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1. Introduction

buromaksa (19968) (cited in Tomicks 2001) obsecves that there are
bw existential readings possible when NP-Loc precedes NEP-Nom in
Japanese: ie  locative reading snd pert-whole reading, Even thoogh
people say that scrambling does net affect the meaning of 8 sentence in
Japanese and Eorean, pact-whole reading is sensitive to the word order
of sentences, [ this paper, [ am golng b provide an cheervakion that
Tomicks (20017 makes in Japenese and the same ckeervation in Korean
atnd, then discuss hows this observation can be accounted for under the
independently motivated analysis,

Firgt, [ will giwve a generalization on absence or presence of @
part-whole reading in Japanese and Keorean in section 1, Then, in
gection &, we will discuss prewious analyses that have been proposed bo
account for the generalizaticn and alse raise some pooblems oo the
analyses, Following B Lee (E001a, k), [ gopose 8 Coodition on Focus
fbwement in section 3, Finally, in section 4, we will see how the
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Condition ot Cwect Focus Bowement, interacting with Specificity, can
capture the generalization on sbsence of presence of 8 pac-whole
reading,

2. Absence/presence of part—whole readings in

Japanese and Korean

Tomicks (20010 discusses the obeervation tmade by bocormatsy (19987
that sentences are ambigoous bebseen locative eading and pact-whoele
reading when an NP-Loc precedes an NP-Noee in Japanese, as
illustrated in (1)

(1) Teorakku-ni enzin-ga aru,
Truck-Loc engine-MNom exist
g, Locative: There 5 an engine in thefa truck C(placed on its bed,
for instance),
b Part-whole: Thefa ttuck hes an englne (s one of fs essential
parksd,

[ the ANP-Nom precedes the NP-Log however, the senfence is no
tere ambiguous and the part-whele resding s oot available,

[2) Enzin-ga  torakko-ni aru,
engine-Mom rock-Loc exist
8, Locative: There is an engine in thefa trock (placed on its bed,
for instance),
b, #Part-whole: Thefa tmck has an engine (as one of its eszential
parts),

This generalization alse holds in Koreand i other words, o sentence is
atbigoous it the order of & lecative NP preceding a oominstive NP
wheress switching of the two NPs dissmbizostes the sentence, The
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folloswring Korean sentence has both a locative ceading and 8 part-swhole
reading,

(3 thulek-ey evncin-i iss-ta,
Truck-Loc engine-Nom exzist-Dec
8, Locative: There is an engine in thefa trock (placed onits bed,
for instamnce),
b, Part-whoele: Thefs truck has an engine (as one of its essential
parks,

Just ag i the Japanese counterpart, peepesing of the nominative NP
takes the sentence onambigucos as shewm in (4): Le, coly locakive
reading is awvailakle,

(4} eyncin-i thulek-ey izs-ta,
ehgine-Mom truck-Loc ezist-Dec
g, Locatiwve: There is an engine in thefa trock (placed on its bed,
for instance),
b#Part-whele: Thefa trock hes an englne (s one of b5 essential
parks),

[t seprns thab in both Jepenese snd Eorean, 6 {5 netural o omeotion a
whole MNP frst and then s pact of it when we intend too deliser
part—wheole readings,

Tomicks (20017 netes that in Japenese, thece are several coses swhere
the part-whole reading sorvives even o the order of & part-NP
preceding s whole-ME, First, if the part soess essd “that bype of
eging (5 Toplcalized by an overt marking of -uae the pact-whole
interpretation is obtained:

) Sonne enzin-wa torakku-ol aru
That type engine-Top truck-Loc exist
a, Locative: &g for that type of engine, there is one in the trock,
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b, Part-whele: That type of engine is a thing that a truck hes,
Gecondly, if the NP-Noee 5 focused, we can geb the pack-whole
reading as well as the locative loterpoetation as in the ceses where a
locative NP precedes 8 nominative MNE:

(6) [BOOTARI-ENZIN-galF matsuda-—noe korame-nl ao
Rotary-engine-MNom Mhezada-Gen car-Loc exist
It is & Fotary engine that a MMezada car has,”

