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ocutsice YE, [o cese of the esheustive Focus reeding, oo the other hend, the
netninekive  cese moerker  indocing  en esheugstiwe  Pocos reeding s
bese—-genereted WE-esternelly, wheress the netninekive cese tnarker inducing
e neulrel reedng is based-geneceted YEP-internelly, This peger else explores
the possikility of the sernenfbic eccount of the confrestive end the exhaustive
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1. Introduction

This peper aims st providing 8 syotactic and semantic accoont of

13 The eerlier wersict of this peger wes presented st the Morth YWest
Linguistic Conference wwhich ses held ek the Universibty of Weshingten in 1005, [
ern grekeful b Peul Portner, Hector Cerpes, end Elline Herborger for thei

weltekle cotarnents Bnd suggesticts, All remneining errors Bre exclusively my

CAFLL,
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focug illustrabed in the contrast between (1a) and (k)

(13 & Joho-un  hekkwveo-e  ks-ss-ta
TOP  schoeol-to go-FAST-DEC
“Jobn wenk to school
Mo other persens than John went to school”
b, John-i  hekkvo-p  ka-se-ta
MOk school-te go-PAST-DEC
“Jobn wenk to school
‘It wms John that swent ko school”

Cne should netice that the ooly syotactic difference between (la) and
(k) is that in (la) the suokject NP iz maerked ks the topic marker
-pme while in (1b), the subject WE the neminative case marker -fx |
-i Probably, this leads to the difference in mesning between them, &
gsentence like (la) is ambiguous  between s neotral reading and &
conbrastive focus reading, On the nedtral ceading, (la) simply describes
the event of John's going o oschool ab some pest time,  Ono the
confrastive focus reading, ot the other hand, (la) mesns that among
other eotities (o contrest with John, oo other persen than Jobn weob to
gchool, [n conkrast, a sentence like (1R) s ambizguous between a neatral
reading and an exhaustive reading, as Kureda (1965 and Eane (1973)
note from Japanese, On the neatral reading, (1B describes the event of
John's going to school, On the exhaustive focus reading, it cooghly
trieats that of all the people salient ab this poink, it wes Joho who went
to schiool, The examples o (1a) and (1k) show that the toplc marker is
respotnsible ot the contrestive focus reading, while the oominative case
tnarker the exhaustive focos reading,

Bazed on the cbservation of the sbowe seofences, [ will explore the
possibility of presenting s syobackic and semantic sccount of the fact
that the sokiect WP marked ke the topic merker wields & cottrastise
exhaustive reading, while the sokject NP rmerked by the oetrinative



Tte Contrestive snd Exbeistive Fooos in Horesn 126

cage  rmarker  allews an exheustive focos  reading,  Specifically, [
coticettrate on the following bwo guestions: (i) swhat are the possible
gvibactlc representakions of the contrastive -awe and the exhaostive -k
Ao~ and (i) what are their possible semantic interpretations?

Thisz paper iz stroctured as  Follewrs, Seckion & iz dewoted  to
addressing the swotactic positions for the contrastive focus -age and the
exzhavstive focus -2 [n section 3, [ swill discuss how we can inberpret
the contrastive focus -age and the exhaustive focus ~F in terms of the
alternative sementics proposed by Booth (1998,

2. Syntactic Positions for Contrastive —nun and
Exhaustive Focus —ka / —-i

This secticn (5 devoted to discussing which syotectic position is
available for the contrastive topic merker and the exhaostive-Eocused
tetninative case mmarker, What [Ud like to claim in this paper iz this,
When MPs tmarked kv the topic mertker -see leads b the contrastive
reading, they are based-genecated in the SPEC of VP, (o contrast, when
MNPs are tmarked by the nominative case mmarker ~f and receives the
exhaustive focus reading, they appear in the SPEC of [P, [n addition if
we think conversely, this mesns thet the oeotral -eee sappears outside
of the SPEC of VP, and the neotral -7 appears inside of the SPEC of
WP, This is illustrated as Eollows:
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[2) Syntactic Positions for Contrastive ~soe and Exhaostive Focos ~f

CE
SPEC C
C [F
/\
(Exhaustile) -{ [ VE
(neutral) -nun —
=PEC i

'IchJ:rastLE] -rin
(neatral) -

The first evidence i5 that the topic merker -see can be attached o
#Pg that are generated within VP, wielding a contrastive reading, Motice
that unlike the toplc rmerker, the neotminabive cese merker canoob be
attached to constituents that are VP-internselly generated, Consider the
following sentences:

(31 a, Johti-l [ hespren-non cohaha-n-ta)
BT beach-TOP  like-PRES-DEC
“Tohn likes the beach, not other things
b, John-i [ chenchenhi-nun  umsik-lol mek-ul su-iss-ta)
NOM slowdy-TOP food-ACC  eat-can-DEC
Lit: John can eat food slewly (John can eat Eood only if he eat

elowly)
¢, Joho-i  [wp BEry-lul  ecev-nun po-B55-ta]
MOk ACC westerday-TOP  saw-PAST-DEC

It was westerday, not other day or time, that John sasr Mary”
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d, ecey-run John-i [ BIECw-lal po-ass-tal
vesterdasy-T OF MO0 ACC saw-PAST-DEC
“Speaking of westecdasw, John saw BWary’

B, Joht-i  *ilpwuole-non f 0 dpwole [ BMEry-lal mana-ss-ta]
NOM intentionalls=TOP | intentionally ACC  meet-PAST-DEC
“John intenticnally met By

[ (3a), the MNP mopween ‘beach’ is the object of the werh comche ke
MNewertheless, it is tarked ke the toplc tmarker -see rather than by the
accusakive case mmrker -fwf This suggests that the conkrastive boplc
tarker —aon can occur with the constituents shich are base-generated
ingide of WP, For the ohject MNP in & sentence like (3a) is generated
inside of ¥P, Since it 5 marked by the bople macker, the object NP in
(3a) iz focused in confrast with the rest of the elements in the
alternative et the spesker has in mind leading bt oothing bob &
conbrastive reading,

The same explanation holds for 8 sentence like (3b), (o (3k), the
adverh chenchentd ‘slowly modifies the wech, and thus, b 5 generated
inside of VP, [n a sentence like (3k), the adverth cheechents ‘slowly s
8 focosed phrase, &g swe saw in (3a), (3k) is interpoeted bo have ooly a
contrastive focus reading since chenchentd slowly is marked ks the
topic marker, This indicates that the VP-interosl constitoent marked by
-are Usally leads tooa contrastive focus reading, as in (380 and {3k,

Cotmpare (3c) and (3d). & sentence like (3c) allows a contrastive
reading, while this is oot the case with a sentence like [3d), [n (3c) the
ternporal adverh ecew ‘vesterday occupies & position within YF and it is
trarked ks the topic merker -rmee heoce ooly s contrastive eading is
available, Notice that in a seotence like [3d), the temporal adverh ecey
wegterday’ is marked by the topic marker, Heowewer, s puore bopic
reading, teb 8 conbrastive reading, (s aveillakle in (3d) since ecer
‘wectecday coccuples 8 position ootside of WP, Thos, sentences like (3c)
atd (3d) are alse in favor of the hypothesis io (2,
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[t iz generally held that adwverbes like #poecle Cinteotionally’ o (3e)
coears oatside of WP since it is alwavs associated with the subject inoa
gectence, [ we attach the topic merker -eee to 8 constibuent (e #oawadle
‘intentictally™) that is generated outside of VP, 8s in (3e), it will ke
uigrarnnatical, This soggests that the toplc merker cannct be attached to
cotstibuents that sppesr cutslde of WP when ib cotes to the contrastise
(focus) reading, [n other words, (3d) and (3e) show that when the topic
trarker -soe 5 attached teoan XP that i VP-internslly zenerated, it
does neot allosw & contrastive reading, as in (3d), or the sentence is
unacceptakble, as in (3e). Thos, it is reascnakle to sav that every P
trarked ks -aoe appears within WP owhen 6 allesss 8 contrastise reading,
and that every XP marked by -7 appears catside of VE,

cecond, Diesing (19BB) argues that focus can project fromm the
VP-internal sukject, wielding s wide focus reading, wheress focus
cannet project from the YVP-esternal subject, wielding a oarrow focos
reading, ag illustrated in (da) and (dk:

(1) a [p BElowfish] are poiscoous
b [ Blewfish are availakle]

To accoont for sentences like (da) and (k) Diesing srgues that the suobiects
of individual-level predicates which dencte & pertoant pooperty are getecaked
cutside of the WB and the subjects of stege-lewel peedicates dencting =
transient property inside of the WP, Thos, focos projection s impessible in
fa) wielding a narrow focus reading only, while Eocos projeckion is possikle
i flkd, welding a wide focus reading ooy,

