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Abstract. The article discusses functional and semantic status of Future Tense grammatical
markers of the Korean language. Despite the fact that discussions on this issue have been going on
for more than a dozen years, still among researchers, there is no consensus on how many grammemes
make up the category of Tense in Korean, whether it contains an independent Future Tense
grammeme, and if so, which markers should be relevant to it. Due to the relevance of the problem,
the authors aim to give a brief overview of the opinions on the issue, dividing them into two
groups — asserting the presence of the Future Tense grammeme in Korean or denying it, as well as
to justify personal position on the status of grammatical markers with prospective semantics. As
research material, various Korean grammar researches and Korean grammar (connective and finite
endings and constructions with - ()= Korean Future Tense participle marker) are used. The result
of the study shows that Korean Tense category has no specific Future Tense forms as opposed to the
Present and Past Tense forms. All markers with prospective semantics are modal, which means that
the Futurum category in Korean implements itself in the functional and semantic field of modality
rather than temporality. Authors argue statement that -(2.)= Zl o]t} Korean construction has the
ability to act as neutral non-modal Future Tense marker. According to the point of view of a
systemically oriented approach to the grammatical units analysis, presented in the article, the
conclusion about Korean -(2) = # o]t} s” modal status is made.
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Hacrosimiasi craThst OCBSIIEHA PACCMOTPEHUIO MTPOOJIeMbl (DYHKIIMOHAIBHO-CEMaHTHYECKOTO
cTaTyca rpaMMAaTHYeCKUX TMOKa3aTelell OyayIero BpeMeH: B KOpeHcKoM si3bike. HecMoTpst Ha To,
YTO IUCKYCCHH IO JAHHOMY BOIIPOCY BEIYTCs YKE HE OMHMH JIECSTOK JIET, CPEH HCCiIeoBaTeNnei 10
CHUX TTIOp HET €AWHCTBA BO MHCHUU O TOM, M3 KaKOT'O KOJIMYECTBA I'PaMMEM COCTOUT KaTCropus BpEC-
MEHH B KOPEHCKOM $S3bIKE, €CTh JIM B HEM CaMOCTOSATENIbHAs IpaMMeMa Oy/IyIero BpeMeHH, U ecin
714, TO Kakie MMEHHO ITOKa3aTeNy CleqyeT K Heil OTHOCHTh. B cBA3M C aKTyalbHOCTBIO MPOOIEMBI
aBTOPBI CTATBH CTAaBAT Hepex COOOM Lenb NaTh KpaTKHii 0030p TOUEK 3pEHHs 10 BOIPOCY, pa3eiiB
WX Ha ABE IPYIIIB YTBEPXKAAIOIIME HAIMYHE B KOPEHCKOM SI3bIKE IpaMMeMbl OyIyIIero BpeMEeHH U
OTpHLIAIOLINE €T0, — a TaKke 000CHOBAaTh COOCTBEHHYIO ITO3UIIMIO OTHOCUTENBHO CTaTyca IrpaMMa-
TUYECKUX IT0Ka3aTelIeH ¢ IPOCIIEKTUBHONW CEMaHTUKOW. Martepuasiom Uecie10BaHus IOCITY KU KaK
HCCIIeJOBaHMS 110 TPaMMATHKE KOPEHCKOTo s3bIKa PasHBIX JIET, TAK M caMa KOpeHcKas rpaMMaTHKa
(coenuHUTENBHBIE M (DPMHUTHBIE OKOHYAHHUS M KOHCTPYKIMH ¢ NOKasatesneM -(2) = mpuyactus Oy-
JyLIEro BpEeMEHHU). Pe3ynbTaToM HCCIemoBaHUs CTall BBIBOJ, YTO B KAaTETOPHU BPEMEHH B KOpEii-
CKOM S3BIKE HET CaMOCTOSTENBHBIX (opM OyAylIero BpeMEHH, HMPOTHUBOIOCTABICHHBIX (hopMam
HACTOSLIETO U Mpolueaero. Bee mokasarenn ¢ MPOCIEKTUBHOM CEMaHTUKOH SBJIAIOTCS MOJAIBHBI-
MH MapKepaMH, YTO CBHACTENILCTBYET O TOM, YTO KaTeropus GyTypyma B KOPEHCKOM SI3BIKE peasiv-
3yeT cebs B (PYHKIHMOHATBHO-CEeMAaHTHYECKOM II0JIe MOJAJIFHOCTH, a He TeMIopajdbHOCTH. C TOUYKH
3pEHHs MIPEeICTABICHHOTO B pabOTe CUCTEMHO OPUEHTUPOBAHHOTO MOAX0a K aHAIN3Y rpaMMaTHye-
CKUX €IMHMII JIeIaeTCs BHIBOJL O MOJIAJILHOM CTaTyce KOHCTpyKimu -(2.) = %l ©] T}, kotopoii B co-
BPEMEHHOM KOPEEeBEACHUH YacTO IMPHITHCHIBAETCS CIIOCOOHOCTb BBICTYNATh B Ka4ECTBE MOAAJIBHO
HEUTPAIBHOTO ITOKa3aTelsl Oy IyIero BpeMeHH.

