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Park, Dong-woo. 2010. Some Notes on Multiple Nominative 
Constructions io Korean. SNU Working Papers in English Linguistics and 
Langt111ge 9, 36-65. This paper aims to investigate the properties of 
possessive Multiple Nominative Constructions (MNCs) in Korean. It is 
also elucidated that all NPs in MNCs occupy the distinct specifier 
positions of the same head T and each NP is base-generated in the 
specifier position of its larger NP and the largest NP is located in the 
specifier position of VP before the displacement. NPs occupying the 
specifier of their larger NPs undergo cyclic movement and this causes 
multiple specifiers of lP. This Left Branch Extraction is possible 
because Korean lacks DP. It is argued that all NPs get nominative 
Case through T-feature sharing, which means that nominative Case in 
MNCs is given structurally. This paper also demonstrates that all NPs 
with nominative Case in MNCs are subjects and they have topic-like 
interpretation because of 11aboutness11

, which both subjects and topics 
have semantically. 

Keywords: cyclic movement of DP, Feature Sharing and Case, internal NP 
structure, multiple subjects 

1. Introduction 

In English, it is widely accepted that only one nominative DP can occupy 
the specifier position of 1P. However, a phenomenon that two or even 
more DPs with nominative Case are located in the sentence initial 
position can be found in Korean as in (1) and (2), unlike English. 

(1) a. Oielswu-ka phal-i kil-ta. 
Oielswu-NOM ann-NOM long-DEC 
Speaking of Oielswu, speaking of his arms in 
particular, they are long. 

b. Jenny-ka tongsayng-i 
Jenny-NOM sister-NOM 

yeyppu-ta. 
beautiful-DEC. 



37

Speaking of Jenny, speaking of her sister in particular, 
she is beautiful. 

c. Nampanku-ka narnca-ka 
men-NOM 

khu-ta. 

tall-DEC 
Southern hemisphere-NOM 

Speaking of Southern hemisphere, speaking of men in 
particular, they are tall. 

(2) a. Chelswu-ka phal-i olunccok-i twukkep-ta. 
Chelswu-NOM arm-NOM right-NOM thick-DEC 
Speaking of Chelswu, speaking of his arms in 
particular, speaking of right part in particular, it is 
thick. 

b. ?Jenny-ka tongsayng-i 
Jenny-NOM sister-NOM 
thongthongha-ta. 
chubby-DEC 

nampeyn-i 
husband-NOM 

Speaking of Jenny, her sister in particular, her sister's 
husband is chubby. 

c. Nampanku-ka mwunmyengkwukka-ka 
Southern hemisphere-NOM civilized countries-NOM 
narnca-ka swumyeng-i cclap-ta. 
men-NOM life-span-NOM short-DEC 
Speaking of the Southern hemisphere, speaking of 
civilized countries in particular, speaking of men in 
particular, speaking of life-span in particular, it is short. 

Sentences in (1) are called Double Nominative Constructions (DNCs) 
or Double Subject Constructions (DSCs) and sentences in (2) are called 
Multiple Nominative Constructions (henceforth, MNCs). Choi (2008) 
classifies examples in (1) into three different categories depending on 
the relationship in meaning of two DPs. Two DPs in (1)a and (1)c have 
the possessive relation - the former is inalienable possession while the 
latter is alienable possession - and DPs in (1)b are in kinship 
relationship. However, this paper assumes that all examples above are 
in possessive relation, following Lee (2008). 

Some researchers (Kang (19870) among others) suggest that (2) derives 
from (3), while others (Yoon (1987, 2007b), Moon (2000), among others) 
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argue that (2) and (3) have distinct structures. 

(3) a. Chelswu-uy 
Chelswu-GEN 
twukkep-ta. 
thick-DEC 

phal-uy 
arm-GEN 

olunccok-i 
right-NOM 

Right part of Chelswu' s arm is thick. 
b. ?Jenny-uy tongsayng-uy nampeyn-i 

Jenny-GEN sister-GEN husband-NOM 
thongthongha-ta. 
chubby-DEC 
Jenny's sister's husband is chubby. 

c. Narnpanku-uy mwunmyengkwukka-uy 
Southern hemisphere-GEN civilized countries-GEN 
namca-uy swumyeng-i cclap-ta. 
men-GEN life-span-NOM short-DEC 
Men's life-span in civilized countries in Southern 
hemisphere is short. 

Even though the derivational approach has the advantage of economy 
principle, it also has a non-trivial problem, the violation of subjacency, 
as Yoon (1987) mentions. 

(4) Narnpankurka [ [ [ [ [ t I mwunmyengkwukka I 
swumyeng 1-i cclap-ta 1. 

nama-uyl 

This paper goes with Yoon (1987, 2007b) in the sense that MNCs in 
Korean do not share their structure with sentences in (3). 

In section 2, it is demonstrated where nominative NPs in MNCs are 
located and how the positions of NPs are decided In addition, a premise 
allowing multiple NPs to undergo movement is provided. Section 3 deals 
with how each NP gets nominative Case, including whether they are 
default case or structural case. In chapter 4, it is shown that all NPs 
are subjects, rather than topicsor foci and the extended definition of 
subjects is proposed. Finally, in section 5, the concluding remarks will 
be provided. 
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2. P011itlon of DPs with nomlnaHve Cue 

In languagea which have cmly ooe subject wilh nwduatl.ve Ca&e, sw:h 
1111 Errgliah, it is not difficult lo specily the loadiou of IIUbject - specifier 
pc&tlon of 1P after b! ~ However, lfllr6s am quite dlfferel1t 
in Koleen 1111 wen • J;-pr The issue is how many Dl'll - to 
specifier position li 1P. If we suppose !bat cmly one DP lftferpB 
~we hmlto expls:in which DP it will be.ancl h1w it canmcml 
from the bm ges~erallld J?O""''oo. speclfler li vP, to spe lA« paal!lon 
d.1P. 0:\ the other hal, if we lalllllle tbst -lhln one DP llt.duf.\& 
IIIOWil1l!llf. h way DPB IIIlve hall to be explaiMd. 

