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Choi,YoungSik.(2013).VerbRaisinginKoreanRedux.TheLinguisticAssociationof

KoreaJournal,21(3),31-53.Ithasbeenastandardassumptionthatadverbialsare

uniformlyleftadjoinedinastrictheadfinallanguage.I,however,suggestthat

monosyllabicmanneradverbsandthenegationani‘not’arerightadjoined,thus

lendingstrongsupporttotheovertverbraisinginKorean.Ialsosuggestthat

clausaltypingisthedrivingforceparexcellencefortheovertverbraisingin

Korean,whereclausesaretypedwiththesentencefinalverbalmorphology.The

presentproposalhasanontrivialtheoreticalimplicationforlanguagestypologically

akintoKoreanwhereverbalmorphologydeterminesclausetypes.
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1. Introduction

Iclaim thattheverbinKoreanundergoesovertverbraising.Icritically

review theproposalsincludingsloppyidentityinOtaniandWhitman(1991),

andcoordinationbyYoon(1994).Then Isuggestthatmonosyllabicmanner

adverbs,alongwithnegationareevidencefortheovertraisinginKorean.The

organizationofthepresentationisasfollowing:Insection2,Ireview two

hypothesesonverbalmorphologytolaythegroundforourdiscussionofthe

verbraisinginKoreaninsubsequentsections.Section3isacriticalreview of

thetwocompetingproposalsintheliteraturefortheverbraisinginKorean.I

makeanalternativeproposalinsection4,whereIclaim monosyllabicmanner

adverbs,alongwithnegation,arguefortheovertverbraisinginKorean.Section

5istheconclusionandtheoreticalimplication.

*ThisworkwassupportedbySoonchunhyangUniversity.
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2. Lexicalist Hypothesis vs. Strong Lexicalist Hypothesis 

Chomsky(1970)putsforwardtheLexicalistHypothesis,whichsaysthatonly

inflectional morphology, not derivational morphology, is subject to

transformations.Underthishypothesis,thesurfaceform oftheverbilkessta

‘read’belowin(1)includingthestem andtheinflectionalmorphologywillbe

derivedbymeansofatransformationincludingloweringandre-raisingthat

createstheword.

(1)John-i chayk-ul ilk-ess-ta

J-NOM book-ACC ilk-PAST-IND

‘Johnreadabook.’

Otherwise,inflectionalmorphemes,namely,affixes,willbestranded.Hence,(1)

willhavethestructuralrepresentationbelow in(2)alongtheassumptionthat

subjectisbase-generatedintheSpecofVP,followingtheproposalinthe

literature(KoopmanandSportiche1991).

(2)[IP [TP [VPNP-NOM [V’ NP-ACC ilk] ess]ta]]

Chomsky(1995)goesfurthertosuggestthateveninflectionalmorphologyis

notsubjectto transformations,which isknown astheStrictLexicalist

Hypothesis.AccordingtotheStrictLexicalistHypothesis,thewordilkessta

‘read’abovein(1)isalreadycompleteinthelexiconwithalltheinflectional

morphologypartofthewordasshownbelow in(3).

(3)[IP [TP[VPNP-NOM [V‘ NP-ACC ilkessta] T]I]]

AccordingtotheStrictLexicalistHypothesis,affixstrandingisnotanissue

anymore,withtheaffixesalreadypartofthestem,henceovercomingthe

problemofloweringintheLexicalistHypothesis,anoperationnotallowedin

thecomputation(seeFiengo1974,1977,Chomsky1976,LasnikandSaito1992,

Chomsky1995).Chomsky suggeststhatafiniteverbisabundleoffeatures

includingperson,numberandgender,whichhecallsΦ-features.Thefeatures
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shouldbecheckedagainstthefeaturesintherelevantheadsincludingTand

I,throughhead-to-headmovementduringthecomputation.Chomskyargues

thattheStrictLexicalistHypothesisaddressesthecross-linguisticdifferencein

therelativepositionoftheverbasinEnglishandFrenchasbelowin(4)in

amoreelegantwaythantheLexicalistHypothesis.

(4)a.JohnoftenkissesMary.

b.Jean embrasse souventMarie.

