

o] 53 o}3] Bl o 2ol WER A R L UA| BFo|E JUH R PALA POt B
$AH AL S0 )5 § YA USE AU 3 MOREW (0] $YE AR
SN EBRI S fR(1o] 490 ARl 4olely Bk AAE AR RIS
ol)'8 A% o] Beke £o2 st Tk of £90l JlRsel At sidY 285 A
Moz oxE AHF 8L Hohe Ho= 2 4 9ok,

g o] BolA FEAH: SAI Ch5E YIRIol QAT etk ojo] BAolM PEAH: BAE
240817 "be’ A2 Boi7} o] be' SAIe} @ stLte] Mol g o] 2ok SHAIR @ Tol, 53
of AP gAt 1B Te), FATEL ofH 8] FL oL Fojo] wet Hal P gAte] Fevt Fain

o

(23) 7}. 1 was excited (about the holiday). (U= §7FA82to]] %)
L} His story was exciting.  (Z19] o]o}7|+ 0}—’,‘— mrd8ict.)

(237D excited®] FAI7FAI'GE 7= A& el 1 %2 A'd-S =7/t 0] il exciting &
g2 AW Bte= s UERdt Tt ol AP &AF oA E A Qo] & el 4
Act. gHH Sharo] Al2] &AL i 'NP2+Aye olA] NP2 [-AFE] Qo [+At- % 51 8-3tct. Gof

A& o] BBS sholst 2 9t} “I'm exciting” A0 2 AFRSH 4 9l 2xfo| 1 (2371)1}
“*EJ Tm exciting” = W7 35 excitedsl] SH=0H= Q0)7F Hot. OgE AA| 2 o] ojo] & A

Q7T WA k& oot

5 A

A27HA19] o] -2 Qofshdl TSt 2k, 2ol 4 A2 §AF TR0l QA ok, Fojet
Hgolo] BA, -9 5.8 AY 5 5 HAFO2M NP2+RAL 20| P = 44
SAT9} ChOFR xfo] 7} EAISEI NP2oH 'R AICH ] o 0] T 43 A T-20l4 NP29} 434
PEAL Juja A E Chacke 2 AYstdct 5 HP S £42 BT 7152 7}
AT 7] ojck AWATNAAY Mol FEAE P EALR Wi e HelP §AL 72 A
of 3l 28] QA BHA] 23 Afolch. AR PEAL FAH R YT NPZ+RAE TEL Y33
7 VS E‘

o)
ik

gAF 2at 2Rl xtol7} Qlrk. AAME AUFIF EANSL SAHE EASA R, Ea A
ARA kS neft FA stol 2
A

T‘L*Ur A}Ez} BRI A st} % SAHEO] =RISRAL, AFS ©ju]E 7] ‘NP2+pro+84

F-22 NP1+ NP22 2AIstH o] AFE R oA £ &&= 7102 Aotstirt. ©& o] B0
ofste] ‘EFot BAY 22 Ur 207 FAT £29 NP1 U7 AAIE & sk A
°] OH%% 7 ot NP2+R40 729 Algol= HeF8A ST 7 oty 2t F e oju]
2ol "R -+a (0] steh+-7 sttt 2 o] Bt} A AF FAIH & o] Aol A9

bo
mlm
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(-of stch+@ (-7 stth) = Al 2 H FEfollA] QA o2 LR ] of2 &

= SARROIA FANA QL oJu] 7|52 FEhaL ek NP2t "RAde o] ©

2 o] A= Hdsto] dgstidt.

= olg foH ol gof wat NP2+t F20] AR 0] teh =25

Actol Aroﬂ ofu] ¥AE 2SI NP2+ FATH 29 a0l Bes] AF AN #AH7T

ofUe} BECOMEZ CAUSEZIA] 3316 "84 -+BECOME+CAUSE S o] £t} BECOME+CAUSE: A
Al 2 FEolA Aoz LR IS B2 o2 EAISIAL, o] B2 FARROIA XA o

0] 7]1%S gostct, ‘NP2+2 40 Al2]38AF L50] QB thate] £48 g3lst= Z1xa] HUo

cejdct stdete, ol HER7 AR o2 A E] o] AFY oju] 2 |5 A2 g A Lgolct.

r rr
ol
_|-L| !
ruﬁ

il

=Y=019(2020), =@ =old HH/d T YA (A 1.0), https://corpus.korean.go. kr.
AA5(1989), "ol e FEAREe] H7HA] ZAIT, ofstd ot 25, Aetietal ofstd+t 4, 151-165.
841(2006), “FH=o] SA] A}Zj%iﬁl} o}3]A}". sholst 30, 3H22o]3ts]. 31-61.

AH(2005), o] & gAlo] A, ol

U714 9] (2019), E& o] EHE  SHLESIAL.

U2 5(2007), 5H20] 20]0] Ab RS} =8t SLE | Al STfst g Suty

grxj8](2014), Al PEAL F79 7|2 2ol TS AR, ol =A 1, g0 =87, 5-34.
urR)8](2017), “A3 S =5t} Ale] 53 88} L520] o|u]-BEAF LR, IHEE LT 46, Ut o] 2
st3], 35-64.

A% 2~(1996), o] B9, stoFryjet w S ik

555(1995), "= /\}%—Eﬂ} 0579 =gz A7, Adiste soj=2shy tish,
AR Q] =

o]5d-3(2012), "#°] 2t A, olF A 40, F=olFuSATE], 7-32.

o]algt - 0]7I8H(2005), Al2]=-AtQ] oJu| =2, A& ot

Q1= 5(1997), “0] & ZolBo] EAF 17, st 23} 19, Al 2stn 1AZIS st 1Y) 31-66.
58171(1998), =o] FLAF A, SHLRIA},

FAZR2011), "FEA] BAF =T A=) e, =AM 17, fh=AbdslE], 209-238.

A7471(2005), *X+-0] 51" ol et A7, o} 2T 33, ghol & s], 107-134

31/H2021), “'stot glo] UERL = it} o] tjsto]”, o]t 194, =0l =283, 125-155.
Locke, John(2017), An essay concerning human understanding, Hastings: Delphi Publishing Ltd.

Deng, SiYing(2010), Chinese formal syntax, Shanghai: Shanghai Education Press.
Chomsky, Noam(1995), The minimalist program, Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press.

Vendler, Zeno(1967), Linguistics in philosophy, lthaca: Cornell University Press.

Huang, C-T. James(2017), “Argument Structure, Lexical Decomposition, and Light Verb Syntax”.
Studies in Prosodic Grammar 2, 1-31.
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ddis=ol IR T, w(B)e &9 7ol et 9T

re
-+

AE
(B W7

o o2
A

A

g W N
woHr o x

r o2 Hr o% rfu

T—

1. A=

Ben

2 =89 ExE ddF=o] H[EA (non-negation) 7 (bu), I%(H)méi(you))e] Exot Y 7152 79 ot
o Ao UF=01 T, ’(B)VE (la-b)ollA Bl AFAQ FAololtt. BAolzA Fe= & A -
FHE BAsH &= ARIe SRS Bt

1) a. i3k, i A,

jinlai, ta bu mang

recently he NOT busy

8% It vhmx) gk (L FTAHA)

b. #F bS] F] e.

youju hai méiyou kaimén ne .
post-office yet NOT open-door Prt
FA=o] oAk & AR FSdh [ SR

Fulze AL F, #(E)H HEAAR 488 SE Ykt Aol oE S0l (2a), (b)NNE T, &
()2 ASSAE Bgel e Werl glonas, F, @H)7H HEY g¥ez rolw Jom B 4
aich.

(2) a. fib DBER Tk, ZRIL % % 71,
td xIinzangbing tafa , chadianr méi si le |
he heart-disease attack, almost MEI die Prt
T Aol Eustol Zlmgicew 52 Wl

b. fb 3 FLAE. R T 2T,
ta zuoshil cuxindayl , nan mian bu shoupiping ,
he work careless hard-to-avoid BU be-criticized

x st=Q]Zojtfjstn H=+olo]2s}tsty 7FAKpiaohezai@kakao.com),
xx StZQ]ojtfjety JojBHASIE 12~ (kwangsup@hufs.ac.kr)
1) = %A ooy, Fojof|A] &S o] 20} (8 1999:383).
1) ?301 HMEZH AL o]2 dojBdy JLZ(Redundant Negation Construction)o.@ HQIC} o]z]st IA
R, ZE R )L 5 WA et ©oj7t ojo] EA4ou]E &elsty o, 7, & (F)7H (BAIR) £47]158 dXlst
FAe= JAAE Tt
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Tt dg AYTIMYStel vime g T 4 ¢k (WE S 2007:98]

rlr

F, %(E)Y EHA 7150 o] BEHIH(EEH 2012, BEFEE 2018), FBA oF EAHA(EH 2020) 5
o] F4=o] grovt AA7IA] F o A7t gtk T 4= k. B Ao A vEA L T, 1%(H)E FgFolgn
FAstazt gk

B AFAE HEA T, 1%(E)7E Zole AP FAo g5 1 EH7|52 dhtyoz =9 g}
HIBA R, 1%(5)2 AFA FAoRE D ZAILHE(T BSTH+VP, @ %%/ FHE+FR+VP(~5HA] &S 4
eh, ©® &(E)+VP+Zai((eH) ~8t7] Aell), @ 3]u]- WA A FA - A- FAFAE(E)+VPS ©] AT
B g3 Fa FFL olE FEL nT RAFJES 545, ol RATX] HIRAT, &(H)S
Ql3]tttE Aojtt.

B d3Ee ot Zo] A=l k. 2FAE HEA T, &) EH75 At AFA 7=
ARSI, 3FNAE HEA T, &(E)Y 7RAL =23t 479 Fo FEL 9 4 FRL BE
BEAgZ0 oulE 5]8st, HEA F, %(A)E FAEES Tt JsiEHE EAITde =F
gt mpR|gto 2 5o AE BR ol =08 QoFsty 4 d7o] A|E A

2. AYATF HE

AYATE HRA T, B 29 AL Ao RO A9 Y FAL =R A9 4k
S 9t BANE A F, &) Aol e ARATE TE. o5 ARATE A T B2
e 4 Ytk A WA BRE o5 HEAeE JuRgyEoR TEss Zolth HEY Fk(h)re
Bl 7, R(H)S ErSh Teol FUst 4 AL ol 9k wetd AFBWAAE Ao
nRgRos EAgTh A, HEAels F@A FEA stz 2FsHE Zolh  1990dd Sol
F=0]9 quantity) BFl tie A7 DL ok, oA Fo ol hE Y] FBA WS
e EASe ATHATHEFH 2000). HEAY F, k() 94 FoA F EAY stz B
A7} e |ITHES 2020).

X 9
H
i<l
vl
o

2.1. BRFETER18)S] Yo RAHZRA

HAgoldo] giudQl AFTE BRAEEQRIS)E § 4 Atk e HIEA F, 1%(F)7F ol F4S Hutxo =
AR B2 ZRJ)L T 807t FAYnE WAt U= AA FZol(implied negator)2hal 2 o
2T MR T, B A8 RTE Sol AT Y $HJRsk BARE 4 (foating)stel
vehd 24 oJoJ/d-E(the redundant of negative words)®|=2tal £t}

laoban bizi chadian méi giwaile, zhé shi na gén nar a "
boss nose almost MEI flat, this is which follow where PRT?
APSE Z7F shtbA A9 wlFold M =g, =0 & A2E she Aole”
b. ZfR &F Z& @ "AET X & W BROmpL w2 [0l BRFH 2008 : 7]
laoban bizi chadian qiwaile, zhé shi na gén nar a?