Akiyama ~ suggealhat mly 1he le&ut DP 1ll'iq a WiriWEil 

in flt'ntmiEII witb two nominative DPs. In other 'Mlrds, NDPt IOOlfed 
In the iiJh !fie• pcsltlon of NDl'J IIUMS out of VP. Thill me&11!1, NDl'J 
i8 tblmaiK: 11Ubject and the axrd nominalive DP il fiOJIII! elma4 widlin 
NDI as In (5). 

(5) 

' ' 
' 

, 
' 

~ 1ft two attgm111S11B for tbls sugestlon. Flmt, VP whllh amlaln& 
DP2 t\IJI be pzepceed when a £ccus particle of!/11! 'fJVef{ is pm:eded and 
the light verb fiU1U 'dD' oa:u111 as in (6). 

<6) a. IT'' Taro-sa rr tvP indiiDtu-sa bJtd:i-de 
Taro-NOM 81Bte1--l\DM lllnes&-by 

nalamari 1-- Iii-Ill ]]. 
dfe.e\ren do-PASl' 

b. -Byoold-de naJamm..&ae TBI1J19l imooto-p fli.-IL 
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Speaking of Mike, speaking of arms in particular, 
they even broke. 

b. *pwuleci-kikkaci Mike-ka phal-i ha-yss-ta. 
c. *??phal-i pwuleci-kikkaci Mike-ka ha-yss-ta. 

(11) Na-nun Bob-i phal-i khilta-ko 
I-TOP Bob-NOM arm-NOM long-C 
tul-ess-nunte, silceylo bo-ni . . . 
hear-PAST-THEN, in reality see-according to 
I heard that Bob's arms are long, according to what I saw 
.. a .... cengmallo, kuleh-ta. 

indeed, so-DEC 
b .... cengmallo, Bob-i kuleh-ta. 
c. ? ... cengmallo, Bob-i pal-i kuleh-ta. 

Speaking of Bob, speaking of legs in particular, they 
are long. 

Uttle difference in grammaticality between (lO)a and (lO)b illustrates 
that two nominative DPs are not within VP in Korean, unlike Japanese. 
Examples in (ll)b and (ll)c indicates that both DPl and DP2 are located 
out of VP, if VP is substituted for kulehta 'so' in Korean too. What we 
have to pay attention to at this point is that (ll)a indicates that kulehta 
'so' in Korean can replace not only VP but a phrase larger than VP. 
We can assume that the phase is TP because it contains the leftmost 
DP. Look at following examples. 

(12) a. Tom-i pal-i 
Tom-NOM leg-NOM 
John-to kuleh-ta. 
John-too so-DEC 

b. Tom-i pal-i 
Tom-NOM leg-NOM 
John-to pal-i 
John-too leg-NOM 

olunccok-i 
right-NOM 

olunccok-i 
right-NOM 

kulehta. 
so-DEC 

calp-ko 
short-and 

ccalp-ko 
short-and 

In (12)b, olunccok-i ccalp-ta is replaced with kuleh-ta. H we suppose A/MS 
works and the smallest DP undergoes movement subsequently, this 
replacement should not be accepted because they do not form a 
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constituent. This implies that each DP with nominative Case occupies 
distinct specifier positions of TP. 

Akiyama (2004) also mentions that the principle (8) is universal. If 
his analysis is on the right track, that principle can be applied to MNCs 
as well as DNCs. This predicts that sentential adverbs cannot be preceded 
by the DPs except the leftmost one because those adverbs should be 
generated in higher position than VP. Following examples, however, tell 
us that the prediction turns out to be wrong. This is the first problem 
of his analysis. 

(13) a. Tom-i sinkihakeyto 
Tom-NOM surprisingly 
twukkep-ta. 

phal-i 
arm-NOM 

orunccok-i 
right-NOM 

thick-DEC 
b. Tom-i phal-i sinkihakeyto orunccok-i 

Tom-NOM arm-NOM surprisingly right-NOM 
twukkep-ta. 
thick-DEC 

Speaking of Chelswu, speaking of arms in particular, 
speaking of right part, surprisingly, it is thick. 

c. John-i ecey elkul-i oynccok-i 
John-NOM yesterday face-NOM left-NOM 
pwu-ess-ta. 
swell-PAST-DEC 

d. John-i 
John-NOM 
pwu-ess-ta. 
swell-PAST-DEC 

elkul-i 
face-NOM 

ecey 
yesterday 

oynccok-i 
left-NOM 

Speaking of John, speaking of face in particular, 
speaking of leftpart, it swelled up yesterday. 

(13)a and (13)c match the prediction, while (13)b and (13)d do not in 
the sense that not only the smallest DP but also DP containing the 
smallest one underwent the movement. This can be the second argument 
for the fact that all DPs are out of vP and located in distinct specifier 
positions of TP. If only the smallest DP moves to TP, the position 
sentential adverb should be inserted is within DP which used to contain 
the smallest DP in (13)b and (13)d. However, it can never happen. 
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Another problem Akiyama (2004) faces is Left Branch Condition. 
According to LBC, as NDPt-ga is the leftmost element in NDP,..ga, 
NDP,-ga must not be allowed to be extracted out of NDP,..ga. I will 
put this problem aside here, and deal with it again at the end of this 
chapter. 

