HEA ~279 F94:
WA A dde FHo=

A & g
BFo Tt ta Ao} 3483}
hrchae@hufs.ac kr

ol WEY BHE I -1 “FALNNe A BA WAL WAk Aol o2 AT o
A e AEA L7 B9 WSS B8 ASAZ 900 HA Al EX -/ ¥
BA AA EA -27h 2PARE Relth @30 A EXY FH-FAY A0 djaME
2H) M} B2 2N Sn ok ARHoR, 4HF FIHIAL wol R 22 24
AR B3 AR, BAH FIYIAE $LEHoZE JEHAY BAHoRE SPAA
o'z wm itk Folst o] vl FAZL mFo] Qo] ek AolHE ed'sh BE AA
EAZ (Aol ERFozE) SAld 2AUAAE AL 44 ¢ & A9 22U Bolsh ol
A7 B3] Fol et dojolAE AA EAZ A A¥se TAPAAX AT AR
st Holdxs Fool ¥¥sA @ A9 Uk o WEAN Sele @] AM EA: &
¢ 2AWAGE AL A 2 RolTh

AA A 83 dEF ol FaE e st AEE AH: 32 F1
B3 2o AAl EXZ 2 e gAHez Yede f¥olt duxes
Hape old B MZA 5 AR Uehbe A & HE A A

o] ¢ L& (5940l ot F4dolghs F3o] vgen (Kang 1988, Yi 1994, Kim 1995),
90dd] FutREle o Ho] THEY FTLHHER FYHolzte FHE Y] AT (Cho 1995,
2005; Yoon 1997).

$2E 9 F39 ¢ "ol 594 F542 FoHolgte o) Y& ¥k 2y AF7
219 BAoME 4 23 FoXo] A7|n M2 ojw ol7t gl daiEe HEE Bo] A
A Ran gl FAEL F A S¥HQ 49 45 e Az A3 )7 Wi
o 3 sixIgte g ol& MYy e ARt BgAsit Tl Azl AA dde %Y
HFHA AA EXe (-w/E'e] ofde) -@'oln AAl EX7t ¢ 2EPAEE Rl A
A& AHA -7t FHAHE 71%€ g AW 4S5 715 S #YsE ReE F FHRA A
th= Aol

A9 dEJAAYP R "ol “H3 H(finite clauses)’'¥ AF, THHHY F4£H 9 Aol AAs
Bolx @& A AAE XHsta gt Y Hon FAE AA EXJ e vAEY Holzge
Relot, olo gt & A FAx AYHLR FHH L V%S & -n'e A4 ®2AV fle
A 38 FAdge Aot (o ‘AYe FAS d-u/44A-1 D). 2HEE A dEoA
o o] 5HHY ARole dA AAE 12 dAY AAS HEY 54U FSole AA B
217 gloen @A Alde] Ake He FHo o) AR AP 9 BAe] 09, T4
79 F94de 2T F&9 AA BAE AR A7) W& R H AA 5A & Ho %S
NAA et F, AlA EA7 SHTFE DAY Adfss Aoz Holop g A7t LA
g a3 Ho EAo 4 a3 “FAY AR dEC) AA EXE SEHNE BA
e Aol Bgslte AES WY + U

1. ¢
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(1) Ggatel Hlsh) Hol7k 7HAn gle AwAL 54 (A5 2006)
7 Ag faste] AFAN ALqol Eoh
4. Agets A9 84E F2 FuU 2 w9} 9o
o Y 847} BEOR £4% e # Yok

@ AA BA -/ Gel-BaH A9k
(A8t & 31 945E x4 2-9-0
Y. *Arhel w29 AlA BA -/UE Holgoh B
S5 F2E G483 T welolr] Wy

(3 AA ZAZE A 7/ S A = dev?
(27hsh & d&o] AA EA7F /4 ¢ AFede &4 AN € F A

IL “SHAE" £4: 49 97

4y 27h)e & 3 dig B4

7 AR oo FHE: AEH 4.

. VP S9&, AlAl A€ Fof: GB A% (cf. Yoon 1996 1107)

ot AgAe Rrld/EEH2 B Kang (1988), Yi (1994), Kim (1995), Chae & No (1998)
22 (2001)

2}. “Head-Conjunct” structure (“non-symmetrical coordination”): Choi (1999)

ol Ag)doe] Sda Hrlda Feold¢: Cho (1995 2005), Yoon (1997) (cf. Yoon 1996
Chung 2003, 2005).