KiioueBble c10Ba: KOPEHCKUIA SA3BIK, (PYHKIIMOHATBEHO-CEMaHTHIECKOE TTOJIE, MOJATTBHOCTD,
TEMMOPaTLHOCTh, FpaMMeMa OyIyIIero BpeMenn, cydduxc -21-, konerpykuus -(2.)= 2 o]t}
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Introduction

As is well-known, in Russian the Tense category is closely connected with
the Aspect category of the Verb which is why to make up any verbal Tense forms
the expression of the aspect features of an action is obviously a must. The Future
Tense grammeme is included in the sets of Tense forms and opposed to the Past
and Present Tense forms and thus as a consequence, it’s connected with the verbal
Aspect category and belongs to the semantic field of temporality within the
Indicative Mood. Although by nature the Future Tense modus is unreal,
principally hypothetical and often “in natural languages reflected by means of
various modal forms” [1. C. 267], in Russian it’s interpreted as te real one being
connected with such modal categories as intention, wish, possibility, etc.*

If in Russian, the issues of the Future Tense grammeme status , its correlation
with the Past and Present Tenses grammemes, the verbal category of Aspect and
Mood are solved quite easily, in Korean they were and still are under discussion to
reveal the polar opinions and multiplicity of approaches to describe the verbal
category of Tense as a whole, and the Future Tense, in particular. Thus the issue
of the verbal Aspect markers (as in various studies their constituents can vary both
in quality and in number), though many scholars have to recognize this category
to be optional? and state that the Korean language possesses the Tense but not the
Tense-Aspect system” [3; 4; 5].

Even more complicated lies the issue of the existence in Korean an
independent grammeme of the Future Tense as opposed to the Past and Present
Tense forms. Various researches solve it both positive [6; 7; 8; 9; 10; 11] and
negative [5; 12; 13; 14; 15], while quite often it’s determined by the point of view
on the existing Korean Tense system revealing 2 (Past, Nonpast; Actual, Remote
I, Remote II) [5; 12]; 13 (in 3 moods) [9] and even 18 Tenses [8]. Besides, the
researchers can’t reach the unified opinion on the grammar prospective markers
being temporal or modal-temporal, and which mood markers of modal-
prospective meaning belong to®.

The main target of this study is a short review of the opinions as well as
elaborating and stating the authors’ point of view on the issue.

1. Analysis of studies stating the existence
of the Future Tense grammeme in the Korean Language

One of the earlier studies of Korean — G.J. Ramstedt “A Korean
Grammar” [6] one can see the manifold Tense system of the Indicative Mood

1 We’d like to make a remark that further on while using the term “modality” we’d always confine
to subjective modality (the relation of a speaker to the piece of information), which might be non-
obligatory or optional component of the sentence predicative nucleus. As opposed to it, the
objective modality (the relation of a piece of information to the real), is vice versa, an obligatory
sentence component [2].

2 “[The Aspect meaning] is determined by the general context and may stay undefined” [3. P. 26].
3 Controversial questions on the mood in the Korean language are discussed in [16].
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consisting of 3 goups of forms: declarative, regressive and indecisive ones. Each
group consists of 6 tenses: Present, Past, Future, Pluperfect, Past-Future and Future-
in-the Past which in general reminds the Tense system in Romanic-Germanic
languages with the dominance of the so-called ‘Absolute’ Tense relevant to the
moment of speech. In our opinion, the inconsistence appears due to the fact that
Korean similar to Russian, is characterized by the dominance of relative tense forms
referring to the moment of action [4]. According to G.J. Ramstedt, the Future Tense
grammar marker is suffix -Z1- (ket) which in combination with suffixes of the Past
Tense makes up the Past-Future and Future-in-the Past forms. It’s worth noting that
despite belonging to the Indicative Mood the forms with -Z]- suffix in translation
made by G.J. Ramstedt himself, “acquire” modal senses: X201t} he will see;
1 AT} he must have seen; E- 20 T he had to see; E- 2 =] | assume, h will see;
HZAAA] he might have seen, etc. [6. P. 99—100]. Thus, casting no doubt about
the existence of the Future Tense grammeme in Korean, nevertheless,
G.J. Ramstedt accepts the associate modality (although not in every form).