The same elaboration oo the pack MNP saves the part-whole reading in
Korean, First, the Topicalized part NP e congho-uy epnce "that bype
of engine” marked by -(edue can precede the locative NP, orocieew
“truck-Loc”, still keeping its part-whole ioberpretation:

(7Y ku conglyu-uy evncin-un thulek-ey  iss-ta,
That type-Gen engine-Top ttuck-Loc exist-Dec
o, Locative: &5 for that type of engine, there is one in the trock
b, Part-vwhole: That bvpe of engine s a thing that & truck has,

[f the MNP-Noe is interpeeted as Focus, secondly, the pacb-sehole
reading survives,

(B) [ROTAR-EYNCIN-iJF rmatsuta cha-ev s5-ta,
Botary-engine-Nom  Mzade car-Loc exzist-Dec
‘[t is & Rotary engine that 8 Megada car has,”

Tomicka (2001 points oub that different frotn the metriz clavse, the
disatnbigoation effect of the NP-Nom™MP-Loc word order s oot
attested it embedded conkexts Both locative and part-whele readings
are alowed in an embedded clause even when o ootinative MNP
precedes & locative MNE:

() Gilko-kemto-ga korome-nl aru-kEete-wa Bedeme-deme siikei,
seakelt-MNom car-Dat extst-fact-top kid-even know
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‘Even o kid knows that o car hags seathelts,”
The following Horean sentence shows the same phenomenon:

(10) cossekpeltu-ka cha-ey iss-nun kes—om ai-to all)-n-ta,
Geabelt-MNom car-Loc extst- PHNE thing-Top kd-even koow
‘Even 8 kid knews that 8 car has ceatkelts,”

[ short, 8 WNP-Loc"WNP-MNom word order wields  two existential
readings: ie, & lecative reading and a pert-whole reading in Japenese
atd Feorean, Howewver, switching of the two NPs mokes a sentence
prambiguons and ooly locative reading 5 attested, Diffecent fromm matriz
clauses, a sentence inoan embedded clavse does oot show the effect,

3. Previous Analyses
3.1, Tomicka CE001)

Totmicks (E001) claims thet s mowvement apgceach [(Tsojicka 20000
cannct  explain the presence of  part-whole reading o embedded
cotitets 1 Since both readings are decived win movement of the
arguments, we do oot egpect any contrast between the matriz and the
etrbedded clagses, Assuming 8 Topic and Focus structure in Japetese,
therefore, Tomicka (2001) argues that the absence of & park-whele
reading is follewed by non-awailabiliby of an NP-Noe being 8 Topic
urder  the proposed  informekion  structure o Japenese,  Following
Valldusi's (1892) information pecking, he proposes that o sentence

13 Teujicke (2000} essurmes thet the themoakic strocture of the pacb-whole
reading is dfferent from thek of the lecebive reeding snd proposes theb the
peck-ME select the whole-MF es itz interoel erpument, essigning b possessof
thete—role, The word order of sn NEP-Lioc preceding en MP-MNotn s derived wie
an &-tocsetnent of the whole NE o [Spec, [F] end the opposite order s derised
wib retonent oovetnent of the pect ME to the second Spec of (B under the
talkiple Specifier svstemn,
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cotgists of Focus and Ground and Goeoand is composed by Link and
Tail:

(117 Sentence: FOCUS: MNew [nformeation
GROUME: Cld [nformation
LIMES Thematically connects the seatence bo
the peevious discourse, Topic-tnarked
phrases are Link,
TAIL: Motn-Link of old information

Baged ot the information strockore, Tomicks (2001 provides three
possible ways of nterpreting the NP-Loc™NP-MNom word order sentence
which is shown in (1F) again,

(12} Torakko-ni enzin-ga arw
Trock-Loc engine-MNom exist

Firgt, he assomes that the Toplc meker -use 5 dropeed after the
locative marker in the sentence, Joder this assurmption, an NP-Toc can
ke a Link and the rest of the sentence is 8 Focus, He argues that this
information strocture is competible with both locative and peck-whole
readings,