Jean kisses often Marie

(Chomsky1995:38)

TheΦ-featuresontheEnglishverbin(4a)ischeckedatLF,withtheverb

stayinginsituuntilatLF,whereastheyarecheckedatSStructureinFrench

withtheverbovertlyraising,leadingtothedifferenceinwordorderrelative

totheadverbialbetweenthetwolanguages.So,withintheframeworkofthe

StrongLexicalistHypothesis,itiseitherovertorcovertverbraisingthat

createscrosslinguisticvariationintheplacementoftheverb.Whenitcomes

toKoreanasbelow in(5),whichisarguably astrictheadfinallanguage

(Koisumi2000,Tanaka2001,amongmanyothers),itisnoteasytoargue

whethertheverbraisesovertlyorcovertly.

(5)John-i cacwu chayk-ul ilk-ess-ta

J-NOM often book-ACC read-PAST-IM

‘Johnoftenreadabook.’

Inastrictheadfinallanguage,theverbalwaysfollowstheobjectwithnoright

XPadjunctionorrightwardXPmovement,whereasXmovementisalwaysto

theright.Hence,onemaysuggestthattheverbin(5)israisedovertlyoutofVP

toafunctionalhead,oronemayequallymaintainthattheverbstaysinsitu

withoutovertraising,sinceeitherway,thewordorderoftheverbrelativeto

theadverbialfollows.
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3. Past Proposals  

TheissueoftheverbraisinghasalwaysbeenacontroversyinKorean

literature.OtaniandWhitman(1991),amongothersarguefortheovertverb

raising,whereasYoon(1994),amongothers,arguesagainstit.Itwillbeshown

thatnoneoftheproposals,eitherfortheovertverbraisingornot,areconvincing.

Asanalternative,Iwillshowthatmonosyllabicmannerordegreeadverbsalong

withnegationarekeytothequestionoftheverbraisinginKorean.

3.1. Sloppy Identity Reading 

Koreanallowsanullargumentinfiniteclausesasillustratedbelowin(6),

sinceitisatypicalpro-droplanguage(Perlmutter1971,Borer1983,Chomsky

1981,1986,1995,ChomskyandLasnik1977,Jaeggli1982,amongothers).

(6)a.John-un caki-uy pyenci-lul pelyessta.

John-TOP self-POSS letter-ACC discarded

‘Johnithrew outhisiletter.’

b.Mary-to e pelyessta.

M-also discarded

‘Maryalsothrew out.’

ThenullargumentphenomenonhasbeenatopicofgreatinterestinKorean

typelanguages.SinceKuroda(1965),ithasbeenacommonviewthatthenull

subjectsandobjectsareemptypronounsorzeropronouns(alsoseeHuang

1984,Hoji1985,andSaito1985).OtaniandWhitman(1991),inthemeantime,

claim that(6b)istheresultofovertverbraisingandVPellipsis,butnotthe

existenceofanemptypronoun,divergingfrom Kuroda(1965),Huang(1984),

Hoji(1985),andSaito(1985)amongothers.Theirproposalforovertverb

raisingandtheVPellipsisismotivatedbythefactthat(6b),liketheEnglish

examplein(7b),alsohasasloppyidentityreadingavailable.

(7)a.Johnthrewouthisletter.

b.Marydid,too.
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OtaniandWhitmanclaim thesloppyidentityreadingin(6b)inKoreanarises

inthesamewayasEnglishin(7b).Alongwiththeirproposalfortheovert

verbraising,theysuggesttheapplicationoftheDerivedVPRule,Pronoun

RuleandVPruleinWilliams(1977)willgivetherepresentationbelowin(8a)

for(6b)muchlikeEnglishbelow in(8b)for(7b).1)

(8)a.Mary-to[VP λx(xx-uy pyenci-lulti)] pelyesstai.

Mary-also letter-ACC discarded

b.Marydid[VP λx(xthrowoutx’sletter)]too.

Now,from theirproposalthereshouldholdanecessarycorrelationbetween

theavailabilityofthesloppyidentityreadingandVPellipsis.However,as

Choi(2013)pointsout,quitecontrarytothepredictionbyOtaniandWhitman

(1991),thesloppyidentityreadingisalsoavailableinaconstructionthat

cannotbederivedwithVPellipsis,thatis,missingsubjectconstruction,as

shownbelow in(9).

(9)a.Johni-un [CPcakii-uy citohaksayng-ittokttokhata-ko]

John-TOP self-POSS student-NOM smart-COMP

sayngkakhanta.

think

‘Johnithinksthathisistudentissmart.’

b.Mary-to [CP e ttokttokhata-ko] sayngkakhanta.

Mary-also smart-COMP think

‘Maryjalsothinkshisi/herjstudentissmart.’