Proceeding from what has been mentioned above, it should be 
concluded that each DP occupies the distinct specifier positions of TP. 

Lee (2008) suggests that more than one DP can move to the specifier 
position of TP. One thing must be answered is how that derivation is 
possible. To answer this, she assumes that DPs without theta-role have 
the [+abountness] feature and those DPs move to satisfy Subject Giterion 
(SC), which implies that DPwhich theta-role is assigned to cannot have 
[ +aboutness] feature. What triggers multiple DPs to move is Multiple 
Move suggested in Hiraiwa (2001) as in (14), quoted from Lee (2008). 

(14) ···Movement of multiple goals is a single simultaneous 
operation that merges multiple goals without any countercyclic 
merger and therefore a c-command relation between the goals 
cannot be changed···. Under MULTIPLEMOVE, tucking-in 
(Richards 1997) is a necessary consequence of a derivation where 
the movement is triggered by the same single probe feature. 

Given these assumptions above, the syntactic derivation of (2)a can 
be represented as follows. 

(15) a. [cr [1P [vr Chelswu-ka phal-i olunccok-i [VPkhil-ta]]]]. 
b. [cr [1P Chelswu-ka phal-i [vr IQu,J,wu.ka lp~m~.; olunccok-i 

[VP khil-ta]]]]. 

Even thouglt this approach takes the position that multiple DPs moves 
to the specifier positions of TP, there are two non-trivial problems.First, 
the distinction between a DP with theta-role and DPs withouttheta-role 
is too strong. The adoption of [ +aboutness] feature is affected by the 
fact that DPs in MNCs have topic-like interpretation and Rizzi's (2004) 
suggestion that subject and topic have the interpretation of aboutness 
in common and what distinguishes one from the other is 
D(iscourse)-linkedness. The dichotomous relationship between theta-role 
and [ +aboutness] feature could encounter a contradiction in derivation 
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of sentences where there is only one nominative DP as a subject. The 
DP may receive a theta-role from its predicate. Then, it cannot have 
[ +aboutness] feature, which is associated with movement. The problem 
is that the DP is theta-role assigned and has topic-like interpretation 
at the same time since it is a subject. Moreover, this could mean that 
DP with theta-role cannot move to specifier position of 1P, which leads 
the failure of satisfying the criterion effect. One might think that Multiple 
Move is the appropriate solution to MNCs if we assume that theta-role 
assigned DP can also have [ +aboutness] feature. However, it is not. This 
is related to the second problem of Lee's (2008) analysis. 

The second problem is that Multiple Move itself has limitation in 
explaining MNCs. Given that Multiple Move is a single simultaneous 
movement, sentences where sentential adverb is inserted between two 
nominative DPs need additional derivations besides movement to 
specifier positions of TPand we need to find out what the additional 
derivation would be. Look at (16). ((12)b and (13)b are repeated here.) 

(16) a. Tom-i 
Tom-NOM 
twukkep-ta. 
thick-DEC 

phal-i 
arm-NOM 

sinkihakeyto 
surprisingly 

olunccok-i 
right-NOM 

Speaking of Chelswu, speaking of arms in particular, 
speaking of right part, surprisingly, it is thick. 

b. John-i elkul-i ecey oynccok-i 
John-NOM face-NOM yesterday left-NOM 
pwu-ess-ta. 
swell-PAST-DEC 
Speaking of John, speaking of face in particular, 
speaking of left part, it swelled up yesterday. 

In (16)a, a single feature on T causes all DPs within VP to move to 
specifier of TP simultaneously. Then suppose that sentential adverb 
adjoins to TP and for some reason, Tom-i and phal-i undergo additional 
movement. We can expect the same derivation will occur in (16)b. The 
representation of derivation would be like (17). 
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(17) 

phal-h TP 
-11 ~ 
· sinkihakeyto TP 

! /"'-... 
j /""' -............ 

( t1' TP 

,\ /f r~P 
\ --~~ .. .. ./ : ·~ ~ -..... ' '···< ·_. : ./ ' onmcc.ok-i T• ·······-····-···· . / . /"'-... 

..._.,.,,_, ... •"" ~ 1\ ,......- ............... 
~ / vP T 

\ ,, ~ 
\ ', ~ f) I) 13 

\ \ \ I I ,' 
\ 1 \ I I 1 
\ \ \ I I " 
\ ' ... ... _ _ _ J_ .. 

\ .. ..... 7: _ .. ' 
' / .. _ .. .. 

One possible explanation :Cor tbe further movement m scrambling. 
Aa:ording to Miyagawa (21m, 2005), local acramb&g is A-movement 
caused by EPP an T. Thus, the posaibilily that additiooal JII0\1mlerlt can 
be sc:rambling should be excluded. Anolher P""""'1ilf is the movemstt 
related to phrase in left periphay - FocP or TopP- If we suppcse that 
some nmnirlative DPs moves to FocP or TopP, III!IJIIliitic change .Bbculd 
IXlCID' nea!9SIIl'ily. However, DPs foDowed by seniential adverb do not 
have focus ar topic inlezprelatlon. Oi course, even though 1bose DPs 
get topic-like inlerprelatlon, it ls not because they move to TopP. If 
someone argues that they move to TopP, he or she cannot explain how 
nominative D.Ps preceded by sentential adverb have topic-like 
intelprelation. Section 5 will deal with the :reason nominative DPs have 
topic-like irdmpretation, even if they are oot 1opial. (16)b also shows 
that the positian of adverb does not 1rigger lieiiUli1lic di£fen!nre at all 
This paper lllllkeJ an altmative proposal. IID1v.iog all J4d.ieu18 pie&eulai 
above through adopting Richards' ~) analysis fur RWI!lian-doll 
questions in Bu1garlan. 