Korean researcher H.B. Lee in his book on Korean Grammar [8] also
suggests extremely complex system of 18 tenses. Its first division demonstrates
2 tense groups: Direct Tenses and Retrospective Tenses with evidential marker —
. Each group is divided into Simple Tenses having temporal meanings within a
single word form, and Compound, or Progressive Tenses having temporal
meaning complicated by aspect meaning of process expressed by means of
analytical construction -3 $}-. Future Tense is formed by using -%l- suffix and
has got two meanings of Intentive Future used in the sentences with the 1st person
singular Subject and Presumptive Present or Future used in thye sentences with
the 2" and 3™ person Subjects. Besides, similar to the G.J. Ranstedt’s
classification, -%l- suffix in combination with the Past Tense suffixes and
evidentiality, as well as the construction of -3 ¢l-, is used to form quite a number
of tenses: Future Progressive (-1 1 71-), Past of Probability (-2%/3170-), Past
Perfect of Probability (-2/21 21 %1-), Past Progressive of Probability (-3 131 %1-),
Future Retrospective (-Z1T-), Past Retrospective of Probability (-2/$Z0H-),
Future Progressive Retrospective (-1 91 21T -), Past Progressive Retrospective of
Probability (-3Z Q121 T-). As is seen, all the tense forms exposed -%l- suffix
reflects not temporal, but modal meaning — intention or probability, which
involves into classification one more argument — modality.

Besides, quite a great number of tenses indicates that the system also tends to
denote an absolute rather than relative tense. Thus the system itself proves to be
an artificial construction, firstly definitely striving to apply to the Korean
language the Romanic-Germanic tense system, and secondly, violates the
principle of background singularity as apart from self-temporal markers uses
separate elements of evidentiality, aspectuality and modality categories.
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Soviet and Russian Orientalist Yu.N. Mazur [10] while treating the Future
Tense category attributes to it only one -71- suffix. He makes up his classification
of the Future Tense meanings proceeding from its reference to the Present Tense
plane or the Preterit (Past) Tense plane, specifying 4 syntagmatic meanings:
1) Present Hypothetical Future; 2) Present Appellate (Rhetoric) Future; 3) Preterit
Hypothetical Future; 4) Preterit Appellate (Rhetoric) Future. This classification
ignores and lacks the meaning of Future proper, but contains the indication to its
hypothetical character as an essential one. The action of Present Future coincides
with the moment of speech and is embedded in the context of the Present Tense.
The hypothetical Future means a presupposition of the third person; the Appellate
Future denotes “action (situation, feature) in Present which is stated by a speaker
as a rhetoric question” [10. C. 158]. The Preterit Future possesses the same
meanings but on the Past plane. In our opinion though, such approach to describe
the Future grammeme also tends to drift towards absolute tense, and its undoubted
advantage belongs to admitting inequitable positioning of grammatical Future in
relation to the Past and Present, which makes it possible to pose the question on
the - Zl- suffix status and the grammeme of the Future.

Korean researcher Paek Pong Ja speaks about three grammar tenses — the Past,
Present and Future. She also agrees the -%1- suffix to be the marker of the Future
Tense. According to her point of view, it is used when the communicants speak about
unconfirmed fact existing as a mental image in the speaker’s mind [11. P. 5]. She
remarks as well that the meaning of this suffix vary depending on the subject
grammar person in the sentence. If the subject has got the form of the 1% person
singular, it expresses intention, will of the speaker and could be used to describe
the situation both in Present and Future. [11. C. 9]. Examples: %+ # A &1t}
I'm not eating/will eat anymore. St 0. 2= o]l ZE-& 14| Q== 5130 2.
From now on, I’ll never make such a mistake.

