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Introduction [1/3]

Higgins (1973) classifies copular clauses into three types: equative,
predicational, and specificational.

(1) a. [Mark Twain] is [Samuel Clemens]. (equative)
b. [John] is [a teacher] (by profession). (predicational)
c. [The murderer] is [John]. (specificational)

® Predicational clauses, along with non-copular clauses, convey
information about the referent of the subject.

® |n contrast, a specificational clause does not describe the subject
referent, but rather identifies who or what that referent is (cf.
Mikkelsen (2005)).
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Introduction [2/3]

In Korean, kes-headed phrases can be linked by a copula:

(2) Equatives

a. [Mark Twain] 2 [Samuel Clemens]O|LC}. AX(ey Aoy [x = ¥
b. [0l %] [Fa|7} ME Z]o|Ch, (XP; 2 XP,0lC}.)
c. [E=7h kA 2[0] ®M]o|ct. (XP; 2 XP,0ICt)
d. [E=7 & A)2 [Se7t 4H ZA]o|Lt. (XP12 XP,0ICt)

(3) Predicationals

a. jcE_I')Ik']E [t'AoH'E!]OlEl' )\X(@)\P(e’t)[P(X)]

b. *[O| 04Xt = [E==T} 2hct 2] OfCt. (NP oy = NP 4 OICL)
(4) Specificationals

a. [delH]2 [Es]olCh (NP 5 = NP OICE)

b. [E7f ot 242 [0 oX} O|Ct. m”m
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Introduction [3/3]

This paper investigates specificational kes-cleft sentences, such as
(4)b, and argues

@ that the most important key feature of specificationals is not
encoding given-new configurational articulation, but rather a
focus—background structure (FBS), inducing alternatives,

@ that specificational constructions constitute a distinct syntactic
structure in Korean that encodes a focus—background structure
(FBS), setting them apart from predicational constructions, and

@ that kes-headed phrase in the specificationals is a sentence, thus kes
is C.
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© Data and Issues
@ 2.1 The kes-Phrase: a CP or an NP?
@ 2.2 Do Specificationals Merely Represent GIVEN-NEW Articulation?
@ 2.3 The Multiple Clefts and the so-called Amalgam Clefts?
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2.1 The kes-Phrase: a CP or an NP? [1/5]

To account for the contrast between (5)a and (5)b, two competing
analyses have been proposed.

® Kang (2006, p.262) propose that the kes-headed phrase should be
analyzed as a CP in (5)b, and as an NP in (5)a.

® By contrast, Kim & Sells (2007, 2013) argue that the kes-headed
phrase in both (5) and (8) should be analyzed as an NP.

(5) a. *[Ol XM & [np B2t Bt ] OICE (= (3)b, predicational)

b. [xpr/cpr B2t 2H Z] 2 [O] OfX}] O|LY. (= (4)b,
specificational)
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2.1 The kes-Phrase: a CP or an NP? [2/5]

CP vs. NP <« “a true noun used referentially” vs. “looks like a pure
nominalizer of a property.”

(5) a. *[Ol OIXH= [wp BT} Btet Z]o|Ch, (= (3)b)

=

b. [prg/cpy é‘-f—ﬂ' El'n_l' 3‘\']8 [Ol 0=|X|-]O||:|-_ (: (4)b)

® According to Kang (2006), (5)a is ungrammatical because kes is an N
with the feature [FANIMATE], which is incompatible with an animate
subject. This [FANIMATE] feature does not apply to the kes-headed
CP in (5)b.

® |n contrast, Kim & Sells (2007, p.482) describe kes in (5)a as “a true
noun, used referentially,” whereas kes in (5)b “looks like a pure
nominalizer of a property.”
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2.1 The kes-Phrase: a CP or an NP? [3/5]

Predicationals: XP; = topic & XP; = comment = APAx[P(x)]

® The kes-phrase in XP; in the predicationals is an NP of type (e, t) =~
common noun.

® The kes-phrase denotes a property attributed to an entity. In terms of
type theory, it is of type (e, t).