(6) F7ke £4:
7. Kang (1988: 111, 280), Yi (1994), Chae & No (1998), Z®E (2001: 69): (Al A9 EAH
Bol B4 glo) BE MY HE FrHHZ &
W}, Kim (1995): 25 # A Y (non-finite, tenseless) A8 2& R71de B

6) ¥7t] B4 FA:

2719 & EZoA Y & Ao AA AN (FAR AMEHE ).

133993 43 AlAl AL HGol7t obdet S2HHANY.

g &) [[A& ¢l e gAWIN?

Eol ¥rg Y1 ORE AN¢A oo

(# John didn’t eat his meal and he didn’t clean up the dishes.)

cf. #3017} R Aot 4 7132 de Frlto] £49 FA7 HAR dA2e 944
A7t Y £ 0E (cf 2D)

I

() F7to} A9 EAH:
7b 9 @Fojole (MAY) VP SHEY =717 (Cho 2005 42)
U 22 B3 & Aol ¥ ol E AR
[A4e A7 %e 41) [(F3E o7t & HA4l
o o33 22 B4 ¢ "ol diFHAY oulg sHA e
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B e AU 9387 HE HA (Chae & No 1998: 94)
gt (91 AY) VP 5% EAF (Yoon 1997: 15- )

XA, WEA, extraction 7HsA, ¥A ¥ T FA AL
oh xFolE Eof [[AE dAn] [e HAYUN? (cf. (61})
vl &Eo] AIRE Fol 3t LUAAE Hof A FAoh (cf. 63}H)

(= It’s not that John liked apples and hated oranges.)

(8) Cho (1995, 2005: 36) (cf. Yoon 1997: 15):
7}. Non-tensed phrases are either conjuncts or adjuncts.
1}, ‘'V-3' marks either a conjunct or an adjunct of a “sequential” reading (‘and-then
(after), ‘and as a result (cause & effect)’ or ‘and nonetheless’).
t}. The across—-the-board violation is allowed only when the non-final clauses are
adjuncts.

9 g 2% Ohe & Aol A AA7 e
7t Bt [(RE2) 938 23] [(op7te) &g duid]l
Y. 588 AEE JiEesta 7] W Ed AAYE dtkn Rojop dwy, AW AA AV}
gAFoez e} e ALE BF “non-tensed phrases"2 BE (87H)¢] Aslo &
A7b RE.

(10) 5945 27189 74 7]E0] #HaA ¥8:
7h 39 duljol wel Ad Ao $#de L7 wAA H.
U, -3’9 S8 alelbd AHoE [[tensed VP]-3 [tensed VPI] F#ZMe & Aol
Brldol & 4 e, # Brbd S olne -2's uAHY FAT Fdd (97he ¢
dx Fridolets AJAA?

(11) Chung (2003, 2005)2] F%:

7}. Tenseless VPs may produce an asymmetric interpretation for pre-final affixes such as
tense and aspect morphemes (p. 549).

t}. Tenseless VPs with asymmetric interpretations are to be analyzed as instances of
coordination of functional categories in which phonetically null functional elements are
postulated in non-final conjuncts (p. 549, p. 552, p. 556).

t}. The conjunct size is a TP or higher projection, rather than a bare VP or verbal
constituent (p. 552, p. 556).

(12) Chung (2003: 553, 557)¢] 24 o
74 (25 (o1A) 938 "Wua) (U &2 (A7) J& AU
U, TP

T

TP1 -ko P2
/\ /\
VP Tl VP T2
N | AN

Vv - past v ~Npres

(13) (12)9) 4 2 1 EAA:
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Su/ee A AlAR 24T U

(127h% & £3elA ¢ "ol HA A7g Yedns A& FAHez A
of ‘BE o® MuZ v Ex Ae ARG WUDE B 219 0 AN 3

oS 127}) A& d2 FAey FHE obd. ©E EFA AFE BA e
Roew 9\l°1+ I%A o5 (F, "Wy g AA A7 N2 a2y i)
i]%*é—% Ho] FA X9

b2 &2 (A5 A& A712] [2F (A 98 gt

“A remaining issue to be pursued in the future is how to retrieve zero functional
elements in non-final conjuncts in tenseless VPs, even when no markers are
morphologically realized anywhere, not even in the final conjunct. (p. 567)"

cf. “38 A AA A" -Dpa'd FAF: Lee 2004: 611-.

