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ol thalA AT RTA S Aotk BE, YaBAE, BBl yehbs o
o dle 747 et 2o

(1) 7. BE: G4
v yida3AAE: ol
=]

]:.

FII‘ Fll‘
By
E
4
_Ql_,
o
™
o
o
P
tio
2
¥2
i

Rt oz QERA A2 AbeS AHSFAT WHAAEDH LI e
e A2 AgE AT FE AUtk o8 E2020)0 AHES UEHE &Y
AR ol9)e] AEE FE AU EAE BESHAL o|AE WA A A
ozt EF . E59(2012: 24)ol A= o] Ze] TR Aol tsiA
+ AEE AREeA drsta

@ . U [ celvh oln e o
L3R [ olol7h Ma g A1
C. (A PEA Wt o3 e 1S B
=, U o] Yol Hold A1 F914 Wl

b @uyel A

aoksld e gest 2o @)e AFAA A
Z AR g v

& A eu)e

4 4ol a2 FAHL U oERAL AA
s NABAL B4 B9 ANo2A Y BE dHol E T s
FEoITh AAANY Qe JEFAZAY Sol AT A9 AN He
WAgazA e S AT @2)& A9l o] WAL AA s Age] 7}
5 Ua BA" TAeIT o)d GlEL BY Se] ddshA o =W o
Mgzl A9E Folaht Aol BYHA ee & 5 AT (25 2012: 24)

F4:9(2012:25) & EHM yWaAA-Y A o
Ade] HAS A= Z2g T8 A9l § t}% T glEolx It 21¥A
592012, 2017)011A1% g7 YehtE ¢ A fE AEsHA
a3 fEEe (0 AS®eR ofyzet fﬁfoﬂ Uehte A daiA s
7 ARz

o] =&oA EE BE, WABAAE, BT Hevds JEHA A S

o}
2 dojol A A E YD
e
of

o
-

=]
o g

e



A, WaddA4E, EEE Uehvdes Ae AT E 131

1A Q)-89 Ak(contentful noun) ‘Z’¥ FHEEY FAHH O E T A g A(schematic
noun)D*Aolgty BRE3 I EARWH EAo] dishM X EH (Cognitive
Grammar: CG)2] 7|
@7, &, )3 BEE Yetde A0
AH o8 TAHAL Aol

oBA UE BA o2 FAHoR Reug Bk wEd YRR

o
il
tlo
e
o
=
R
X
tlo ofL
o
v
fd
=
vl
b
rl
s
n)
i)
okt
1°)
o
Ac)
rlr

S g7 AEEY] HT e FAHL WS o BA Buel 5
He melEth REAA E4HA RS FA FAG BE AoldA uzel
4G @tk WABALANE 4 FAel ola)A WABAY ko] BT
o7} o] 27 G0 ANHT BAYA o] WY JTL Foz
A R wel AT ARE AReE Aoz BAY otk awA
o Aol Thkd SR $47F Belatt Zlo] EHoR AAD Aotk E
2o Yehbe AE RED AL ALHE SAWA RH} 5
@ A Rt Aol =ojh Aol

oAl =AU 24AE BE, 3gAE UaBAA, 4gelE BdRel
o) delsh 7 RO E4E HET 5% AR REOAN =98 Ada|

FAP BE ARREE e e 8 Gu)dA HeE AAY EEHA

A3 mAE 5 ek

(3 . W [Eol7 AE Fokshe] 2e Uitk
LU [Eol7h ASHE Folshe] Ade Usith

1) =24 HARE Q1A EH (Cognitive Grammar: CG)ol Al AH&-E = ‘schematic noun’2] Y
AZA $ElE AARHLE CGY MEs d&stax g JAAEH g e
Langacker (2008)< #x% 4 ot

2) =% %Y Y(active zone)> UAEH §oflu], FH(metonymy)S} 22 AAFE S
o 21F93 &5 BAS Aol tElAE 313 o] o AAEHA =oE Aol
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BEAAE @) A7 FAEGE AHLA FAT < AT

