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Korean Morphosyntax: Focusing on Clitics and Their Roles in Syntax

Hee-Rahk Chae
(Hankuk University of Foreign Studies)

In this talk I will introduce some major findings and/or arguments in the following book to be published by

Routledge: Korean Morphosyntax: Focusing on Clitics and Their Roles in Syntax. The aim of this book is to

clarify the morphosyntactic status of various “particles” on the basis of their morphosyntactic properties

rather than their functional and/or semantic properties.

First, although there are just a few inflectional affixes, there are many clitics, mostly bound words (i.e.,

typical clitics). We have clitic members of nouns, adjectives, adnouns, adverbs and conjunctions. Delimiters

and postpositions have only clitic members. Second, most of the predicative expressions containing ha- ‘to

do’ or toy- ‘to become’ are not words but phrases: for example, [kongpwu ha-] ‘to do study’ and [kensel toy-]

‘to be constructed’ are regular verb phrases and [kkaykkus-ha-] ‘to be clean’ is a clitic adjective phrase. Third,
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many of the expressions that have been assumed to be compounds are actually regular phrases (e.g., [komwu
sin] ‘rubber shoe’). Fourth, we do not need morphotactic templates to account for the order of morphemes in
nominal and predicative expressions, except for the sequence of the three particles -si-ess-keyss, which are
argued to be the only inflectional affixes in Korean. Fifth, all the clausal connectives (CCs) and sentential
endings (SEs) are argued to be bound words. Among CCs, nominalizers, adnominalizers and adverbializers
are assigned to the lexical categories of N, Adn and Adv, respectively.

Considering some more specific findings/arguments, first, among nominal particles, the honorific marker -
nim is shown to be a bound word rather than a derivational affix. The (genuine) plural marker -fu/ is also
argued to be a bound word rather than a derivational/inflectional affix. Second, among predicative particles,
we have shown that there are two tense morphemes, the past -ess/ass/yess and the nonpast -g. If there is a
third tense morpheme, then that would be the “discontinuous past” -essess/assess/yessess. The morpheme -
keyss is not a future tense marker but a modality marker. The string (nu)n is not even a separate morpheme
(as a present tense marker) but part of a portmanteau morph -(nu)nta. Third, the adnominalizers -nun, -(u)n,
-(u)! and -ten are also analyzed as portmanteau morphs, in the sense that they have the function of indicating
tense or modality as well as representing the status of nominal modifiers. Likewise, all expressions containing
the retrospective te (e.g., -tela and -teni) are also assumed to be portmanteau morphs. It is worth keeping in

mind that -i/ka and -ul/lul can be analyzed as allomorphs of a single delimiter.

Factive Presupposition by Nominal Complement Clause (and Its Interaction
with Epistemic/Doxastic Verbs and Veridical Predication)

Chungmin Lee
(Seoul National University)

Introduction. This talk will examine the phenomenon of factive presupposition by nominal complement
clause by itself in Korean and Japanese and that of factive/non-factive alternation of the epistemic or response
verb ‘know’ in Korean, Turkish and Hungarian (Lee 2017) to see the interaction of complement clause types
with embedding attitude verbs. The factive clause nomnalizers kes in Korean and koto in Japanese are
proposed to be particularly pro-fact noun (equivalent to ‘fact’) types in some distinction with Moulton’s
(2009) proposed <eg, <s, t>> type for that complement in general in English.

Facts. First, factivity alternation by al- 'know' in Korean (=K) and lack of it by siru- 'know' in Japanese (=J)
are given in (1) and (2). The non-factive S in (1b) can be followed by ‘but Mia didn’t leave’ without

contradiction, contrary to (1a), in K. In both languages, the Theme argument structural case is required for
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factive, whereas an oblique directive postposition is employed for non-factive in K.