(133 [Truck-Loc-{wallime  [Engine-Nom exist] foc
8, Speaking of trocks, thew are the things that have engines,
b, Speaking of the trocks, there is an engine located on ik,

cecond possibility i that NP-foe is Focus and the rest of the
gentence 5 a Link as illustrated in (14) belows:2

g1 [n Totnicks (20010, it seermns ther orders of e Link end e Focus ere ook
releseit: in other swords, B Focus mes precede of Eollow B Link
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(147 [Truck-Loclreme [Engine-Mom eszist]pm

When prucie-Loc is Focus, both readings are possible,

&g @ third possikility, Tomicka (20010 argues that the Cavidsonian
eventuality argument can function as an implicit Link (cf, Gundel 19590,
and MBREsoda 1897), Thecefore, the whole sentence is a Focos and the
impdicit ewentualicy argument is a Link

(15) [Poemtomid Lo [fruck-Loc engine-MNotm exist] fas

He argues that the information strocture in (15) induces ooly a locative
reading since the eventvality argument is present only with stage-lesel
predicates  (Krazter 1885) which dencte some chonges  oser  tomes
part—whele readings do ookt inwclve in stage level predicates wheress
[ocative readings do,

Mowr, let s consider the opposite word ooder, Le, "NE-Nom W P-Loc”,
The first option to interpet this sentence is to onderstand the NP -MNom
a5 8 Link, Heowewver, it (5 oob compatibde sath this srord order since the
presence of 8 notninative mmacker implies oo Topic-merker, &g illustrated
in [16), a notinative or an accusaktive pacticle cannct co-oocur with the
Toplc marker oo the same NP wheress the other perticles can

[1E) Korean Japanese [Tomicks 20017
g, *P-Mom-Top *Mra-ks-nun +Pira-ga-vwa
by #NP-Lcc-Top #Pira-lul-oon w0 LB - 0=
¢, MP-Dat-Top BAira-evkey-non Mira-ni-we
d WNP-Loc-Top Eruck-ey-nun bruck-ni-wa

Therefore, only two possibilities are left, Firsk, there may be an
implicit eventuality argoment as in (17), [n this case, only locative

reading is awailable under the same logic as o (16),

(17 [Povemmomin] e [E0EIRE-Mom tuck-Loc exist] focs
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The last possibility for pert-swhele reading in this sord order is that
the nominative BP is a Focus and the rest of the sentence is a Link,
For the MNP-MNotn'MP-Loc word order sentence koo get s part-swhole
reading, therefore, an MNP -Noee muost be focosed:

(1B} [engine-lomlpaws [fruck-Loc esist] o

[n surm, Tomicks (20017 claims that the absence of 8 part-whole
reading i due to the eventuality argoment which s an implicit Link
that does not allow the part-whele reading,

&g for the embedded clagse, he argues that the whole clavse can be
served a5 A Link since it 5 we-tmarked and thos the implicit eventoalitsy
argument s oot required, Therefore, the informetion strocture a5 follows
is compatible with both locative and part-whele readings:

(19) [seatkelt-Metm car-Loc exist-fact-wa] o [Eld-even E0ow] foos
3.t Proklems

Tromicka (2001) explains well how the readings are present or absent
in the alternate orders of & nomiative MNP and a locative ME both in a
trabriz and an embedded clause withoot assuming s different intecnal
struckure Bor 8 pert-swhele reading as Tsuojicks (20000 dees, Howewver, it
would ke nicer if we can explein absence of presence of & locative
reading under the proposed inforematicn strocture swithout assoming the
impdictt ewentualiky argument o s sentence,

Moreover, there are some problems o ke solved in this aoalysis,
First, different from swhat Tomicka (20017 claims, topic-merker alooe
does oot save the part-whele reading, &5 showm o (20), even though
the marker -(alun makes engine pasily understood as Topic, if s oof
sufficient for the sentence to have parb-whole reading engin-(alun is
interpeeted as only specific i the lecative reading,



Why Mo Part-whole Beading? 73

(20} evncin-un tholek-ey iss-ta,
etgine-Top truck-Loc exist-Dec
i) Locative: The engine is in the trock/+There s 8n engine in
the truck,
i) *Part—whole: Thefa tock has an engine (as one of ks
pssential parksd,

