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Choi,YoungSik.(2014).V-eV ConstructionsRedux.TheLinguisticAssociationof

KoreaJournal,22(1),31-49.Iaddresstwotypesofverbalconcatenationconstructions

inKoreanintheformofV-eV,whichhasbeenatopicofmuchcontroversyinthe

literaturewithregardtoitsstructure.IarguethatwhatIcalltypeIisambiguousin

structureinthatitisconstruedaseithermonoclausalorbiclausal,whereastypeIIis

alwaysconstruedasmonoclausal.Ithuscruciallydivergefromthecommonviewin

theliterature,accordingtowhichbothtypesareuniformlybiclausalormonoclausal

(Lee1976,Yang1976,Choe1988,Kim 1993,Lee1993,Choi2001).Itwillbeshown

thatavarietyoftestsincludingscopeofnegationandmanneradverbials,alongwith

thedistributionofnegativepolarityitemsinKoreanlendsupporttothepresent

thesisthatthetwotypesaredifferentintheirclausalstructure.
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1. Introduction

A serialverbconstruction,alsoknownasverbserialization,referstoa

sequence ofverbswhich behavesasa single predicate,with no overt

grammaticalmarkerthatindicatescoordination,subordinationorothersyntactic

dependency,asillustratedbelowin(1)withEnglishexamples.

(1)a.IgovisitHarryeveryThursday.

b.IfwegoaskHarry,willhebeabletotellus?

(Pesetsky1977:84)

*ThisworkwassupportedbySoonchunhyangUniversity.Iwouldliketothankthree

anonymousreviewersofTheLinguisticAssociationofKoreaJournalfortheircomments.
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TheconstructionsarecommoninCreolelanguages,manyAfrican,Asian,and

New Guineanlanguages,amongothers(seeChristaller1875,Westerman1930,

Ansre1966,Sebba1987,Baker1989,Campbell1989,JosephandZwicky1990,

Baker1991,Lefebvre1991,Manfredi1991,Lee1993,Collins1997,andPayne

2011,amongothers).Serialverbscomeinavarietyofformsacrosslanguages.

TheymaycomenexttoeachotherasinEnglishabovein(1),orseparatefrom

eachotherbyanNPasinTwibelowin(2),asschematicallyrepresentedbelow

in(3).

(2)a.Kofide pono no baae (Twi)

Kofitake-PASTtable the come-PAST

'Kofibroughtthetable.'

b.Kofi gyee Amma dii

Kofi receive-PAST Amma eat-PAST

'KofibelievedAmma.'

(Sebba1987:1)

(3)a.V V (English)

b.V NP V (Twi)

Verbalserializationhasrecentlybeenatopicofmuchdebateacrosslanguages,

andhasdemonstratedthatitsstructureisveryoftenmorethanmeetstheeyes

onthesurface(seeStewart2001,amongothers).WhenitcomestoKorean,the

followingexamplesin(4-5)wheretwoverbsareconcatenatedtoformV-eVvia

themorphemee,whichIcallalinkingmorpheme,hasreceivedalotof

discussioninvariousforms(seeLee1976,Yang1976,Choi1988,Lee1993,Kim

1993,Choi2001,amongothers).

(4)John-i koki-lul ikhy-e mekessta.

John-NOM meat-ACC cook-E ate

'Johncookedthemeatandateit.'

(5)John-i koki-lul mek-e poassta.

John-NOM meat-ACC eat-E tried

'Johntriedtoeatmeat.'
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Acloselookatthesentencesin(4-5)revealsacertaindifferenceinthesemantics

ofthetwoverbs,althoughtheylookthesameonthesurfacewiththesame

formofV-eV.Bothverbsin(4)maintaintheirownmeaningwhereasin(5)the

secondverblosesitsownmeaningbutservestoexpressfineshadesofmeaning

ofthefirstverb.1)So,poassta'saw'isnotconstruedliterallyassawbuttried.