(1) a. Kim-un [Mia-ka ttena -n  kes-ul al-  koiss—ta <Factive> K
K-TOP M-NOM leave-ADN[+pst] kes-ACC know-STAT-DEC
‘Kim knows that Mia left.” [STAT=stative], [+pst]= [+past], [ADN]=[ADNOMINAL]
b. Kim-un [Mia-ka ttena -n  kes-uro] al- koiss-ta Kurena Mia-ka an ttena-ss-ta
K-TOP  M-NOM leave-ADN[+pst] kes-DIR know-STAT-DEC but M-NOM not left
‘Kim non-factively knows that Mia left.” [STAT]=[STATIVE] <Non-factive>
(2) Kim-wa [Mia-ga dekake-ta koto-0] sit-te iru <Factive>J
K —-TOP M-NOM leave -PAST-koto-ACC  know-STAT be
‘Kim knows that Mia left.’

Second, by a veridicality test with veracious (not moral) adjectives (Martin and White 2005) mac- ‘right’ in
K and fadashii ‘right’/’correct’ in J, it is shown that the internal (typically perceived or internalized) factive
complement type nominalized by kes in K and kofo in J (equivalent to ‘fact’) is factively presupposed by
itself with no regards to whether or not it is embedded by the epistemic verb ‘know.’ If the predicate of
veridicality is negated, as in (3) in K and in (4) in J, it contradicts the already presupposed and therefore
entailed subject proposition. This veridicality issue for complement subjects in K and J has not been
discovered so far and has not been attested in other languages so far. Examine the presupposed nominalized
complement subjects in K (3) and J (4) in contradiction and compare them with the English non-contradictory
felicitous S in (5) (Anand and Hackuard (2014) and the contradictory infelicitous S with the complement
subject prefaced by the lexical item fact .with the, forming a DP in (6). The contradictory infelicitous Ss in
(3) and (4) with the internal factive complement type are contrasted with those in (7) in K and (8) in J with
the external [assertive or communicated] (factive) complement type, which are non-contradictory and
felicitous. This external type in K and J have a discourse move e [SAYINGy(e)]). It is also constantly

factive, with structural case, if embedded by al- or siru ‘know,” but not factive in veridical predication.

(3) #[Mia-ka ttena -n kes-i] mac-ci anh-ta
M-NOM leave-ADNJ+past] kes-NOM right-C not-DEC (C=connector)
(Intended) ‘The fact that Mia left is not right.’
(4) #{Mia-ga  sat-ta-koto-wa] tadashiku-nai
M-NOM leave-PST-koto-TOP right/correct-not
(Intended) ‘The fact that Mia left is not right.’
(5) John isn’t right/correct that Mary is the murderer.
(6) #The fact that Mary is the murderer is not right/correct.

(7) [Mia-ka ttena -ass —ta-(ko ha)-nun kes-i] mac-ci anh-ta



M-NOM leave —PST-DEC-REPORT say-ADN kes-NOM right-C not-DEC
(8) [Mia-ga sat-ta-to-iu-koto-wa] tadashiku-nai
M-NOM leave-PST-REPORT-say-koto-TOP right-not

Third, factively presupposed complements forming DPs (strongly nominalized by kes and koto equivalent to
‘fact”) can be embedded not only by the epistemic verbs of al- and siru but also by the doxastic 'believe’
verbs (mit- and shinjiru) both in K and J. The internal factive complement type in K (kes) and in J (koto), as
we saw, has factive presupposition constantly by itself and it can be embedded by doxastic 'believe' verbs of
mit- and shinjiru with factive presupposition intact. This does not happen even in Turkish and Hungarian,
which form a small set of factivity alternation languages together with Korean (Lee 2017). Except in K and
J, doxastic 'believe' verbs typically embed non-factive complements in those languages we are familiar with.
In K and J, doxastic 'believe' verbs can also embed non-factive complements with the REPORTative
complementizers —ko in K and —to in J, which form CP and it is referred to by an adverbial anaphor in
discourse both in K (22 7]/212] ‘so’) and |, (£ 5 ‘so’), whereas factive DPs are typically referred to by

a pronominal anaphor (ZZ7 ‘it’ K; ##L ‘it’ ]) in discourse.