[f we assome thet Diesing’s ckservation 5 correck, we can meke the
following prediction, [F s subject tmarked by the toplc oerker -roe
appears within VP (e, SPEC of VP) and a subject marked by the
notinakive case marker -7 appears cutside of VP (e SPEC of [F), then
focus projection fromm the subject ME will be possibe in the case of the
bopic macker responsible for & contrastive reading, vielding a wide focus
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reading, whereas focus projection Erom the subject & blocked in the
cage of the notinative case marker responsible for an exhaostive focos

reading, as illustrated in (5a) and (GED:

B) & [@oho-non Bery-ld coheha-ciman] [ Eim-on bbry-lol salangha-n-ta]
TOE  ACC like-hat TOE  ACC love-FEES-DEC
“Jotin likes Bibry kot Eim loves MBry
by *[glotn-i bbry-lul cobaha—cimen] [pFim-i Bry-lul salangha-n-tal
MO ACC like—bat Mo ACC lewe-PEES-DEC
“Jotin likes Bibry kot Eim loves BBy

The gramtoaticality of (5a) can be accounted for by the EBact that the
cotitrastive focus of the sobjects foke and Kiém are projected inte each
of their predicates from the VP-intecnal sobject position, (o contrast, the
ungramtmaticality of (hk) comes frotn the Eact that the exhaostive focus
of the subjects Jore and Ein cannot be projected into each of Cheir
predicates, Assuming Diesing's (1966) proposal s correch, we can
conclade from Cha-b) that the topic marker responsible for & conkrastive
reading appears within WP, and the nominative case arker responsible
for an exhavstive focus reading speears ocotside of VE,

Finally, the doakle subject constroctions in Eorean provide ancther
piece of evidence for the argurmeat that the coottastive -poe Bppesrs
within WF, while the exhaostive focos ~f sppears cotside of WE,
Consider the following sentences:

(6) a, Secul-un [y selam-un manh-ta |
TOP  person-TOP  meany-DEC
“Speaking of Secul, it is pecple, oot obthers, that are meny
b, Seoul-1 [y salam-i menh-ta ]
HOLT  person-NOM  many-DEC
It is Seoul that has many people
¢, Seoul-un [we salam-i menb-ta ]
TOF  person-MNOMN many-DEC
“Epeaking of Secul, there are many people”
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[f we assumme that in the doukle sobject constructions, one subject
appears cotside VP and the other sppesrs within VE, this sopporcts that
the confrastive -noe occurs within VP, and the ezhaostive Eocus -~
appears outside of WP, A sentence like (Ba) receives & contrastive
reading on sefes people’ since b appears inside of VB, However, Seoof
cannck recelve o contrastive reading, even though it is merked the bopic
trarker -mee, This is becanse b occcopies & posibion ootside of WP, [n
(Ba) Seoow! only leads to & pure topic reading,

Let’s consider €6k, & sentence like (6E) 5 interpreted to hesve an
exhaustive focus reading on Seoo! since it appears outside of WF, The
cther subject sofen "people” cannot receive an exzhaustive reading, even
though it is marked by the oomioative cese marker - This is because
sekeen Tpeople” appears inside of VP, sielding & neotral reading,

Cne  shoald ooktice  that  oeither  ezheustive  focos  reading  oor
contrastive reading ic awailable in 8 sentence like (6c), [n (Be), Seonf
with the topic marker -sge allows & pure topic reading, since it
cocupies 8 positon outside of WP, snd on the other hend, the other
subject smiger people’ with the nominative case marker ~7 CRCEIVES &
teatral reading since b appears inside of YP, Thos, we con draw e
conclusicn frotn the sbowe facts thet the topic tmarker thab appears
inside of ¥P triggers a coatrastive resding, wheress the nominative case
trarker that appears cotside of WP leads to an exheaustive focus reading,

3. Focus Interpretation of —nun and -2
31, [nterpeetation of the Exhaustive Focos -

This sub-seckon (5 devobed to discussing the semenbic inkerpeetation
of the exzhaostive focus induced by the oorminative case marker, (o his
theory of focus interpoetation, Beoth (1892) propeses two different lewvels
of setmenblc interpretations: the ordinery semeantic walue dencted by o
ad the alteroative sermaotic walue dencted by £ The ordinery sermaobics
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it the ordinary semeokics of a constitoent of phrase, and the alternative
gemantics is intended to dencte the semantics of a focused constituent,
Criginally, & set of alternatlves for focused phreses is boilt op oo
pesupposition sets of p-sets introduced in Booth (19853, His ides of
p-sete comes from JackendeBE's (1972) analvsis of focus based on
pesupposition, For example, the follewing sentence [p foked  twcfcs
presupeoses thab someone walks, Based on this, Booth proposes & p-set,
of 8 seb of alternative propositions, The alternetive sernantic value (s
the set of propositions chéained by sobstibuting for 8 Bocused phrase the
cidinary  sernantic walue of & phrase corresponding to the focused
phirace, Thus if 8 sentence has an ordinery setnankic walue like ©F)
which 15 the ootcome of applving seroanblc roles o & cotopesiticosl
way, and then the alteroative semantic walue will ke like (B):