@ . U [ol7h ARk Folshe] 21 UA
L. o7t AL Foldit,

@nel e e WETA AT B4 Peek S| FUSA Y.
e e GUAD WA F4L Be & AT BAUA AL 6

C)oﬂ/\ii‘]@ %%/\]—f}] -{F-/.\_}-% E‘:‘}-—QAEH 01/\_]148}‘:}

(5) 7. UE I A9E B A
LoUe I olETe e B At
c. 7uE Wt FRE QF & vEaYYE AL 3%t

WEHA Aol WeAe FAE Be 5 Atk Ae @Ol RE A
9 e duAES ZRHE FEHU 540

© . 8AYL 7t s IEA Ik
L E2E5 s 98 At & =fo] "k

olsht EA o mAWA S AH T FeAe] £
& 2ol Bk & e WA A e OAY ARe 1R & Yok

(@) ol7k A& Uzt olF, Ui *2z(Gelole UT a4k

oAl Eiol uehdes Ao el tiaiA A¥EA BEAAE A Bl
of @AY AAIA 9] )& o <0 Aol FEHT I Ao FHEH
A EUAH FAF kR o] 48 e $E 9k g o s A

3) 4B AAAE 3eld AL Bl Aoss de FEst AsH Aol
Aekd 25 Arke Ae AHSAT By 494
wo7h QAW HES AAY HA GBE mAE A
Qo] itk o7IHE B 3 HAY AL W
o Folehs AHUE AHshn Yo7k Aoz Ft,

4 SelE o ERAA I RS Holar2 BNt BF BAEAIA RS B
o2 BojZolx BFeL o Er)8 AT e Fua A ey A
o= EoHolghs e AT AN Aol AR
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el

U & A A

ol ALHE F WA
TRt o714 EYA Bt A
Atpe) =3l @golny,

T2 49 WIBA ™R EEe (129 22
A AA AT =ol7h Fad 2wk

(12) <=0]= [F47F vt mAE] AL F3Wih

Aol A olFel i Aol oA deAnALel S5 WABAA o
2 b5l e 22 5ol ds A 13 BIE S

3.1. LA " &Y

Dixon (2010: 314-318)> W #A M EAS (13)3 Zo] Aosta SUth
(133, b= & #AE 74 FFHE 54l (13c)7F HAAAHEY 15
EAolt}. = (130)2] 3= (common argument)S FERd WA CE ®
H =T ol WERo HAHOE RIHAE FhESAGE B9
HAH GAHOo R Fo 9 =(implicity =% (Chung and Kim 2003: 56, &4
2012: 200 Z38lE AP oE olafstux) itk AAMT AL Q&7 A =
& Aol

ot

o of m et

(13) a. The underlying structures of the main and relative clauses must share an
argument - common argument.

b. The relative clause functions as a syntactic modifier of the common
argument in the main clause. At the semantic level, it will normally
provide information about the common argument which assists in focusing
- restricting - the reference of the common argument.

c. The fullest statement of the common argument is in the relative clause.

592012, 2017)2 S=roie] U #AA -] & 019} THIE EAS
A

23 Yon a4 FHe 59 AN 9

Au)
F—{U
/13
2
»
)
=2
3
o
N
o
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tlo

sty o= a3 2o

(14) 7. WZAS dlo] Bals ) fABAIAY TAR A9 B4
A,

L ovmAe] Aol Qikdow wlabhEAlt,

o WEAs 3o ABe Aolele onlslgHos AP B
@Al glojof BTk T} RE A9 o 20| Sojw A
ohue,

o, ol YamAdel Jee o] B4

Z e Qlofe] mAEia
S e A obd BASAE $A3

ke A T

da rlo

28t (149 E450 yABAEe BfHA SHe uolZrw Yrun
W aA-de g 7‘-41 EA H1 3.4%;101]/\1 3 13 %“ﬂ%l =o|& Aotk
= 3l =

(15) 7. ol Ag oA Az

7= Fol AeyaE 2d
Loy sA4 3 s BFEATY
c. e 5 74 Ae 1933 oEvt 7HA gete 28-S A
At (<9 2017: 67)