&r Tomicka [E001) peints cob secondly, he dees oot have a clear
answer b the questions raised from the cotstooctions below in (21D
where nwe tmarking in s Locaktive MNP sasves the part—sshele reading
kepping the MP-Nom MNP -Loc word order,

(217 a, Enzin-ga toraklko-ni arg (Locative reading only)
engine-Motr trock-Loc esxist
b Ensin-ga torakko-ni-wa arullocative and part-whoele reading)
Engine-MNotn trock-Loc-Top exist

The presence of the Part-whole reading is predicted if the topic-marked
DP-Loc iz Link since the implicit eventoality acgoment is oot reguiced
in that case, As Tomicks (E001) points oot howeser, there ae two
guestions arising, We will come back to this ssoe in section d,

(22Y &, [f the topic-merked locatise is & Link, what s a Foocus in
(#1b)? In general, a cootrastive toplc can be the ooly
constituent that bears prosodic prominence in 8 seotence, [o
gsuch as cace, what is o Fooos?

b, Contrastive bopics can co-occur with the gsual topic (thematic
topic), [oosuch a case, do we have two Links?

4 Proposal: Focus Movement and Specificity

[n &I Lee (E001a, k) [ arguoe that so-called [ntervention Effects



i bMine Lee

(tominly discossed in Beck 1996 and Beck and Eim 1997) are reanalyeed
as “Specificity Effects”, Follewing Guondel (1999 and Yergnaud and
Zubizarrets (EO00), [ propose that every sentence has ab lesst one Focous,
Propesing an [nformation strocture as in (23), B Lee (20018, k) claims
that Focos st ke checked in Swntaz wis overt movement of focus
elerment to the Focos Projection,

(23) [ep [tor [P [ror  [+Focus] [we V11111

Undeclving assurmption of this propesal 5 thet ooospecific NP canoot
tewve oub of the ouclear scope of 8 seotence (Le, WP oor FocP),
following Diesing (1892), This explaing why an NPl cannot precede a
wh-phrase in Korean, as follesrs:

[2L) *Aprapu-to teaes-0l ilk-ci anh-ags-nl?
someche-even  what-Ace read-Cl oot do-Past-i@2
“What did no one read?

(25 Belwues-ul; eerpn-to b ilkci-anh-age-ni?
what-4Acc  soteotE-even read-neg-past-@
“What did no one read?

& wh-phrase (5 alweys 8 Focos o wh-guoestions, so it most overtly ke
in [Spec, FocPl On the other hand, an NP i neoospecific and thus
cannok moeve higher than FocF, which iz illustrated in (26bia

(ZB) B, *Armuu-to towes-ul k-l anh-ass-ni?
gomecne-even what-4Ace read-Cl oot do-Fask-G
“What did oo ooe read?
b [ [par [FFocus] [wp anvone what-&ce read-oot 1]

We can easily predict shy the scrambling of wh-plrase over NP can

33 Feor discussion o Specificity snd specific NP see 41 Lee (2001e, ki,
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take the sentence well-formed) movetrent of wh-phrase satisfies the

requiretrent of Focos feature checking and the ovect struckure shows
that MP[ stavs o the ooclear scope,

(270 a, Maes-ull aeraper-ro t; ilkci-anh-ass-ni?
whmet-Ace  SOMECNE-BVED CERd-fneg-past-G&
“What did oo one read?
b, [ [For what-4cc; [vp someone-even b; read-nok ]]]

[ surn, [ propose that an owert Focus mowemnent s obligatory in
Korean sitice [+Focus] must be checked overtly in [Spec, FocPl,

(28) Conditions on Focus Bowement (MW Lee 2001a, b) Cto be revised)
8, Ewery sentence contains one [oformation Focus position aod
the focus feature must be checked wia overt mevement to the
Focus Projection,

b [ [Tor [P [For [+Focus] [wp V11011

This cvert movement inkeracting with the anasveilakility of nonspecific
elernent  tmowing ookt of 8 WP oreadily accounts for the se-called
[nterventicn Effects, Ther, et us see how this analysis can be extended
to the case of abesence or presence of part-whole readings in Japanese
atd Forean in the Eollowing seckion,