(Choi2013:42)

OtaniandWhitmancannotdealwiththesloppyidentityreadingin(9b),since

thedomainfortheDerivedVPRuleisVPnotIP,aproblemalsopointedoutby

Oku(1998)withregardtoJapanese.Thisstronglysuggeststhatsomethingother

1)Note,however,thattheexplanationbyOtaniandWhitman(1991)onlygoesthroughwith

thetracetheoryofmovement,assumingmovementleavesnon-distincttracesbehindinthe

originalpositions,butnotwiththecopytheoryofmovementintheminimalistprogram

(Chomsky1995),whichpositsthatmovementleavescopybehinditsoriginalposition.
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thanVPellipsisisbehindthesloppyidentityreading.2)

3.2. Coordination 

Yoon(1994)inthemeantimearguesagainstovertverbraising,basedonthe

coordinationfactinKoreanasbelowin(10).

2)ThereareotherproposalsfortheovertverbraisinginKoreantypelanguages.Koisumi

(2000)suggests(i)isVPcoordination,withtheverbovertlyraisedinanacross-the-board

fashionoutofVP.

(i)John-i Mary-ekey chayk-ul, Bill-i Emily-eykeyCD-lul cwuessta.

John-NOM Mary-DATbook-ACCBill-NOM Emily-DAT CD-ACC gave

‘JohngaveMaryabook,andBillgaveEmilyaCD.’

Onecan,however,derivethesameresultwithgapping,deletingthefirstoccurrenceofthe

sameverb,whichleadsonetosuspectthat(i)constitutesagenuineargumentfortheovert

verbraising.Choi(1999)suggeststhenegativepolarityiteminthesubjectpositionin(ii)is

evidencefortheovertverbraising,undertheassumptionthatitisanexistentialquantifier

undernegation.SeeLadusaw(1979),andCarlson(1980)(alsoseeHorn1972,Fauconnier

1975,Linebarger1980,1987Laka1990,Progovac1988,Giannakidou1998,andLee1999

amongothers,forrelateddiscussions).

(ii)Amwuto John-ul an chotayhayssta.

anyone John-ACC NOT invited

‘NooneinvitedJohn.’

However,recentresearchsuggestsamwuto‘anyone’isauniversalquantifierovernegation

(ChungandPark1998,Kim1999,andChoi2012).Infact,thisviewcanofferasystematic

accountforthelongstandingobservationfortheclause-boundednessofKoreanNPIsbelow

in(iii)(seeChoe1988,Suh1990,Kuno1998,ChungandPark1998,Choi2000,among

others),given thatuniversalquantifiers,quiteunlikeexistentialsorindefinites,are

clause-bound (Abusch 1994,Ludlow and Neale1991,Farkasand Giannakidou 1996,

Reinhart1997,Farkas1997).

(iii)*John-un [Mary-ka amwuto mannassta-ko]sayngkakhaci anihayssta.

John-TOPMary-NOM anyone met-COMP think NOT did

‘JohndoesnotthinkMarymetanyone.’
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(10)John-i pap-ul mek-ko kulus-ul chiwu-ess-ta.

John-NOM rice-ACC eat-CONJdish-ACC clean-PAST-IM

‘Johnatericeandcleanedthedish.’

(Yoon1994:252)

Specifically,Yoon claimsthat(10)isan instanceofVP coordination as

representedbelowin(11).

(11)John-i [VPpap-ul mek-ko kulus-ul chiwu-ess-ta]

John-NOM rice-ACCeat-CONJdish-ACCclean-PAST-IND

‘Johnatericeandcleanedthedish.’

From thestructurein(11),itfollowsthatverbraisingissimplyoutofthe

questionduetothecoordinatestructureconstraint,whichprohibitsanelement

from movingoutofaconjunct.Yoon thussuggeststhatthetenseand

indicativemorphemesarethusloweredtocombinewiththesecondoccurrence

oftheverblikeclitics,arguingagainstovertverbraising.Yoon’sproposalis

problematicinthatloweringiswhatisresponsibleforthesurfaceverbal

morphologyin(11),anoperationnotallowedinthecomputation,sinceitisa

violationoftheproperbindingconditionthatspecificallyprohibitsdownward

movement(seeFiengo1974,1977,Chomsky1976,LasnikandSaito1992,

Chomsky1995).Also,onecanreadilygiveastructuralrepresentationfor(11)

thatisquitecompatiblewiththeovertverbraisingasshownbelow in(12)

(alsoseeChung2001forarelateddiscussiononko-construction).3)

(12)[CPJohni-i pap-ul mek-ko][CPproi kulus-ul

John-NOM rice-ACC eat-CONJ dish-ACC

chiwu-ess-ta]

clean-PAST-IND

‘Johnatericeandcleanedthedish.’