® The set of hon-human entities that Chelswu met:
Ax[met(x)( Chelswu)]
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2.1 The kes-Phrase: a CP or an NP? [4/5]

Against “a true noun used referentially” & [~ANIMATE] feature

® The pre-copular kes-phrase is always referential (Jhang (1994)).
® kesis an anti-clitic, functioning as a derivational suffix, occurring
independently (Ryu (2023))

® Syntactic derivation! (cf. Di Sciullo & Williams (1987))

(6) [np [ W] [N H]J? (7) *[ol Xt = ["=7t ohet Zd]o|ct.
a. 0| 04xt= Lf ZHolct. (= (3)b)
b. 0| ZOfX|= E<=U| Zio|Ct. N‘P
N Head
S<E, Agi, Fhy> AC<R;>
N;” <E, Ag, Th>  Z[-HUMAN]

AN b
H2It V<E, Agj, Th>

okt
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2.1 The kes-Phrase: a CP or an NP? [5/5]

Specificationals: XP; = background & XP, = focus
® We argue, in line with Kang (2006), that the kes-headed phrase
should be analyzed as a CP in (5)b and as an NP in (5)a—but our
analysis is motivated by considerations of information structure.
® |n focus-background structures, the background is the part of the

sentence that provides context or presupposed knowledge.
® Thus, XP; is a CP.
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2.2 GIvEN-NEw? Alternatives? Or Both? [1/2]

In the specificational or updating interpretation,

® the subject provides given information, while the pre-copular

expression introduces new information (Kim & Sells (2013, p.133f.)).
One question that arises at this point is why the example in (8)a is

ungrammatical, even though the pre-copular expression contributes
new information.

® |t’s a syntactic matter!

® Specificationals represent both the GIVEN-NEW articulation and
focus (i.e., alternatives) from an information theoretical perspective!

(8) a. *[Ea7to| M A 2|2 [0] MA]o|CE
[E47t 0] S A Zd]2 [0 MHof|Af]o|Ct.
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2.2 GIvEN-NEw? Alternatives? Or Both? [2/2]

XP> signals the presence of alternatives

® While we agree that specificational constructions exhibit a given—new
configurational articulation,

® We argue that the kes-headed phrase functions as a CP denoting a
proposition, and

® The pre-copular element serves as both subject and focus, signaling
the presence of alternatives relevant to the interpretation of
linguistic expressions (Rooth 1985).

kes “looks like a pure nominalizer of a property”?

® |t is thus uncontroversial that the kes-headed phrase is clausal in
nature, providing contextual or presupposed information.

® Therefore, kes should not be analyzed as a pure nominalizer, but
rather as a complementizer that selects a sentential complement.
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2.3 The Multiple and the Amalgam Clefts [1/1]

For multiple clefts such as (9)a and the so-called amalgam clefts as
n (9)b, two competing analyses have been proposed:

® the syntactic ellipsis approach (Cho, Whitman & Yanagida (2008)) and
® the descriptive update approach (Kim & Sells (2013)).

(9) a [E47t2 M2 MH|S [[F ] [LAOHIA]]OIEY.
. [EA7H AR 2 [[RIUIAA G80E] [Johnson El2{4l0iA]]
olct.

We argue that the pre-copular elements express foci, evoking
alternatives. There is no file card for descriptive update in XPq in
(10).

(10) [AFZ] 2 [["47H [ ] [=hd] [LAOIA]]OICH.
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© Specificationals as Focus-Background Structures
@ 3.1 Questions and Alternatives
@ 3.2 Focus—Background Structure and the Partitioning of Sentence Meaning
@ 3.3 Evidence for XP; as CP and Subjecthood of XP;
@ 3.4 Evidence for XP> = Focus
@ 3.5 Evidence for XP; = Background = CP
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3.1 Questions and Alternatives [1/3]

Focus
® induces alternatives that correspond to the Hamblin (1973) meaning

of questions;

® in the theory of Rooth (1992), the alternative set is a superset of the
question set (Krifka (2008, p.21f.));

® The focus is restricted to PERSON in (12), in which the wh-word
nwukwu (who) enforces this restriction.