5 Absencef/Presence of part—whole reading as
Specificity effects

61, &nalysis
[ this secticn, [ will show that absence or presence of perk-whole

reading is oicely accounted for under our poposal, Fist et us consider
the information stroctore of the seatence that beas both locative and a
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part-whole readings, Either prucic-foc of  esgine-Nom can be an
[nfermmbion Foous: i prgckc-foo 5 8 Focus, the rest of the sentence
stavs i & WP, as in (20a) and when esgiee-Nom 5 8 Foous,
trcke- Lo ey be onderstood a5 8 Topic, as in (20b):

(283 =3) thulek-ev evncin-i iss-ta,
Truck-Loc engine-Notm exist-Dec
8, [ [For truck-Loc; [ve engine-MNom t; exist-Dec 11]]]
b, [Tgrar ttuck-Loc; [Far engine-Mot; [ve b & exist-Dec 11111

[f the esgéme-Nom precedes prouciclfos bwo ways of information
stracture are possible, as illostrated io (308, b)), 45 ooted in seckion 2, &
part-whole reading s absenk in this configuration unless engde-Nowm (5
o Focus Le, (308) is not 6 good stroctore when an NE-Noss 15 8 part
of 8 whole NE-Fog whereas (30b) is fine for either reading, [n other
words, engine-Mom cannot move higher than a FocP iF i is interpreted
a5 a park MPa

(30} (=4) eyncin-i thulek-ey isg-ta,
etgine-MNom truck-Loc exist-Dec
8. [rengine-Noty [Far ttuck-Loc; [ve b b exist-Cec] 1111 (* when
LIP-Motn s & park)
b, [ [Fe engine-Hom; [ve b touck-Loc  exist-Dec 1]]]]

[ claim that an NP-Noem 5 nonspecific when i is “part™ which
cannck ke interpreted independently swithout s “whole™ NP, [F an NP is
nenspecific, it cannct meve cub of 8 VP to 8 position kigher than a
FocF, Therefore, 8 senfence with a gorr NP cannot be interpeeted
propecly unless the gore NP is 8 Focus, Then, we can see why (30a) is

1) Difterent fromn English, [ essurne thet ceses ere mssigned svithin aclesr
scope, LB, WE in Hoesn end Jepenese, Therefore, if MP-notn mesy stey inside
WE unless mevernent (s decived by sotne kind of feebure checking, such s Topic
of Focos,
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net Bn appcopciate stoucture for 8 part-whele reading,

Thet, how is the lecative reading oktained when esgée-Nom is
focused?s) As showm in the sentence in (308), pruck 15 8 Focus and
ergine-MNom (5 8 Toplc, When the sentence gets a locative reading and
ergine-Nom (5 oot 8 Focus, it s indefinite and specific,

(30a) [ engine-Mom; [ee ttuck-Locs e B 6oexist-Decllll] (* when
NP-Mom is & pert)

[h short, we can conclode that the ressotn of the akeence of &
part—whele reading when gore- NP precedes whole-NE is that porre-NEP
cannot move oab of & VP ounless it is ioterpreted as s Focus,

[f our analysis is corcect, we do oot hasve Eo assume  ioopdicit
eventuality argument as 8 Topic as Tomicks (E001) proposes, (o the
following suksection, et us discuss how this analysis can explain the
rest of the problemms raised in section £,

R Answer to the pooblems
Totmicks (E001) points oot that the Topic marker -gpee mekes i
possible for the sentence as in (31) to hawe & part-whole reading in

Japanese,

(317 Somes enzin-wa torakku-ni arg

hY 45 B oresiewer peinked cab, Tomicks (2001) proposes locetive reeding Bs in
17 sbove (plse shown below sgeing,