(1) Poley, [Cdg..., ©pd
where P, 5 an ecplace predicate, ¢ is an argument, and F is a
focus Eeature

(B NF ey [cdg... o 1F = {F.cy, % ..., o |2 € D, where D is
the domain of entikies

[n order to account for how a Formola like (B) containing focos can
be interpreted, Booth (1992) introduces an cperator ™ ab the level of LEF
by which focus interpretation s given to s focused phrase, The operator
" iz 8 two place predicate which takes a constifuent containing fecus
atd & free wariakle of that type ss (s Eirst argument and second
arzument respectively, as illustrated in (9):

(8 X F.]"C,where F iz a focosed phrase and o is an index
[ 8) C, behaves like an anaphor, in that it i interpeeted kv oan
approprinte antecedent for the wariakle G, which is provided (o the
cottet, He defines the operator ™ which introduces the following
presuppositions (Footh {1092 0300
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{10} &, Set cose
(4) presupgoses that Cho denctes 8 subeet of the focus
setnantlc walue of = and contains koth the ordinary semantic
walue of = and an element distioct from the ordinecy sernantic
value of =2

b [odividual case

(9) presupposes that Cnois an element of the focus semantic
walue of = distinct from the ordinary setnantic value of =

Let vs corsider the following sentence thab is ioterpreted to receive
atn exhaustive Focos reading and see how we can present b5 setmanbic
interpretation,

(117 [g John-il  chavk-lul ilk-ess-ta
MOk book-ACC read-FPAST-DEC
It was Joho that read a book’

Suppose wE interpiet & sentence like (11) in a contest where ik is an
answer to the following guestion2

(12) mwu-ka  chask-lul ilk-ess-ni?
Who-HNO book-ACC read-PAST-@
“Who read 8 book?

£) Motce thek the kopic merker -smos cennct ke used it Bnswering guestions
like (12}, 85 illustreted kelosw,
&t nwa-kB chesz-lul ilk-ess-ni?
WO book-ACC cead-PASET-&
"W eed B koo
Bt #John-non  chest-lul ilk-ess-te
T2F book-lul  reed-FAST-DEC
“Jebin repd B book”
The contest in (i) suggests thet the oorninetive cese merker in e sentence like
(113 iz Eelicikous it the gueston-enswer contest, Probeldy, this is beceose the
notninekive cese tnerker induces en exheostse focos reecng,
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When we interpret s sentence like (11) in the abowe context, the
representation for OF would be like (130

(13 B
/\
[Fz [F
/\
twru-ke chesz-lul ilk-ess-ol? [P "5
/\

¢ John-i] chayk-lul ilk-ess-ta

[ is the constituent of a discourse node which combines the gqueskicn
atd answer, [n this cese, the free variakle Cs introduced ks focus
interpretation shares the same index as the preceding question, ot [Fj
This indicates this wariakle 15 identical to the ordinery semantic waloe
of the gueskicn which 5 8 seb of propesitions expressed by possible
answers, This can be represented as (140

14y qread (= book) |z = i

Recall that the alternative semnantic valoes for (11) is the set of
propositions obkainable from the form "% read 2 boolk” (110 presopposes
that (14) (ie, the crdinary sernantic walue of the question o swhich Cyis
identical) is a subset of the focus semmantic valoe of (113, e Ng
John-il chavk-lul ilk-ess-ta 1 = {dzireadiz, book)] | = = D) which
happens o ke identical to (14) in this case, Thos, this sakisfies the
condibions for focus intecpeetation i (10), indicating that the focus
interpeetation in (110 is licensed sernantically in the abowe contest,

3.2, [nterpretakion of the Contragtive —re

33 For simplicibe, the existentiel ouentifier is trensleted s “hook” ik this
Eorraule,
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[tn this sob-section we swill esplore hews to provide the setnantic
interpeetation of the contrastive focus reading induced by the bopic
trarker, as exermplified in (154

(18} [ John-non] chayk-lul  ilk-ess-ta
TOF  book-ACC read-PAST-DEC
Mo other people than Joho tead & book’

