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The Logico-Linguistic Society of Japan is pleased to announce that the 14th Pacific
Asia Conference on Language, Information and Computation (PACLIC 14) will be held in
Tokyo, Japan on February 15-17, 2000. The Conference is an annual meeting of scholars
with a wide range of interest in theoretical and computational linguistics from the Pacific Asia
region. PACLIC 14 solicits papers ftreating any field in theoretical and computational
linguistics, including, but not limited to, syntax, morphology, phonology, semantics,
pragmatics, discourse analysis, typology, corpus linguistics, formal grammar theory,
natural language processing, and computer applications. Four hard—copies of a preliminary
version of a paper (maximum 20 letter- or Ad-sized pages, 11pt, double spaced throughout)
should be sent to the following address. The first page of the submitted paper should bear
the following information: the title of the paper, the name(s) of the author(s), affiliations,
mailing address, and Email address for correspondence. E-mail submission is also acceptable
(but no fax submissions). Accepted papers will be published in the Conference Proceedings.

MAILING ADDRESSES:
For Hard-Copy Submission: PACLIC14 c/o Akira lkeya, Chiyogaoka 4-7-4, Asao—ku,
Kawasaki 215-0005 JAPAN
For Electronic Submission: kawamori@atom.brl.ntt.co.jp
IMPORTANT DATES:
Preliminary paper submission due: October 10, 1999
Notification of acceptance: November 25, 1999
Camera-ready copy due: January 5, 2000
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A Sequence of Tense in Propositional Attitudes and its Semantics
Mean-Young Song (Korea University)

This paper presents a semantics of tenses in the propositional attitude constructions,
along with a more dependable seqguence-of-tense (SOT) rule. In his recent work, Ogihara
(1989 and 1996) proposes an SOT rule which roughly says that the tense in the complement
of the attitude verbs should be optionally deleted under identity to its matrix tense. His
proposals are, however, inappropriate for accounting for the SOT phenomenon. In the
sentence John said that Mary bought a car, which is only interpreted with a shifted reading in
which the time of Mary's buying a car is prior to John's saying time, Ogihara’s SOT would
have to predict that the above sentence is ambiguous between a shifted reading and a
simultaneous reading in which Mary's buying time coincides with John’s saying time, which is
contrary to fact. To remedy this, | propose an alternative SOT rule, together with the tense
co-indexing rule which says that the embedded tense is co-indexed with the matrix tense
under identity, on the assumption that every tense bears a temporal index, as we can see in
the referential theory of tense. The SOT rule proposed in this paper is an obligatory rule
unlike Ogihara’s, and is defined in terms of a binding relation between the matrix tense and
the embedded tense. The tense co-indexing rule determines whether the SOT is applicable
to a given sentence. The general strategy | will adopt to provide the semantic account of the
SOT phenomena is essentially along the lines of the semantics of the propositional attitude



first proposed by Lewis (1979) and extended by Cresswell and von Stechow (1982). Thus, |
incorporate into the semantic analysis of the tenses in the attitudes the approach in which
the object of the propositional attitude is taken to be a self-ascribed property (i.e. de se
attitudes), rather than a proposition (i.e. a set of possible worlds).

s st ojolAM e ctE AlSel 9 X[ol Cf 504
(On the Status of Short-Form Causatives in Modern Korean)
¥ E&— (Ryuichi Washio)
HEAZ  (University of Tsukuba)
SEXERK ERBBHRHARE  (RILI, Korea University)
WA EAZ COE (COE, Kanda University of International Studies)
B EEESET  (National Language Research Institute)

According to Shibatani (1973a), "short-form” causatives such as "ip—hi-ta” express
direct causation, correlating with their simplex clause structure, whereas "long—form”
causatives such as "ip—key ha-ta” express indirect causation, reflecting their complex
(bi-clausal) syntax. Shibatani supports this distinction between simplex and complex
structures by claiming that the two types of causatives show different interpretive
possibilities with respect to the binding of “caki” and the scope of adverbials: in
long-form causatives, “caki” may refer either to the surface subject or to the
dative-marked causee and an adverb may modify either the caused event or the
causing event, whereas in short—form causatives ambiguities of this sort are never
observed.

Shibatani's factual claims have since been shown by a number of linguists to be too
strong: there are short-form causatives such as "ilk-hi-ta” (called "Pattern 2" in K.-D.
Lee (1975)) which pass all the tests for complex clause structure (i.e., the indirect
causation meaning and the ambiguities associated with “caki” and adverbials).
Shibatani's theory is therefore refuted by the existence of "Pattern 2" or "Type 2"
short-form causatives.