(18) a. [ 0t kakvoJ [kolko gord _ I beee Ivan? 
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(20) 

TP 

------------NP, -E-, TP 

I \ -----------Nate-ka 1 NP2 (-.. .____ TP 
}-~ ··· ... , --------

/ NP1) elk"'\vul-i \ NP3 « ·-- -.. T' 
\ \ / ······ ··,.('--. - - r--..._ 
, _ // /'' / ·,\ .......... . ",, / -----

/ NP2 \olunccok-t ',- - - - vP T 
! /""-.. j --- ~ 
{ NP1 / ·'" NP3 \ v"' 
\ /""-.. : 
·, ... .... .,..,.,. ...- ,' NP2 ,' 

' ~· \ NP1 
'.. , ; 

A feature with EPP on T Agrees with the largest NPs first and NPa 
moves to specifier of TP, wbic:h expands the sean:hing domain. Then 
the idenlicalleatun! on T seareh. another goal in its specifier and Agrees 
with NP2.- This derivation expands the SP.11'clling space again T keeps 
lookingfor another po8S1Die goal in its specifier and Agrees with NPt. 
In this derivation. a serdential adverb can be adjoined to any TP at any 
time (Remember that I assume sentenl:ial adverbs are adjoined to TP). 
This approach can solve the problems Akiyama (2004) and lee (2008) 
have, IIU:hlioned in (11), (12), and (13). 

However, we need a premise that makes this approach pJan!!!l'ble_ That 
is Left Brandt &lmdicm. Jn ~. embedded NPs 1ocated in the left branclt 
of embedding NPs keep being extracted. To solve this probJem. I will 
follow ~ (21D). 
~ (2am) classifies language; into two groups typologir.illy, 

depending on whether or not they have articles and generalizes that 
only languages without articles may allow Left BratlCh Extraction and 
scrambling. He argues that fhis genemlization is caused by the di8tinction 
between DP and NP. This is because languages allowing Left Branch 
Extraction and scrambling lack articles related to prototypical D. 
According to his analysis, that, some, and poBIII!S8ive are OOllllidered 
adjectives. BDI§koviC (2'Xti) presents a lot of evideru:e in Serbo-Croation 
(SC) that they are adjectives as follows. 
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(21) a. In SC, they are adjective morphologically. 
nekim rnladim djevojkama / 
SOlfieFEMPL.INST yOllllgFEM.PL.INST girlSFEM.PL.INST 

nekih rnladih djevojak 
SOlfieFEMGEN.PL youngFEM. GEN.PL girlSFEM.GEN.PL 

b. The SC elements in question can occur in typical 
adjectival positions. 

Ova knjiga je maja. 
• this book is my 

c. The elements in question can stack up in SC. 
ta moja slika 

• this my picture 
d. They have some freedom of word order. 

J ovanova siv~a kuca f 
Jovan's former house/ 
siv~a Jovanova kuca 
former Jovan' s house 

e. A SC wonominalpossessive cannot be modified by a 
possessive. 
• mojfbogati 

my/rich 
susjedov 
neighbor's 

konj 
horse 

Of evidence above, (21)a is not appropriate evidence in Korean, since 
Korean does not have morphemes specifying parts of speech. (21)b is 
not also pertinent in Korean because genitive NPs cannot stand alone 
morphologically unlike SC. On the other hand, (21c-€) are applicable 
to Korean. Word order is relatively free within NP as in (22). 

(22) a. ce Ron-uy chayk 1 i Ron's chayk 
that Ron's book I this Ron's book 
(demonstratives) 

b. alumtawun Serina-uy moksoli 
beautiful Serina's voice7) 
(adjective) 

7) beautifUl SeriTUl' s voice is grammatical only when beautiful modifies SeririJl. In 
Korean,. beautiful can also modify voice. Thus, alumtawun Serina-uy moksoli is 
ambiguous - the object of beautiful can be either Serina or SeriTUl's voice. 
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There is additional evidence that elements with genitive Case are 
adjunct of N. (23) depicts that a sentence is degraded when head of 
NP is elided leaving its adjunct, while the ellipsis of the head of NP 
leaving NP with genitive Case does not affect the gramrnaticality of a 
sentence in Fnglish. 

(23) a. Tom's face is smaller than Mary's face. 
b. *White piano is more expensive than black piano. 
c. White piano is more expensive than black one. 

(23) a delineates that face can be elided, while, in (23)b, piano cannot 
be deleted. The difference between (23)a and (23)b resides in distinct 
property of elements followed by the head of NP - the former is D, 
while the later is adjunct of N. To avoid the repetition of the same 
expression, one-replacement is mandatory when adjunct is followed as 
in (23)c. Meanwhile, Korean shows the somewhat different behavior. 