(151)& o] WE B2 ANE ] JAWALZE o4 s,
2 ANSE WA REORE 4 et (15
DL HE SAE WEL P 4] A (150)e Ad £EL W
Weke el BAAsA od@ A Hsde WaABAdY 4o T
2749 Ao ol e BuoEAgl HEEY BAY FE ASL AN (2%
9 2017: 67-68). WABA D |43} ojn] HEEH Aok thal A ool A
O AAE mea AT o F2anA she A YABAR VErs
e ANAE AUSAY FeA FAL WAY Begua S5 ALgs)
£ Zl0] ojgths Aolth uaBAMe Fe o EWAY 3 BHsE o
Astzste dulEs =49 549 Rezgy AZad. 2o geAw
WaEA e e nEe Uehbe 2w 24 dus g . By

WA#AAAY Aol RELS YWEE AA7F 23 9 Y(active zone) S1H HIF| A

=
=
5ol AEUY 4, 3
al

2
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ABA-ANE WEAHY & BT =
AAEHS &, Ffr(metonymy)et
Shfro] xpo] & AW u7] 98 o dEs BAL

o rlo 5.:

(16) 7. Aol dBY BHEE BT BT
T 20

., =

(1671)2 AZAHA {9 ooty TA I E ol3stAH, ‘Ao =
< gulEtA R (16X tEH S AA}Y] Wit F, FHe ¥
02 AAA W (referential shifty= ¥t I1¥H (16v)S (16 1)F
gk b durARl Agel A (16v-)o] EEEHAES u, %ﬂ% A7}
ZFotA o] MEREe 2A2TEATAL o atA| Rl ol Fopx| ] wEE
Aol et etk &, A9 Aol 7t AA A ‘?ﬂﬁé% TS e
ok JAAZHAAE HFe &3 FotA e HEE g Helgn . o
A Aol 2UEAThE T OBAT Aol R HAL B (profiled
relationship)E UER T F HAFT2 A H A profile)= 22t @49} <FolA)
2 Yepdth Jeiy, AAE Azort el #Ad Y Foste e A
ok FFopAP L obd H4ol &3} FFopx| o] wgoltt. 17 Wil (16v-)
9o o= FAEAS} 2HFH Aol BYUXE HoFETE Langacker(2009)=
o7} o]dl BYAE Holy AL vl AAdxee Aol o]d EUYX=
o] dFolgty FATT A7)l tldlY, Langacker(2009: 41)= “EHe T

2 Sfrgha Zetal o ol @ F4e] vga JJrﬂEM Rol7]lE 3%
g dFste A bE dAER

rE B

rSL

_>|4_4‘
o
o 3 e

b
o

Fie

oot
2 o

=

ol

H]
, Panther and Thornburg (2017: 55)= =¥ e
3 F43% Litlemore (2015: H5 Aole 4 ouE FAHOZ WASHA
= A

lo
ol
==
>,
o
o
o
lo
rie
D
=2
g
(Y
Jo!
ok

woohel, ousNs) BeE BE AL BYTx WASE e 8
g 5 @4 AFF S Ao 5
shel, Sol WABALE $F 1L YA FEAY BANE

°

s

]

=]

% 2E
TOEE fUh ARG FART 58
9l

Fol Fa H“EMOIE o A7 %JE}. HEdo e 24993 o
&
=
o)
w

5) TAARJ] GEEL 3240 AAE Ut dE ¥ A& 199 A5, A
AL @A AN YeEld= ‘Fol7t Bl [action]e] B = §l wEtA =4 Y
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Park (2021, b AW BHoIA B WABALL BT Yo,
a9 F4¢ sl aoksE, WaRAde G444 4Ae B

ol @abol FFSISA et AL 1T W WABALS B4 9l
SwE Y484 4XE ALY Bast gk olth $elt Pak (021a, b)
o #4¢ FHHOZ wolEATh W, 10| BHoIAL o] B AT =
o7} ol 2ol A ske. Sele ABAHNA BHA d4o] AF BAHE
el B48 4A WEolehs $4L @0, o TAE 358 T

A

N, of

&2
*%0-

3.2. LHEZAE Mz=0oiel xi<t

2] EH 8 AE(Chung and Kim (2003), M.-J. Kim (2007, 2009), J.-B. Kim
2016))2 WAAAL F4 FAZL HIAH FAdoF dotn FATE TEA
(17NA é JATA ‘B 7k A=A I3 WEAAEo] ofye} AAFEol