(B) a. W &+ ZE&H & "|ET X ‘& B B WL g2

! ST 2 AL OIS YRS 9T, H+R+AP, VASE, /(5 NumP+E-e A8
Joll gojult Qix uARA AT, B Aold chRAl Hrh §AF @A Lol EMELCR)VPIE
Hol Rl AetH HOR, MFRVP, FEA+AP, FR+F+VP, EF3(dei)+VPE
EERSOE P DL
2 8 gHo = U, A ABATE T+ Aelrt

1t
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boss nose almost flat, this is which follow where PRT?
ASE 27T shuA A9 wjEold W sied, =OA £& A2E ol Aolar

(3a)¢t (3b)9] Atol= el E@AFET tE=rh fRrol WEW, 3a)2t (3b)e 9ml= EEAHoz ZTTh (Ba)E=
JuoR 7oA HHolrt YA Folw Al WY 5 BA guE RAAI|HE dol@He] A
g & 29 & ek Tt sgeld kojskRel, MERY F, E(H)H 29 Aot KelA e A £
oulg zol7t gl BAEBe] A grow, E HEFe Bt WEA Uehler s 7 BE
EAgT Qo] RAHRLE oF 49T 4 gt

2.2. T&E(2020)°] F&4 & A4

7, B(H)7H Fol i sAke] BohE @Eshe ATE Qe

(4) a. 3k B-T7 — M 4iEZ;%F rE E-B #-T =2,
wo yao-le yi béi chUinmainaicha, zai wa-li zuo-le yihuir ,

[ ask-ASP one cup pure-wheat-milk-tea in room-LOC sit-ASP for-a-while

© &4 Y3H gt FFstaL Al ol Qtop i [o1 & 2020:139]
b. & % Z-7 T —2)L, FTEE B EiR F] sl-# BB K-T,
wd yao  chi-le bu yihuir, liyunchang you laodan kaimén yin-jin wa-li lai-le

[ medicin take-ASP BUfor-a-while, LiYC by old-Dan open-door lead-into room ASP-ASP
W2t kg wie &) ot A ol gYiel HeS B3 22 91 Wo Sojgich

(42)o 1A —£JLEA)E ShaHe] b Treke] gitk. o] (4b)ol Al ShaHs —2 )Lelehs Alzke] A7) B of
Aok WS SeUTh EEQO0ME olF HRAR R, E(h) AAZ B At 4 Sol, 2L
(1%)(-& MBIThye ‘o P42 eI e a(F)VP(-3HA %€ 4 glth “slm < vetuict.

olefat ol AW AL e T BA Atk AA, FO MRS AUAA WA WEsE, A g4
F WFS At @ ASE TP Ak B4, Fol B BB slel IA 127t He F AAE
18] olele A9E Fels ZaksA k.

(5)(=2b) fth = HLKE, HERE T ZHE,
ta zuoshi cuxindayl , nan mian bu shoupiping .
he work careless hard-to-avoid BU be-criticized
Ug AYTsto] ulEE 21 M 4 ik (W53 2007:98)

=
(6) FHE ® BN H BT LA,

i

rir

chéngke méi déngjl qian yao jinxing anquanjiancha.
Passengers MEI board before, must proceed safety-check
£7450] @25}7] Aol HHZIALE Slof gt 158 2007:105]

(5)9] # B(F) ALY AR, (6)0] I~ AR HSTAZ Lepdick. Qb AT - 32+ &
%5 2eaya S e, EECR), B 2eSHT DUt E oS o) J1E o &
5 g st AN BFL AT YA ek oS Sol, f(hen, very)nt 2
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3. H|RA &, (/)Y s7t=

B AtoA= vRA F, &(E)7H R0y, F8H & BAX ohd A Fo|(Negative Polarity Item) 2}l
FA. oy o] FolA HAFFolEe not, WE- T FAA HA glojlm 2U £ th 57
Linebarger (1987)= 2A3Fol7l KA (Negative Implicature, BERE)N oste] <152 4 ¢l ot
FAst ok B A7 F8 FFL HEA T, %(E)E BAESEA st Ql5|EE BT e
Aoltk. 7]E AFAAE T, H(B)E FHoRT FFT B EHA mAF EHIFozE H A
grokeh sHARE ¥R O, ()% F715ke A8Te BE HAYuE WESIT ATEERETE 2018). olF
BETe 1) F5 ke, BRAE 2 8932 JA-FH AL A T FEEA, 2) BA ESUL

3) A&AL ZaT Sd, B89 ou7AgolA A4 A gk B AT E olF0] HAARF ulE
7HA|, olggt HAFFO] F, #(H)Y EES sttt T RALES 8ok A8 U T,
%(B)7F H3017t ofd BAFol=A 29 4 Q& st FPTAe Aot thg &L & ol w1
LT B HATS AR wEtA HREA 7, #((H)Y St Rrt AFEdE RS BHAE

(7) 4R H=® JLF B AT A

jintidan dao huide jlht  you wugian rén ,

today attend-meeting DE almost be thousand people.

Q= 3]ofof] AR AFE2 #9] 5,000 0] Hoh [T FoHAT]
(8) fb BT —g., JLF (&) A3, [FRFHE 2008 @ 34]

ta jidoxia ythua, jthd méi shuaidao

He underfoot slip almost MEI  fall.

T o] nlnf™qA Aol dojd W Sict.

—[m

(7-8)9 L= EARZ|Y Eeo] AR Fdsht AAls FRHY TS oAFRoA AolE HRIMh (6)9
NFALdE Ao AL duisiy, (7)9] LA ~& #athe A9 u#AS oulgict
HIBAT, &(F)e @)l 3¢ 4 Aok o8 AL HRA 1, &(F)7t F44 48771 si7tel&E
= A= FAFol(Negative Polarity Item: NPI, HERIN)ZFIL FHT & A= SAE ATl o 430
Ae HFEARY | FES 4 AESHHA, B33 A&7 BA AFo] ofEA FAEHE=AE Ho|a

7 gt

1 37

ol

=.

':q‘

4.1. ZEHILHE+VPY -3 3

EZRILO] Hdste w82 F8Y ®7 AdE 2= L, v U AYE o= ok

9) a. fit ZEHJL HLk KF, <3788 oA (g 2= A) — 284 A 2yt (Bojd)>
ta chadianr kaoshang daxué
He almost get-into college.

1= distol 22 Witk (YEPEAIR distol]l &4 R8it)

4) ZRILS £, E2—RJL, 21, 28, /LT, Bz giFstd & & o
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b. fibZE AL % EL KF, <3788 oA diged &+ A) — 3848 A 239 (£3)>
td chadianr méi kaoshang daxué
He almost NOT get-into college.
Jx stobElw ojstol]l wAstA] 23 Waych.
(10) a. & B BiT=E TN, ZL EE INEZIL,

woO qi zixingché buxidoxin , chadianr zhuangzhe xiaohéair ,

[ take bike careless, almost ran-into  child.
<EAZA 7|0 (ofolg &°] ¥A] A= 7)) — 3R A4} (F0] EA] AZ)»>

U A4S Efept slstA] ool stotelw ofolg Solure Malch (chys] Solural ekolch
b. & F BITE T/, EZmL & EE ML,

wo qi zixingché buxidoxin, chadianr méi zhuangzhe xidohair , [Z1& 3 2007:104-105]
[ take bike careless, almost MEI ran-into child.
B8R 7Y (ofo]& &°] ¥A] = A) — 384 ddAu (Fo] WA &3>

(ghEo] 7S Ho}) U7t A7 S Bkt £AJaHK] 9o} R1Al ofo]2 Solukg Waix| Hof.

EZH)Fe2 (9a)Ad S48 71 — BAA dAZAn2 oS SEsh7]® okl (10a)A8 244 7|
— A dAARZ S G| = D). (9b)ollA BAo] &= ZAut iAol WIS w2 S=st
ch. giHof (10b)ofjA = Hl¥ Jol &+ 2 siM9] S =/do FFS FA] et (9-10)9] RS Eof
RE EgJLo] HEAL] &5 571k e A & 4 Aok (10)XMH Z&JLo] B84 7ol uhtut
Thts 7 Qofet, v2 KU %S ol7istct. OhA] ol VPt QJo]sh= ARdo] WAHGHA] QIofod sh= 2
AR 7197 Q1S 74 Qofek & o] H|Rgol2 AE= % olth. A8 EAJLS I AHARE <AA| LAY
5IA] okes>olete HBAA olu|E JIX|1L QloL}, o]Zigtoz L H|YA 7% £330 HZEXNS ALK &
Stk wito] Zh= <@RASHA] QIQto™ Z7Ach>ehe Eﬁ srzaup Agtstojof H|B2A %9 WS 571
gt7do] dEich
(11) v]¥2A & 3]71e] 58571 : A+ B

A, W Shx 0 <UAYSHA] IQto ™ Sk BAA o>

B. o3]& oJu] : zZ )L <AA| TASHA] o>

4.2. /A HB+T+VP “~51A] & 5 gty
olojA X %/ FHF+A+VPAIA BIRA O 52 5 &ote FATFY £1S AW EAL

(12) a. = N ¥% 3L —L FER.
yige rén nanmian fan yixié cuowu .
one man hard-to-avoid make some mistakes.
Apgol oiztel Alg watxl g 4 glol.
b. —MAMERTIL—LAEIR. [0]4 2 2016:293-294]
yige rén nanmian bu fan yixié cuowu .
one man hard-to-avoid BU make some mistakes.

Atgol ot} dag WehA] g2 v fled. (2Hde e daE Yohr] gdstew df)

5) QoM = (9XF F-A ol — 9784 AdBR=E Ae v]Fo

QICH(E Ak BIRE 2020)

i
3
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A-2(2016:291-294)0] W2H, (12a)°14 ¥ VP shgoju] 2He 'VP7F A= AL Hil= Aol of
F ol Aoltto Qir}. (12b)ollA LA VPY 2H8-on] 232 (TS Hst= Zo] ot o]HAThH VP7t
stz 715 vigthe] Qlth O+ ol2dt & 7|xE o] JAY A7t AL VP HAS 3YstA|
‘{’3—8—3_ el F83 mx=ta 5T 32(2016)9  =oe gl At =97 glS
FE (20209 FHH & BAHQ2)T FASEE A7 RS (U v gethet 22 319 H] g

H

Fe Wrks P We AWA 379 swgol Wes| R Eg BAo] 7} oA A A
AFeAA YerlA HQEAE ABatoior & Aol

2 QTAE HeomVPlA F AR olsldes s Hsge teiny] mr, 284 27]
AF(ET el Mol A EEL o7} SHethT Bot WA, S <w B s} ek dbolahs RAEES
A,

(13) a. x/NEILENESE, X R,
b. NELET S, M,
ofols} o} A2l @Al Rstel o - A4S WY 4 gk (ol UFE 2007:98]

Yetpo] oj]Fog BAYS F=5uE 45 VP BHHEZF o7 WSS YsHA] &= APAE 7he] Aot
gtk (13a)°lA riE(EE T, &Fcte)e AFEEC] HHEZFOE WAS|E Holke ARdo|BRE 4
Holo] & 4 gltt. W] (13b)9] FriE(ES ¢ EthE AIFEC] REFoz WSS ¢ 314 o=
Ateolaz, Jtpol Folol & 4 AUtk & (13b)9] F= FFol= 4= ojof gt

(13a-b)7} HoJFxo], a2 Em)Le FAH o|ATe=E HRA 19 EFE 7o) £ sttt
S ZLJLME HAY dety &3 Aot HIEAR 19 EFE SUlGIE 4+ Ath (13a)e
Hefnol BpApe]l x7] A4 2 WA Y ARV HiAE FHEY W@ Agstglenz ol o] 19
S8 o7ketAl Xtk WHHO| (12b)= #fRol <TAYSIA] Ygtod ZE0rh= HA4EC W= 1t
Astslgon g o]5o0] 7o &8 F{Uistty. QoFstyd cheaf At

(14) B]57d £ 57t Sv2d © A+

A, wabA shx <1f‘_:!'/\gﬁ]-7<] oIoro =0
B. oJg]A 9l : <HAYSHA] fofod EAch= BHA v]|3| Yt vist= o>

A& (15a-b)= VPZAITFEE EIF HIFA 8BS ATt AS HoErh

(15) a. F‘E EHL OBl = AT ZERE,
chéngkeé déngji gian yao jinxing anquanjiancha.

Passengers board before, must undergo safety-check
57450] &5o17] AMo| AL Sfof gt
b. ®E % OB R N e [o]4 Z1% 5 2007:105]
chéngke méi déngjl qgian, vao jinxing anquanjiancha.
Passengers MEI board before, must undergo safety-check
A4S0l gostr] Aol PAGALE slioF gt

- - a

6) ¥&(F) Aol R/EAR/E&(B)S, Z /1 thAl Llaroly sl 2 4 At
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zHio] oMo of| Hld BAH onE AZH=AS GARI] o] Golgt dolo] AF HA
A7tel BAR shA @Rol, Folo HeEAL ~57] Hol ‘before HAIE srbsie 2u
A g

(16) A= obF= B Mo E 1 A=E WA Uit
(17) Susie sneaked out of the place before anyone saw her.