What ['d like to make a claim sbout the ioterpoetation of the
contrastive reading in (15) is that the contrastive focus can be obbained
in terems of the notion of the scalar implicatore, This is due to the sy
8 sentence like (15) i5 interpreted, That is, as we notice o the English
translation of (15), (16) roughly means  Joho is the ooly person that
read & hook in contrast with the cest of entities in the domaein of
discourse, This kKind of intecpretation triggered by the contrastive focos
it reminiscent of Grice's mexim of gquantity which saws, "IWhke sour
savitgs s informetive as is required,” Suppese the speaker says, “John
has twenty dellars,” then he or she will ioplicate that John has ooly
bwenty dollars, althoogh b might have been the case that John in fact
has moere then bwenty dollars, [ John had bed thicky dellars, then the
speaker would have said so by the mexim of ooantity, Since the
cpeaker haven't, he or she intends to implicate that Jobn has ooy
bwenty dollars, The same reasching catn hold for the contrastive reading
of (16), Suppese the discourse demein 5 composed of three ndividoals,
gavw, John, Sue, and by, Suppese the speaker bad said (15) theo he
of she would have implicated that the other members in the dotmi
gav, sue and Mary, dido't read 8 book This can ke captured using the
gealar implicature which swdill ke elaborated upon in what Eollows,

1) One should recell thet B sentence like (15) is srnkigooas bebween B neokrel
reading end b ocontrestive foous ceedng Sice the present study 5 cencerned
with focus, we will cohsider only the contrestive reading of (15),
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[on the scalar impdicatore, 8 scale is cormposed of & seb of contrastive
pxpressions of the same gracwmaticel cetegery, which can ke arranged
in & linear order by degree of setnanbic strength, as b <8y 8g...08.7, [
8 speaker sssects A weaker point on the scale, he or she implicates a
strotiger point dees net obdéain o other words, F s spesker asserts
olag, then he or she lmplicates 75(a,), For examgple, suppose we have
8 scale of guantifiers like this: <all, most, some, & fews, [F 8 spesker
aggerks, “Some stodents wobted for Tomn™ then ke or she implicates that
not all the students woted for Torm,

Let us get back to (16) Given the domain D = {Jobn, Sue, Barvl, a
sentence like (15) is interpreted to mean that Bacy and Soe in D did
not read a book, Pat in ancther way, (15) presupposes thatb all the other
alternatives in the domain of discourse did oot read a book, The
gentence i (15) has the Eollewing scale C

(16} =< read(j+m+s, b,
read(i+tr, b), read(j+s, b, read(mes, b))
read(], B, readm, k), read(s, b) =

The ressening for (16) i, for examgle, like this: the formmala ceadi], k)
implicates both John and Bery Cor read(i+m, b)) do oot ead & book, [f
read(j by 5 true and resd(j+m, b)) is false readim, k) most ke false,
Thus, asserting that read(j, k) implicates Tread(m, b)) We can reasoh
gbout Sue in the sarmme waey, thet is, ssserting thet readil, k) also
implicates  Treadls, k) Ewentoally, from this, we can geb the meaning
of (15 that no other perseon than Jehn read 8 book, One should octice
that the scale C in (16) is & sokset of | [gloho-ounl  chavk-lal
ilk-peg-ta ¥ and thus, this catisfies the conditions for the focus
interpeetation in (107,

4 Conclusion

[t this paper, [ have ezplored a syotectic and semantic accoant of
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focus in Korean within the framework of Booth's (1992) alternative
gemantics, focusing poimarily on the focus readings induced ke the
notninakive case marker —jaa (-7 and the topic marker e

[ty the first pact of this pager, [ have discossed the synotactic positions
for the contrastive -mee and the exhaostive focus -kx 7 —4 [ hawe
argued in this paper that the cootrastive -age occucs VEP-internalls,
while the exhaostive focus -lax 2 ~F occurs YP-ezternally, The second
part of this peper has been an attempt to provide & semantic account of
howr e could interpret the contrastive -aee and the exhaostive focus
-t/ ~f in terms of the alternative semactics,

[t 5 worth neticing that any pactfs) of constituents in s seobence can
be focused, &5 we saw in section @, for example, adverhs can be
focused in sotne contexts, Since this paper is mainly concerned with the
focus induced ks the notninative case merker and the boplc marker, we
have oot covered other types of focl in this peper, Thos, & further and
rigorous study of them is regoired o the next stage, Por the time
being, [ might ooly ke content that 8 smell ameont of the work dene in
this paper may sssist in allowing the improved onderstanding of the
focus that has been discussed hece,
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