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Non-culmination of Korean Activity Verbs

Juwon Lee

(Jeonju University)

Korean activity verbs have been assumed to have the simple event structure [x ACT<MANNER>]
like their English counterparts. However, it is argued in this paper that some activity verbs (e.g. ttwi-
‘jump’, ket- ‘walk’, tol- ‘spin” and kwulu- ‘roll’) in Korean actually have a kind of causative event
structure [[x ACT] CAUSE [BECOME [x ACT<MANNER>]]]. Several pieces of evidence for this
recategorization are presented: (i) the activity verbs allow zero result readings, (ii) the causing
subevent of the verbs are detected by interval modifiers (in- and for-adverbials), (iii) causing and
caused subevents of the verbs can be modified by a manner adverb. A potential counterevidence
against the claim is also discussed: the activity verbs modified with tasi ‘again’ have only repetitive
readings, a fact not expected if they have a causative event structure. However, it is shown that the
peculiarity is well explained by a property of the manner root in the causative event structure of the
activity verbs. This leads to the conclusion that causative predicates in Korean should be classified
(at least) into two types, caused change-of-state predicates and caused motion predicates headed by
such an activity verb. Supporting this, it is shown that Korean has derived caused motion predicates.
Finally, some implications of this analysis on lexical semantic hypotheses are discussed; they can
go against the manner/result complementarity (Rappaport Hovav and Levin 2010, 2013) and the
bifurcation of event template and root (Arad 2005; Embick 2009).



Korean evidential -te and the speaker’s commitment:
focusing on variable evidentiality

Dongsik Lim
(Hongik University: joint work with Semoon Hoe, Yugyeong Park, and Chungmin Lee)

Previous studies of Korean evidential -te (Chung 2007, Lee J. 2013, a.o.) have argued that Korean
-te exhibits variable evidentiality: the evidentiality introduced by Korean evidential -te may be direct
or indirect, depending on absence or presence of tense morphemes. Other languages, such as
Bulgarian, are also known to show variable evidentiality. Some authors try to analyze this in terms
of the notion of relative tense (Lee J. 2013 for Korean, Smirnova 2013 for Bulgarian, a.o.), according
to which tense morphemes under the scope of evidentials are interpreted not relative to the utterance
time, but relative to the event acquisition time. In this work we present some data which suggests
that tense morphemes under -te should be interpreted with respect to the utterance time, unlike what
is argued by the relative tense theory. Furthermore, to explain variable evidentiality of -te and its
relation to tense more correctly, we propose that the interpretation of -te is closely interrelated with
the speaker’s commitment (Gunlogson 2008, a.0.) to the prejacent, as well as its relation to the
Question under Discussion (Roberts 1998, 2012, a.o.). While doing so, we will also try to discuss
various issues regarding -te, including the causal relation between the prejacent and the evidence
(Hara 2017, a.0.) and the situational understanding of causal relation (Copley and Harley 2015, a.o.).