Throughout,Iwillcallthesentenceasin(4)typeI,andtheoneasin(5)type

II,respectively.TypeIIisalsoknownasauxiliaryverbconstructioninthe

literature(Lee1992,Sohn1994,amongothers).Throughout,Iwillusepoassta

'saw'astherepresentativesecondverbfortypeIIunlessotherwisedeemed

necessary.

2. Structure for Type I and Type II

Ithasbeenquiteacontroversywhetherthesentencesasin(4-5)are

monoclausalinstructure,withthecontroversymostlyevolvingaroundthe

syntacticstatusofthemorphemeeinV-eV(seeLee1976,Yang1976,Choe

1988,Lee1993,Kim1993,Choi2001,amongothers).Ithasbeenarguedbysome

researchersthatthemorphemeisINFL(Choi1988),orCOMP(Lee1976,Yang

1976).Theseauthorsconvergetotheextentthatthesentencesin(4-5)are

biclausalacrosstheboard,abstractingawayfrom thedifferenceintheprecise

natureofthelinkingmorpheme.Inthemeantime,Lee(1993),followingKang

(1988),suggeststhatthelinkingmorphemeeinboth(4)and(5),albeitwithno

lexicalcontent,isrequired.sinceeveryKoreanverbisaboundmorphemethat

requiresthepresenceofatleastoneverb-finalsuffixtostandalone.Leeargues

thatbothtypesin(4-5)aremonoclausal.Lee'sproposalismostlybasedonthe

distributionofthehonorificmorpheme(HM,henceforth).AssumingthatKorean

allowsonlyonehonorificmorphemesiperclause,Leesuggeststhatitcan

appearonlyoncepereachsentenceintypeIandtypeII,arguing bothtypes

aremonoclausal.However,thefollowingsentencein(6),whichistypeII,has

morethanonehonorificmorpheme(HM,henceforth)siinit,immediately

1)Theverbrepresentingthefineshadeofmeaningoftheotherverbislimitedinnumber,

typicallyincludingverbssuchaspelita'throwaway'nayta,'bringout'ota'come'kata'go'

tayta'supply'nohta'put'cwuta'give'pota'see'(seeKim 1984forrelateddiscussion).
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falsifyingLee'sclaim:2)

(6)Kyoswu-nim-i swul-ul tu-si-e

professor-HM-NOM alcohol-ACC drink-HM-E

po-si-essta.

try-HM-PAST

'Theprofessortriedtodrinkalcohol.'

Below,Iwillusevariousteststoshow whethertypeIand typeIIare

monoclausalornotin theirstructure,startingfrom negationand manner

adverbials,whosescopeistypicallyconfinedtotheimmediateclausewhereit

occurs.

2.1. Scope of Negation

Itisawellknown factthatthescopeofnegation isconfined tothe

immediateclausewhereitoccurs.

(7)a.Johndoesnotknowthattheearthisround.

b.Johnknowsthattheearthisnotsquare.

Thesentencein(7a)thusdoesnotmean'Johndoesnotknowthattheearthis

notround.'Nordoestheonein(7b)mean'Johndoesnotknowthattheearth

isnotsquare.'Now,letusconsidersentenceswithnegationrepresentingtypeI

andtypeIIasbelowin(8)and(9)tochecktheirpreciseclausalstatus.

(8)John-i koki-lul an ikhy-e mekessta.(typeI)

John-NOM meat-ACCNOTcook-E ate

'Johndidnotcookthemeatandeatit.'

(NOT>cookandeat)

'Johndidnotcookthemeatandateit.'

(NOT>cook)

2)Asananonymousreviewercorrectlypointsout,itisquiteacontroversywhetherthe

phenomenonofhonorificationispartofgrammarorpragmatics.
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(9)John-i koki-lul an mek-e poassta.(typeII)

John-NOM meat-ACC NOTeat-E tried

'Johndidnottrytoeatthemeat.'