(16-17)7} Q1 o= $A7F O A= E WA U Ao I8 2 Aol gitks AL ou|sy] o Eojct.
o]5 gFo T (15a-b) RS thA] A5t BI2 31 o7 (15a)= @3] H|P7] &5 st A=
Zledttty S £ Q. & HHAASE ggolEt:s A2 FIPHEdE Aotk dH  (15b)E
FAAAGOlE Eor gt AL oujditt. & b HAPE dojdt A o]Hofl& 5] & $oh= ARdo]
A rEttE Aotk 23T WA ZR-TES BAFFHYA TS Ay T 4 glon,
a2t BAAR AFo] &S Qsiste Zolth. (18a)et (18a)°] 749 &7F BF=A] UpEF Lof shed|

(18) a. & & % FR Z A, ft 5L B Rl 5% T,
hai méi qu xuéxiao zhigian, ta jiu ba zuodye xiéwan le

yet MEI go-to school before, he just get homework finish PRT

aE st 7b7) Rl 2e 4R 27)8 ot

b. *if * FROZAT, fth B O {EL B 7. [0l &R 2020:16-17]
yet go-to school before, he just get homework finish PRT
(19) a. & #5E el ZEir, TEE B,
méi zuowan zuoye zhiqgian, bunéng huijia

MEI finish homework before, cannot go-home
SAIE o BUi7] Ao, dofl sord 4 ¢l

b. 5 Rl ZEI, TR [E=xR,
finish homework before, cannot go-home

w (18a)oflA &7t BFEA] BQJE olfe HA|2AY|E UX]7] Adl= stulof] 7HME ¢F Hth=
ol 7l wEolt. mEpA v[E AAR2 stwE ke b BASHRT EA|Etk
Mol A =ig7t 22 S 9l Zolch o2 (19a-b)e Ze WAooz MHs 4 9tk X|Z7HA|
oF

st g3t 2t

o o
1o ® oX
mu ol a2

o Fo o 2

(20) &442 ¥R & 5719 S22 A+ B
o L
. p

A WA gHE ¢ Xebs AR

o}

~ €2
i)
rr
u
0%
i)
2
X
rr
0,
rin

msteh),  FrE(delste), Bk AlstH).  HlE(HIAstH), B IE(AAlSE), &I (A ST,
PR (), BAE(HAIsIH), g /4B(A2std), fE(ddistd) SAts W=2o 82489 ., &A=
T L o

z2dZ 4 A o ol FAY T8RS 520 tish #8A AHGYulE et Folot WHA oS
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(21) X HEBS=E Ertunts ) BESEN, 1B T OERER oS Y
dul jiaoyududaoshi tichude dudaoylijian ju bu caiqu gaijincuoshide
to Edu.-Supervision-Office put-forward advice, refuse BU take improvement-measures

WA AZTRE w&e) oo tisto] i =X she S ARt [FE 2016:115]

A8(2016:118) E+F+VP P29 HHAY 17t AFDS %iﬁ}b Aol A ARgHT L gL o]
£ & o d9UsHA o, HEFor WS SPctA] g WA HAPA A FAb et A @
gt v 2 7 2@ £ Uk

22) a. O B8 X - WE ., fh B\ BAE T R, [BrFHE 2008 : 53]

jlan baba qi -+ chuanxi, ta jiéli rénzhu bu kua
See dad breath catch he do-best hold-back BU cry
ofulx|7} - Aol g WU, Tt opw &S A9

b. & #ERZN BE 2ME THK,
wo shijinquanli  xidngyao rénzhu leishui
[ exert-strength try hold-back tear
Ut 282 Aody oztale Aok (2o SaEA]

oAl 2Qlch. RAA Ate] FAM BAE(AASI})L B

(22a-b) BE SR} LS 8%sta] o wa :—5
| o= (92) Abz'0] AR ), (22a)71F ol So] u]BAo] Kt FHST 4 9l O}

7(—1 oz HMH 0 _JEII-O]-
QoFstH o&af g
s A R(E) 5171 22 - A+ B
A WA R <@FAH $AS AYstA] ges
B. o]9]A oju] : <BEAA ApA>

qz

5 A=

AG7HA] @ulF=ololA ot BESHA #HEA X HRAE 1N, %)Y 22X 2¥71%el disl =
ottt 7IENE ols= Ei—l 7z E@F FAo 2 FHET EAE HYoY oAo=Rs
NRA O, %(A)d BH715S SRS AR 4 gtk B AFE 0RA T, #(A)S 4ol 2 o gol
BESE Rl ol Fa8 ot vt wAoldn TAeqd sAw, Agelvst W 3 oln
shishe Aol Wash 9= 39, 4 G Bde Bgelz S48t 19 el
T8 ()9 2¥7150 tis) et o] dukshe 4+ gl

(@4) T, () BN

2ol el Agolst $ATS Weto] APR 4 : ¥

b. UlA 2, S vehi 8ol RAEEY W2t F ol shirt Fel® BRIA -
7o)

B A7oME A87t RAouE gEsis ) Ao AYA WA 7, &E) FES dHeR =
A8 Ao, o 2ol A7 A9 £ ()} EADL AR GE FRAS 94 Jololeed

dzZHet AE "3 & Ly ot Aot BAHTol vty 7&3k(streathening)®] <]

I-J

HU
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Al Zckn geA gtk $A30l o, @(E)yh oled Bkl duloleld] ofmgt oulg FAo]

ANE & o Hws) s Wast gk

X FEY

@%&(2016» "ghE JdolnAel Wejet ool FERABTL, 64

3320007, "HUEFo] o] BHTE AT - SRUFFIVPY PO (EAILKVP T
1 PERATS 39,

mTﬂol(zozn rEao] 8lng
Solteta YAHE R,

§2(2013), "HAHh 3?1‘01 —RERVP 7 A, FA TSt HAR=E.
§2(2016), "X (F)VP ?L—E— A, FE=ta 55,

2(2
FR751E(2018), THARDUBERRBEM T, ERINEAE BH0X.
B H(2001), TESIAZLIEN " SULD) S M, TIE SHE 55,
3.2747(2010), "' Mete F e R, TRIDETRFEZIR(FEEFIFER) s 25(2).
22ER(2020), TIALTRGE /XVPZHU W ENESIEI TR, ERIBS AFE
A0 3 2B FH AR (1982), TIUGEIK R IF A EEA R R .
FESHFSMRL L

ERK BRIRF(2020), EMER L E—RIRVP AXHIFEE0F ), TIESHIRET

2. E0i#(2004), TH VP Z R 5" /x(’ﬁ_)VP Z A1, TR EIEXS 5
F&E(2015), "EA (7% ) VPRI AL, TEEIS R 3

FE(2020). TADIBR AR B EMENI T, EiBE B RF AR
EEH(2012), "MARTOERHREERSIA R, EIBHTEKE

B30 RRE(1980), TR EILAR A R RILEIR 1, TENFE M
4.

REM(2012), "EhIEARM S ERIE LER NG L SR, TREIEYX .
2.5K3H4E(2004), TIARPGEEIAR RS, LiE 0 FAREMRL .
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Linebarger, Liliane. 1987. Negative Polarity and Grammatical Representation. Linguistics and

Philosophy 10: 325-387.
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1, 25H 7|

2 AT = ASEfdel EF NS 25t0d AN ol LIEt H[RE2| EF S MR
1, ReMo=z MASH AN Z3e| MA| Wotg ZASEIXL Stot. Cf A HIO|E{&=
>, <t 0] 7| ZAMN> S 35 2| O Aol LEEH 88| 0| .
AE2= 20214 8€ 1< https://github.com/spellcheck—ko/korean—dict—nikl &
sl FEE <SHF0| 7| =AMN> 266,000, <> 265,000, <EFEZO{CHAE >
91,0002 2 & 722,000 2 ti&2 2 e} Ol HIO|HHE EMZ 1At FEHOE Sat =4
£, 24t 22 E 7o el H| 7| & FF, 34 HEld 7|8t | 22| X5 HE T
St 2| doleHE FZ & EMS AR HAN FEO 7|dte] 7|AX ZEZFS 10
AlEl o 22 M5t https://github.com/doublems /korean—bad—wordsoll
W= 22| of 22t 20221401 ‘Al HUB'O| S71El EIAE R2|H S Ho[EH! 52
H 22| F &0 AN E Safl o[ FO{ /Lt 8Lt AFM AN Z 7|8t 2 ot H| g2
JS A =2 FHof =&Fulot OSEte FYe=
o= olyulton] ...HAHS BSE Y| SIQUCL et &2
T =75t 18'0|2tk= A H’ 2
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Main goal & Data

+ The main goal is to identify the novel type of discourse intensifier wancen in Korean.

* Three types of wancen (Kang & Shin 2012; Yeop & Yang 2016; Ahn 2015; Lee & Whang 2017; Lee 2018, a.0.):

(1) &HxE 24t M0 Q.
wancen catong  wusan sa-ss-eyo.
complete automatic umbrella buy-Past-Decl
‘I bought an (complete) automatic umbrella.’

[Modifier noun ‘complete, perfect’]

colloquial use (new coinage) of
wancen as an intensifier

(2) 2% U= Y= AR K.
wancen  masissnun ppangul mek-ess-eyo
WANCEN delicious bread eat-Past-Decl

‘| ate very delicious bread.’

(3) & Mu|27} Cidto|of 2/AMH| 27} CHYtolofl 2, 2H.

sepisu-ka taypak-ieyyo, wancen.
service-Nom amazing-Decl, WANCEN
‘The service is completely amazing.’

[Degree modifier ‘very/really’]

[Discourse modifier ‘completely’]
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Main goal & Data

1. Modifier Noun
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Main goal & Data

2. Degree modifier
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Main goal & Data

3. Discourse modifier

?7?

NOT included in a dictionary

Proposal: Unified analysis

* What is the exact function of wancen?
* How the intensified reading in (2) and (3) arises?

wancen

Modifier noun: (1)

Degree adverb: (2)
‘very’

Discourse marker: (3)
‘completely’

lllocutionary degree

modifier ‘completely’
(Greenberg & Wolf 2018)
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Proposal

 Unified contributions of wancen: asserting the speaker’s

subjective maximal deqgree of probability towards the

utterance.

* Itis anillocutionary degree modifier modifying a speech act

operator ASSERT (Greenberg & Wolf 2018).

@ ZSEHot Mg et FHela [lllocutionary degree modifier ‘completely’]
chosungtal-kwa sanghyental-un wancen talla-yo.
the.crescent moon-and the.dark moon-Top WANCEN different-Decl

‘The crescent moon and the dark moon are completely/totally different.’

Gc)EZESHO MY 2HTBEa. [Lexical degree modifier ‘completely’]
chosungtal-kwa sanghyental-un wancenhi talla-yo.

the crescent moon-and the dark moon-Top completely different-Decl

‘The crescent moon and the dark moon are completely different.’

= How are they distinct semantico-pragmatically?
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Subtypes of intensifiers

INTENSIFIERS  AMPLIFIERS
| Maximizers (eg: completely, totally, absolutely) |  ~ wancen/wancenhi ‘completely’
Boosters  (eg: very, so, really)

DOWNTONERS

Approximators (eg: almost, nearly, virtually )
Compromisers (eg : more or less, kind of, rather)
Diminishers  (eg: partly, merely, slightly)
Minimizers (eg: hardly, barely, scarcely)

Figurel. Subtypes of Intensifiers (adapted from Quirk et al. 1983: 590)

Crosslinguistic data on the close relation b/w
degree modifier and discourse intensifiers

Beltrama (2015)
(6) a. The bus is totally full. [Degree modifier; lexical totally]
b. Skiing around Salt Lake is totally awesome. [Discourse intensifier;

pragmatic totally]

(6a): The lexical maximizer in Korean = wancenhi ‘completely’

(6b): The pragmatic maximizer in Korean = wancen ‘completely’

= Unlike English, Korean employs distinct words b/w (6a) and (6b).
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Outlines

1. Distributional restrictions

1) wancen vs. typical degree adverbs acwu/maywu ‘very’

2) wancen vs. wancenhi ‘completely’
2. Core properties of wancen
3. Analysis: subjective assertion operator ASSERT

4. Conclusion and further implications

1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

Grammatical cateqgory of predicates co-occurring with degree modifiers (Hong 2002)

(7) a. Adjectives
b. Verbs
i. 42| S A ‘EZOIL), SHISLY, ES S0 ZAISIL, SO0 ARSI
A

i. dYSAE -0 ACF

iii. 2’8 &AL I FAL: T2|9stch, SOMSHLE, &OISH, O[QIStet S ESter 7| #sto EH Yt

iv. &AL 7| & AtE AR ‘Ho|T, FolCh, Zolnt W) =30

v. 4EAL 7|8 7|F F Ak HOIX|CL FOFX|C, FX[C, BOFX[TY, ZOXA[Cf, 2tA|Cf, & OFX|C), B OFX|Ch

vi. 28(IPg S Ah: ‘0L 20, A[SCf, MOt o Stot 8Ch L =0, 2ok &0 2L

vii. @5 S SAk:HCp

c. Nominal predicates: ‘N+be’
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1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

) a 231 Al7t12l A2 ofF/mjLECio et [Adjective]

olhay sikhako-uy kyewul-un acwu/maywu chwupta-te-la.

thisyear Chicago-Gen winter-Top very cold-Evi-Decl
‘| heard that this winter in Chicago is very cold’
b. 2o AlZt1e] AS2 & &HFCHH 2L

olhay sikhakouy kyewulun wancen chwupta-te-la.

this year Chicago-Gen winter-Top WANCEN cold-Evi-Decl

‘| heard that this winter in Chicago is completely cold.’