1 FAs A
A7) Y= (ot Aol 2] Al B3
:LEM (187 2& FEL Tt 259 Fgol BAZ AP (18)
YT WEAM AHEE AT W AAA e sl rto] Thgsitt. wekA -2
= WA SATE udEEAb ol dke 21 Y] it A
Fay
(18 Aol [[H7F el SAE +d] 2 BA
Rk %H*dﬂ 7Fed (199 A% JAAFA HoPE 3E3h o7]A
W R 2 Fol vk okt Fol7h Blal EE A ]lH fEle olAE W

1
A ANE b5 Boa AzEc

(19) the 1 ol Boi7kAuba [[Fol7h sl R A€ gk

o] AA2HA [action]?] AFE HHHTE=

6) EAHAL 7 o]9d T2 HABASL HE =4

WAL A0S WASRA S0 Peb ued Ho| AT WAEA & I A
-

A4e Hesha wthe AolHol Atk o (

=
o
il
of
o
o=
=
ol
i)
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F{°{

(20) FE [[%=017h Mg ekE AFehE] A1 B

284 ¢dE Qo HlLd e F
72t o dE Qe AR,

e YeBAL A= Assinia 4

i

@1) e [[43 0] obgolee Rat] e S

EAA EABA Ze WERY BHo =3 olHole e FREgos
2=
=

249935 M Ut & A2 obFolEro] He Aolth wElM bt
) B2t 24 Aoy A3E EQte dXrgE copyo)&olge
=HE B2 ZOE HNT Aol thEsith JAAETANY A BEEA WY
AAA A AL JAAFA o FolTt F3E = Ao] ol tf FHAT e
A ASddE Jhesithe e AFsEl = ZavE Atk o9k HHASA HHY
Z1(2019: 112)9] d&& AH B2}
22) [[o}e]7} & &) Ale] dmct
. B0 copol g} FUAAARI QAR dE 4 9ot
Lo e 2 FUAAAR QAR sﬁ*ﬂ,% T A
T

A

of BAL (7, 1, ©) Al 74 s4el FRssith ARG Az ofn) a4
& 9ol NARALE AUSE Aeeln A Aol old nE
A S4e B Zolgn @ 4 Utk FATHe Aol oo daA ¥
A we R Aol ® WashA 2 Aot AHEAE Zakett ysnsdel
dEAE e 2 dEE Azd ¥ 4 Y

@3 7. [[97] B vh] el (%) Letelar (S A5
. [[‘?‘E]ﬂ' oA WEE upil] Zo] ofF v

olgel AREE NABAY FH FAE MAAFARY okl Y

7) AAl oA ofptE ofy] WF vhil A vt greta et Zojth
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B2 @A d4o] RE A9 o bed AL ohith o (2425)
By Aol WaBAEs sk v o] Ak,

Q4) 7. FRNE7} FoA e Aol =W

o AW AR e Z‘rE] A& WEoh (Y.-B. Kim 2002: 43)
25 7. o] vigel AeE] A1E Wtk

v 0] wElE € JE] Al HEIAD (Y.-B. Kim 2002: 547)

Y.-B. Kim (2002)2 Jhang (1991), Chung (1999)3} &
HE HAEH A (24-25) 01]2—9] HEHAS =242 E1
& Kuroda (1976)9] 71'd< A&l yadAde HHA %
2 Aol e A t‘rﬂ/‘é (relevancy)©] $loj ok
E0] o)A obr|7h AnigtEl R st W9l aRE AAs)
#dgo] 7] wWEel WABA-EL] )4o] rhsdtrhe Aol

o

26) ol [[eF71E°] AutelAR 7He] Als AUt
T M. Lee (200H)4 M.-J. Kim (2009)9AE QAAFENAH ALLEHE Fole
HE |AZ=9 € (individual level predicate)= E3HE & itk stdA 27) &
Zyo] HlZolgta 3Tt

@n*EL (M7t APzl 2 B

T M. Kim 2009)9] #33E gEH oz Ses oA AAFY &
o7} A4E ASE WABAA 4] Thssitin 42w

@8) U= [[F7F 944 717 &1 AlE <8d Sk

~
*
b

=
e
ror
)
i)
S
>
tlo
o
s
N

a = ol

2 =
2ol Belat 2 AT F, Y57k A7 2 20H Uk LT B R A
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olol= Bl AANR AzeA o] TFssie