(NOT>trytoeat)

Asindicatedintheglossesabovein(8-9),typeI,quiteincontrasttotypeII,is

ambiguouswithrespecttothescopeofnegation.Negationcantakescopeover

eithertheentireverbsinV-eV,whichIcallwidescope,oroverthefirstverb,

whichIcallnarrowscope.Inthemeantime,negationcanonlytakewidescope

intypeII.Forthoseskepticalaboutthewidescopereadingofthenegation

overtheentireverbsin(8),thefollowingsentencein(10)servestoconfirmthat

negationin(8)canindeedtakewidescope.

(10)John-i koki-lul an ikhy-e mek-konalkesulo

John-NOM meat-ACCNOTcook-E ate-KOraw

nayngcangko-ey pokwanhayssta.

refrigerator-in kept

'Johndidnotcookthemeatandkeptitrawintherefrigerator.'

Thefactthatnegationin(8)caneithertakenarrow orwidescope in(8),

whereasitcantakeonlywidescopein(9)leadsonetobelievethatbothtypes

arenotexactlythesameinstructure.

2.2. Scope of Manner Adverbials

Next,letusturntoamanneradverbial,anotherexpressionwellknown for

itsscopebeingconfinedtotheimmediateclausewhereitoccurs.Forthis,

considerthefollowingin(11)and(12):

(11)John-i koki-lul ceppalliikhy-emekessta.(typeI)

John-NOM meat-ACCquicklycook-Eate

'Johnquicklycookedandatethemeat.'

(quickly>cookandeat)

'Johnquicklycookedthemeatandateit.'
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(quickly>cook)

(12)John-i koki-lul ceppalliikhy-epoassta.(typeII)

John-NOM meat-ACCquickly cook-Etried

'Johnquicklytriedtocookthemeat.'

(quickly>trytocook)

Asindicatedintheglosses,typeIin(11),incontrasttotypeIIin(12),is

ambiguouswithrespecttothescopeofthemanneradverbialceppalli'quickly.'

Themanneradverbialcantakeeitherwidescopeovertheentireverbsor

narrowscopeoverthefirstverbinV-eVintypeIabovein(11),whereasitcan

onlytakewidescopeintypeIIin(12).ThescopefactintypeIandtypeII

regardingthenegationandthemanneradverbialwithrespecttoV-eVin(8-9)

and(11-12)thusstronglysuggeststhatthetwotypeshavedifferentstructures.

Specifically,thefactthatthenegationandthemanneradverbialcaneithertake

wideornarrowscopeintypeIwithrespecttoV-eVsuggeststhatV-eVforms

eitherasinglepredicateinthesameclause,oraseparateone,eachbelongingto

aseparateclause.WhenthetwoverbsinV-eVform asinglepredicatewithin

thesameclause,thenegationandthemanneradverbialcanthustakescope

overtheentireverbs,whereaswhen theyform separatepredicates,each

belongingtoaseparateclause,thescopeofthemanneradverbialandthe

negationisnecessarilyconfinedtothefirstverb.Ithussuggestthefollowing

structuresin(13)fortypeI(withirrelevantdetailssuchasprosuppressed).

(13)a.[IPNP-NOM NP-ACC[VV-eV]]monoclausal(typeI)

b.[IPNP-NOM [CPNP-ACC V-e]V]biclausal

Asonecanseein(13),typeIiseithermonoclausalasin(13a)orbiclausalasin

(13b),aconclusionasdrawnfrom thescopefactofthemanneradverbialand

thenegationwithrespecttoV-eV.Ialsosuggestthattheembeddedclausein

(13b)isanadjunctCPsinceitischaracteristicofKoreansubordinateclauses

thattheyaregenerallynonfinitewithouttenseandsentenceendingmorphemes

(seeSohn1994:53ff).Now,from thetwostructuresabovein(13),thenarrow

andwidescopeofthenegationandthemanneradverbialwithrespecttoV-eV

in (8-9)and (11-12)follow in astraightforward manner,asschematically
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representedbelow in(14a)and(14b),respectively,withMA standingforthe

manneradverbial.3)

(14)a.[IPNP-NOM NP-ACC {NOT/MA}[VV-e V]]

({NOT/MA}>V-eV)

b.[IPNP-NOM [CPNP-ACC{NOT/MA}V-e]V]

({NOT/MA >V)