13

1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

9) a. U Xl5 OFF/oi EOPF 24 T,

it

[

YSAH
na cikum acwu/maywu cip-ey ka-kosiph-ta.
I now very home-Loc  go-want-Decl
‘| really want to go home now.’

b. Lt X5 2 &of| 7t

-
na cikum wancen cip-ey ka-kosiph-ta.
I now  WANCEN home-Loc  go-want-Decl

‘I completely want to go home now.’



139

1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

(10) a. Ba|7t E+E OfF/0 L ZOfohrl/ At ooy (el 2478 EE8A Il S AR
yenghuy-ka chelswu-lul acwu/maywu cohahan-tay/salanghan-tay.

Y.-Nom C.-Acc very like-Evi/love-Evi

‘Younghee really likes Chulsoo .’
b. YB|7t 45 ek ZOpShol /A Bty
yenghuy-ka chelswu-lul wancen cohahan-tay/salanghan-tay.

Y.-Nom C.-Acc WANCEN like-Evi/love-Evi

"Younghee completely likes Chulsoo .’

15

1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

(11) a. M9 HAL A|ZHO] OfF/ 02 <3O RCHH 2},

[FEA 71 & AFS AR

cenyek siksa sikan-i acwu/maywu nucchwuecyessta-te-la.

dinner time-Nom  very delay-Evi-Decl

‘| heard the dinner time has been very delayed.’
b. K AlAF A[ZHO] @HFl S 220 FICHE 2t

L =T
cenyek siksa sikan-i wancen nucchwuecyessta-te-la.
dinner time-Nom WANCEN

delay-Evi-Decl
‘| heard the dinner time has been completely delayed.’
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1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

(12) a. 231 S0 DIMHX| =X|7t Ot/ ¥ = ORI CH. [HEA 7|™ 7SS Al
olhay tule  miseymenci swuchi-ka acwu/maywu nophacy-ess-tay.
this year the fine dust level-Nom very rise-Past-Evi

‘| heard that the fine dust level has risen very much this year.’
b. 26§ S0f DIMTHX| =X|7} 2™ =OpE L

olhay tule  miseymenci swuchi-ka wancen nophacy-ess-tay.
this year the fine dust level-Nom WANCEN rise-Past-Evi

‘| heard that the fine dust level has risen completely much this year’

17

1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

(13) a. AFFLIE WEHY F0| ok £2101.

2 29 [2H S Al
salangni-lul ppayssteni  ismom-i acwu/maywu pwu-ess-e.
wisdom teeth-Acc  took.out gum-Nom very swell-Past-Decl

‘My gums are very swollen because | took out my wisdom teeth.’
b. AFEfLE MEHL =0 2 F210l

salangni-lul ppayssteni  ismom-i wancen pwu-ess-e.

wisdom teeth-Acc  took.out gum-Nom WANCE swell-Past-Decl

‘My gums are completely swollen because | took out my wisdom teeth.’
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1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

(14) a. 3| 40| o}F/ O D[H0|E et [FAL XEA
yenghuy tongsayng-i acwu/maywu minam-i-te-la.
Y. brother-Nom very handsome-Nom-Evi-Decl
‘| heard that Younghee’s brother is very handsome.’
b. B3| &40 &H0O|Ho|Hzt
yenghuy tongsayng-i wancen minam-i-te-la.
Y. brother-Nom WANCEN handsome-Nom-Evi-Decl

‘| heard that Younghee’s brother is completely handsome.’

19

1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

* Differences
1. Co-occurring w/ action verbs

(15) a #Lte O|H BTS EAE0] OFFY0§ 270k

na-nun ipen BTS khonsethu-ey acwu/maywu

ka-lke-ya.
I-Top  this.time BTS concert-Loc very go-will-Decl
‘#(intended) | will very go to BTS concert this time.’
b. Lk= Ol BTS 2ME0f 28 ZAHOL
na-nun ipen BTS khonsethu-ey wancen ka-lke-ya.
I-Top  this.time BTS concert-Loc WANCEN go-will-Decl

‘I will completely go to BTS concert this time.’
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1-1. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. very

* Differences
2. Modifying sentences

(16) a. 2240k /0f 2 MH| A7} CHEMO|0f |,
acwu/maywu sepisu-ka taypakiey-yo.
very service-Nom amazing-Decl
b. k% AMH| A7} CiEr0[0] Q.
wancen sepisu-ka taypakiey-yo.
WANCEN service-Nom amazing-Decl

‘The service is completely amazing.’
21

1-2. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs.wancenhi

At first glance, wancen and wancenhi seem to have similar behaviors:

(17) 7| = 3ot Hete 3= 235y tHE 200 a

‘Gwangju in Gyeonggi Province and Gwangju in Jeolla Province are completely different places.’

(18) W=7 OHof| QIZAL2| A Eof CHeh X[ & Q0 S|/ 2t HiH =l 0] ARULE
‘Within the Ministry of Education, support measures for humanities and society were completely excluded.’
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1-2. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs.wancenhi

However, they exhibit crucial differences:

(D Unlike wancen, wancenhi does not always co-occur with some adjectives and verbs (veop & Yang 2016):

(19) a. #2t7 o] O vact {(AISECh, SHQICH 3o, BT, L.}
wancenhi  yeypputa {chakhata, masissta, khuta, manhta, copta...}
completely pretty  {good/delicious/big/many/narrow...}
‘It’'s completely pretty {good/delicious/big/many/narrow...}
b. #Lt= & 2H70| AMZSICE{ZOFSIEL O[S, &4 OfStCf.. )
na-nun ku-lul wancenhi salanghanta {cohahata, miwehata, silhehata.. .}
[-Top him-Acc  completely love {like/hate...}

‘I completely love {like/hate...} him.’
23

1-2. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs.wancenhi

@ Unlike wancen, wancenhi cannot modify sentences:

(20) a. 222t 5| MH[AT}F CHEOCY,
wancenhi sepisuka taypakiey-yo.
completely  service amazing-Decl

b. 2t AH|AZF THEFOICE
wancen sepisuka taypakiey-yo.
WANCEN service amazing-Decl
‘The service is completely amazing.’
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1-2. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. wancenhi
(3 wancen is degraded in information-seeking questions:

(21) a. E2 =80 &S| MALR
mwul-ul mwulthong-ey wancenhi chaywess-ni?
water-Acc  bucket-Loc completely  fill-Q
‘Did you completely fill the bucket with water?’
b. 7?22S 2800 275 M LR
mwul-ul mwulthong-ey wancen chaywess-ni?
water-Acc  bucket-Loc WANCEN fill-Q

‘#(intended) Did you completely fill the bucket with water?’ .

1-2. Distributional restrictions: wancen vs. wancenhi

@ Only wancen can be used as a fragment answer:

(22) A4 25 = M0 ZHoR
ne onul tosekwan-ey ka-lke-ya?
you today library-Loc go-will-Q
‘Are you going to the library today?’
B: 2t # 2T S)
wancen/wancenhi

‘Completely?

Again, above characteristics reveals the pragmatic level of intensification!
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2. Core properties of Wa”Cen

1. Pragmatic intensification in subjective assertion
(D Scope interaction w/ negation

2. Subjective epistemic operator
@ Adjective

(2 Modal
(3) Context

27

Pragmatic intensification in subjective assertion

(D The scope of wancen is necessarily out of negation operator:

(23) a. W=Hel dHE 2T ojsfE = UAAY
kyoswunim-uy  selmyeng-ul wancenhi ihayha-l swu.eps-ess-e.
professor-Gen explanation-Acc completely understand-cannot-Past-Decl
' couldn’t completely understand the professor’s explanation.’ Neg> 28], BH8[>Neg

b. B=Hel HHE 7 Olsfe = giRIol.

kyoswunim-uy selmyeng-ul wancen ihayha-I swu.eps-ess-e.
professor-Gen explanation-Acc WANCEN understand-cannot-Past-Decl
‘I couldn’'t completely understand the professor’s explanation.’ *Neg> 2 | 2H>Neg

« wancenhi w/ Neg (wide scope): a maximizer ‘completely, entirely’,
+ wancen w/ Neg: a minimizer ‘the least bit, an inch’ (= StLt =, Z5 k)
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Pragmatic intensification in subjective assertion

@ When wancen modifies a sentence, it cannot occur in negatives:

(24) #2t7 MH| A7t CHEHO|A| 5T
wancen sepisu-ka taypak-ici.anh-ta
WANCEN service-Nom amazing-Neg-Decl

‘#(intended) The service is not completely amazing.’

29

Pragmatic intensification in subjective assertion

2-1. subjectivity: adjective

Dimensional vs. Subjective

(25) a. 2l5=2| A 7t 2+& of| e,
minswu-uy  say kapang-un wancen yeyppu-ta.
M.-Gen new bag-Top WANCEN pretty-Decl
'Minsu’s new bag is completely pretty.’
b. Bl==2| Af 7t 2 O} ojjch
minswu-uy  say kapang-un acwu yeyppu-ta.
M.-Gen new bag-Top very pretty-Decl (23a) = (23b)

‘Minsu’s new bag is very pretty.’
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Pragmatic intensification in subjective assertion

2-1. subjectivity: adjective

Dimensional vs. Subjective

(26) a. Bl==2f Af 7HEE2

et ack
minswu-uy  say kapang-un  wancen khu-ta.
M.-Gen new bag-Top WANCEN  big-Decl
‘Minsu’s new bag is completely big.’
b. Bl==2f A} 7tk ofF Act
minswu-uy  say kapang-un  acwu khu-ta.
M.-Gen new bag-Top very big-Decl

'Minsu’s hew bag is very big.’

(24b) > (24&) 31

Pragmatic intensification in subjective assertion

2-2. Subjectivity: modal

Epistemic

(27) a. O|H A|ELG7I & 2

o]
[

ol

ipen sicun LG-ka wancen

this.time  championship this season LG-Nom WANCEN

wusung-im
win-Decl
‘LG completely wins the championship this season.’

b. OLOFOIH A|Z LG} 21T 257 7Ok

ipen sicun
maybe  this.time

ama

LG-ka wancen
championship this season LG-Nom WANCEN

wusungha-| ke-ya.
win-will-Decl
‘Maybe LG will completely win the championship this season.’
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Pragmatic intensification in subjective assertion

2-2. Subjectivity: modal
Deontic

(28) a. #27 Hojzt
wancen mek-ela.
WANCEN eat-Imp
‘#Eat completely.’
b. #2720 AlZ LG7H &7 25 3oF 5.
ipen sicun LG-ka wancen wusunghay-yatway.
this.time championship this season LG-Nom WANCEN  win-must-Decl

‘#LG must win the championship this season completely.’
33

Pragmatic intensification in subjective assertion

2-3. Subjectivity: Context

Not allowing information-seeking Question:

(29) a. 2?2 7T CHEIO|L?
wancen taypaki-ni?
WANCEN amazing-Q
‘#ls it completely awesome™?
b. 2% CHELO[X]?
wancen taypaki-ci?
WANCEN amazing-Cl

‘It is completely awesome, isn't it?’

By using the suffix -ci, the speaker seeks agreement from the listener on what she believes
is true (Hyosang Lee 1991).



149

3. Analysis

(30) The contribution of wancen:
ASSERT(wancen(p)) = The speaker asserts that the degree of
subjective probability (i.e. credence) is maximal

+ ASSERT: the speech act operator involving a credence degree (cf. Yalcin
2007, 2010)

« wancen: the illocutionary degree modifier manipulating the degree of
credence to maximal

35

3. Analysis

(31) Basic dynamic entry for ASSERT (Krifka 2014):
[ASSERT] = Ap.Ac.1C".C" = <Cgp(eaker), Cheearer), Ct Cw N {W: assert(p)(c)}>

(32) Revised entry for ASSERT supplementing with credence degree argument
(Greenberg & Wolf 2018):

[ASSERT] = Ap.Ad.AC.1C".C" = <Cqp(eaker), Chiearer), Ctv Cw N {W: d €S, A assert(p)(d)(c)}>
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3. Analysis

(33) wancenhi as a typical degree modifier (Kennedy & McNally 2005)
[wancenhi] = [completely] : AG.Ax.3d = MAX(Sg) A G(x)(d)

(34) wancen as an illocutionary degree modifier (adapted from Greenberg & Wolf
2018):

[wancen] = AG.Ap.Ad.AC.1C".C’ = <Cgpeaker), Chiearer), Ctr Cw N {w: MAX(S..) » G(p)(d)(c)}>

4. Conclusion and further implications
* Languages parameterize their pragmatic intensifiers (i.e. degree modifiers).
* In Korean, pragmatic intensifier can be encoded by means of wancen.