3.4. B9 oA

Fo= WIAAAA Xl 72 5o #ddEny A4 gy dEe
B,

(29) 1. =el7k [Re] #Fol FAE] A e Uk
o7k A7 B9 21 =9

9 B WEAMH FHo] T/ =3
g & 5 Aok Q9 ellA eol7h H
o7k | A vkA o] Aty & gl 2
s Awstr] A FAEHAME B A=7F AAT (Chung and Kim
(2003), M.-I. Kim (2007)). &2 TEY ¢ANAE FA
»3}L0 7HHE:1;_<:]' OE_ )H]:ﬂEH %

3}

T ALAE REAT HAAZ oHIF FAF

L = ‘E

el #E glo] Brhe AN IHRY gAES R Yok B
=

=

£0H=1

°] < [[& Y77 F837] A& Ik [action for result]
S HTH [action for result]

ol& [[7H—7<]—L7]' Holl 7H52 L25] Al v el 2o Wit
[action for object]
2. U= [BA o] dele] AlS ENTE [cause for effect]

(B0 NelA AAR &ol7F 2 AL P99 AHQ UZR7Ao]lBRE o7 A
= 37 2t B ¢ Qo o974 P9 (action)= E UFTF FHA = A
Aol Adresul)= UE7HA 0l L3 T/ F7F B0v)dAE dojdt
ok o7t AAR He AL S T @ﬂi Ak gl xg/\q,o] 7/i°]
Q)

ok @Go=, )R B%E AF7)

o] oA A O.ﬁ.ido] I, 30)lNE & oga A7) A A 2§ =3
olah @ Ytk BE $HE bR du dojuXE @itk of dESA

rifi

£ 3o A%olst BAWA SUel SJalA fEE T Agolt
A4 Eaolsh AL Throtn e B e = o
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Ab EFol7] Wi JHedk Aot EAHAL A2 HARS A 5, 79 Hls
gt Hol] JAT HASAE FFH JF HolE FgsA Eete Aol
Atk TS A ES 2L

@y . *
of A FH HEole AN BHE AFshe o] AN o

Asha g0, F17h Bl %A Mol e FuARA d¥e 5
37 Zol7] WEe] B AL wx ZaTh W GoeAE Aol F1

AL UM BHH 7% AolE s8ay] el BHA Aol ey
2 ¥ 4 A SN e UABALS B4 RN 3T 42

(32) 7. [[kesa kao-o sotta] noJ-ga yuugata-ni-wa

this morning face-Acc shaved NMZ-Nom  evening-Loc-Top
mata  nobite kita.
again  growing came
“I shaved my face in the morning, which (=beard) started to grow
again in the evening.”

L. Hanako-wa [[Taroo-ga  namasakana-o hosita] no]-o tabeta.
H-Top T-Nom raw.fish-Acc dried NMZ-Acc ate
“Taro dried raw fish, which (=dried fish) Hanako ate.”

(Horie 1993: 450)

49 (2012, 2017), 2H&2(2019), ©1A-2(2020, 2021) SolAE o] W3
BAA FEAA FASE I T4 ZAE =93HA Fde ddo
Al 7]ddttE JAe FHaka Joh = WHAA - A

2 Ao FoeA T gE= W

< dda FFs= Aot
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T EE8H Aol Sf7t WHAAAE Ao FoTd TS
o

e
T At

(33) 7. U= [[eelh 4E wElE] A
Lo UE (el 9E Wele] A
c. s [[EolZh @ WElv]l As A (Y At