Meanwhile,thescopefactintypeIIin(8-9)and(11-12),accordingtowhichthe

negationandthemanneradverbialcantakeonlywidescopewithrespecttoV-e

Vsuggeststhattheconcatenationnecessarilyformsasinglepredicatewithinthe

sameclause.Basedonthisscopefact,Inowsuggestthefollowingstructurefor

typeIIforthesentencesabovein(8-9)and(11-12)(withirrelevantdetailssuch

asprosuppressed):

(15)[IPNP-NOM NP-ACC[VV-eV]]monoclausal(typeII)

Withthestructurein(15)fortypeII,thewidescopereadingofthenegation

andthemanneradverbialwithrespecttoV-eVfollowsquitestraightforwardly,

asschematicallyrepresentedbelowin(16).

(16)[IPNP-NOM NP-ACC{NOT/MA}[VV-eV]]

({NOT/MA}>V-eV)

2.3. Morpheme e in V-e V in Type I and Type II

Aswesaw thusfar,typeIandtypeIIhaveoverlappingpropertyof

monoclausalityinthattypeIiseithermonoclausalorbiclausal,whereastypeII

isalwaysmonoclausal.WhentypeIisanalyzedasmonoclausal,theV-eVforms

asinglepredicatejustliketypeII.Nowaquestionimmediatelyarises:Whatis

thenatureofthelinkingmorphemeeintypeIandtypeII? Asbriefly

3)IassumeboththenegationandthemanneradverbialisadjoinedtoVP,althoughnot

explicitly represented in thestructure.Choi(2013),among others,presentsvarious

argumentsforan'not'asaVPadverbial.
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mentionedinsection2,therehavebeenvariousproposalsmaderegardingthe

precise natureofthemorphemee.SomesuggestthatitisINFL(Lee1976and

Yang1976,amongothers)andotherssuggestthatitisCOMP(seeChoe1988).

Stillotherssuggestthatithasnosyntacticstatus(seeKang1988,Lee1993).That

beingsaid,onecannotdefinethenatureofthemorphemeinanacrossthe

boardfashionforbothtypes,especiallygiventhepresentproposalfortheir

structures.Atthispoint,anaturalguessisthemorphemeemaywearmore

thanasinglehat.Letusfirstaddressthecasewherebothtypeshavea

monoclausalstructurein(13a)and(15),respectively.Totheextentthatboth

typesadmitmonoclausalstructures,itfollowsthatthemorphemeeisnot

somethinglikeINFLorCOMP,hencefalsifyingtheproposalforINFLor

COMP.DoesthemorphemethenhavenosyntacticstatusasKang(1988)and

Lee(1993)suggest?A carefulinvestigationintothe morphemeeinthe

sequenceofV-eV,however,revealsacleardifferencein thetwotypes.Intype

II,itisasyntacticmarkerofaspect.Asonecanseebelowin(17)withtypeII,

themorphemee,coupledwiththesecondverb,canrepresentvarioustypesof

aspect:perfective,continuous and attemptive in (17a),(17b)and (17c),

respectively(Sohn1999:327).

(17)a.John-i chayk-ul elyese-pwuteilk-e wassta.

John-NOM book-ACC young-since read-Ecame

'Johnhasreadbookssinceyoung.'

b.Palam-i congilpwul-e taynta.

wind-NOM day blow-E continue

'Thewindisblowingalldaylong.'

c.John-i kuchayk-ul ilk-e poassta.

John-NOM thatbook-ACCread-Etried

'Johntriedtoreadabook.'

Meanwhile,thelinkingmorphemeeintypeIdoesnotrepresentanyparticular

syntacticfunctionincludingaspect.Aninterestingpredictionthenarises.Ifthe

morphemeeintypeIwithamonoclausalstructuredoesnotservetomarkany

grammaticalfunction,onemayexpecttofindsomecaseswhereitsimplydrops,

quiteincontrasttotypeII,whereitservestomarkthegrammaticalfunctionof
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aspect.Thisisconfirmedin(18-19).4)5)6)

(18)a.John-i ttyu-e nolassta. (typeI)

John-NOM run-E played

'Johnranandplayed.'

b.John-i ttyu-nolassta.