(24) a *Tom-uy 
Tom-GEN 
cak-ta. 
small-DEC 

elkul-i 
face-NOM 

Mary-uy 
Mary-GEN 

elkttl-pota 
face.. than 

b. *Hayan phiano-ka 
White pinao-NOM 
pissa-ta. 
expensive-DEC 

kemun phiano-pota 
black piano-than 

c. Hayan phiano-ka 
White piano-NOM 
pissa-ta. 
expensive-DEC 

kemun kes-pota 
black one-than 

d. Tom-uy 
Tom-GEN 

elkul-i 
face-NOM 

Mary-uy 
Mary-GEN 

cak-ta. 
small-DEC 

kes-pota 
one-than 

Mary-uy in (24)a and kemun in (24)b behave exactly the same, unlike 
English, and (24)c and (24)d indicates that kes 'one' can be preceded 
by both Mary-uy and kemun. This implies that Mary-uy in (24)a does 
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not share its property with Mary's in (23)a. 
To capitulate briefly, we have shown that Korean lacks DP, and 

elements with genitive Case are not related to D, but adjunct in NP. 
This suggestion allows Left Branch Extraction in Korean.B) 

The conclusion to be drawn in this chapter is that each NP with 
nominative Case in MNCs occupies the distinct specifier positions of 
the same head and this is because the head can Agree with the goal 
in its specifier. Left Branch Extraction, which used to be considered as 
an obstacle of the derivation above is solved through suggesting that 
Korean lacks DP. 

3. MNCs, Case, and position of NPs with nominative Case 

Another issue associated with MNCs is how multiple NPs get nominative 
Case. There have been two major analyses - default Case or Structural 
Case9). 

8) English does not allow Left Branch Extraction, while Serbo-Croatian allows as 
follows. 

a. *Expensive I Thati he saw [ ti car ] 
b. Skupa I Tat je video [ It kola 1 (SC) 

expensivejthat1 is seen car 

(2008)) 
(Bo~kovic 

In Korean.. Left Branch Extraction seems to be ruled out when left most 
adjectives is extracted out of NP from the following example. 

•pissan I cet ku-ka [ It cha-lul 1 
expensive/ !bali he-NOM car-ACC 
He saw an expensive car. 

po-ass-ta. 
see-PAST -DEC. 

I suggest that this sentence is degraded not because of the violation of Left 
Branch Condition. Rather, it is related to the property of EPP that triggers 
the left element to move. I think EPP in Korea does not make adjective undergo 
movement. I will not go further on this problem, since it is beyond the scope 
of this paper. 

9) Lee (2tn!) proposes that nominative Case marker '-if-ka'in MNCs are defsult Case 
because Korean lacks syntactic bead that can assign structural nominative Case to 
the multiple NPs. Ao argument for this suggestion is that there are some cases 
that Nominative Case can appear without Tense as in (5). 

a. Cllelswu-ka [ Younhee-ka 
Chelswu-NOM Younghee-NOM 

kongpuba-key 1 ha-yss-ta. 
study-CAUSATIVE do-PAST-DEC 
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Step 1: Ape w.ilh subjea (no valadim) 

~ 
Tns vP (fmite) 

iT[ l ~ 
I DPsul> V~ 
..._..,.uT [ ]~ 

v VP 
uTva/ ~ 

Step 2: Ape w.ilh finite verb (evaluation omm~) 

~ 
Ins vP (ftnite) 
1T [ 2 ] 

DPsub 
uT [ 2] 

v VP 
uT va/[2] ~ 

.Aamd!ng lD fmime iillllilrg; Ulml!ued if en T 8l!i!ldlm ils L'Udmmd 
domain and undagoes Agree with DP which conlainB unvalued til', 
l!llabliahing a link 'lim•=• T and DP. And it keep& probing and agR!B1 
wllh valued til' 'All en ihe ...m 'Iben, if en T, lll' on NP and til' en 
" c.m have ihe tlmll! li!atwe through (2S)b. Aa a II!IIUit, DI\= p.t 
IICllldnallve Case (Ra:all that Fes 'alcy and Tcmego (2Im) llllggi!SIB that 
n&miudi~ Gue iB the T faslw:e). 

I<o 1.2007) mguea that this Case agteellleld by li!atun! sharing Ia 
obligatmy in order :not ID atWJe il:dl!rvenlicm Bfect cmly when 
Olse-bearlng elaiEld& are In c-comDIIIIdlng rdaliDn9hlp and if tbelie 
is m element wtDh is nDt ownmmdir.g ~:it dcm not mdl!r 
whether or :not that element shares ihe feature with T able it dDes :not 
mWJe inll!rvenlion ef&d: aa in (27). 
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gets the same value, the nominative Case. Thls analysjs can explain the 
cases that NP with genitive Case is followed and preceded by NPs with 
nominative Case at the same time as in (29). 

(29) a. Tom-i elkwul-uy olunccok-i phalkah-ta. 
Tom-NOM face-GEN right-NOM red-DEC 

b. Nampanku-ka 
Southern hemisphere-NOM 
namca-uy 
men-GEN 

swumyeung-i 
life-span-NOM 

mwunmyengkwukka-ka 
civilized countries-NOM 

ccalp-ta. 
short-DEC 

According to (28), T first agrees with the specifier of vP, NP and then 
agrees with v. As a result, olunccok-i can have nominative Case in (29)a. 
At this point, elkwul-uy already have genitive Case within PossP. Then, 
Tom acts as a probe, it can get nominative Case since there is an element 
with T value related to nominative Case in its c-commanding domain. 
Likewise, in (29)b, mwunmyengkwukka-ka gets nominative Case after it 
Agrees with swumyeng-i and Nampanku-ka gets nominative when it makes 
an Agree relationship with the valued goal, mwunmyengkwukka-ka, in its 
c-commanding domain. 

The Feature sharing approach can deal with some cases where advP 
can host nominative Case as in (30). 