There are, however, some further questions that one needs to ask concerning
short—form causatives in Korean, and the present paper takes up one of them: viz., the
issue of variation in speaker judgments. Two independent problems should be
distinguished here. First, speakers may agree that a given string of the form "V-hi-ta”
is a possible causative verb, but disagree as to whether it behaves like a short-form
causative or like a long—form causative. Typically, this happens with verbs like
"ip-hi-ta” which fall under Lee's (1975) "Pattern 1" lexical causatives: thus, some
linguists claim that "caki” in "emeni—ka ai—eykey caki-uy os-ul ip—hi—ess—-ta”
unambiguously refers to "emeni,” but others claim that it may also refer to "ai.”
Second, and this is our major concern here, speakers disagree as to whether or not
a given string of the form "V-hi—ta” is a possible causative verb. This happens with
many of the Type 2 short-form causatives. Although everyone agrees that "ilk—hi—-ta”
is a possible causative verb, there are both substantial variations among Korean
speakers, and a high degree of uncertainty in individual speakers, when it comes to
the possibility or naturalness of such short-form causatives as "(phili-lul) pwul-li-ta,
(namwu-Iul) sim-ki—ta, (kulssi-lul) ssu-i-ta,” etc. This is a surprising state of affairs if



one compares Korean with, e.g., Japanese, where the corresponding causatives,
"huk-ase-ru” (blow-cause), "ue-sase-ru” (plant-cause), "kak-ase-ru” (write-cause),
etc., are perfectly well-formed for every speaker of Japanese (note that Japanese
sase-causatives are complex verbs of the form V-cause—, much like Korean short-form
causatives, though they are also like long—form causatives in being extremely
productive).

Speaker variations of the above sort suggest that short-form causatives occupy a
rather special position in the synchronic system called modermn Korean N a position
which is highly "unstable,” and which is apparently losing many of its occupants.
Previous works on the history of Korean causatives shed much light on the cause of
this unstable status of short-form causatives. J.-I. Kwon (1991) claims, for example,
that the historical development of Korean causatives consists of the following four
steps.

Step I. Long—form and short-form causatives come to coexist in Korean.
Step Il. Causative suffixes (=i, —hi, —li, —ki) come to function also as passive suffixes,
leading to the so-called "homophony crush.”
Step lll. The grammatical system requires this homophony crush to be avoided.
Step IV. Actual change occurs. The change proceeds in the following two directions.
(@) For those dialects which lack accentual distinctions (e.g., Seoul), short-form
causatives come to be restricted and superseded by long-form causatives,
the "short—form” being reserved for the passive use.
(b) For those dialects which have accentual distinctions (e.g., Pusan),
short-form causatives and short-form passives are distinguished by
accent, thereby avoiding the homophony crush.

Thus, at least for the Seoul dialect (and other similar dialects), Kwon's (1991) theory
boils down to the claim that short-form causatives are "unstable” because they are in
the process of being superseded by long—form causatives, a process that is necessary
to avoid the homophony crush. The short-forms would thus be reserved for the
passive use.

This hypothesis makes a synchronic prediction which appears to be correct: since
Korean does not have intransitive passives, the short-form "V-hi-ta” can only be a
causative if the V is intransitive, so that intransitive short-form causatives should be
able to stay in the grammar of Korean, there being no short-form passives in such
cases that would compete with them. Kwon (1991: 119) demonstrates the correctness
of this prediction by observing that expressions like "nal-li-ta,” "hul-li-ta,” "sal-li-ta,”
"cwuk-i—ta,” "wus-ki—ta,” etc. are in fact natural and stable in modern Korean. This is
a highly interesting consequence of the theory, which makes it worthy of serious
consideration.

Kwon's hypothesis makes some further synchronic predictions that can be tested in
principle. It predicts for example that, where there is a potential homophony crush, a
short-form causative should display a higher degree of acceptability in the Pusan
dialect than in the Seoul dialect (i.e., if a short-form passive is acceptable in both
dialects, then the corresponding short—form causative should be acceptable only in the



Pusan dialect). This would lead us to expect that the coexistence of short—form
causatives and the corresponding short—form passives should be a phenomenon much
more wide—-spread in the Pusan dialect than in the Seoul dialect.

The present author examined these consequences of the Kwon Hypothesis (with the
help of five speakers of the Pusan dialect and eight speakers of the Seoul dialect).
The result, reported in this paper, does not quite verify the hypothesis, leaving us with
some new problems to work on.

Additive Particle -fo and Emphatic Expressions in Korean
olof Al (HETH)

Cross-linguistically, additive particles are employed to express an emphatic flavor as the
following examples show:
(1) a. Even the president loves Mary.

a’. What you will have it named, even that it is.

b. %% ANH &b 3(Even monkeys fall down from trees.)

b. 7z%% &1 (Taru came, t00.)

c. HEE X 1 =lolo &ASHALCE(Even the president attended the meeting.)

c¢. Bz ot (Chulswu came, too.)
The presentation will try to account for the following gquestions with regard to the two uses of
additive particles, expecially the additive particle —fo in Korean. (i) why are such additive
particles used in emphatic expressions? (i) Is the additive particle —70 in Korean polysemous?
(i) why do polarity items (both polarity sensitive and free—choice) prefer mating with the
particle —fo or the particle —(jrafo as in (2)? What do these two types of expressions have
in common?

2) a. off A
b. off =

(i) why does the particle —(jrato occur in concessive expressions as in (3)? What relationship
do concessive expressions stand in with normal emphatic expressions?

3) a. 87t X2t 2S3= ot
b. ???&M It StEEXEtE ~F 7Tt
c. OtF H2tE T oY ctdolct
d. 7775354 EEt: F2Y ctadolct,

To my knowledge, to date, no comprehensive analysis has been done that addresses the
above mentioned problems. In this presentation, | will challenge the problems and put forth
answers to them.
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