3)Alsonotethatkocanbeconstruedasasubordinateconjunctioncorrespondingtoafterin

Englishaswell.Forthis,onecananalyzetheclauseheadedbykoasadjoinedtoIP,which

isagainorthogonaltotheissueoftheverbraisingperse.



38∣ YoungSik Choi

Theexamplein(11)thuscannotbetakenasanargumentagainstovertverb

raisinginKorean.

4. Alternative Proposal  

Sofar,itwasshownthatnoneoftheopposingargumentsinKorean

literature,eitherfortheovertverbraisingornot,turnouttobelessthan

convincing.Asanalternative,Isuggestthatcertainmanneradverbialsand

negationconstituteevidencefortheovertverbraisinginKorean,althoughitis

quitedifficulttoarguewhetheritallowsverbraisingornot,sinceKoreanis

arguablyastrictheadfinallanguage.

4.1. Right-adjoined Adverbs

Koreanisknownasalanguagethatallowsoptionalobjectmovementviathe

operationofscramblingtotheeffectthattheobjectin(13b)canappeartothe

leftofthemanneradverbialyelshimhi‘diligently’oryelcengcekulo'passionately.'

(13)a.John-i {yelsimhi/yelcengcekulo} swukcey-lul hayssta.

John-NOM {diligently/passionately}assignment-ACCdid

‘Johndidhisassignment{diligently/passionately}.’

b.John-i swukcey-lul {yelsimhi/yelcengcekulo} hayssta.

John-NOM assignment-ACC{diligently/passionately}did

‘Johndidhisassignment{diligently/passionately}.’

However,whenthemanneradverbialyelsimhi'diligently'andyelcengcekulo

'passionately'in(13)arereplacedwiththemanneradverbialcal‘well,’the

objectdoesnotenjoythefreedomoftheoptionalappearancetotheleftofthe

manneradverbanymore,asshownin(14).

(14)a.John-i swukcey-lul cal hayssta.

John-NOM assignment-ACC well did

‘Johndidhisassignmentwell.’
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b.*John-i cal swukcey-lul hayssta.

John-NOM well assignment-ACC did

‘Johndidhisassignmentwell.’

Onemaysuggestforthisthatcal‘well’ispartofaword,thusnotallowing

theobjecttointervenebetweencal‘well’andtheverb.4)Theexamplebelowin

(15),wherethepluralitymorphemetulcanbeattachedtocal‘well’suggests

thatitisaseparateword.

(15)John-kwa Mary-ka swukcey-ul cal-tul hayssta.

John-and Mary-NOM assignment-ACCwell-PL did

‘JohnandMarydidtheirassignmentswell.’

Itshouldbenotedthattulcannotcomewithinawordbutonlyafteraword

boundaryasshownbelow in(16-17),suggestingthatitisaphrasalaffix.5)

(16)John-i chinkwu-tul-ul chotayhayssta.

John-NOM friend-PL-ACC invited

‘Johninvitedhisfriends.’

(17)a.*John-kwaMary-ka swukcey-lul ha-yess-tul-ta.

John-and Mary-NOM assignment-ACCdo-PAST-PL-IM

‘JohnandMarydidtheirassignments.’

4)Alternativelyonemaytake(14)asanargumentforovertobjectraisingasinHagstrom

(2000).However,thisapproachshouldaddressthequestionofwhytheobjectraisingis

optionalasin(13).

5)Infact,thepluralitymarkertulcanattachtovariousphrasalsyntacticcategoriessuchasa

nounphraseasin(16),adverbialphrase,andprepositionalphraseasshownbelowin(i).

(i)a.John-kwaMary-ka swukcey-lul yelsimhi-tul hayssta.

John-andMary-NOM assignment-ACC diligently-PL did

'JohnandMarydidtheirassignmentsdiligently.'

b.John-kwaMary-ka hakkyo-ey-tulkassta.

John-andMary-NOM school-to-PL went

'JohnandMarywenttoschool.'
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b.*John-kwaMary-ka swukcey-lul ha-tul-ess-ta.

John-andMary-NOM assignment-ACC do-PL-PAST-IM

‘JohnandMarydidtheirassignments.’