(30) a. Hankwuk-i suthabeksu-ka kephi-ka 
Korea-NOM Sta:rbucks-NOM coffee-NOM 
il talle-ka pissa-ta. 
a dollar-NOM expensive-DEC 
Spealcing of Korea, spealcing of Starbucks in particular, 
spwking of coffee in particular, it is expensive by a 
dollar. 

b. Hayngsa-ka kayhoysik-i 
Event-NOM opening ceremony-NOM 
isippwun-i yenki-toy-ess-ta. 
twenty minute-NOM delay-PASSIVE-PAST-DEC 
Spealcing of the event, spealcing of the opening ceremony 
in particular, it was delayed by twenty minutes. 

il talle in (30)a and isippwun in (30)b are all advPs containing unvalued 
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lll'. They enll!r iniD all!lalicn!hip ci AgnE with T. After T Agt&!ll with 
llnlle Wlb, advl"'l can get :naznlnallve Case as in [Sl). 

(31) seep 1. A.f.- with demeot with uT 

~ .. __ 
..-;-::;.:.: ...... ~ ........ 

Tn9;. , .... vP ~ .. 
iT_l2'J\V ~ '-_ 
,' /NPuT [2 ) \ v' \ 
-~ -~-, , \ .. 

' ' 
' ' / NPuT [ ) N AdvP v' • 
~ uT [ 2) uT [2V'-.. ~ 

NP N v uT [2) 
uT [ ) 

seep 2. A.t.- with finile verb 

~ 
Tns vP 

iT[ 2 ) ~ 
NPuT [ 2 ) v' 

~A 
NP uT [ 2 ) '>~ N AdvP v' 
~ uT [2 ) uT [2~ 

NP' ·._. N v uT [2) 
uT [ 2 ) uT [ 2 ) 

in additim!, (31) delineates that NP8 11m ~ in tie "P" jflrr 
pw!tlm of ~alp' Nl'll, unlike exlsllng llleralure (Lee (211B), Quli !;WI), 
Yllml (200'1b)- 1U111J11S otlaa). Thia ia why (2) ill mt derived from@). 
Here, I J!4VIl'llll! the relatlaashlp belli WI the lnnez position ci NP and 
a- .Ill follows: 
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tm) 1mPJes that spedller pos111cn ci NP is net the place wbelie .:ltiiEa 
in that pElion am~ Olse within NP, while !}rilive Que ia Mated 
to Agzee within B tve Clse,ll) 
~ iniD aa:xud: d;.,...;m ., far, the NP lllrudlne am be upt&iE!IdEd 
as ln (33). 

(33} a. wbm FasaP precedes Adjand 

NP[NOM) 
~ 

NP N' 
[NOM]~ 

PossP N' 
[GEN] ~ 

Adj Wlct N' 
I 
N 

[NOM] 

10) NP in RIB' cmmot 11M! ..,.,.,.lin! c.e ila:lolle it ol!aldy IJ'I ptiw c.e wltbln-. 
11) Jn XlniQ. 110t J11!t i but lli.lo pie. lime epan NP ~ llllq 

..a..m ........ ~a- wltdn NP. 

L ~ bay fld-) 
mit!lo.vm-GIIN oan 
the 11110 In tbe up .cd hl&b 

b. oipnJU""Y Wll<8lll (time Bpllll) 
tm .,._aiN fdmdthlp 
lil2lul.oblp wlllm laaled .... years 

C. b&jWWjk-<lf C. (NP ~ 
....td!a ~ cloth 
..mile clDho 
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NP [NOM) 
~ 

NP N' 
[NOM) ~ 

Adjunct N' 

~ 
PossP N' 
[GEN) I 

N 
[NOM) 

(33} depicts ibat ~smsi-ve l'lmlle »a kind of adjunct and can be 
adjoinl!d b!fore al:lllt1. adjun:t adjcined ID N'. 

~ llllerpretatlon of NP• 

While rlgtlfnll:ilt NP which seem~ to ha-ve theta-role are amalde!ed 
subject hued 1m tie tmditimal and pmtDtypiad properly of subj~ 
sludles ha-ve held wlddy dUI'erent views on what the IW Identity of 
the olher NPa. In ceae of DNOI, Moon (mf), 1m (21m), Yocm (2ro1b), 
and Lie (2008) susgest hit both b! .flr&t NP ard b! aeamd one are 
alljns Meenwhile, Kuno (1!113). 0.0 ~ Kim (.mi.~ and Vennenlen 

(2005) argue hit NP which does I'd set a dteta-mle J& a focu&. A 
IIUgGii8lion lbt the fils! NP is a topds ptq!Oied by Sohn (1!l81.) and 
Suh (1996). Tid& paper p1~ that all NPa In MNCs are sul1jecls In 
the '-d-. 

One of .uguznmiB some litaatme ~ dtat l1aii-IIUllfecl NPa are 
locus is that they have fa:as oiuleipzela!it111, especially contrastive 
IIII!U1ing. The fDam ll'llmliDjpl of (1) are as .follows: (l)a -II: ill IIIli 

scm:leCIIlll ellle but ~ llm'B are lcng. (J,)b - II; Is DDt scm:o.ue 
ellll! but Jmtry wtae ailll!r ill beauliful. (l)c - It ill not amewlme ellll! 
but S/Nihtm ~ where lheze are a lot of men. 

However, Yllml (2W1b} ~ that mnoflabjeds ue IIIli 
hdaptdtd 111 Cod when NPa are In the kldwive Ielalion 111 In (33). 

