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Formal Semantics for Interpreting Temporal Annotation

Kiyong Lee (Korea University)

This paper aims at developing an OWL-Time ontology-based semantics for formally representing temporal
and event-related information extracted from annotated text. Natural language text is annotated for such
information in the XML format according to the guidelines specified by TimeML. The OWL-Time ontology,
on the other hand, provides a formal language in which annotated information is translated into appropriate
semantic representations. To this language, the notion of neighborhood is introduced to capture finer-
grained aspectual and tense-related features in natural language, particularly, those features related to the
past tense in Korean. It is claimed here that OWL-Time and TimeML complement each other in processing
relevant information and reasoning about time and events in natural language text.

<FISA SZ>
Construction Grammar: Fundamentals, Issues and the State-of-the-Art
- The Development and Status Quo of Construction-Based Grammar -

Jong-Bok Kim (Kyung Hee University)

Constructionist approaches emphasize the role of grammatical CONSTRUCTIONS: conventionalized
pairings of form and function. The approaches recognize any linguistic pattern a construction as long as
some aspect of its form or function is not strictly predictable from its component parts or from other
constructions recognized to exist. In fact, all levels of current grammatical analysis involve constructions:
learned parings of form with semantic or discourse function, including morphemes or words, idioms,
partially lexically filled and fully general phrasal patterns. The talk will focus on arguments for adopting a
constructionist approach. In particular, we will look at phenomena such as ditransitive, resultative,
covariational conditional, subject-auxiliary inversion construction, and so forth.

Selected References:

Goldberg, Adele, E. 2006. Constructions at Work. Oxford University Press.

Ginzberg, Jonathan and lvan A. Sag. 2001. Interrogative Investigations. CSLI Publications.
Kim, Jong-Bok and Peter Sells. 2008. English Syntax: An Introduction. CSLI Publications.
Lee, David. 2001. Cognitive Linguistics: an Introduction. Cambridge University.

Two Types of NP Coordination in Korean: A Lexical Approach
Sae-Youn Cho (Kangwon National University)

It is widely believed that not every coordination can be derived from S-coordination in English either by
conjunction reduction or by ellipsis on the basis of examples such as (1). (Cf. Ross (1967), Yoon & Lee
(2005))

(1) a. The king and queen are an amiable couple
b. *The king is an amiable couple and the queen is an amiable couple

Unlike English Coordination, Korean NP coordination can be classified into various types. Among them,
Yoon and Lee (2005) recently investigates the properties of two types of surface NP coordination in Korean
and claims that one type is constituent coordination of NPs whereas the other is derived by ellipsis from a
larger, clausal, coordination. The two types are distinguished as follows:

Type A: case is marked only on the final conjunct and non-final conjuncts carry
the nominal conjunctive suffix ?(k)wa (or other conjunctive suffixes such
as ?hako).

Type B: case-markers occur on all conjuncts and kuliko occurs between the



conjuncts.

Though Yoon & Lee (2005) provided interpretive and/or syntactic arguments for so-called Ellipsis
approach, there seem to be lots of empirical and theoretical problems they face.

To avoid such difficulties, | claim here that though the two types of NP coordination mentioned above are
all ambiguous, they can be uniformly analyzed as NP coordination. To clarify my claim, | suggest a lexical
approach to give a simpler explanation for the properties of the two types of NP coordination in Korean.

Ordering Dative and Accusative Arguments in Korean: A Corpus Study
Hye-Won Choi (Ewha Womans University)

This paper examines the word order alternation between dative (-eykey) and accusative (-ul/lul) arguments
in Korean. Using a million word corpus (Spoken portion of Sejong Balanced Modern Korean Corpus, Kim
2000), it shows that the length and information status (e.g. givenness/newness) of the arguments are two
major factors that affect this syntactic alternation. By analyzing seven hundred some tokens of dative-
accusative construction from the Corpus, it quantitatively testifies to the "long before short" preference of
the Korean word order, which is opposite to the "short before long" preference in English (Hawkins 1994).
Also, it shows that Korean, like English, displays the "old before new" tendency. While the factors of length
and information status converge to the same ordering effect in English, they diverge and thus result in a
neutralizing effect in Korean.
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