BEES

(B3 A Wt e AL ‘o o S AT} EFE T =AY
AR 3 FAAEE 33v)ollAe Gt Bt AP AL okt ws)atet
v &7 HHE BFoEN TA AT =FoE & “ﬁ’\} 2 J’P
Aldth W] 33T)ollAd A2 FFE FUte v 3 A =] ]
ol f& FHo]E EFI o3 AojolA] action for agentgr z2e B
44'7%3 A9k action for patient$} #& = ¢ =54 o7 wiolth (33
D)elA G s I A (patieny) o] B2, FFHOE fHE= Zlo] E7hs3l
Btk 2¥8gH ¢ (33v)e d%ﬂcﬂ. 1=, 33v)e] A, 7t
S AP obd HajAb, F ARGE B FHER AT gE
ojth. o] sfA e A, At HAE REddrhe o7t EEHEE action
for object’$} 22 BHE T3 oldl|7} 7hEstA A

3.5. LHaﬁI'l-'-l'ﬁlx'IO‘”A‘l ‘7.|,o| EA-I

ojAl WAAE Uehdes =4EA e FAE SA0] e AR
A W AAEA vehdes A Bl YEhds 43 FHE He

oo s GadlA BE AAY F84 F42 WAL BRAUA ES
Hrhske Aol Brbsdte,

(34 7. rolis [[F57F A whe ZUe At
Lol [[F57F He] W S Bkt
= el (997 A A4 AR AEE Ak
= rEolE (957 HL A4t BE] B 2T

= WABARY Qe AN T ARE FE3A Rerh
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(35) *wolE [[B7F HEl I AlE ko

AT B e B

L
hun
@alA BAL whe] £ e 5 gtk

(36) 7. [[W7F ZAE 2] I A1 Eeh?
Lo (W7 oAl wolelAl Aee Bl HiZ I ZA1E o7t 25 HEth

>
Y
o

oo
o2
]
=
>
2

et rlo

P o

2 j‘;

2 o
N

Iz

rr

z O

o

Mo

=)

2

>

1

)

iv

>

it}

o

=

o

i)

(N
o
2

rO
il
X oof T
>
rr
B
ot
i)
4
3%
rir
=
o
>
2
N
off

TEEH BEAE F A ZAVE =49 dide] 2 ¢ Ao A, B4
ol Uetys U3 g& 7, § ZECY W AA N Yetds Aol F
43 Ao AU} ske Aot EAle =4 T3 #de] At & 4
o EAFEE ofd Afole Jhsdtd oW Aeode EVFsT HdAAS
HoEh foe 9 /A #ES F3 BEEe Usve s BEOIY U
@A vehve =AEA UF T e BAEde AE =58
Aot} £4E2 AATELR A-EY] HEol A A T2 S s
A AE Fdart it

4.1. 3t=20| HAIZ

Kim and Sells (2007), J.-B. Kim (2016) & &=Zo] AA FEL ©& A 7}
Z TEI

(37) 1. A& (Predicative copula): 1 TA7= AR 7o)tk
L. S7Hr38(EBquative copula): =°]7} HFE 1 oAk}
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r-1°{
d_

T, EA5%(Specificational): W7} Tt 22 AS=o])t}
(W7 Thd 22 w7 tig dig o =A)

BN Al A F3 9 Aols Az BHAZE AAA on7t ik st A
olty. 37 1)l Folr AAFo| AT AEPAE A Al Utk B37u)dlAE
Folok AEgat 25 AAACl Atk 375)2 (37 71)F W] A-¢dE Fof
+ HIAAH ol AEwAE AAZF ot ThdH 37)9 Al £ FoAA 37v)
gro] EXFEE &k UmA F FES EXFHAS o 38)dA Be A

Ay W YYD

O_u

(38) 1. *7}A= AR I =AY
L. 11 YAk ot
. *@eE Yot thd Zelth
7 ghd & T2l g tig o2 A)

S g7 AANA (referentiality) ol 2+ MEE = o BEsA Ao 2
87F ok gAEvit AAGol@ ES Y gE2A Agsted e A
NS G383 &ollA shatel Aol o3 Ff-H= A AK(grounded noun)s}il
Aot AAHAE AAZHAA ALgsteE &olE, A7 A FolE F
12 e EAS HAE ndth. dWrE 2% WA (noun phrase)’t A A
BAEL olsfsi = FE Zo|thy FololA AAHAHAFE 39)NA Be
AAY, TAH), FBAD), AN AHe), 274 EHWM) T T3l JeEdo &
A &4 EF Fol AUt oxd AAE AAA AYste ETE *}
fdthe Aot