(33} a. Olel!-ka apecl-ka hal:kyo-ey eray 
Ou!Ji.NCN fat'--NOM achool.fD whm 
o-e1-aia-ni? 
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corne-HON-P AST -Q 
When did Chell's father come to school? 

b. Cheli-ka khi-ka ku-ta. 
Cheli-NOM height-NOM tall-DEC 
Cheli is tall. 

According to the one of the functions of foci - answer for the 
wh-question, nominative NPs cannothave focus interpretation because 
the wh-phrase has focus interpretation in (34)a In addition, the first NP 
in (34)b does not have to be interpreted as focus necessarily. 

Kim (2001) points out that the second NP in DNCs cannot be focus, 
but subject, providing an example showing that the second NP cannot 
be the answer for the wh-question as in (34). 

(34) a. Nwu-ka apeci-ka kyoswu-si-ni? 
who-NOM father-NOM professor-HON-Q 
(lit.) Who is it whose father is a professor? 

b. *John-i nwu-ka kyoswu-si-ni? 
John-NOM who-NOM professor-HON-Q 
(lit.) John's 'who' is a a professor? 

However, this is because the processing is difficult when nwu-ka is 
preceded by NP in kinship relationship. Following examples shows that 
the second NP can be a focus in kinship relation. 

etten atul-i (35) A: Cheli-ka 
Cheli-NOM which son-NOM 

uysa-ci? 
doctor-Q? 

Which son of Cheli is a doctor? 
B: Cheli-ka cangnarn-i 

Cheli-NOM eldest son-NOM 
The eldest son is a doctor. 

uysa-ci. 
doctor-DEC 

So far, I have shown evidence that non-subject NPs are not foci. Even 
though it is true that the first NP can have focus interpretation, the fact 
NPs, following the first NP andeven adverbs without nominative Case 
can have focus interpretation in MNCs casts doubt on the claim that 
the first NP is focus. 

Another possibility is topic. In Korean, there is non-controversial topic 
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marker '-nun'. If we assume that left most NPs are topic, we can predict 
that more than one topic marked NP can be presented in the sentence 
initial, as examples in (1) and (2) can. 

(36) a. Khokkili-nun tali-nun kil-ta. 
Elephant-TOP leg-TOP long-DEC 
r' As for elephants, as for legs especially, they are long. 

b. *?Into-nun khokkili-nun tali-nun kil-ta. 
Indonesia-TOP elephants-TOP legs-TOP long-DEC 

r' As for Indonesia, as for elephants especially, as for legs 
especially, they are long. 

However, (36)a and (36)b are grammatical only when all NPs except 
the first topic are interpreted as contrastive, which means a sentence 
cannot have more than one non-contrastive, typical topic. This fact 
implies that elements with nominative Case in MNCs are not topic. 

In the previous chapter, Rizzi's (2004) suggestion was mentioned that 
what distinguishes topic from subject is D-linkedness - the former is 
always D-linked. Thus, Lee (2008) points out that the first NP in MNCs 
is not a topic, providing following examples. 

(37) a. Mwusun ii-i 
what matter-NOM 
what happened? 

ilena-ass-ni? 
happen-PAST -Q? 

b. CheJswu-ka tachi-i!SS-e. 
Chelswu-NOM get hurt-PAST-DEC 
Chelswu got hurt. 

c. *Chelswu-nun tachi-i!ss-e. 
Chelswu-TOP get hurt-PAST-DEC 
As for Chelswu, (he) got hurt. 

What differentiates between (37)b and (37)c is this: when not any 
context is given, NP with a topic maker '-nun' cannot be used as an 
answer for the question, as in (37)c, while (37)b with nominative NP 
is pertinent answer for the question. 

Discussions so far tell us that nominative NPs are not either foci or 
topics. The last option we have is that they are all subjects. From the 
point of view of languages which have only one subject forming 



60

one-to-one correspondence with elements with theta-roles, such as 
English, tlris sounds a little strange. However, I propose that the idea 
that all NPs in MNCs are subject is plausible when we extend the 
definition of subjects as follows,l2) 

(38) Extended definition of subjects 
Subjects 
a. must be NPs with nominative Case. 
b. must be located in specifier position of lP. 
c. must satisfy either i) or ii) semantically. 

i. specify following nominative NPs 
ii. get theta-role from unsaturated predicates 

(38)a, (38)b and (38)cii are the same with the traditional definition of 
subjects. A disparity resides in (38)c i. This definition is the corollary 
of what we saw in chapter 2 and 3. Given that nominative NP is 
base-generated in the specifier position of the larger NP and the specifier 
plays a role in specifying its head in semantic aspect, it is inevitable 
for the preceding NPs specifythe following NP when they all occupy 
specifier positions of 1P. In other words, (38)c i is relevant to NPs except 
the rightmost NP which does not have a following NP in MNCs. 
Meanwhile, (38)c ii is applicable to all nominative NPs in MNCs. 

12) Kim (2001) provides evidence that the first NP in MNCs is not a subject as 
follows. 

(i) Plural marker '-tul' and subject honorific marker '-.i' in verbs agree 
with the second NP. 

(ti) The first NP cannot bind '-caki (self)' because it is not a subject but a 
focus. 

However, this paper solves the problem (i) through presenting the inner structure 
of NP as in (33). Wbat determines whether NP can host subject honorific marker 
is not speidfier or adjunct of NP, but the head of NP. Meanwhile, following 

example shows (ti) is not true. 

