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Plurality and Distributivity of -Tul in Korean
A (ASHHE)

In this presentation, | argue that -ful, which has been commonly known as a plural marker, is rather a
distributive marker which signals the presence of a distributive operator. -Tul gives rise to a reading which
involves distributive quantification. Collective readings, in spite of the presence of -tul, are explained in
terms of a scope-taking difference of a distributive operator. -Tul-marked phrases as such exhibit the
contrasting properties with English plural nouns, and this distinction is proven to have a root in their
structural difference. In terms of a syntactic structure, English plural nouns constitute a CIP (Classifier
Phrase) (Borer 2005), to which further quantification such as a group-formation operation is applicable,
while Korean -tul-marked phrases form a QP and hence the application of group-formation operator,
presumably at a D/Q position, is blocked. -Tul-marked nouns, by matching with predicates which are
semantically plural or distributive for the need for the type-match between a predicate and an argument,
yield interpretations involving distributive quantification. My analysis explains why parametric variations
realizing plurality exists. | put forward a minimalistic explanation for parametric variations. In terms of
semantics, meanings of bare nouns are same, universally being mass, in contrast to Chierchia (1998). In
terms of syntax, languages share the set of functional projections employed in building a nominal structure



(i.e. CIP, #P, and DP). The only difference, then, is reduced down to morpho-phonological realizations of
plurality, which diverge depending on the language.
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Bare Plural Generics, Categories and Exceptions
Yong-Beom Kim (Kwangwoon University)

This paper claims that generic sentences are not inductive generalizations based on actual world
configurations, but that they are knowledge-level inferences that are justifiable in terms of force dynamics in
the epistemic domain. In many cases the law-like quality of generic sentences comes from the proposal of
this paper that generic sentences are theory-based generalizations supported by various forces and are
used when their predicates denote properties that can be seen as preserving homeostatic constancy of
propositional contents. This paper points out that generic generalizations should be interpreted respecting
the distinctions found between object categories and rule-governed categories. In this vein this paper
claims that exceptions in generic statements are inevitable for object categories and they are to be allowed
at least in two respects. One is that every natural object can undergo operations of some sort, still retaining
its membership of the category. The other is that natural objects are similar to each other only to the
degree of family resemblance, showing typicality effects.

Key words: generic, bare plurals, object concepts, rule-governed concepts, force dynamics, exceptions
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