John-NOM run-played

'Johnranandplayed.'

(19)a.John-i ttyu-e poassta. (typeII)

John-NOM run-E tried

'Johntriedtorun.'

b.*John-i ttyu-poassta.

John-NOM run-tried

'Johntriedtorun.'

4)TherearenumerousinstancesofedropinV-eVintypeI.Someofthemarelistedbelow.

(i)kam-tolta,'wind-turn,'mac-seta,'meet-stand'olk-mayta,'bind-tie,''na-tulta,

'exit-enter.'(seeSohn1994:425formoreexamples)

5)Althoughnotdirectlyrelevantforthepresentdiscussion,onemayinpassingwonder

whethertypeIwithamonoclausalstructureisaserialverbconstruction,giventhatitis

monoclausalandthemorphemeedoesnotservetomarkanygrammaticalfunction

includingcoordinationorsubordination.Serialverbconstructionsareknowntoshowthe

followingpropertiesacrosslanguages(Sebba1987,Baker1989,Collins1997,Josephand

Zwicky1990,Payne2011,amongothers).

(i)a.Serialverbconstructionismono-clausal,withtwoormore verbsoccurringwithout

anyconjunctionorsubordinationoranymarkersofsyntacticdependency.

b.Thereisasingletenseoraspectspecificationforserialverb construction.

c.Serialverbconstructionsharesthesamesubjectandsometimesthesameobject.

d.Serialverbconstructionisaconcatenationofsub-events,togetherrepresentingasingle

event.

ItseemstypeIwithamonoclausalstructurequalifiesasaserialverbconstruction.V-eVin

(8),forexample,sharesthesamesubjectandobject.Ithasonlyonespecificationoftense

forbothverbs,andeachverbrepresentsasub-event,togetherformingawholeevent.

6)Itshouldbenotedthatserialverbconstructionsarecloselyrelatedtoauxiliaryverb

constructionscross-linguistically.AsobservedbyAnderson(2006:11),oneofthemost

commonsourcesofauxiliaryverbconstructionsisserialverbconstruction.Itisthusofno

surprisethatthetwosharethesamestructure.
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Next,letusturntothemorphemeeintypeIwithabiclausalstructureabove

in(13b),repeatedbelowas(20b).

(20)a.[IPNP-NOM NP-ACC[VV-eV]]monoclausal(typeI)

b.[IPNP-NOM [CPNP-ACC V-e]V]biclausal

Whatisthestatusofthelinkingmorphemeein(20b)?Recallthatinour

proposalthebiclausalstructurein(20)containsanadjunctclause,whichisCP.

Giventhisstructure,Isuggestthatthemorphemeeisasyntacticmarkerof

subordinateconjunction.7)

Aswesawthusfar,thelinkingmorphemeeisambiguous.Itisamarkerof

7)Inaway,typeIwiththestructurein(20b)islike(i),wherethelinkingmorphemeeisa

conjunction.

(i)John-i [CPmontwungi-lul tul-e]Tom-ul ttaylyessta.

John-NOM bat-ACC take-E Tom-ACC hit

'JohntookthebatandhitTom.'

Thesentencein(i)isclearlybiclausal,giventhatthefollowingsentencewithanegative

polarityitemisungrammatical:

(ii)*John-i [CPamwukesto tul-e] Tom-ul an ttaylyessta.

John-NOM anything-ACC take-E Tom-ACC NOT hit

*'JohntookanythinganddidnothitTom.'

Aswillbediscussedindetailinsection4negativepolarityitemshouldsatisfyclausemate

conditionwithnegation.Also,notethat(iii)withtheobjectNPmongtwungi'bat'preposed,

isungrammatical,stronglysuggestingthemovementviolatestheadjunctislandcondition

(Huang1982).

(iii)*Mongtwungii-lulJohn-i [CPti tul-e] Tom-ul ttaylyessta.

bat-ACC John-NOM take-E Tom-ACC hit

'JohntookthebatandhitTom.'