>,\I

(39) a. They bought the book.
b. They drank beer.
c. Haruki Murakami wrote that book.

d. Jon’ s car broke down again.

ey, AAEAeE AAE L FLEHA BT BHeF, olE (40a)7F (40b)oll THRE
GO UM, ‘The winner of the title Miss World USA 1972’ S+ A

o ok

8) o1l that book> HAT-S HAE Zk7] WEel AAWARIL & F 3tk F, book
< types YERAE ©l W, that booke tokens A FthE Zlojth.
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Zh= 2 A Abo] x| o ;q/\]xg_g 7k etk aHER ol WAL A AA
3< 2t7] falMe AABAYI A At Al o FREE TAA
<z glojoF dth

(40) a. The winner of the title Miss World USA 1972 was Lynda Carter.
b. Who was the winner of the title Miss World USA 1972?

ATl Fol ot PR, HARA} AN SAED 5& T e
g % gtk a1 %O%t PEA BAEe] AAYHBAPL AGHE o
RS AR GhAN, A A, R E AABA, o) IR T, 0

A A3el 73 Hl t&f?}O%, A Aol oFsitt. ket gkt

e
3 slofshe Mol of| AAA FAHIA e FE 7] wolth,

4o

@1) 7. U7k A FolelA] Btk
L. Aol YT ¢l At

©. obel wol7t e Aadh

7t B AA G0l BEEAA Yetds 2o A A&l ol 9
e vA=AE te oM Atz v

42, 2gF1 X9 2HH

1-B. Kim (2016) BHES %3atn e A 71A 5389 AA FES o

&3} 2ol alAshI e,

@) 1. AERE: [0 A A A AT
vS7HER: [0l MYl e o] Holth
O EARE: Q (MIAFE BEY AR TP
A [PIRFE A5 A 2EET

oA A A A FF AN TR ASAHY BLRY AR
B Ao BAE e O ABE HA @E)9 ASAE 51
8 AEEE AW BT Foin ARol U YHoRAE AUsA @



146 AAE - T

@3) 7. AR AT bk [12e] A el
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BEEEY 93 EAL ‘FwelA’ (exhaustiveness)?] 2ju]o} EdHo] 2|3l
EA FA (existential presupposition)2] oJv]E zZt=theE Motk (AF 2015:
772). 45T 2L BEEo] dwrEl A9 oE He It B AET
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o] BVsaAT 0] ABL AHekE WL)NHE B84 S0 HFsain,

49) 1. H[FF7E W] FEE A2 AT
L. [[F57F A Bl Al 7hgel it

e Qold BHBA e BEUA BT ASE £ g3 FEA
E 5

2 S goa AR vk Yok @n)l A FEA 2ol 7}

T stk
N7l 499 AL EABAL A oARE (49v)9] A WEHA A &
e BoFe S5 4T = Aok ol 29 42 dEG0)°] F
AL F A= AS Fofdot
(50) [[B=7F 4 22 7Pgelieh

(50)°] TojHolgk= T2 (50)9) o] EAHARA V5T W EEE 8
Mg e Zola, WEHARA 7158 ve #¥dY w4 HAR fHdETE
Z1o|th. Kim and Sells (2013)2 ‘Z’0] AMES AT wl&= HAHFH A BFAH
< SHHEANII= Ao] Thsstta A A8

GD 7. ¥ A0 A1 [[=el7h 3 A BT 7ML
L. o] A5ol [[[Ee] A A [[=7F ¢le] ApEelth
(J.-B. Kim and Sells 2013: 104)

ahd S1v)ellA Ze]l EHu|AL 53 F7] TRt olfre AU Al
EHA7] wWZol oy, (5171, vyollA Aol A F4& T WEHA
oja o|Ze] ARt = |l Holr] wWZolth WEWAL Zgke] A A
2 v E TN BEefAl 53 3718 ¢ Stk dE 50 of (52) CE
oA U AL T HETE] oFYARE B AL 5wl AAZ 2n|
£ 7HAA d.
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(52) ] Aol (957} 4 ZEelt

oAl =3l (51)-(52) vEbd A2 AAIA Q] JH Al (grounded entity)©l T (51
Nl M A2 dAH o2 A S (grounded) HAIL (51v-)F (52)lA = HAIF
£ 21 AAF HAY wekA o] dEoA AL gE dEE