* The historical path further needs to be studied in the connection of
modified nouns to a usage of pragmatic intensifier.
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Thank you!



Evaluating the World Knowledge
of Language Models:

ST MY O|x|2 S, HYYEYSE UYL 712 IS, 2022.11.12

1. Introduction
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Motivation
1. Introduction

« The ability to understand the distributed/syntactic linguistic feature in a
language model has been studied. (Marvin and Linzen 2018, Goldberg 2019)

« Recenttrends in Al research seek to find whether language models have
‘common sense' beyond these ‘characteristics of language.' (Bosselut et al.
2019, Zellers et al. 2018)

— How does the language model understand ‘world knowledge'?

Claim

1. Introduction

« Can current pre-trained LMs capture language phenomenon regarding
world knowledge?

* Inwhat form and in what way does the language model represent the
phenomenon and world knowledge?
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Significance

1. Introduction

« Shows that language models can represent knowledge beyond linguistic
features

* A new perspective on the role of linguists in evaluating the competence of
language models

2. Backgrounds
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English Backshift

2. Backgrounds

Backshift

* When the time reference of the original utterance does not apply when the
utterance is reported, it is often required to change the tense forms of the
verbs (Quirk et al. 1985, Comrie1986, Michaelis 2006)

1) a. John said that he was too busy to join the party.

b. John said, "l am too busy to join the party."

English Backshift

2. Backgrounds

Obligatory Backshift

A. The content in the reported speech is clearly past, and it is invalid at the time of
utterance.

1) Socrates said that he {was, *is} a citizen, not of Athens, but of the world.

B. The content of the reported speech occurred long before the time of the utterance, or it
is not valid at the time of the utterance

2) a. The waiter told me that lunch {was, *is} then being served.
(The waiter uttered the reported speech 5 hours ago)

b. They thought that prison conditions {had, *has} improved.
(The validity of the content in the quoted clause is questionable)
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English Backshift

2. Backgrounds

Optional Backshift
A. The time reference of events is clear with other expressions in the sentence

3) Ann explained that the exhibition {finished, had finished} the preceding
week.

B. The time reference of the original utterance is valid at the time of the reported
utterance.

4) a. She said that she {was, is} studying Business Administration.

b. Their teacher told them that the earth {moves, moved} around the sun.

English Backshift

2. Backgrounds

5) a. Card games use a deck of cards as their central tool. (General fact)
b. A cat has nine lives. (Proverb)

c. Narita is the main airport of Tokyo. (World knowledge)

6) a. She said card games use a deck of cards as their central tool.

b. She said a cat has nine lives.

c. She said Narita is the main airport of Tokyo.
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World Knowledge in LM

2. Backgrounds

SuperGLUE Diagnostic Dataset (Wang et al. 2020)

 [...] SuperGLUE, a new benchmark designed to pose a more rigorous test of
language understanding.

« GLUE includes an expert-constructed, diagnostic dataset that automatically
tests models for a broad range of linguistic, commonsense, and world

1 SuperGLUE

World Knowledge in LMs

2. Backgrounds

Common Sense

World Knowledge

Difficult to express as facts

Can clearly be expressed as
facts

Expect to be possessed by
most people

Can be broader and less
common

Independent of cultural or
educational background

Dependent of cultural or
educational background

Basic understanding of physical
and social dynamics

Geographical, legal, political,
technical, or cultural knowledge
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World Knowledge in LMs

2. Backgrounds

Commonsense VS. World Knowledge

* World Knowledge

7 a. The reaction was strongly exothermicentails The reaction media got very
hot.

b. There are amazing hikes around Mt. Fuji entails There are amazing hikes in
Japan

« Common Sense

8) Marc Sims has been seeing his barber once a week. entails Marc Sims has
been getting his hair cut once a week.

3. Methodology
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Surprisal
3. Methodology

« A value inversely proportional to the expectation of a new word in a given chain
of tokens (Levy, 2008).

The chef stirred the savory stew with -

a spoon 7.993397 4.100479

a whisk 11.96577 6.620835

Data
3. Methodology

Source Matrix |numbers| total
past th 17167 193
control COCA
; He 60 83
presen She 23
Wiki 150
) General He 92

experimental Proverb 23 350

Quotation Person 35




Data
3. Methodology
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A triangle is a three sided polygon

i

He said a triangle is a three sided polygon

Data
3. Methodology

Matrix Clause +
Embedded Clause

Matrix Clause

Control Group

276

276

Experimental Group

350

350




Data
3. Methodology
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Wikipedia
A. He said a triangle [MASK] a three sided polygon is was
B. He said a circle [MASK] a round two-dimensional shape is was
C. He said a square [MASK] a shape with four equal sides is was

Experiment Settings

3. Methodology

Model Parameter Size Specific Model
BERT 340M bert-large-uncased
uncased

(Devlin et al., 2018)
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4. Results

Matrix Clauses

4. Results A triangle [MASK] a three sided polygon. is was
- BERT_ matrix - mBERT _matrix
= Al = g
2 ra 2 )
2 = = b——
Mv " e '// Mﬁ- i
M -
(@] (@]
con_past con_present  exp con_past con_present  exp
GROUP GROUP
—6— past F(2, 1296) = 81.3806 F(2, 1296) = 19.2103

@® present p < .0001 s ‘e p < 0001 , !
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Embedded Clauses
4. Results
He said a triangle [MASK] a three sided polygon. is was
BERT mBERT
= =
joo . éoo 1 ’
Zo ; Lol
= T
<t 1 <+ e
(@] il (@
con_past con_present  exp con_past con_present  exp
GROUP GROUP
—©— past F(2, 1296) = 29.503 F(2, 1296) = 9.0048
@ present p<.0001, *** p<.0001 , ***

5. Discussion




164

Backshift Representation of LMs

5. Discussion

BERT - mBERT

%) 5! :

] e 2o i

a® o — ,AI

= 1| B H—1

w — SR _l,__,——"";/ w -l

S E T I ‘ S ‘
—o— past Con_past Con_present exXp Con_past Con_present exp
®  present GROUP GROUP

« Results from both models were consistent with the prediction

Backshift Representation of LMs

5. Discussion

BERT mBERT

2 : 2 j
< | < ;
%) %) :
E\o 4 . E\O 4 i =
o o — :{
%# 'I %v e e e
7 — 4 T L 7,

i -+ -

e con_past con_present exp con_past con_present exp
. Dot GROUP GROUP

« Surprisal of control group sentences with present tense verbs were
distributed between the other two groups



165

Backshift Representation of LMs

5. Discussion

* Sentences with optional (i.e., non-obligatory) backshift according to the applicability
at the time of utterance were included in con_present.

9) He said narration [MASK] a way of ordering or reordering events.
is 0.5883667
was 1.8762759
10) She said Barry [MASK] overwhelmed
is 6.8997903
was 0.16579989

Backshift Representation of LMs

5. Discussion
BERT BERT matrix

10

10

8
8

SURPR6ISAL
SURPRISAL
4 6

|
ﬂ\

[F——1

q—
V— con_past con_present exp con_past con_present exp
®  present GROUP GROUP

« Both models showed no significant difference in surprisal distribution for the
experimental group when the verbs are used in the embedded clause.
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6. Conclusion

6. Conclusion

* PLM such as BERT or mBERT successfully represented the English backshift
phenomenon.

* The models also successfully captured the tense usage in matrix clauses.

« Both results revealed LMs representation of the English backshift were more
consistent with the body of linguistic research than the actual usage.

— Linguists can bring advancement in LM evaluation with linguistic knowledge
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1. The goal of the talk

To analyze sequences formed by Negation + QP
(usually characterized as involving Constituent
Negation, CN) and investigate the syntactic and
semantic structure that underlies these sequences.

Neg + QP

(1) No todoel mundo esta contento
Neg all the world is happy
“Not everyone is happy”
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The

O proposal

e At least g different structures underlying Negation + QP
sequences. Lges vary regarding which one(s) they choose.

i. Direct Merge. Negation merges directly with the QP.
Lop NO e --Q... 1]

ii. Association with Focus (Illusory CN). Neg and the QP are
born separatedly. They surface together due to the movement of

the QP to the Spec of a FocP which is %(Ejse to a NegP located in a
high position of the left periphery.

[Negp NO [FOCP““Q“P_E Foc® [p 111

% |
iii. Mixed strategy. The QP has a Foc and a Neg feature and has to
move to the specifier of a sentential FocPFoc®

BN L0 NO Lioce Foco L QPT 11 O

m The proposal

e At least 3 different structures underlying Negation + QP sequences. Lges vary
regarding which one(s) they choose.

i. Direct Merge. Negation is from the beginning part of the constituent

where the QP/DP is contained. That is, Negation merges directly with
the constituent containing the QP.

Two alternative possibilities in the literature (see Collins 2020).

Outer Negation: I-QP NO I.QP "'Q-" J J

Inner Negation lNP/DP lOP NO Q JJ l NP/DPJ J

We will not focus on the internal structure of these sequences today, and will only
focus on whether Neg+QP sequences constitute true cases of CN, where the negative
marker merges directly with the constituen containing the QP and forms a unit with it.

= This strategy is not universally available, and it seems to be unattested in
many languages, like Basque.

= Further, we will see that in the case of some Iges (a.o. Spanish and
Portuguese) this strategy is restricted to a limited set of Qs.
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m The proposal Lges

® At least 3 different structures underlying Negation + QP sequences.

vary regarding which one(s) they choose.
constituent

ii. Association with Focus (Illusory CN). Negation does not merge
directly with the containing the QP: Neg and the QP are
born separatedly.

They surface together due to the movement of the QP to the Spec of a
FocP which is close to a NegP located in a high position of the left

periphery. [rp QP
ASS(hiagiﬂrNﬁth [ rocp; QP Foc° 111
narrow or 2 |
- focus/Illusory CN is an available strategy to construct

subclausal scope for negation in many Iges. It depends a.o.
on the presence of focus fronting in the relevant languages.

strategy available in Basque.

m The proposal

® At least 3 different structures underlying Negation + QP sequences.
Lges vary regarding which one(s) they choose.

iii. Mixed strategy. The QP has a Foc and a Neg feature and has
to move to the specifier of a sentential FocP .

Lroce [NEGP/OPNO lroce_Foc® | QPI 1] Foc® [1p QlPi 111

= The QP has a Foc and a Neg feature and has to move to the specifier
of a sentential FocP

= Out of the 3 lges analized here, it is only possible in Portuguese.
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m The proposal
® At least 3 different structures underlying Negation + QP sequences.

Lges vary regarding which one(s) they choose.

Table I: Strategies underlying Neg+QP sequences

Spanish
Portuguese \/ w/ \/
Basque X v X

e Crosslinguistic variation in the expression of CN

= The choice of one strategy or the other is dependent on several
factors/properties of the languages, which contribute to the
different behavior exhibited by the so-called Constituent Negation
(CN) across different structures and languages.

(i) The type of QPs involved.

(ii)& (iii) The features and structural position of the type of

Negation involved (Zanuttini 1997, Ramchand, 2004; Schapansky,
2002, 2010; De Clerq, 2013, 2016; Poletto, 2017, a.0.).

(iv) The status of fronting operations and their articulation with
economy considerations (we will not discuss this today).

» In this talk we will discuss these three strategies and provide
evidence for them on the basis of Spanish, Portuguese and Basque.
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2. Disentangling the structures underlying NEG+QP
What is the structure underlying Neg+ QP sequences?

2.1. The Direct Correspondence Approach: Direct Merge [Neg+QP]

— In Spanish, a wide range of quantifiers can be immediately preceded by
Neg giving rise to NEG+QP, among others:

a) evaluative existential quantifiers (muchos “many” / pocos “few”).

b) degree quantifiers (demasiado “too many/much”) & comparatives
of degree (mas/menos de “more than/less than”),

c) universal quantifiers (fodos “all”, todo el mundo “all the
world/everyone”).

(2) a. No muchos “not many”
b. No pocos “not few”
c. No demasiados “not too many”.

B L el

— Given that sequences of NEG+QP seem to be widely
available in Spanish, it would then be tempting to
assume that a “constituent negation/CN” analysis
may be unproblematically extended to all the
attested cases, as stated by the Direct
Correspondence Approach in (3) below.

(3) Direct Correspondence Approach:

a. [osNO [gp Q..1]

b. [Nl’/‘])P INO Q] [NP/DP] ] (Collins’ Inner Negation, 2017)

This is the position defended by many authors, who
suggest a unified treatment of such sequences.

(cf. Sanchez Lopez 1999, Kim & Sag 2002; Collins and Postal, 2014; Collins, 2016, 2017).
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However, as we will show next, if we
(minimally) complexify the relevant
sequences of negation and QP by adding a
Case Marker (CM)/preposition (P), the
Direct Correspondence Approach
gives rise to a number of structural
paradoxes.