(iv)John-wa [boosi-o nui-te ] Mary-ni aisatusi-ta.

John-TOP hat-ACC take-TE Mary-DAT greet-PAST

‘JohntookoffhishatandgreetedMary.’

(Stewart2001:5)

Incidentally,notethattheJapanesesentencein(iv)correspondingto(i)isarguedasa

biclausalconstruction,withthemorphemeteservingasaconjunction(seeNishiyama1995

forrelateddiscussion).
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aspectfortypeII.WhenitcomestotypeIwithamonoclausalstructure,itdoes

notserveanygrammaticalfunction,whereaswiththebiclausalstructureit

servesasasubordinateconjunction.Thepresentproposalforthestructureof

typeIandtypeIIcanfindimmediatesupportinthefollowingparadigm:

(21)a.John-i koki-lulikhy-eceppallimekessta.(typeI)

John-NOM meat-ACCcook-Equicklyate

'Johncookedthemeatandateitquickly.'

b.John-i koki-lul ikhy-e-se mekessta.

John-NOM meat-ACCcook-E-CONJate

'Johncookedthemeatandateit.'

(22)a.*John-i koki-lulmek-e ceppalipoassta.(typeII)

John-NOM meat-ACCeat-Equicklytried

'Johnquicklytriedtoeatthemeat.'

b.*John-i koki-lul mek-e-se poassta.

John-NOM meat-ACC eat-E-CONJ tried

'Johntriedtoeatthemeat.'

Thesentencesin(21-22)show thatthemanneradverbialceppalli'quickly'and

theclausalsubordinatorse(seeSohn1994:53)canintervenebetweenV-eVin

typeI,butnotintypeII,aphenomenonindependentlydiscussedinLee(1993)

foracompletelydifferentreason.8)Also,withalongpauseafterthefirstverb,

negationan'not'caninterveneinV-eVintypeIasbelowin(23).

(23)?John-i koki-lul ikhy-e # an mekessta.

John-NOM meat-ACC cook-E NOT ate

'Johncookedthemeatanddidnoteatit.'

AsfortypeII,however,thereisnopauseafterthefirstverb,norcanthe

negationinterposebetweenthetwoverbsasshownin(24).

8)Lee(1993)discussesthephenomenonofthemanneradverbialandtheclausalsubordinator

seinterveningbetweenthetwoverbsinV-eV,onlytohighlightthedifferencebetween

whatIcalltypeIandtypeII,fallingshortofpursuingitsimplicationfordifferent

structures.
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(24)a.*John-i koki-lul mek-e # poassta.

John-NOM meat-ACC eat-E tried

'Johntriedtoeatthemeat.'

b.*John-i koki-lul mek-e an poassta.

John-NOM meat-ACC eat-E NOT tried

'Johntriedtoeatthemeat.'

From theproposedstructuresfortypeI,onecanaccountforwhythemanner

adverbial,theclausalsubordinatorandthenegationcaninterveneinV-eVin

typeIin(21-23).RecallthattypeIisambiguousinstructure,eithermonoclausal

orbiclausalasshownabovein(13)and(20).Withthebiclausalstructurefor

typeIin(13b=(20)),themanneradverbial,theclausalsubordinatorandthe

negationcanallintervene,sinceV-eVdoesnotform asinglepredicate.The

sentencesin(21-23)thusarecorrectlypredictedasgrammatical.Meanwhile,

whenitcomestotypeIIabovein(21-22)and(24),ithasonlyonestructurein

(15),whichismonoclausalwithV-eVformingasinglepredicateofV,repeated

belowas(25).

(25)[IPNP-NOM NP-ACC[VV-eV]]monoclausal(typeII)

Themanneradverbial,theclausalsubordinator,andthenegationthuscannot

interveneinV-eV,leadingtoungrammaticalsentencesin(21-22)and(24).The

presentproposalcanalsoaccountforthecontrastingrammaticalityinthetwo

typesin(26-29)involvingpreposingintypeIandtypeIIwith(4)and(5),

repeatedrespectivelybelowas(26a)and(27a).