)ohn1-i khirka cakiv, pan-eyse ceyil 
John-NOM height-NOM self dassroom-LOC most 
) ohn is the tallest student in the class. 

khu-ta. 
tall-DEC 

If the problem (ti) is on the right track, Kim (2001) turns out to be inconsistent 
in the sense that the first NP bind '-caki' instead of the second NP. 
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Explanation on why all NP have theta-role will be given at the end of 
this chapter. 

A question arises at this time is how on earth NPs in MNCs have 
topic-like interpretation even though they are subjects. To solve this 
problem, I will adopt Rizzi's (2004) suggestion that topic and subject 
share aboutness. This means that not all elements that have topic-like 
interpretation are topics and subject can have topic-like interpretation. 

(39) Hankwuk-i suthabeksu-ka kephi-ka 
Korea-NOM Starbucks-NOM coffee-NOM 
il talle-ka pissa-ta. 
a dollar-NOM expensive-DEC 
>' speaking of Korea, speaking of Starbucks in particular, 

speaking of coffee in particular, speaking of a dollar in 
particular, it is expensive. 

= Speaking of Korea, speaking of Starbucks in particular, 
speaking of coffee in particular, it is expensive 
by a dollar. 

Examples above ((30)a is repeated here.) show that saminchi-ka cannot 
have topic-like interpretation because it is not subject, even though it 
has nominative Case. 

From now on, I will examine how my proposal and other studies 
arguing that all NPs in MNCs are subjects relate to each other. Yoon 
(2007b) classified subjects into two groups, technically - Grammatical 
Subject (GS) and Major Subject (MS), pointing out that MNCs have more 
than one subject. In MNCs, it is GS that is selected by one-place predicate, 
while MS is not argument of unsaturated predicate. Instead, the predicate 
of MS is the Sentential Predicate, the thematically saturated sentence. 
Speaking of semantic relation between MS and SP, MS should be 
characterized by SP. To sum up, MNCs consists of one GS and more 
than one MSs as in (40). 

( 40) a. Cheli-ka(MS) [SP khi-ka(GS) ceyil 
Cheli-NOM height-NOM most 
Cheli is the tallest. 

b. *?khi-ka(MS) [SP Cheli-ka(GS) ceyil 

khu-ta ] 
tall-DEC 

khu-ta] 
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height-NOM Cheli-NOM most tall-DEC 
As for height, Cheli is tall. (Y oon (2007b)) 

In ( 40)a, one-place predicate khu-ta is saturated by GS and this sentence 
turns into SP. And then MS that is characterized by SP is adjoined. What 
makes (40)b infelicitous is SP is not one of the properties delineating 
MS. 

He also suggests diagnostics for GS and MS as follows. 

(41) a. Diagnostics for Major Subjects 
(i) Subject-to-Object Raising 
(ii) Nominative case-marking 

b. Diagnostics for Grammatical Subjects: 
(i) Subject honorification 
(ii) Equi controller in obligatory control 

This classification goes with the extended definition of subjects in that 
nominative Case marking of MS is the consequence of T -feature sharing 
of NPs located in specifier position of lager NPs with T.l3) In addition, 
diagnostics for GS seems to check on whether they are theta-role-assigned 
NP or not as presented in (39)c. 

5. Conclusion 

It has been elucidated that NPs with nominative Case in MNCs in Korean 

13) Yoon (2007a, 2007b) suggests that subject-to-object ratsing does exist 

a. 

b. 

Na-nun [ Cheli-ka 
1-IDP Cheli-NOM 
mit-nun-ta 
believe-PRES-DEC. 
Na-nun Oteli-lul; [ t; 
1-IDP Oteli-ACC 
mit-nun-ta 
believe-PRES-DEC. 
I consider Chell to be smart. 

meli-ka 
head-NOM 

meli-ka 
head-NOM 

coh-ta-ko I 
good-DEC.COMP 

coh-ta-ko I 
good-DEC.COMP 

However, Hiraiwa (2001) argoes that ECM in japanese ts not caused by SOR because 
ECM is not mandatory but optional Thus, he suggests that ECM is triggered by 

multiple agree, rather than SOR From the fact that ECM is not aiso obligatory in 
Korean.. it is not convinced whether SOR is the appropriate diagnostics for MS. 
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should be located in distinct specifier positions of TP. This derivation 
is possible since the identical head T keeps searching its goals in its 
specifer, which implies that the searching space of a probe extends to 
specifier position of T as its c-commanding elements move, as Richards 
(2004) analyzes the Russian-doll questions. Furthermore, we have seen 
that NPs in MNCs are base-generated in the specifier position of lager 
NPs and a premise that Korean lacks DP is needed to allow nominative 
NPs to undergo Left Branch Extraction. It has been discussed that NPs 
in MNCs get nominative Case through T-feature sharing adopting 
Pesetsky and Torrego (2007), and Ko (2007). This can explain how adverbs 
between T and vcan get nominative Case, too. In Korean, unlike English, 
specifier of NP is the position where some element can get Case within 
NP. It is also shown that PossP which is related to genitive Case is the 
adjunctbased on the empirical evidence that it can be either preceded 
or followed by another adjunct, such as AdjP. This relatively free 
word-order tells us that genitive NP cannot occupy the specifier position 
of NP. 

In regard to the interpretation of NPs in MNCs, this paper has 
elucidated that they are all subjects when we extend the definitionof 
subjects. Subjects should be NPs with nominative Case and be located 
in specifier position of TP. In addition, subjects must specify following 
nominative NPs or unsaturated predicates semantically. At last, the 
reason all NPs are interpreted as topic was provided. That is because 
they are all subjects which share "aboutness" with topics semantically, 
according to Rizzi (2004). 
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