2.1.1. A syntactic paradox:
Word order asymmetries affecting the Neg+QP sequence.

When we add a Case Marker (CM) /Preposition (P) to
sequences involving Negation and a QP, there are two
possible relative orders between Neg and the CM/P available.

(4) 1. Negation precedes de Case Marker /Preposition
NEG + P/CM + QP

ii. The Case Marker / Preposition precedes Negation
P/CM + NEG + QP
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2.1.1.1.| NEG + Prep/CM + QP

The relative order in which negation precedes the CM/P seems to be available to
all the quantifiers that can combine with negation.
(Most of the examples in the handout are borrowed from CREA (Corpus de Referencia del Espaiiol Actual) or Google).

(5)
a.... este tipo de deporte que no a mucha gente le gusta jugar
this type of sport that neg to many people CL.dat likes play.inf
“...this type of sport, which not many people like playing.”

b. Hecho que molestdé no a pocos de los periodistas cansados por actos a medias
thing that bothered negto few.pl of the journalists tired by performances halfhearted
“ ... a thing that bothered many of the journalists who were fed up with half-hearted
performances”.

c. No a todo el mundo le sientan igual  las bromas
neg to all.sg. the.sg. world.masc.sg. CL.dat affect equally the jokes
“ Not everyone is equally affected by jokes.”

d. No a todos Iles interesa llegar tan lejos
neg to all.pl CL.dat interests get.inf that far
“Not everybody is interested in getting that far.”

g. Hay casos extremos, no a todo dios le sienta igual  todo
there.are cases extreme, neg to every god CL.dat affects equally all
“There are extreme cases, not everybody is equally affected by everything.”

(https://www.google.es/?gfe rd=cr&ei=FgARVo THeSs8wf gZzoDQ&gws rd=ssl#q=%22)

e. No a cualquiera hubiera  enviado el Superior a hablar con el joven
neg to anyone would.have sent the superior to speak.inf with the young
“The headmaster wouldn't have sent just anyone to speak to the young man.”

f. Si bien no a cada uno le resulta  facil establecerse...
if well neg to each one cl-DAT turns.out easy establish.inf.refl to
“‘Even if not everyone finds it easy to set out...”



http://www.google.es/?gfe_rd=cr&ei=FqARVo_THeSs8wf_qZzoDQ&gws_rd=ssl&q=%22)
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Table 2. Sequences of NEG +CM/Prep +QP

CaseMarker/
Neg Prep QP

Muchos/-as NP~ “Many NP”
Pocos/-as NP “Few NP”

Todos/-as DP  “All DP”
NO a., Todo el m.undo “Everyo?e
Cualquier NP “Any NP
Todo dios “Everyone”
Cada NP “Each NP”

to’. the word order alternation

Note: Although for easy of exposition our examples involve the preposition

= Summarizing: When Negation precedes the Case Marker (CM)

/Preposition (P) Negation seems to be able to combine with any
type of QPs.

i. Negation precedes de Case Marker /Preposition
NEG + P/CM + QP

= But remember that there is a second word order possible;

ii. The Case Marker / Preposition precedes Negation

P/CM + NEG + QP

As we will see now, in this case the situation is more complex.
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2.1.1.2. | Prep/CM + NEG + QP

e As we will show next, the word order where NEG follows the CM/P does not
seem to be available to all quantifiers.

e This word order is possible for the following quantifiers.

s Muchos (“many”)

(6) ... recuerdo que a no muchos les gustd ese traje
... remember-| that to neg many.pl CL.dat.plliked that suit
‘I remember that not many liked that suit.”

(http://blogdesuperheroes.es/cine-el-misterioso-personaje-de-escuadron-suicida-es-deadshot-ni-nadie-solo-un-espontaneo-que-se-colo-en-el-set)

(7) wPocos (“few”)

a. En realidad son varios los interrogantes que preocupan @ N0 POCOS trabajadores
in reality  are several the questions that concern  to neg few.pl workers
“To be honest, there are several issues that concern many (lit: not few) workers... ”

(https://books.google.es/books?id=LtUiDWWyapgC)

m Todos/-as (“all”)

The sequence CM/P+NEG+QP is also possible for (some but not all)
speakers when the quantifier involved is todos/-as (“all”).

(8)

Es uneventoque a no todos les parece claro
Is an event that to neg all CL.dat.pl seems clear

“It is an event that not everyone considers (to be) clear.”
[From CREA, IX/2015]



http://blogdesuperheroes.es/cine-el-misterioso-personaje-de-escuadron-suicida-es-deadshot-ni-nadie-solo-un-espontaneo-que-se-colo-en-el-set)

177

m Todo el mundo (lit: “all the world” =“everyone”)

— In the case of todo el mundo (lit: “all the world” =“everyone”)
speakers also seem to split into 2 groups:

some speakers don’t license sequences where this QP is
iImmediately preceded by negation while others do.

— Still, although much less frequent than with other quantifiers,
examples of this sort can also be found in oral examples & written
texts:

(9) Todo el mundo (lit: “all the world” =“everyone”)
Sin embargo, a no todo el mundo le gusta un medio tan abierto.
However to neg all the world CL.dat likes a mediasoopen

“‘However, not everyone likes such open(-minded) media.”
(es.bab.la » Diccionario bab.la » Espafiol-Aleman )

m Cualquiera (“anyone”).

— Finally, although also possible for many speakers, this combination seems
to be more restricted for quantifiers like cualquiera “anyone”.

— We did not find a single example in monitored corpora, but we did find a
few on the internet:

(10) Cualquiera (“anyone”)

Con el tiempo aprendique a no cualquiera se le llama amigo
With the time, learnt.l that to neg anyone cl.IMP cl.dat calls friend

“As time went by, | learnt that you cannot call just anybody a friend.”
(https://twitter.com/.../status/309346974564495360)
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But there are some quantifiers that do not admit such a configuration.

m Cada NP (each NP) & todo dios (all god = everyone)

— We have not found a single instance either in internet or elsewhere of
sequences like a no cada NP (“to not each one”), or a no todo dios (“to
not everyone”).

The examples would have looked as follows:

(11) a. * A no TODO DIOS le  gusta eso
to not every god cl.dat likes that
“Not everyone likes that.”

b. * A  nOo CADA ESTUDIANTE le gusta eso
to neg each student cl.dat likes that
“Not each student likes that.”

Note: In this talk we will now address the question of why these combinations are not possible. See
Etxepare & Uribe-Etxebarria (2018) for an analysis of this problem.

Table 3. Sequences of CM/Prep + Neg+ QP

CaseMarker/

Ne
Prep 5 QP
Muchos/-as NP “Many NP”
Pocos/-as NP “Few NP”
Todos/-as DP  “AllDP”
a, NO

Todo el mundo “Everyone”
Cualquier NP “Any NP”
Todo dios “Everyone”
Cada NP “Each NP”
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with a QP depending

Table 4. Asymmetries in the possibilities of combining Neg

GireNaFbditive order with respecCesOrPRpEp,

Ne Vhrchos/as NP N Mrurchos=as NP
& “Marty NP” €s “Malty NP”
Prep Prep
Focos/-as Pocos/-as NP
a “Few NP"
ato Todos/-as §p to Todos/~as bt
“Few NP” “All DP”
NO Todo el mundo NO Todo ol saasiada
“All DP”
Cualquier NP
“B$E¥ygge" "EVBI‘yOIlB"
Todo dios
Cada NP
a4 ; dtfe “Everyone”
“Each NP”

e Summarizing:
—> The combination in (12), where Neg first combines with the QP, is not possible
for some Qs, like todo dios (‘every god’= ‘everyone’) o cada (‘each’).

m—————— ———
e —_——
- ~
- ~~
,a’ S
DN

.« Direct merge of

(12) [CM/p a\ lQP NO | QP y6p0pios capa ll \)] Neg+QP not possible

\x -
Se -
-~ -
~ -

- -

e ——— ———

® Paradox:
— But if this conclusion is correct, it immediately raises a question regarding the
syntax of grammatical Neg+QP sequences like those in (13a-b), which are well
formed and seem to involve the structure in (12), which we have just
concluded is an illicit combination. .

(13) a. No todo dios es amigodel vino [ NO | QPropo pros | J
Neg every god isfriend ofthe wine ™. 7
“ Not everyone is friends with wine”>

-

(13)b. A casa detu tia mas no cadadia h w NO[QPcapal]
To house of your aunt, but neg eachday.
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= Conclusion:

. How do we interpret these results?

Since the structure that corresponds to the illicit combination is that in
(14), where Neg directly merges with the QP, we could hypothesize that
the reason why (14) is illformed is because Neg cannot directly merge
with these two QPs (QP_, .. np @nd QP 4is)- VVE represent the illicit
part of the structure within a dark grey box.

Direct merge of Neg and these QPs is not possible

(14) *[PP Prep [ NO [ QPtododioslcada+NP]] ]

- If direct merge between Neg and the QP is not possible with certain
quantifiers, then

— We need an alternative underlying structure for some of the

%IS eads us 1o the 27 strategy underlying Neg sequences

2.2. The Indirect Correspondence Approach or lllusory CN:
Association with Focus

Our proposal:

i. Some Neg +QP sequences are not derived by direct merge; rather,
they follow from a focus fronting movement operation of the QP to a
position adjacent to a “clause-external” negation, which occupies a
high position in the left periphery.

(15) [necr Neg  [roce Q'PP Foc®  [p... QJP] 11

ii. This operation is available to all QPs that may undergo fronting.

In the following subsections we present evidence in favor of this
proposal.
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2.2.1. Word Order at the sentential level, and within the NEG+QP
sequence

« Lasnik (1972) and Postal (1974) observed that so-called constituent
negation (CN) triggers changes in word order:

— in English, CN is not available everywhere: negated constituents of the
form Neg+QP must be in preverbal position.

(16) a. *The students solved not all of the problems
b. Not all of the problems were solved by the students

(17)  a. *Joe kissed not many models
b. Not many models were kissed by Joe [Postal 1974]

2.2.1.1. Lasnik (1972): Pre-sentential negation

In order to account for this asymmetry, Lasnik proposed that the negation
involved in constituent negation is clause external.

(18) Pre-sentential Negation (Lasnik, 1972): S — Pre-S NP VP

» not all and not many in (16a) and (17a) are surface constituents, following a
rebracketing operation that requires the adjacency of the Pre-sentence and the QP.

» The preverbal position of negated QPs follows from the left peripheral position of
negation, and conditions on adjacency that determine the possibility of rebracketing.

2.2.1.2. Collins’ Negated Quantifier Constraint

* Collins and Postal (2014) and Collins (2017) have argued for an alternative
analysis of the preverbal position of CN.

* An analysis of CN based on a presentential negation cannot account for examples
like (19), with 2 instances of CN (it fails to account for the fact that CN can occur following
the auxiliary, and misses the generalization that Neg immediately precedes the QP).

(19) Not often do not many people want to dance

» (20)Alternative analysis: Negated Quantifier Constraint (NQPC) [adapted from Collins 2017]:
An overt occurrence of [NOT QP] c-commands a clause-mate T.

- The ultimate motivation for this is that at LF, quantifiers must take scope over the clause,
but negation does not undergo QR, so fronting is necessary for the QP to take scope over
T. Stranding Neg and QR-ing the quantifier would lead us into problems, because traces
of movement are of type <e>, and negation must modify entities that include the type <t>.

(21) a. * | saw not every student at the party
b. | saw not quite every student at the party

- (21b) is good because not only has scope over the degree modifier quite, so it does
not block QR of the QP at LF, as shown in (21b"):

(21b’) | saw [ [not quite] [every student ] ] at the party
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- However, as we will see next, neither of these
analyses alone can account for the whole

complexity of sequences involving Neg and a QP
in Spanish

3. Our Proposal

— To account for all the Spanish facts under consideration, we need to allow (at
least) two different structural options underlying the Neg+QP sequences.

e Direct Correspondence (True Constituent Negation, TCN)
- TCN can be structurally described as in (22): direct merge of Neg + QP.
(22) | [qe NO[_QP..]]

- In Spanish, TCN is available to a restricted set of quantifiers. The availability
of (22) may vary crosslinguistically.

e Indirect Correspondence (Illusory Constituent Negation, ICN)
- No direct merge of Neg + QP.

- The adjacency between Negation and the QP results from focus fronting of the
QP to a position adjacent to a “clause-external” negation, as in (23).

(23) [xecp  NO [roce | QP | Foc®  [jp... (/QP]]]
1N

- This option is open to all QPs that may undergo fronting.
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e Evidence in favor of our proposal:

» The Spanish sequences involving Neg and a QP show a greater freedom
in their syntactic distribution than the comparable sequences in English, and
there are several asymmetries in their distribution depending on the
relative order displayed by Negation and the CM/Prep.