(26)a.John-i koki-lul ikhy-e mekessta.(typeI)

John-NOM meat-ACC cook-E ate

'Johncookedthemeatandateit.'

b.?[Koki-lulikhy-e]i John-i ti # mekessta.

meat-ACCcook-E John-NOM ate

'Johncookedthemeatandateit.'
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(27)a.John-i koki-lul mek-e poassta. (typeII)

John-NOM meat-ACCeat-E tried

'Johntriedtoeatmeat.'

b.*[Koki-lul mek-e]i John-i ti poassta.

meat-ACC eat-E John-NOM tried

'Johntriedtoeatthemeat.'

(26b)isacceptable,whenitaccompaniesalongpause,whereas(27b)isjust

ungrammatical.RecallthattypeIhasambiguousstructures.Itcanbeeither

monoclausalorbiclausal.Giventhatprosodicallythelongpausein(26b)signals

amajorconstituentboundary,onemayinterpretitasindicatingthetwoverbs

inV-eVform aseparatepredicate,belongingtoaseparateclause(alsoseethe

discussionregarding(23)).AlsorecallthatwhentypeIisconstruedasbiclausal,

ithasanadjunctCPembeddedinthestructureunderthepresentsystem.Now,

whatispreposedisthustheembeddedclauseCPin(26b),hencegrammatical,

notviolatinganyconstraintonmovement.TypeIIin(29),inthemeantime,is

necessarilymonoclausalinstructurewiththetwoverbsinV-eVforminga

singlepredicate.So,whatispreposedin(27b)isnotaconstituentfromthevery

beginning,leadingtoungrammaticality.

3. Prediction 

ThepresentproposalfortheambiguityinstructurefortypeIincontrastto

typeIImakesaninterestingpredictionregardingscopeofthenegation,the

manneradverbial,andthenegativepolarityitem.

3.1. Scope of Negation and Manner Adverbial 

Wesuggestedthatwhenthemanneradverbial,theclausalsubordinatorand

thenegation(accompaniedwithalongpauseincaseofnegation)intervene

betweenthetwoverbsinV-eV intypeI,itisnecessarilybiclausal.The

following paradigm in (28-29)where these expressionsintervene indeed

confirmsthat:
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(28)John-i koki-lul an ikhy-e-se mekessta.

John-NOM meat-ACCNOT cook-E-CONJ ate

'Johndidnotcookthemeatandateit.'

(NOT>cook),(*NOT>cookandeat)

(29)John-i koki-lul ceppaliikhy-e-se mekessta.

John-NOM meat-ACC quicklycook-E-CONJate

'Johnquicklycookedthemeatandateit.'

(quickly>cook),(*quickly>cookandeat)

(30)John-i koki-lul an ikhy-e ceppalimekessta.

John-NOM meat-ACCNOTcook-E quickly ate

'Johndidnotcookthemeatandateit.'

(NOT>cook), (*NOT>cookandeat)

(31)John-i koki-lul ceppalliikhy-e#an mekessta.

John-NOM meat-ACCquicklycook-E NOTate

'Johnquicklycookedthemeatandateit.'

(quickly>cook),(*quickly>cookandeat)

Thescopeofthenegationandthemanneradverbialin(28-29)isrespectively

confinedtothefirstverb,withtheclausalsubordinatorseinterveninginV-eV,

confirmingthebiclausalstructureasshownabovein(20b)forthesentencesin

(28-29).Also,whenthemanneradverbialandthenegation(accompaniedbya

longpause)interveneinV-eVin(30-31),thenegationin(30),andthemanner

adverbialin(31)cantakescopeonlyoverthefirstverb,furtherconfirmingthe

biclausalstructurefor(30-31).

3.2. Negative Polarity Items

Sentenceswithnegativepolarityitemsbelowin(32-33)alsorendersupport

tothebiclausalstructurefortypeI,whenthemanneradverbial,theclausal

subordinator,andthenegationintervene.

(32)*John-i amwukokitoikhy-e-se an mekessta.