(11) Q: It [%F]p S oL?

a. Presupposition (existential): Chelswu met someone. = IxB(x)
b. Hamblin (1973) meaning: {MEET(x)(CHELSWU)|x € PERSON}
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3.1 Questions and Alternatives [2/3]

The focus is not restricted to PERSON in (12).

(12) A: H47t[2 oixf], 2 art
a. Background = Chelswu met x = B
b. Focus = this woman = F

c. Ordinary meaning of the answer: Chelswu met this woman =
B(F)
= {MEET(THIS_ WOMAN)(CHELSWU)}

d. Focus-induced alternatives:
{MEET(x)(CHELSWU)|x € ENTITY}
= {MEET(THIS_ WOMAN )(CHELSWU),
MEET(MARY)(CHELSWU), ...}

e. Presupposition (existential): Chelswu met someone = 3xB(x)

Felicity conditions: The sentence is uttered felicitously if its
presupposition matches with the presupposition of the question.
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3.1 Questions and Alternatives [3/3]

FBS refers to
® how sentences are structured to highlight specific information (the
focus) while providing contextual or background information.
® The focus is the part of the sentence that conveys new, important,
or contrastive information,
® whereas the background provides context or presupposed knowledge.
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3.2 FBS and the Partitioning of Sentence Meaning

For the representation of FBS, we adopt the view proposed by
Jacobs (1991), according to which FBS is a partitioning of formulas
within the scope of certain operators, as exemplified in (13).

(13) a. [cp [cp [ BTt BHh ]2 [0] 04XH OICH. (= (4)b)
b. ASSERT(#AXnp[CHELSWU(AX[X(AY[MEET(y)(x))])],
THIS_ WOMAN#)

c. ASSERT(#AXnp[CHELSWU MEET X],
THIS_ WOMAN#)
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3.3 XP; = CP and Subject = XP,

The expressions in the XP; position of specificational copular
sentences do not show honorification agreement. This lack of
agreement supports the analysis that the XP; constituent is a CP
and that the element in the XP5 position functions as the
grammatical subject.

(14) [op MAEMA Bht 2] 2
22| ofm{Lo| ALk,
* 1 *<2| ojodolct.

*L{ 215720| Alt,
° |t molct.
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3.4 Evidence for XP, = Focus

Focus particles are words or phrases that mark or emphasize the
focus, such as only, even, or also. In Korean, such focus-inducing
particles appear exclusively in the XP> position of specificational
copular sentences. This distributional restriction provides evidence
that XP5 is the designated focus position.

(15)  a. [cp HA7hA 22 [0 ) ]
[ #] . e [H4Tt Az o|ct.

(15")  a. *[cp E7h A A2 [2 M), BHolCt (specificational)
b. *[cp Ha7h & A2 [2 M), ZOIC} (specificational)
(15") a. [ M) 2 [ES7t A H]OICk (predicational)
b. [ M], & [H47} & AH]0ICt. (predicational)
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3.5 Evidence for XP; = Background = CP

Given that certain expressions appear exclusively in the XP; position
of specificational copular sentences and that these expressions are
independently analyzed as CPs, we conclude that the expression in
the XP; position of specificationals is a clause—and, by extension,

that it is a CP.
(16) a. [cp B7FFREX]7H/= [EM 3E], OICh
SED 35]F [247} Z2 ] o|ct.
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@ Conclusion
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4. Conclusion [1/3]

Equatives # Predicationals # Specificationals
Predicational: NP = topic & kes-NP = comment = APAx[P(x)]
® The kes-headed phrase should be analyzed as a referring NP

(Jhang (1994)).
® kesis not a pure noun (Kim & Sells (2007, 2013)), but functions as an

anti-clitic (Ryu (2023)).
® The appropriate feature for kes is not [-ANIMATE], but rather

[-HUMAN].
17) . ol *1"*]9 [***7} 248 8 20k

(18) a. [0l ME]S [247t1 Mg
. *[0l HFAIM] = [H471 2

(19) *[[=&] [LAGIM]] = [E71 2 S & A o|ct.
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4. Conclusion [2/3]

Specificational: kes-CP = background & XP2 = focus

® Specificational clauses in Korean do not simply reflect a GIVEN-NEW
articulation but instead encode a focus—background structure (FBS).