In case the subject has got the form of the 2" or 3" person, -Zl- suffix
expresses the supposition or guess of a speaker. The supposition could concern
both — the Present and Future planes, while at that the supposition of the Future
should have immediate link with the Present and be supported by personal
observation [11. C. 9, 91]. Examples: 10 A|Y7} Z10]7} A7 ALFA 9
AR L. [Now] it’s 10 o’clock, so he should have been in the office now.

A2 I 7} 5 2] At} Tomorrow it might be overcast.

Thus despite the embedding of -%1- suffix in the temporal system to describe
the grammatical Future Tense, Paek Pong Ja, the orientation towards modality
dominates. The action referring to the Future plane stays inseparable with the
Present, and is characterized through the speaker’s reference to it. As soon as the
relation to one’s proper action and to the action carried out by some other person a
priori couldn’t be one and the same, in various contexts one and the same marker
of the Future Tense reveals different meanings.
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2. Analysis of the studies denying the existence
of the Future Tense grammeme in the Korean Language

Modern Korean studies more and more often observe the point of view on the
Korean language deficiency of the independent Future Tense category because
speaking about the future a Korean speaker means not real, but possible, probable
future using the suffix to express intention, readiness or promise, depending on
the context, to make the action mentioned, but not the future itself [2; 5; 12; 13;
17; 18]. Thus, A.G. Vasilyev says, "Whether the examples given above [sentences
with -71- suffix] are the evidence of the -Z1- suffix -xem- to denote the Future
Tense, as is believed some researchers of the Korean language? As a matter of
fact, logically speculating, one has to admit that all the sentences mentioned above
denote actions, if they are actually going to take place, will happen just after the
moment of speech. But this fact is due to the implication of such concepts as wish,
intention, promise and readiness to make any action, but not the meaning of the
future expressed by the suffix itself. To assign the temporal meaning to the suffix
itself is practically the same if to allege that the Russian sentence “S xouy
naBectuth apyra” (lit.: ‘I’d like to see my friend’) expresses the Future Tense by
the infinitive. (...) -21- suffix itself tells nothing about the time of the event which
in predicative forms with -71- suffix could take place in the future, at present and
in the past” [17. P. 9, 15].

Modern Russian orientalist carrying out Korean studies O.A. Trofimenko
define the -%1- suffix as a marker to refer the sentence to the plane of the Future,
but speaks on the point within the topic of moods in Korean. According to her
point of view, this suffix is the marker of the prognostic mood denoting “the
situation which hasn’t yet been realized, but is close to the realization, that is
being potential. This mood often makes up the principle means to define the
events referring to the future” [14. P. 72]. The Potential Mood an action is being
anticipated and treated as possible, presupposed or bound, which is why the -71-
suffix bearing meanings of intention and presupposition is the marker of “the
grammar category of potential mood” [14. P. 72], and bearing modal but not
temporal meaning inherently thus it can combine with the suffixes of the Past and
Present Tenses.

Another Korean scholar Seo Jeong Su [13] also shares the opinion to deny
the Korean Future Tense grammeme existence. He assumes only two tenses — the
Past and the Nonpast, and remarks that neutral modal form of the Nonpast Tense
could express the meaning of the future as in Korean, there’s no independent
Future Tense form. The -Zl- suffix and the participle construction of the Future
Tense -(©.)= 7l o]t} are considered as strictly modal ones without any reference
to any moment of speech.

Lee Keedong [12] argues in the similar vein. According to him, the Korean
language discriminates two tenses — actual (Actual, with -1-/+=- marker) and
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remote, having two forms (Remote I, -2t/%1-; Remote I, -4/ 31-). The -Z-
suffix and -(2.)= Zl- construction he treats within the category of modality,
similar to Seo Jeong Su.

Attractive view on the issue of the number of Korean tenses and the grammar
markers is developed in the study by S. Sonh Sung-Ock [5], who proves the
Korean tense system to involve two grammemes — the Past with the -2}/31-
marker being the sole marker of the aspect category and Nonpast with its zero
morpheme marker (-@). According to the scholar, the -%l- and -(2.)=/2]-, as a
rule, treated in the traditional grammar as the markers of temporality or
aspectuality, in fact have nothing in common either with tense or aspect because
they make the modality category elements with meanings of will and wish,
verification, circumstantial guess/presupposition (-71-) and prognosis
(-(2)=/2]-). They are treated as the markers of the Future due to the zero
suffix (-@), which is unobvious to mark the forms of Nonpast (Present/Future)
Tense [5. P. 46].