Thedifferenceingrammaticalityin(14)followsoncewetake themanner

adverbcal‘well’asrightadjoinedtoVPalaLee(1993)incontrasttothe

manneradverbyelshimhi‘diligently,’andyelcengcekulo'passionately'thatare

leftadjoined(alsoseeKim 1997).Theprediction thenisthatthemanner

adverbsyelshimhi‘diligently’andyelcengcekulo'passionately'cannotappearto

therightofcal‘well,’whereastheoppositewordorderisinnocuous.The

predictionisindeedconfirmedasshownin(18).

(18)a.John-i {yelshimhi/yelcengcekulo}swukcey-lul cal

John-NOM {diligently/passionately} assignment-ACCwell

hayssta.

did

‘Johndidhisassignmentwell{diligently/passionately}.’

b.*John-i swukcey-lul cal{yelshimhi/yelcengcekulo}

John-NOM assignment-ACC well{diligently/passionately}

hayssta.

did

‘Johndidhisassignmentwell{diligently/passionately}.’

Thequestionis:iscal‘well’theonlyadverbrightadjoinedtoVPinKorean?

Ifso,intermsofchildlanguageacquisition,itwillcauseaburdentothe

masteryoftheirlanguageandwillthusleadtoquestionthevalidityofthe

proposalforrightadjunctionoftheadverbabovein(14).Asamatteroffact,

thereareotheradverbsthatbehavelikecal‘well.’Theyareta‘completely,’

andkkok‘firmly’intheparadigm in(19-20).

(19)a.John-i swukcey-lul ta hayssta.

John-NOM assignment-ACC completely did

‘Johndidhisassignmentcompletely.’
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b.*John-i ta swukcey-lul hayssta.

John-NOM completely homework-ACC did

‘Johndidhisassignmentcompletely.’

(20)a.John-i Mary-lul kkok capassta.

John-NOM Mary-ACC firmly held

‘JohnheldMaryfirmly.’

b.*John-i kkok Mary-lul capassta.

John-NOM firmly Mary-ACC held

‘JohnheldMaryfirmly.’

Again,onecannotattributetheungrammaticalityoftheexamplesin(19b-20b)

tothelexicalstatusoftahata‘docompletely’orkkokcapta,‘holdfirmly,’since

thepluralitymorphemetulcanbeattachedtota‘completely’andkkok‘firmly’

in(21).

(21)a.John-kwaMary-ka swukcey-lul ta-tul hayssta.

John-andMary-NOM assignment-ACCcompletely-PLdid

‘JohnandMarydidtheirassignmentscompletely.’

b.John-kwa Mary-ka son-ul kkok-tul capassta.

John-and Mary-NOM hand-ACCfirmly-PL held

‘JohnandMaryheldhandsfirmly.’

Thegrammaticalityofthefollowingparadigm in(22-23)withta'completely'

and kkok 'firmly'after leftadjoined adverbs yelsimhi'diligently'and

yelcengcekulo'passionately'alsofollows.giventhepresentproposalthatlikecal

'well,'ta'completely'andkkok'firmly'arealsoadverbsrightadjoinedtoVP.6)

6)AnanonymousreviewerwonderswhetherphukinKoreanalsobehavesinthesamewayas

monosyllabicmanneradverbs.Itseemsphukisanintensifier,correspondingto'quite'in

Englishasshownbelowin(i).

(i)John-i swukcey-lul phukcal hayssta.

John-NOM assignment-ACC quitewell did

'Johndidhisassignmentquitewell.'

Therevieweralsowonderswhethersyllablenumbermattersinsyntax.Notethatsyllable
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(22)a.John-i swukcey-lul {yelsimhi/yelcengcekulo}

John-NOM assignment-ACC{diligently/passionately}

ta hayssta.

completely did

‘Johndidhisassignmentcompletely{diligently/passionately}.’

b.*John-i swukcey-lul ta {yelsimhi/

John-NOM assignment-ACC completely diligently

yelcengcekulo} hayssta.

passionately} did

‘Johndidhisassignmentcompletely{diligently/passionately}.’

(23)a.John-i Mary-lul yelcengcekulo kkok capassta.

John-NOM Mary-ACC passionately firmly held

‘JohnheldMaryfirmlypassionately.’

b.*John-i Mary-lul kkok yelcengcekulo capassta.

John-NOM Mary-ACC firmly passionately held

‘JohnheldMaryfirmlypassionately.’

Now,onemaywonderwhatgeneralizationappliesforthecharacterizationof

theadverbscal‘well,’ta‘completely,’andkkok‘firmly’wesaw abovesofar.