(17 [evennplitrlee Engine-Mom trock-Loo BHiSE o

[n this enelwsis, erepe-Mons cennct ke b Toplc o Jepenese wherees in
Foreat, ergire-Mone 15 Bctuelsy B Topic in the cese (308), [t i ektested theb en
WE-Mom cennet precede s wh-phrese in Japenese swhile it s comrco in Borean
ref, IBimude 1007, Tomicks 2001), This might ke cne werv itopectent ditfecence
ket-ween Japanese ehd Eorean snd b seetns to be worthsr of Furkher stods
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That tvpe engine-Top ttuck-Loc exist
() Locatiwe: &g For that tvpe of engine, there is che in the trock,
(i) Part-whole: That tvpe of engine is 8 thing thet & trock has,

Hewmewer, it seemns thab it is oot goite troe to sey that Topicalization
itself can save the part-whole reading as shown in Koresn exzample o
(32) A part—whole reading is hardly obtained when there & oo
medification on the part NP, Moceower, it sheould be the specific engine
which is supposedly to be koown to the people in the consersation,

[32) evncin-on thulek-ey iss-ta,
engine-Top ttuck-Loc exist-Dec
(1) Locative: The engine is in the trock/+There is an engine in
the truck,
i) *Part-whole: Thefa truck has an engine (as one of its
pssential parts),

[ the NP is preceded by a medifier such as dfen cosfea-oe that type
of in Korean, the WNP-oun s oessily interpreted ss s geoeric NP and
thos as & Topic®

B} A rewiewer poitts ook whether the  distinclon betsween generic end
notispecific is clear i the cese of WE-tnon es in the following sentence (=4
) ewacin-i Hulek-ev iss-ta,
engine-Mom trock-Loc emst-Cec
engme-r i this exernple is ibdefinite end (nondspecific bub oot generic, (b
Forerty, when geteric propecties sre discussed -rmpw toerker is used cether then s
notninekive tmerker, For instence, e use -npn when we kelk eboub generic
properky of weter, 65 ilustreted in the fellowing sentence:
(i) mowul-un bwarnye nghe—te,
wekEr —tan krensparent-Cec
“Woler 15 rensper et
[f the notninekive cese -[A%a toecks wefer, the sentence does ot dscuss the
getierel progects of sweter bab e liguid s#hich (s trensperent erncotg obhers,
(L) mowal-1 bwuarnsyenghe—te,
wreker—[Motn trensperent-Cec
[t is weter thet (s ensparent,”
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(33) Pfern confer-op BFtcin-un tulek-ey Bs5-ta,
That brpe-Gen engine-Top tck-Loc exist
(1) Locatise: Speaking of that type of engine, there is one in the
truck,
(i) Part-whole: That type of engine is a thing that & trock has,

tbreower, 8 part-whole eading is eadily oktained £ we use generic
adverks, such a5 Hpoacekafo senerally’

(34) #pmmcelals evicin-un thulek-ev 55-fa,
Generally engine-Top truck-Loc exzist-Dec
‘Gernerally, thefa trock bes an engine (a5 one of it essential
parts),”

The "part™MNF can be s Topic only when it is ioterpreted as generic
(et Dipsing 1992) 5o, we can conclode that a part-MNF cannot meove oot
of 8 VP unless it is interpeeted as 8 Focus or 8 generic Pack [Topic), ™

There is slse B strocturel dstnckion ketween B generic NP end B nonspecific
WE (Diesing 1002),
71 According to B oresiewer, the following sentences seern b heve both
readings, different froen the sentence discussed i this peper:
[ B kvenpocEngchi-ER 56y cip-tul-ew iss—te,
securibP-elerm-Notn new hoose-F-Loc exist-Dec
b sinhseng evtcin-i Deewoo—ew (55-tR,
keand-new engine-MNom Deewoo-Loc exist-Dec
[E the notninekive MPs ere not Focos, it is sl herd b ke interpreted es
perk—whole, Howeswer, it seerns thek there is sorne cottrest bebween the simple
werks itn (1) end the comples peedicekes in () which sre prosided b the
[BWLEWEL,
(i) s, Ewetpocangchi-ke 565 cip—tol-ev selchi-towe-iss-fa,
securitv-eler mn-Mom new hoase-Fl-Lioc be-instelled-Cec
b, sinhweng evucin-i Deewoe—ey pemac el—towe -1ss-te,
brand-new engine-Mom Deewoo-Loc be-instelled-Dec
Cne reesct tnight ke thek the cotnples prediceres “kbe-instelled owecHy dencke
“pert—whiole” releton, (o this cese, it is oot clesr whether the strocture (s semoe
g5 the exstentiel sentences in (i), Howewer, it is en interesting confrest se need
ke cotisider in e Fubure work,
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Cur analysis can alse predict the peesence of pect-whole reading
when whole-NP (s marked by -aee, We saw patt-whele reading is oot
available vnless the nominative NP 5 intecpeeted as Focus when the
whole MNP is tmecked by the lecative particle, Different frotn the case,
the Following Korean sentence, where -mee marks the whole NP,
indoces koth locative and part-whole readings,