" 1st asymmetry: preverbal vs. postverbal position

» CM/Prep+ Neg + QP : both, preverbal and postverbal positions licensed.

(24) a.Lesgusta a no pocos b. A no pocos les gusta
CLlike CM neg few CM neg few CL.dat.pl like
“Not few of them like it ” “Not few of them like it”

— The grammaticality of (24a) is hard to explain if we only adopt Lasnik’s analysis.
— The existence of both (24a) and (24b) is hard to explain if we only adopt Collins’

approach.

* Neg + CM/Prep + QP : Only preverbal position is licensed

(24) c. No a pocosles gusta d.*Les gusta no a pocos
Neg CM few CL.datpl like CL.datp  like neg CM few
“‘Not few of them like it ” “‘Not few of them like it ”

= 2nd asymmetry: possibility of being licensed as atopicalized constituent

— CM/Prep+ Neg + QP sequences can be topics

(25)a. [A no pocos] los domingos les gusta ir al futbol
to neg few the Sundays CL-Dat like to.go to football
“lit: Not few people, on Sundays, they like going to a football match”

— Neg + CM/Prep + QP sequences cannot be topics
b.*[ No a pocos ] los domingos les gustair al futbol

to neg few the Sundays CL-Dat like to.go to football
“lit: Not few people, on Sundays, they like going to a football match”
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e Conclusion:

() Neg + Prep/CM + QP sequences are not possible in postverbal
position but they are possible in preverbal position.

(i) Neg + Prep/CM + QP sequences are not licit topicalized
constituents (in contrast to Prep + Neg + QPcao S€quences)

— We argue that these asymmetries follow from the fact that Neg
does not merge directly with the CM/P + QP unit.

= The sequence Neg + CM/P + QP follows from the fronting of
[CM/P + QP] to the specifier of a high FocP close to a high
clausal negation.

= The sequence noes a0 POCOSEry iN (25b) cannot be topicalized
because no.gs and a;o poCcoSgy do not form a constituent.
— The correct generalization is (26).

(26) Generalization: Case/Preposition-external negation is related to
QP fronting.

Question: What does this follow from? How can we account for this?

The word order asymmetry arising between Case/Prep external negation and
Case/Prep internal one (and the subsequent related asymmetries we have
discussed) now follow(s) from two different syntactic structures:

(27=23) a. lllusory CN: Sequences with Neg external to CM/Prep

[negp NO [rocp [a IOOCOS]\ Foc® [ o [ ... [;’;1 pocos] ... 111

b. True CN: Sequences with Neqg internal to CM/Prep

[-Lesgustal,..[a [op noly pocos 111 ]

— The hypothesis entails that the scope position of negation is external to
the DP with certain quantifiers (todog,gry di0Sgop /Cadag,cy NP) as well
as in the case of sequences with the order Prep+Neg+QP.




185

4. Where is Negation in lllusory CN?

— Under our approach, in illusory CN the adjacency between negation
and the QP is an illusion produced by fronting of the QP into the
specifier of a functional head which is in a very local relation with a

very high negation.

— We now present two additional pieces of evidence in favor of our
analysis of some Neg+QP sequences as involving Illusory CN (indirect
approach) (see Etxepare & UE 2018 for additional evidence):

i) Cases in which the sequence NEG+QP is interrupted by
high clausal adverbs (Sect. 4.1.)

ii) The existence of clauses with double negation (Sect. 4.2.)

4.1. Clausal Adverbs

— In cases of illusory CN, where negation is external, Neg and the [ (Prep) QP] do not
need to be immediately adjacent to each other and can be separated by an adverb

taking clausal scope.

— This adverb can be a modal adverb (28a,b), or an evaluative one (28c), both with
clausal scope.

— Direct morphosyntactic evidence for the clausal scope of the adverb in (28a) comes
from the fact that it licenses the occurrence of subjunctive inflection, as one expects

from modal adverbs with sentential scope:

(28) a. No talvez a todos les guStespjunct €so
neg perhaps to all.pl CL.dat  likegp;nce that
“Perhaps not everybody likes that.”

b. Cosas...que quise compartir de una forma que no guizas a todos les gusto
things that wanted(l) share.inf of a way that neg perhaps to all.pl CL.dat liked
“Things that | wanted to share in a way that perhaps not everyone liked.”
(forums.lan.leagueoflegends.com/board/showthread.php?t=71433)

c....no afortunadamente a todos los que fueron mis subalternos enla Nacional,
neg fortunately to all.pl the that were my subordinates in the National,

sino a algunos que...
but tosome that
“Fortunately not to all those who were my subordinates on the Nacional but to some that...

e
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— Notice that in (28a), repeated below, the verb guste ‘likes’ is in the subjunctive mood.

(28) a. No talvez a todos les gustespjunct eso
neg perhaps to all.pl CL.dat like that
“Perhaps not everybody likes that.”

subjunct

— That the subjunctive in (28a) is licensed by the modal adverb and not by negation is
shown by the fact that, without the adverb, the subjunctive is not licensed:

(29) * No atodos les guste  gypjunctive €SO
neg to all CL-dat.pl like.3.pSg. gpnee that
“Not everybody likes that.”

— If in in order to license subjunctive mood in the finite form the modal adverb must be able to c-
command it, it then follows that the adverb tal vez is not embedded in a purported
constituent headed by Neg or the Q, as in (28’); rather the structure must be as in (287).

I v

(28’) *[ Noneg  tal veZppruaps ato t0dosa | V subjunctive incorrect structure for (28a)
I v

(28”) [Nonec] [tal vez] peruaps [a10 todosa ] V subjunctive correct structure for (28a)

— The existence of sequences like those in (28a-c), where the linear adjacency between
negation and the QP is interrupted by sentential adverbs, provides direct evidence
against a direct merge analysis of these NEG-QP sequences, where Neg would be
merged or adjoined in the extended projection of the QP.

— Furthermore, the fact that in cartographic terms the element that interrupts the sequence is
a very high adverb provides strong evidence that negation in those cases belongs in
the high CP-domain.

e Further Evidence:

— Further evidence that the position Neg occupies in lllusory CN (Negz in
(30)) must be different from the one occupied by regular sentential
negation (Negzin (30)), comes from the fact that the latter (Neg2) follows
(instead of preceding) evaluative and modal adverbs, as shown in (31):

(30) [NEGPl Negl [MODALP ngh Adverbs [FOCP QP\FOCO [NEGPZ Neg2 [QP]]]]

(31)a. Afortunadamente/tal vez no  han venido
fortunately /perhaps, neg have(they) come
“Fortunately/perhaps, they didn”t come.”

b. *No afortunadamente / probablemente han venido

— | The Neg we find in Illusory CN corresponds to Neg1 in (30), while
sentential negation corresponds to Neg2 in (30)
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4.2. Sentences with Double Negation

— If the negation involved in illusory CN is not standard sentential negation, we predict the
possible existence of cases involving double negation.

— This prediction is borne out. Although it has been claimed that this type of structure does
not exist (Rivero 1970), examples of these sort are easily found under the appropriate
discourse conditions.

— These structures typically involve objections to a previously uttered negative
proposition, as in (32) , gathered from a discussion website. The heading subject is the
proposition “animals that do not smell” (32a).

Following discussion about the heading subject (the idea being that they don’t smell),
someone has been led to say that “not all animals do not smell” (32b):

(32) a. ¢Animales que no huelan?
animals that neg smell?
“Animals that don't smell? ”

b. Pues no todos NO huelen
the.truth.is neg  all neg smell
“The truth is that not all of them don't smell” (www.faunaexotica.net)

—> The following pair provides another instance of this type of structure:

The news heading says that “the Spanish jobless do not wish to work the land” (30a);
a reply to this statement in the comment section of the news counterargues saying that
“not all Spanish jobless don’t wish to work the land” (33b):

(33) a. Los parados espafioles no quieren trabajar enel campo
the jobless Spanish neg want work.inf in the land
“The spanish jobless do not want to work the land.”

b. Que ponga en el titular “algunos parados”...
That says g gjunet. N the headline some jobless

que no todos no quieren trabajar en el campo

that neg all neg want  work.inf in the land
“The headline should say “some jobless”, because not all of them don't want to work the land.”

—> Further evidence for our analysis of lllusory CN is the fact that we can combine double
negation and (subjunctive) licensing high clausal adverbs of the type we have just
discussed, giving rise to well formed examples like (34):

(34) Que no probablemente todos no quierang,gyunct trabajaren el campo.
That neg probably all neg wantsygyjunet ~ Work in the field
“That not probably all don’t want to work in the field”
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® Conclusion:

possibility of projecting a higher Neg whose function is to object

— Over and above standard sentential negation in Spanish, there is the

(NONeg1)’
to an (implicit or explicit) previous assertion, and which can be combined

with sentential Neg (Noy, ).

{
(35) [egp1 NO4 [xp- (high adverbs) X° [, p QP FOC® [yoqpa NO, [1p -0 111

— Although we will not have time to discuss this in detail here, we defend that
this high Neg occupies a position within the structure of the Speech Act.

[Under a neoperformative model like the one defended by Wilstchko, this high
Neg would occupy a position within the structure of the Speech Act Phrase,

probably as a head in the ResponseP (see Wiltschko & Heim 2016, Uribe-
Etxebarria 2018, and Etxepare & Uribe-Etxebarria 2021 ms. for related discussion)].

5. Mixed Strategies

— Consider what the predictions of our working hypothesis (the existence of two
strategies for constituent negation) are for possible lexicalization parameters in the
expression of constituent negation.

— We claim that direct merger of NEG and QP is only possible for some QPs, while as
in some other cases the sequences under analysis are derived by movement of the
QP to a high Spec/FocP close to a high Negation sitting in the left periphery.

— Due to the impact that the type of QP has in the possibility of licensing the direct merge
strategy, we predict to find languages with Neg+QP sequences in which the negative
particle that directly merges with some QPs differs from the one that combines with
other QPs. European Portuguese is such a language.

5.1. European Portuguese

— European Portuguese (EP) is a language that makes a clear distinction between
sequences of Negation and Strong Quantifiers on the one hand, and Negation and
Weak Quantifiers on the other. (Peres, 2013):

(36) e The negative particle for Neg + strong QP sequences is always nem

e The negative particle in Neg + weak QP is ndo (identical to the sentential one
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e | Negation + QPgrrone-

— When combining with Negation: Nem + QPgrrone-

— Besides being preceded by the negator nem, Strong Quantifiers always occur in
preverbal position.

(37) a.Nem todos os estudantes tinham lido o livro
Neg all.pl the.pl student.pl have read the book
“Not all the students have read the book”

b. Nem sempre podemos estar ben dispostos
Neg always can.lppl be well  disposed
“Not always can we be well disposed”

— As we will see next, Neg+ QPsrrone Sequences differ from the behaviour
exhibited by Neg+ QP,zax Sequences both regarding the negator they can cooccur
with and their position in the sentence (preverbal/postverbal).

e | Negation + QP \eax

Nao + QPweak

- Weak Quantifiers are preceded by the negator néo.

— N&o + QPygak Can occur in postverbal position

(38) Estavam na festa ndo muitos estudantes
there.were PREP party not many students
“There were not many students at the party”

(39) Nado muitas pessoas conheciam o segredo do  cofre
neg many people knew the secret of.the coffer
“Not many people knew the secret of the coffer”
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- Ordinary association with focus in Portuguese uses néo, not nem:

(40) a. Nao vineram a reunido todos o0s estudantes estrangeiros
Neg they.came to meeting all the  student.pl foreign.pl
“‘Not all of the foreign students came to the meeting”

b.*Nao todos os estudantes estrangeiros  vineram a reuniao
Neg all the  student.pl foreign.pl they.came to meeting
“‘Not all of the foreign students came to the meeting”

- If ndo, not nem, is the negator for association with focus (where negation is external to
the focalized constituent), then (41a=35) does not involve external negation, so its
underlying structure cannot be the indirect one in (41b):

(41=35) a. Nem todos os estudantes tinham lido o livro
Neg all the students have read the book
“*Not possibly all the students have read the book”

b. Inep NeGnio [roce QP FOC®  [jp... QP...]11]

- Peres claims explicitly that the sequence Nem + QP cannot be separated by anything in
Portuguese (Peres, 2013: 483):

(42) * Nem posivelmente todos os estudantes tinham lido o livro
Neg possibly all  the students have read the book

“*Not possibly all the students have read the book”

— Interestingly, the form of the negative particle for Strong Quantifiers, nem, is the same
as the one for scalar negation, the equivalent of not even in English (Peres, 2013 : 484),
or ni in Spanish:

(43) Nem os melhores alumnos responderam a pergunta
Neg the best.pl student.pl answered the question
“Not even the best students answered the question”

— In the case of Nem + QPropos, the reading of «not even» does not make sense.