A quickscrutinyoftheseadverbsshowsthatthegeneralizationisboth

semanticand phonologicalin nature:they areallmanneradverbsand

monosyllabicaswell.Recallinthemeantimethatamanneradverbialmore

thanmonosyllabicsuchasyelshimhi‘diligently’andyelcengcekulo'passionately'

areleftadjoinedaswealreadysawabovein(13).Ifthepresentclaim forthe

existenceofright-adjoinedadverbsisontherighttrack,theparadigm above

in(14a)and(18a-20a),wheretheverbappearstotherightoftheseadverbs

stronglysuggeststhatKoreanverbraisesovertlytoafunctionalprojectionout

numberplaysanimportantroleinphonology.Itplaysanimportantroleinsyntaxaswell.

ComparativeconstructioninEnglishisonewellknownexample,wheresyllablenumber

matters.

(ii)a.MaryissmarterthanJohn.

b.MaryismoreintelligenttoJohn.
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ofVP.Thequestionthenis:dothesemanneradverbsconstitutetheonly

evidencefortheovertraisingoftheverbinKorean?Below.itwillbeshown

thatthereisanotherpieceofevidencefortheovertverbraising.

4.2. Negation ani  not  as Right-adjoined Adverb  

OnecommonwayofexpressingnegationinKoreanistoplacethenegative

formani‘not’rightbeforetheverbasillustratedbelowin(24),whichisknown

asashortform negation.

(24)John-i swukcey-lul ani hayssta.

John-NOM homework-ACC NOT did

‘Johndidnotdohishomework.’

Therehasbeenanextensivebodyofresearchregardingthestructureof

negationasin(24),witnessingvariousproposalsasinSong(1971),Yang

(1976),Han(1987),Choe(1988),Yoon(1990),Ahn(1992),Cho(1994),Choi

(1999),andHagstrom (2000),amongmanyothers.Thecentralissuewith

regardto(24)iswhetherani'not'isbase-generatedaspartoftheverbal

morphologyornot.7) Yoon(1990),Cho(1994),andSells(1995)suggestbase

generationofitaspartoftheverbalmorphology,whereasChung(1995),Choi

(1999)andHagstrom (2000)taketheviewthatitisnotpartofbasegenerated

verbalmorphologybutpartofaseparatefunctionalprojection.Infact,the

examplein(25)cruciallyarguesagainsttheview ofani'not'aspartofthe

basegenerated verbalmorphology,sincethepluralitymarkertulcanbe

affixedtoit.

7)Onecanexpressthesameideaas(24)with anotherformofnegation,whichisknownas

alongform negationbelowin(i).

(i)John-i swukcey-lul haciani hayssta.

John-NOM assignment-ACC do NOT did

'Johndidnotdohisassignment.'

Iassumethepresentdiscussiononani'not'intheshortformnegationalsoextendstoani

'not'inthelongform negationaswell.
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(25)John-kwa Mary-ka swukcey-lul ani-tul hayssta.

John-and Mary-NOM homework-ACC NOT-PLdid

‘JohnandMarydidnotdotheirhomework.’

Also,theexamplein(26)whereonecangiveani‘not’asananswertothe

questionfurthersuggeststhatani‘not’isnotaboundmorpheme.

(26) A:John-i Mary-lul chotayhayss-ni?

John-NOM Mary-ACC invited-QM

‘DidJohninviteMary?’

B:ani.

not

‘No.’

Withthestatusofani‘not’asafreemorphemeinmind,letusmoveontothe

questionofwhereitisbasegeneratedsyntactically.Choi(1999),forexample,

suggeststhatani‘not’isintheSpecofNegPcliticizingtotheverbatthe

overtsyntax,assuminguniversalNegPhypothesisacrosslanguages(Pollock

1989,Ouhalla1990,2002,Chomsky1991,Benmamaun1997, Lasnik2000).8)

Theclaim,however,doesnotseemtobecorrect,sincethepluralitymarkertul

canintervenebetweentheverbandthenegationin(25).Thisstateofaffairs

suggeststhatani‘not’doesnotundergocliticizationtotheverb.9)Chung

(1995)suggeststhatani‘not’headsNegP,whichisnotplausible,either,

especiallygiventhefactthatthepluralitymarkertul,aphrasalaffix,canbe

attachedtoani‘not’in(25),suggestingthatani‘not’isphrasalinnature.