John-NOM anymeat cook-E-CONJNOTate

*'Johncookedanymeatanddidnoteatit.'
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(33)*John-i amwukokitoikhy-e ppalli an mekessta.

John-NOM meat-ACC cook-EquicklyNOTate

*'Johncookedanymeatanddidnoteatitquickly.'

Itisawell-knownfactthatKoreannegativepolarityitemsshouldappearinthe

sameclausewithnegationasshownbelowin(34).

(34)a.John-un amwuto chotayhacian hayssta.

John-TOP anyone invite NOT did

'Johndidnotinviteanyone.'

b.*Mary-un[CPJohn-i amwuto chotayhassta-ko]

Mary-TOP John-NOM anyone invited-COMP

sayngkakhaci an hayssta.

think NOT did

'MarydidnotthinkJohninvitedanyone.'

Thestrictlocalityofthenegativepolarityitem asillustratedwithamwuto

'anyone'hasledtotheproposalofclausemateconditionaccordingtowhichthe

NPIandthenegationareinthesameclause(seeChoe1988,Suh1990,Kuno

1998,ChungandPark1998,andChoi1999,2000,2011,amongothers).Withthe

localityofthenegativepolarityitemasabackground,letusgobackto(32-33):

Withtheinterveningclausalsubordinatorse,andthemanneradverbial,the

ungrammaticalityof(32-33)suggeststhattheyarebiclausalintheirstructureas

respectivelyrepresentedbelowin(35)and(36).9)

(35)*John-i[CPamwukokitoikhy-e-se] an mekessta.

John-NOM anymeat cook-E-CONJNOTate

'Johncookedanymeatanddidnoteatit.'

9)RecallthatLee(1976)andYang(1976),amongothersproposethatV-eVisbiclausalin

nature.Theproposalisonlypartlycorrectaswesaw thusfar.TypeIisambiguousin

structure,monoclausalorbiclausal.TypeIIisalwaysmono-clausal.
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(36)*John-i[CPamwukokito ikhy-e] ppalli an

John-NOM anymeat-ACCcook-E quickly NOT

mekessta.

ate

*'Johncookedanymeatanddidnoteatitquickly.'

Tosummarize,IsuggestthattypeIisambiguousinstructure. Itiseither

monoclausalorbiclausal,withthetwoverbsinV-eV belongingtothesame

clauseandformingasinglepredicate,orbelongingtoaseparateclause,forming

aseparatepredicate.Meanwhile,typeIIasIsuggestisnecessarilymonoclausal

withthetwoverbsformingasinglepredicate.Ialsoarguethatthelinking

morphemeeintypeIisambiguous,givenitsstructuralambiguity.Whentype

Iisconstruedasmonoclausal,themorphemehasnosyntacticfunction,and

whenconstruedasbiclausal,itservesasasubordinateconjunction.Ishowed

thatthepresentproposalforthestructuresoftypeIandtypeIIcangivean

empiricallymoresatisfactoryaccountofthevariousdataaspresentedinthe

paperascomparedwiththevariousproposalsintheliterature.

4. Conclusion

IdiscussedtwotypesofverbalconcatenationsinKoreanintheformofV-e

V,arguing thattype Iisambiguousin structure,construed aseither

monoclausalorbiclausal,andthattypeIIisnecessarilymonoclausal.Ithus

cruciallydivergefrom thecommonview intheliterature,accordingtowhich

thetwotypesareeithermonoclausalorbiclausalacrosstheboard(Lee1976,

Yang1976,Lee1993,Kim 199Choi2001,amongothers).Ialsoarguedthatthe

linkingmorphemeeisambiguous.ThemorphemeeintypeIdoesnotserveany

grammaticalfunctionwhenitisconstrued asmonoclausal,whereaswhen

construedasbiclausal,itservesasasubordinateconjunction.Inthemeantime,

thesamemorphemeservestomarkaspectintypeII.Avarietyofdatainthe

papersupportsthepresentproposalforthestructuresoftwotypesofV-eV

constructioninKorean.
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