(9) Kim-un [Mia-ka ttena -n  kes-ul] mit-ess—ta ‘believed’ (Cf. (1a)) <Factive>
‘Kim believed the fact that Mia left.’
(10) Same as (2) except the verb shinjite ita ‘believed.” <Factive>

An interesting non-factive construction in Korean is the following:

(1) de-& [[mot-7F W Z-<], [8lot-7F Wi ZA-o=] &3 Q4.

There must be a pair of opposite elements in the two embedded clauses, with the preceding one necessarily

factively presupposed, and there must be an adversative relation between the preceding and the following.

Structure and Meaning.

The strongly nominalized complements with kes, as in (1a) and koto, as in (2), equivalent to fact, if followed
by a structural case marker and embedded by ‘know’ in K and J are posited to form a definite DP (modified
from Kastner 2015 for Korean) with a covert definite determiner A. This A selects for a clausal NP as its
complement with a CP underneath (see below (simpliefied)). But the nominalized complement with kes, as
in (1b), if followed by a Directional postposition (by forward-looking), kes here cannot form a unique definite
DP (just forming an N(P) and it is to be composed with ‘know’ al- for a propositional Dir(rectional)PP (or

rather SC with ECM) to become non-factive.
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The internal factive type as complement subject in K and J can be contradicted by the negated veridical
predication, proving that the type is factively presupposed by itself. Thus it can be embedded by doxastic
‘believe’ verbs in K and J with factive presupposition intact, unlike in other languages including the factivity-
alternaing Turkish and Hungarian, but like all other languages with complement clauses headed by the
independent lexical noun fact (in English with the definite determiner the) and its equivalent lexical nouns

(in Chinese [‘this fact *zhe ge shi], French, etc.).

Interestingly, the neg-raising test indicates that neg-raising is allowed for the kes-uro ‘toward’(K), diye
REPORTative (Turkish and d&p Uyghur) andu“gy ‘so’ (adverbial cataphor before complement clause in Hungarian)
clauses with no factive presupposition in Korean, Turkish and Hungarian all alike. This implies all the non-
factive ‘know’ verbs are anti-rogative doxastic verbs with non-presupposed complements and cannot embed
any question (words). In K, even if the pro-fact nominal kes clause is embedded by mit- ‘believe,” the
sentence cannot embed any question (words), the same happens in J. Only the factive alternants of ‘know’
(al- K, bil- T, tudia H) and ‘forget’ can embed question complements and if we try to apply the innovative
uniform type of <<s, t>, t> by Theiler et al (2018), assuming one lexical item of both the declarative type
and the question embedding type of responsive verbs such as know and forget, to factivity-alternating
languages, only the factive alternants of responsive verbs such as know’ and ‘forget’ are feasible but not
other doxastic ‘believe’ type verbs even if they take pro-fact N complement with its denotation: [[Jkes
RI*=wApis/x R(X)(p)(S)(wW)] (CF. Kim 2009), where R is a suitable <perceptual/intemalized> acquaintance relation (excluding such
as ‘the rumor’ (cf. Moulton 2015). Buletic question-embedding verbs such as ‘wonder,” kwungkum-ha- and the corresponding verb in
J(Uegaki 2016), (Theiler et al 2018) (Wee and Park 2019) must be explored on a par.

Concluding Remarks: Factivity effect lies in the strongly nominalized factive DP complement rather than
its embedding attitude reports certainly in Korean and Japanese, leading to contradiction by negated veridical
(veracious) predication uniquely in the two languages, although Korean also shows factivity alternation by
the verb al- ‘know,” along with Turkish and Hungarian. This pro-fact nominal complement type for attitude
verbs poses reconsideration of overall typology for complements (Kiparsky and Kiparsky 1970) with

embedding attitude verbs.
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