[35) evncin-i thulek-ey-non iss-ta,
etgine-MNom tmck-Loc-noan exist-Dec
(i) Locatiwe: There iz an engine in thefa trock,
(i) Part-whole: Thefa truck has an engine (as one of its
escential parts)

The same phenctmens is attested in Japenese (Tormicka 0010

(367 a, Encin-za torakku-no ary (Locative reading only)
engite-MNom trock-Loc exist
by Encin-ga torakko-ni-wa sruflocative and pact-whole reading)
Engine-MNotn ttock-Loc-Top exist

&g shortly menticned in section 3, Tomicka (E001) raises bwo gueskions
regarding the possible part-whele reading in (36R) which 5 gquoted
again in (37) kelows

(37 a, [f the topic-marked locative 5 Link, what s Focos in (36R)7
[ general, & contraskive topic can be the only constitoent that
bears proscdic prominence o s sentence, [n such as case,
what 15 Focus?

b, Contrastive toplcs can co-occur with the usual topic (thematic
topdc), [nosuch 8 case, do we have two Links?

The mein concecn that Tomicks (2001) hes in his analysis arises
fromn the misunderstanding of Conkrestive Topic and Contrastive Focous,
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&g discussed in ML Lee (2001c), a Confrastive Topic must be
distinguished from a Contrastive Focus® Following 0 Lee (2001c), [
argue that the fracic-aduns e s actually 8 Contrastive Focus and the
reasct that 8 part-whele ceading is pessible even witheot 8 ootrinative
MNF being focosed s that the option of a covert foous mowvement of
NEe-(njun is possible since the NP is marked morphologically b
-(wter, Howewer, 8 covert mowvement is justified only swhen there is
evert marking [phonologicalf morphelogical ),

(3B} Conditiohs oh Focus Blovement (Final)

8, Every sentence cottains one [nformmaticon Fooos position and
the focus feature must be checked overtly: via an ovect
tovetnent bo the Focos Projection or an overt
phooelegical fmorpholegical marking,

b, When there is an owvert marking, 8 covert focos movement is
allowed for proper inberpretation,

t, [op [tap [ [Foer [+Focus] [we W 10101

MNonspecific pert-MNP stays inside VP through the whole derivation
anid the in-sito locative-MF moses to [Spec, FocPl for focus feature bo
be checked for proper interpoetakicn at LF,

(393 &, S-strocture:
p [rep [+Focus] [ engine-Motn trock-Loc—mon exst-Dec 1]
b LE:
[ [Focr bruck-Loc-pon; (v engine-Wem ¢ exist-Cec 11]

6 Concluding Hemarks

B) I Lee (2001c) cleitns thet -woes s Coowestive roerker it Horesn med
Contrestive Toplc (5 genereked cutside nuclesr scope (WE(FocE) whertess X P-nun
inside the nocleer scope is Cotbrestise Focus (cf C. Lee 2000, Chee 100857,
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[h thiz paper, we heve shown why pact-whole reading s oot
available when a nominative NP precedes a locative NFP in Japaenese and
Eorean, [ argued that & part-NFP is ooospecific vnless it is interpreted
as generic indefinites, The abcence and the presence of 8 pact-whole
reading in the whele peradigm in Japanese and Korean were accounted
for uwader our analysis of an owert Foous moverment interacting with
Specificity,
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