(14) Lee (2004: 616)2] =3

7k

.

o},

When the conjunct contains a null nonpast tense morpheme, this is an example of real

TP coordination.

When the conjunct is c-commanded by a tense morpheme that has scope over the
entire coordination, ... the non-final conjunct is ... a VP.

When there is a temporal adverb in the conjunct, the conjunct is ... a VP.

(15) Lee (2004)8] &A4:

7}

5y
o,

ofw Z$o] o o) MHA AA -o'E AN Y=
(149 A 747 710 $A4] 91 B ofie} 45 WErgelAE gk
712 (4thsh Bashel, @ dol Az 2apek A4 BA -] BF g wWe?

. A28 A=

(16) gt=ole]l A AjAlE ‘-v/E'0] oty -@’olr}.

7 ..
t},

Kang (1983: 106, 110), A/ 3t (1990), M A< (1996) &

b @A Al EAGY ohg EUES vEUde 4Ea oYk
w7h-L-gUth s7hou-of, a7k, wrb- L,

-E-guth #-E-o], rel-E-u, xEl-E-a

59 AEA -2 Qo o HA AA AR & F QA

g H-g-1 (cf e H-3A-1)

(17) -2’9 94 (Cho 1995, 2005; cf. Kang 1983: 280-, ¥ 2 2001: 70-):
7t “gddel ol Hol 2ol WEH AF ofnl” “BAte) ol Hol 2ot 43 AF o

o] (A E5o] AHd)

. F4 A&k FALY ofztoint B3 oviRY HE HE
AsEe A4S 9-2/+AA-2 g:lY. dFe AW =-AAE%- HEh

(18) (16-17)9) Ax =2 &3 27he T3
7t [BEe 28 F-2-1] (955 =HdE BT

g Aol T9delH, A A AA o3 AAE e,
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Y. [(Bae 58 F-1] (9 =d& Ed
& do] Brpbdoln, Ak 3 He AlAel o8 HAE vhebd,

(19) F54% o= A -e/e"
P QSHANAY $o1E/E5A% F89) 227 B2 EAZ A Bt 8 4 e
ooz EA0 AE dule $AHA S40] FAAT F48-FE FANNE s

(B8E (17t ARV 271 Wl I5E o227 weo

(20) SAAH A T
B R Mol 3Y dolw & A= Y 4, R Pol MAY Y W ¢ AR WYY
A -- A E W BA6l Uk Folzte 3
W F49 N3y 2T F40] 9 (of (7).

@) B3 62He] B4: A57k (4 B-2] (252 A$]-A Pk
owre ®- gl MAY $AAR ¥HER FAF (-AYe HWHY BE 2T,
houlRY S9EY W [] ¥ A0 249,

o ®7bEY W FAQA IR A $Eo| $AY,

(22) A& E39 ¥4 (cf. Cho 1995: 158): *»%& A7} ([¢& Fol 8t2] [e &1 AT
7 & ol Ay THAEY Y TAME AL o7,
U, ¢ "ol B4EY miE “sequentiality constraint”’& o174 (cf. (8}).
— extraction®] 7b537] i & Aol RrtHo| FAld] o] u)/8H AYn FF3
of 3.

(23) &% (127h9] 24: [2F (4) 99 "uxn] (U4 E4 (XF) & AQG]
7t. @ Aol THAEY e @A AlA EA -’ sl A AIFE vERY (A7t JEebd
He & do] FHHY 7o) Atk
g "ol B4 we AlA EAZE flen B4R FE3 ov)/agF wAd o8
F7Hde] #A AE dehle Aoz sy,
of. 2% o3 wubz ek 2 A& AHch
cf. d5E E3171€ FHol 7I5EF I Hed/gA0

IV. 48

I
N
off
tjo

(24) B=olo] HFHA AA EA= (-w/E'0 okl -g'on KA -I'e THA

se 2% 35345 715 £ Aoz F939.

(25) AA EA -/ FH-SAH A9 2P
hobg 2wz AR AA EAS B9 72 A4S 9902 A% AAY Hol= WA
. S59EAA R A AA BEAE ¢ 8% PR WS
o (A4, 834 SR @) A EAF 2RHAT oheke 2AE W9 dle.

<
ﬂ¥
¥
e
o
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