Recallthepluralitymarkertulisaphrasalaffix,thusnotabletoattachto

8)ItisquiteacontroversywhetherNegPisuniversalinnature.Pollock(1989)andChomsky

(1991)trytoincorporatenegationintotheprinciplesandparametersoftheuniversal

grammar,suggestingthatNegPispartoftheclausalarchitectureacrosslanguages(alsosee

Ouhalla1990,2002,Lasnik2000).ThereisalsoanopposingviewsuggestingthatNegPis

languageparticular(seeBaker1991,amongothers).

9)Jung(1991)andLee(1993)inthemeantimesuggestthatani‘not’isintheSpecofNegP

totherightofNeg,’theintermediateprojectionofNegP.However,thisproposalshould

addressthequestionofwhyonlytheSpecofNegPisontherightwhiletheotherSpecsare

allontheleftofitsintermediateprojection.
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headsincludingV,TandIasin(17),repeatedas(27).

(27)a.*John-kwaMary-ka swukcey-lul ha-yess-tul-ta.

John-and Mary-NOM assignment-ACCdo-PAST-PL-IND

‘JohnandMarydidtheirassignments.’

b.*John-kwaMary-ka swukcey-lul ha-tul-ess-ta.

John-and Mary-NOM assignment-ACCdo-PL-PAST-IND

‘JohnandMarydidtheirassignments.’

Asanalternative,onemaysuggestani'not'isanadverbialleftadjoinedto

VP.Ifso,itinvitesthequestionofwhytheobjectshouldalwaysundergo

scramblingin(28),giventhatscramblingisanoperationthatiscompletely

optional,asshownabovein(13).

(28)a.John-i yenkwu-lul ani hayssta.

John-NOM research-ACC NOT did

‘Johndidnotdohisresearch.’

b.*John-i ani yenkwu-lul hayssta.

John-NOM NOT research-ACCdid

‘Johndidnotdohishomework.’

Inthemeantime,onceani‘not’istakenasarightadjoinedVPadverb,itcan

explainnaturallythecontrastingrammaticalityin(28).(28b),incontrastto

(28a),isaviolationofthedirectionalityofmodification,assumingthatani‘not’

isanadverbialrightadjoinedtoVP.Moreover,thepresentproposalcanalso

accountforthecontrastingrammaticalityin(29).10)11)

10)Thenthepredictionis:ani‘not’canswitchpositionsfreelywithrightadjoinedmanner

adverbials.Thepredictiondoesnotseemtogothroughasbelowin(i).

(i)a.*John-i swukcey-lul ani cal hayssta.

John-NOM assignment-ACC NOT well did

‘Johndidnotdohisassignmentwell.’

b.John-i swukcey-lul cal ani hayssta.

John-NOM assignment-ACC well NOT did

‘Johndidnotdohisassignmentwell.’
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(29)a.John-i ppali ani wassta.

John-NOM fast NOT came

‘Johndidnotcomefast.’

b.*John-i ani ppali wassta.

John-NOM NOT fast came

‘Johndidnotcomefast.’

Ani‘not’isrightadjoinedtoVP,whereasppali‘fast,’notbeingamonosyllabic

manneradverb,isaleftadjoinedVPadverbial.Thus(29b)isaviolationof

directionalityofmodificationofeitherani‘not’orppali‘fast.’12)Ifthepresent

(ia)doesnotnecessarilyfalsifythepresentproposal.Thecontrastingrammaticalityin(i)

suggeststhatthegrammarrequiresthatnegationshouldbehigherinstructurethanmanner

adverbials.Asamatteroffact,thesameistrueacrosslanguages.SeeZanuttini1996,1997

fortheuniversallyfixedNegPposition(alsoseeCinque2001fortherigidhierarchyof

functionalprojections).

11)Ananonymousreviewerwonderswhethermos'not'behavesinthesamewayasani'not'

Theformerisdifferentfromthelatterinthatthepluralmarkertulcannotbeattachedto

it(alsoseesection4.2.).

(i)a.John-kwaMary-ka swukcey-lul ceyttay mos hayssta.

John-andMary-NOM assignment-ACC intime NOT did

'JohnandMarycouldnotdotheirassignmentintime.'

b.*John-kwaMary-ka swukcey-lul ceyttay mos-tulhayssta.

John-and Mary-NOM assignment-ACC intime NOT-PL did

'JohnandMarycouldnotdotheirassignmentintime.'

12)Koreanalsohasan‘not’asareducedform ofani'not'asshownin(i).

(i) John-i an wassta.

John-NOM NOT came

‘Johndidnotcome.’

Thepluralitymarkercannotbeattachedtoan‘not.’Norcanitserveasananswer

tothequestionasshownbelow in(ii-iii).

(ii) *John-kwa Mary-ka an-tul wassta.