,\1 Hol E/K]Uc:)]/\]_ ‘74’—7 = 1:].;2_ A—lz__]_p/] 740]1;]-

ol A wE AAY R WEHA 2T =ABA S F AL e
4 3ol VebE e B B0 37 sbsdha gAke] AL
W gl WERA SUelth WEWA Aol UEhs (3B 2 PRE
o Rdgo] ofd Zolth ek (3 Be Fre S BAE Aol

A el
ol =ofd AAY, EEEY FE BEold WlAALY S izt
7}74& EAEA ZU R FHofsti ofgf oA (541-)0] HlEC] HE o fE
[e]

A9} ol AT
& HEol ol (O] E 2020: 64)

(599 % Bl BelF AN BARe] So] BigEA o] A
A BETe e BARe ol EAPATE AU WFtE g
[e]

5. A&
UL BE, UABAY, $ER) dehbs 20 vm BEse ABE ¥
He AFHAT. $A B AL gl 5e AT Y G EGA
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WEOIA EAYA e £ BAL RE Aol iRl dBe oz
A AR HE sl e whEo] Wk AEef gol2 FAW BReow #
AE AMEA Ago]l 2 FY(active zone)d] FES st REQ F4& He=
SAPAL A& k2 HAL A (nominal profile)e] S-S 3= Zloth WA
HANE EAWHAL AT % ;

Bachn ugtch 24 FA) A WARAY o] ST Fold =Pl
2 U0 HNHL =APA S0l WAL 9FE FOEA BUA o
& A g ARSE Aow BAsth WaBAde dels the
@ £79 BH7 Bolaks Aol EHoz AAHUG. Eagol YEhs A
5 BES WARARNA ASHE S4HA T FAF PBE BelzTh
OA FEE, BRAEA B w8 4 g Y el ols) Fae we 4
S gtk b BAEA AT Holtdl ol BEAuA B3 AE b
I BeA] FAS B S b FESE BdTe] oy BYAR By
ZHuEs
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<Abstract>

A Syntactic-semantic Analysis of the Bound
Noun ‘kes’ in Three Different Grammatical

Constructions in Korean

Jaehoon Yeon * Chongwon Park

This article aims to develop a coherent syntactic-semantic analysis of the
bound noun ‘kes’ employed in three grammatical constructions in Korean:
factive, IHRC (Internally Headed Relative Clause), and cleft constructions. We
demonstrate our Cognitive Grammar-based approach not only sheds light on
the nature of the constructions in question but also provides reasonable
accounts of hitherto ignored data in the literature. Although extensive research
has been conducted on the properties of ‘kes’ in each said construction, very
few proposals have been made on the generalized function of ‘kes’, which is
applicable to all three constructions. In teasing out the properties of the bound
noun ‘kes’, we first identify two types of ‘kes’ in Korean. While one has a
specific contentful meaning translated as ‘thing’, the other exhibits a schematic
meaning that indicates its involvement in the process profiled by the predicate
in the adnominal clause. We demonstrate that the ‘kes’ adopted in the three
constructions in question is the latter case. For both factive and IHRC
constructions, we argue that the notion of zone activation is at the heart of
the constructions. While what is grammatically encoded as a subject or an
object is the adnominal clause headed by ‘kes’, what actually interacts with
the matrix predicate is the adnominal clause itself in the factive construction
and one specific participant of the adnominal clause in the IHRC construction.
Since zone activation is a species of metonymy, we further demonstrate that
both constructions ultimately exhibit metonymic properties. We then argue that

the ‘kes’ employed in the cleft construction is identical to the ‘kes’ in the
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other two constructions. In accounting for the unacceptability of the inverted
cleft construction, we demonstrate that the unacceptability is attributed to the
involvement of ‘kes’ in the subject nominal position; as a schematic noun, it

cannot be referential, thereby yielding an undesirable specificational copular

structure.

Key words: Factive, Internally Headed Relative Clause (IHRC), Cleft
constructions, nominalizer ‘kes’, schematic meaning, Cognitive

grammar, Zone activation, metonymy
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