(44=37a) Nem todos os estudantes tinham lido o livro
Neg all.pl the.pl student.pl have read the book
“Not all the students have read the book”

— One way of connecting the interpretation of nem in cases like (43) and nem in cases

involving QPropos like (44=37a) is by taking nem to be associated to a focus feature,
implied e.g. by the scalar English particle even.

— The focus feature sets up a set of alternatives, over which negation operates.

— e The focus feature would be involved in the obligatory fronting of nem todos in (44=37a).

e This feature is internal to the fronted constituent, in fact it constitutes part of the lexical
description of Nem.
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] Irgrstrategy in Neg + QP sequences: Mixed Strategy.

- languages like Portuguese, we are forced to expand the typology of Direct
Approaches into Direct Merge (with focus) plus Fronting:

— The relevant structure is thus one that fronts a phrase headed by negation, and includes
a focus feature: Foc® [ OP,

(45)  [rocp | [ecriop NO [eoce [ Foc [ QP] ]I 11

— The existence of the mixed strategy in Portuguesé\places the locus of cross-
linguistic differences at least partly in the featural constitution of negation and the

availability of QP internal focalization.

5.2. Italian varieties

— Consider in this regard Italian too. The structure in (45) is represented also in other
Romance varieties. Consider the following facts about Standard Italian non (from
Manzotti and Rigamonti, 1991) in comparison with Spanish no.

(46) a. Non una parola a Maria !
not one word to Maria
“Not even one word/not a single word to Maria”

b. N-i una palabra a Maria

(47) a. Ha giocatto non bene b. Ha jugado no *(muy) bien
has.3psg played non well has.3psg played non well
“He didn’t play well”

(48) a. Maria non ha voluto parlare che con lei
Maria neg has wanted talk.INF that with them
“Maria did not want to talk but to them”

b. Maria no ha querido hablar *(mas) que con ellos

(49) a. Nonun LIBRO ha comperato b.N-i un libro ha comprado
neg one book has bought n-i one book has bought
“Not even one book she bought” “Not even one book she bought”
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— Non in Standard Italian seems to possess a scalar feature that is lacking in Spanish no.

— For constituent negation, it is significant that in those dialects of Italian that possess a
split negation, constituent negation appears to be always headed by the scalar
negative particle.

— Poletto (2017: 95) for instance observes that in Paduan constituent negation requires
the sequéice of two netjdtion markersiNone of them pleenminimizer miga « crumb »:

(50) a b.

Neg1 Neg2 all Neg1l Neg2 few
“‘Not everyone” “Not few”

m CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that sequences of NEG-QP may correspond to three different syntactic
configurations (51-53).

i) ¢ The adjacency between the Neg particle and the quantifier results from directly
merging negation with the QP or with Q (as in Collins, 2017) (51a/b).
e In those cases, the scope of negation is determined by its merge position.

ii)e The adjacency between Neg and the QP results from focus fronting of the QP to a
position immediately dominated by a very high Negation, Neg1, as in (52).
e In this case, the scope of negation is determined by association with focus.

iii)e In the 3 configuration (53), which can be viewed as a combination of the previous two,
Neg is merged to a focus phrase that takes the QP as its complement. The scope of
negation is determined by association with focus. The presence of a focus feature in the
QP may force pied-piping of the whole structure to a preverbal focus position.

(61) | a |Ige NO [gp Q 11

b. |Inpoe [NC Q] [NP/DP] ] | (Collins Inner Negation, 2017)

(52) [negrt N9 [roer| [QP] X Foc® .. [1¢ ---/t---]]]]

(53) lroce | [negrigp NEg [roer FoO€©® [QP] |1 R Foc® [ LI I
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6. CN IN THE ABSENCE OF CN: THE cASE OF BASQUE

- Payne (1985), many languages cannot directly negate a QP such as many, few or all.
- Basque is a case in point: there is no equivalent of English not many or not all.

- Sé@ﬁél%esgﬁ@“@b dP%ﬂ@strbng??ﬁejecﬁé@"ﬂ}déllF speakers (Basque allows CN only in a very limited set
of cases, nﬁﬁ’lﬂl'ladﬁngﬂdn AbENS pfec Q¥ a deg@dMgodifter in adjectival or adverbial phrases).
“Not all of them/many/few came”

In CN

- order to obtain a meaning similar to the one that corresponds to in other lges,
Basque resorts to association with focus: more specifically, it resorts to a structure

2Ro1hg Hégation and a lower Focus position as in (56b) (E&UE 2008/9),
a. GUZTIAK ez dira agertu

illl neg .arei shown.up Neg QP
ALL OF THEM didn’t show up T i e e e e e e  E ES
b. Hz dira GUzZIIAK agertu

1
1
o ! Neg are all shown.up
i “Not ALL OF 111M showed up
1
1
Liocp GUZTIAR 11 [xmgp €7, [1p tdira agertu]]]i D" ln €2neg Lip AIMA L-opy GUZTIAK 5 Lyp  agertu ]]1]

Iy | i S

- In negative sentences, focus can occur in 2 positions: i) in a preverbal focus position external to TP,

1996 ; E&UE 2008/9).

» One intriguing property of Basque, a language which as we have shown in (55) does not
allow direct merge of negation and a QP, is that sequences of the type Neg+QP,
impossible as part of a full clause, nevertheless seem to be possible under
clausal ellipsis, as in (57).

(Note that in (57) the remnant subject has ergative case, which is only possible under a Tensed transitive clause;
sce Rezac at al. 2014).

(57) a. Gehienek lortu dute, baina ez guztiek
Most.ERG achieved have but not all.ERG
“Most of them got it, but not all of them”

b. Batzuek lortu dute, baina ez askok
some.erg achieved have but not many.erg
“Some got it, but not many”

= ANALYSIS PROPOSED: What is the derivation underlying sequences Neg+QP in (57)7?

We analyze these Neg+QP sequences in (57) sequences as resulting from a process of

IP-ellipsis (Merchant2001, Holmberg2016). More specifically, we argue that, just as in the case of
some cases of Neg+ (CM/Prep)+QP cases in Spanish, they involve:

a) Focalization of the QP to a high focus position, followed by clausal ellipsis

b) A high Neg, Neg1, (different from sentential negation, Neg2) sitting in a high
position of the left periphery.
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ANALYSIS PROPOSED FOR CASES LIKE (57) (CONTINUATION)
(57) a. Gehienek

lortu dute, baina ez guztiek
most.ERG achieved have but not all.ERG
“Most of them got it, but not all of them”

a) Focalization of the QP, which moves to the Spec of a high FocP1. This is followed by IP
(or NegP) ellipsis (Merchant 2001, Holmberg 20186).

The QP (in this case the subject) undergoes focus fronting to the left periphery of the clause, an option
available for both affirmative (58a) and negative (58b) sentences. (Structure (58b) would correspond to
examples like (56a)).

ut sentence initial focalization with affirmative sentences 5 g~ 4R ce initial focalization with negative sentences
(58) a. [g,.pq quztieky , Foc® [ lortu dute J]]] b. [gyepq guztieky Foc® [ ez [p lortu dute ]1]]
the negation that precedes the QP in

(67) cannot correspond to
sentential negation, because IP-external focus obligatorily precedes sentential

b) VA HENLL BARANR 19N APWATES, ffIHE N ATRARINIGARYR SRAGICE AN g RS

SHBYRIBh (3P the it pefipiierg W HibR Fe TP aA¥Ghvolved in the Neg+QP sequences
of the type illustrated in (57).

(59)

[necp N€g  [pocp QP Foc® [\eqp, Neg, [ QP...11] (Neg2= sentential Neg)

m Evidence for our analysis of examples like (57):

1. Neg1+QP sequences can be interrupted by clausal adverbs. Just as we saw in
Spanish for illusory CN in (28), modal/evaluative adverbs can break the adjacency
between Neg1 and QP in Basque.

(59) A: Jendeek kasu

egin dute ?
people.ERG attention

done Aux
“Did people pay attention?”
B:  Ezyee seguru aski guztieki [p t  Jojiced
Neg sure enough all.ERG
“Not probably all of them”
C:  Ezys zoritxarrez guztiek; e letided
Not unfortunately all.LErG

“Not unfortunatly all of them”

This sequence is impossible with sentential negation in an ordinary declarative
sentence with focus fronting when ellipsis is not involved (the same facts obtain in Spanish, as
shown above in (31))

(60) * Ezyzs, zoritxarrez

GUZTIEK Kkasu
neg

egin  dute
unfortunately all.erg

attention done have
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for the Spanish cases involving illusory CN, if
m Evidence for our analysis of examples like (57): is not standard sentential

2. Parallel to the prediction we made
the negation involved in Basque in structures like (57)
negatiorké%%ﬁg?(dict the possible existence of cases involving double negation.

— This prediction is borne out.

(61) A: eZync. dute hori egin?
How many.ergskakot have that.abs done
How many didn’t do it?

Not many.erg
‘Not many (didn’t do it)’

movement to high Spec/FocP clausal (vug P) ellipsis
|
I

b. Ezypg, askokyany | [€2ngpce askokyany duteyayy horipyy eginpoys

- The answer in (61Ba) has the structure in (61B1b). Although the sentential
negation (ez,cs,) present in the question is not pronounced in the answer
due to the process of clausal ellipsis (in this case, NegP ellipsis), the interpretation

contained within the elided NegP.

m Evidence for our analysis of examples like (57):

3. Furthermore, just like in Spanish (see (34-35)), we predict that the existence of
Basque sentences involving both a high clausal adverb and double negation
(Neg1 and Neg2) in the cases involving illusory CN.

— This prediction is borne out.

(61) A: Zenbatek €Zypc. dute hori egin?
How many.erg not have that.abs done
How many didn’t do it?

B2. Ezygg, zorionez/seguru aski askok
Not luckly /probably many.erg
‘Not luckily many (didn’t do it)’

- (61B2) has the structure in (62), which is exactly the same as (35), with the
only difference that the Basque example in (61) involves clausal (NegP)
ellipsis.

movement to high Spec/FocP

v |
(62=35) [yegp1 NO [xp- (high adverbs) X® [y ep QP; FOC |yegpy NO |p ... 00 1]

clausal (NegP) ellipsis
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1. Basque does not license true constituent negation with QPs. The only way to get a structure with
- ﬁmﬁﬁw ' imilar to CN is by association with focus, in a configuration with a negation that c-
2 QP from a higher position in the clausal skeleton,

2. This is possible in the configuration in (63), with sentential negation, Ez,., , and a QP in the
Spec of a low FocP, FocusP, in (63). (Movement of the QP to a higher FocP, FocP1, would get
the QP out of the scope of Neg2: QP > Neg?2).

(62) [FocusP1 FOC1° [NegP2 EzNegZ [IP [FocusP2 QP F002° [ ] ]]]

- [HHREESRSRration Neg2 and the QP are not adjacent to each other, due to the existence of
cannot be )
Intervening material between both elements.

- o IP ellipsis implies the PF-elision of inner focus site, constituent negation relations
AssociatiogWihEREUSE pell Out by means of an ordinary sentential negation in Baéhthe &fice
the QP would be elided together with the rest of the material within IP.

3. also possible in the configuration in (64), with a high Neg
periphery, Ez, .., and the QP in the Spec of a high FocP, FocP2, with clausal ellipsis.
(63) [ Negp1 EZnegt [ Focusp1 QP FOC°[p  [..00F ... T11]

- This structure can give rise to Neg+QP sequences, where Neg and the QP are adjacent to e.o.
- The Neg1+QP sequence can be interrupted by clausal adverbs, which shows that
59 ifsina E‘gh p iti .0 th& Ieng jphery. That Neg1 is not sentential negation can be
sl P IR teee s

Ken BYthe fac ese stractures allow 2 negations, Neg1 and Neg2, although the

; FOC [negrz EZnegz [ip -

m Summarizing:

4. Although for reasons of space we have limited ourselves to show that the illusory cases of
CN involve association with focus with a clausal external Neg, the different meanings that some
of this sentence-initial illusory cases of constituent negation can have (and in particular with the
possibility of interpreting negation with a refutal or a non refutal interpretation) leads us to
suggest that there are more than one position available for this high negation in the structure of
the Speech Act Phrase. See Wiltschko & Heim (2016), Wilstchko (2017), Uribe-Etxebarria (2018,
2019, 2021) and Etxepare & Uribe-Etxebarria (2021b) for discussion.

5. The fact that sequences apparently identical to true constituent negation structures should arise
in a language that does not have independent constituent negation strengthens the idea
defended here that a number of sequences analyzed as cases of constituent negation are a sort
of cognitive illusion, and must be reinterpreted in terms of association with focus.
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