® Specificational clauses constitute a distinct construction in Korean
used to express FBS.

® The analysis of specificationals as FBS, partitioning the sentence into
two components, supports the claim that the kes-headed phrase is in
fact a CP.

® Multiple clefts and so-called amalgam clefts can be naturally
interpreted as instances of multiple focus constructions within the
FBS framework.
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4. Conclusion [3/3]

[cp [cp [tp E47t0| " & %] 2 [0] M (*ollAf)],

ol (= (8))

ASSERT(#AXpp[CHELSWU BUY THIS_BOOK X],
AT_THIS_BOOKSTORE#)

[cp [cp [Tp BTt 0l M2 M ]2 [ZHd], [LANIM]L

"~ olcH. (= (9))

(20) a
b.
(21) a
b.
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ASSERT(#AX AqypAYpp[CHELSWU BUY THIS_BOOK
X Y], LAST_YEAR, IN_LA#)
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(22) a. [M4Y mj Sotz To| Ucte AH]
= s=st % olct.

V= (E: (s, = (s, 1)

(E*: (s, t) # (e, 1))

ro

[

e
b. [&=% A2 [MY o Sotz FHo|
ACH= Z]olck
IER (*E: (e t) # (s, 1))
Zolz Fo| Qlti= A E*g ;\g_etV‘P (s, [P()])

SERT(#AXnp[X 1S HAPPY], S#))

3E o
eSO R A AR Stk A (23) a. [Md @ Sofz Fo| Yck= ] e

=] o|ct,
Q=& uf (*E: (s,t) # (s, €))

= = b
SAA g e Qlrk= A b. [#=]2 X4 o S0t Ho|
ks )olct,

A

L J (*E: (s, e) # (s, 1))

@ Linguistics | Chungnam National University 27 /29




References (Selected) [1/2]

Cho, Sungdai, John Whitman & Yuko Yanagida (2008), Clefts in Japanese and Korean,
Proceedings from the Annual Meeting of the Chicago Linguistic Society, 61-77,
Chicago Linguistic Society.

Di Sciullo, Anna-Maria & Edwin Williams (1987), On the Definition of Word,
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Hamblin, Charles Leonard (1973), Questions in Montague English, Foundations of
Language 10, 41-53.

Higgins, Francis Roger (1973), The Pseudo-Cleft Construction in English, Ph.D. thesis,
Massachusetts Institute of Technology.

Jacobs, Joachim (1991), Focus Ambiguities, Journal of Semantics 8(1-2), 1-36.

Jhang, Sea-Eun (1994), Headed Nominalizations in Korean: Relative Clauses, Clefts,
and Comparatives, Ph.D. thesis, Simon Frazer University.

Kang, Bosook (2006), Some Peculiarities of Korean kes Cleft Constructions, Studia
Linguistica 60(3), 251-281.

Kim, Jong-Bok & Peter Sells (2007), Some Remarks on Korean Nominalizer kes and

Information Structure, Studies in Generative Grammar 17(4), 479-494.
@ Linguistics | Chungnam National University 28 / 29



References (Selected) [2/2]

Kim, Jong-Bok & Peter Sells (2013), Interactions between (Pseudo-) Cleft and Copular
Constructions in Korean, Linguistic Research 30(1), 93-139.

Krifka, Manfred (2008), Basic Notions of Information Structure, Acta Linguistica
Hungarica 55(3-4), 243-276.

Mikkelsen, Line (2005), Copular Clauses: Specification, Predication, and Equation,
Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Rooth, Mats(1992), A Theory of Focus Interpretation, Natural Language Semantics
1(1), 75-116.

Ryu, Byong-Rae (2023), Anti-clitics and Syntactic Derivation in Korean — Focussing on
‘kes’, ‘nom’, and ‘ca’ (written in Korean), Proceedings of the the Joint Autumn
Conference of the Korean Association for Corpus Linguistics (KACL) and the Korean
Association of Scholars of English Language and Linguistics (KASELL) (June 3,
2023 (Sat.)), Korea University, 1-10.

) Linguistics | Chungnam National University 29 /29