John-and Mary-NOM NOT-PL came

‘JohnandMarydidnotcome.’

(iii)A:John-i Mary-lul chotayhayss-ni?

John-NOM Mary-ACC invited-QM

‘DidJohninviteMary?’
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proposalthatani'not'isarightadjoinedVPadverbialisontherighttrack,

theexamplesabovein(24)and(28a-29a),wheretheverbappearstotheright

ofthenegationani‘not’stronglysuggestthattheverbinKoreanraisesovertly

tocheckitsø-featureagainstthefunctionalheadoutofVP.Thestructurein

(30) schematically represents the right adjoined monosyllabic manner

adverbials,negationani'not'andtheovertverbraising.13)

(30)[IP [VP[VP [V' ti ]]manneradverbs/negation]Vi-I]

5. Conclusion and Theoretical Implications

IclaimedthatthepastproposalsintheliteratureasinOtaniandWhitman

(1991)andYoon(1994)fortheissueoftheverbraisinginKoreanarenot

convincing,basedonthewronganalysisoftheirrelevantdata.Instead,I

suggestedthatmonosyllabicmanneradverbsandthenegationani‘not’are

rightadjoinedVPadverbsandthusconstitutestrongevidenceforovertverb

raising.ThisalsomeansthatKoreanisnotastrictheadfinallanguageasmost

widelyassumedintheliteratureinthatcertainmanneradverbsandnegation

ani'not'arerightadjoined.Futureresearchmayyetrevealustheexistenceof

B:*an.

NOT

‘No.’

Giventheexamplesin(ii-iii),onemaysuggestthatan‘not’ispartoftheverbal

morphologybasedonthefactthatthepluralitymarkertulcannotbeattachedtoit

norcanitserveasananswertothequestion.Whenwelookatthecross-linguistic

data,itdoesnotseem tobetherightdirectiontopursue,though,sinceinEnglish

thenegationnot,whichisafreemorpheme,isaffixed totheverbwhenitis

weakened.

(iv)a.Johndidnotcometotheparty.

b.Johndidn’tcometotheparty.

Thesameseemstobetrueforan‘not.’Whennegationani‘not’isweakenedas

an,itiscliticizedtotheverb.

13)Ananonymousreviewersuggeststhatthemonosyllabicmanneradverbsandnegationani

'not'fallintoemphaticfocusadverbs.
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anotherclassoftherightadjoinedadverbsinKorean.Thequestiononemay

askisthen:whydoestheverbraiseovertlyinKorean?Oneobviouswayto

answerthisquestionisthattheΦ-featureoftheverbisstronganditshould

becheckedoffatthefunctionalheadIbySpellout.Isuggestthereisanother

drivingforceforovertmovement,whichhastodowithclausaltyping.

Descriptively,clausesinKoreanshouldbetypedintotherelevantclausetype

bytheovertsyntaxwiththeverbalmorphologymarkingtherelevantclause

typeasin(31).

(31)a.John-i Mary-lul mannass-ta.

John-NOM Mary-ACC met-IM

‘JohninvitedMary.’

b.John-i Mary-lul mannass-ni?

John-NOM Mary-ACC met-QM

‘DidJohninviteMary?’

Korean typestheclausewith averb finalmorphemeincluding ta,an

indicativemorpheme,and ni,aquestion morpheme.Theclausaltyping

proposalisreminiscentofCheng(1991)’sproposalofclausaltyping,according

towhicheveryclauseshouldbetypedattheovertsyntax.Henceincaseofa

wh-questionin(32),itistypedeitherbytheovertdisplacementofawh-word,

oraquestionmorpheme.

(32)a.WhodidJohninvite?

b.John-i nwukwu-lulchotayhayss-ni?

John-NOM who-ACC invited-QM

‘WhodidJohninvite?’

(32a)istypedasawh-questionbythedisplacementofthewh-wordwhoin

Englishattheovertsyntax,whereasKoreanin(32b)typesawh-questionwith

thequestionmorphemewiththewh-wordstayinginsitu.Inoursystem,the

verbshouldraiseattheovertsyntaxtothefunctionalheadofI,whereit

checkstheclausaltypefeaturetotypeitasaquestion.Ifthepresentproposal

forthedrivingforcefortheovertverbraisinginKoreanisontherighttrack,
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ithasanontrivialtheoreticalimplicationforlanguagessuchasJapanesethat

aretypologicallyakintoKoreaninmarkingclausetypeswiththerelevant

verbalmorphology.
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