Summing up the review of the issue on the existing or not of the independent
Korean grammeme of the Future Tense, it would be useful to turn to the
dissertation by E.N. Kondratyeva [19], devoted to the diachronic study of
predicativity of The Early/New Korean literary text dating back to the XVIII
century. The linguist states that “the Middle Ages Korean didn’t have the special
morpheme to render the meaning of the future” [19. C. 59], while in modern
Korean studies, the participle marker -(2./2.)=, having a high rank of objectivity
(in comparison with the -%1- suffix) is the marker of probability modality, that
is, implicit mood, or unreality. Nevertheless, according to E.N. Kondratyeva, the
-(2)= Aotk modern Korean construction after all reveals the meaning of
modally neutral Future Tense in case if the predicate function belongs to stative
verbs, the ©]- copula or the verbs of existence/non-existence 31-/$1-, and their
“zero form* couldn’t be used to express the Future Tense” [19. P. 58]. Although
such approach to understanding the semantics of -(2)= Z o]t} construction
could be accepted, the researcher herself stresses the fact that in Korean, it doesn’t
speak in favour of grammatical symmetry between the Future, on the one hand,
and the Present/Past, on the other hand.

One has to remark that modern Korean studies share two points of view on
the -(©)= Al o]t} construction nature. According to the first one, it contains in
itself “the highest degree of subjective certainty in the future event” [19. P. 59],
which naturally includes it in the modality category. According to the second one,
this construction adds to the sentence more objective character, in comparison
with the -Zl- suffix, and presents the future impartially. “Thus ability to
objectivize (...) attributes a specific status to the construction within the epistemic

4 E.g., the form of the Present meaning the Future.
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modality, thus discriminating it from pure modal constructions (...), and also
providing for its evolution towards the marker of the Future Tense” [19. P. 60].

We’d rather disagree to the second approach as, in our opinion, it contains a
contradiction. On the one hand, despite the fact that the -(2)=
71 o] T} construction does reveals the greater degree of sentence objectivity than
the -Z1- suffix, one can’t deny the modal senses it involves. According to the
grammatical dictionary, it expresses the intention (ambition, willingness) or
presupposition of a speaker [11. C. 91]°.

Examples: U= W Foll 912 HYt}. (Russian: Mens 3asmpa ne 6ydem
ooma; English lit.: I won’t stay at home tomorrow); &3t 23| 74 A o]
At AYYT. (Russian: B yuusepcumeme Koweea 6 smom 200y 6yoem
acecmras koukypenyus. English lit.: There’s going to be a strong concurrence at
the Kongva University).

Though the intention and presupposition have an objective character, they
still stay intention and presupposition, that is, modal categories. Besides, The
possibility itself to evaluate the degree of objectivity/subjectivity of the -(2)=
Z o]t} construction by means of semantic comparison with the -Z1- suffix,
doesn’t allow consider it to be a temporal marker. These assumptions makes us
accept that “the objectivity” of the construction is nothing else but the highest
degree of subjective belief.

Among other issues, discrimination the -(©.)= Zl o]t} construction from
“pure” modal constructions, we thus confirm the ambivalent objective and
subjective character of its semantics, which depending on the lexical environment,
should fulfil opposite functions: to objectivize the contexts, or vice versa to add
modality to it. The existence of such functional contradiction within the only one
grammar marker causes much doubt.

3. Analysis of modal endings and constructions of final
and non-final predicates with the -(2)= ending
of the Future Tense participle

To demonstrate modal possibilities of the -(2.)= ending of the Future Tense
participle we’d get down to describe a number of linking and finite constructions.

-(2.)= 7| used to express speaker’s intention, oath or promise against a fact
to take place in the future.

Examples: =-33% % W7} AA. (Russian: [Tozoa] s xynuo 6uremol 6
meamp. English lit.: [Then] I will buy tickets to the theater). A3l % = <=3}
Sl E ESA. (Russian: C nogozo 200a 6poury nums u kypums. English lit.:
After the New Year | will quit drinking and smoking).

® See also: on the modality of the -(2.)& participle ending of the Future Tense in [19; 20].
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-(©)= 7}? — has a number of meanings;

1) a sentence with the subject of the 1% person singular makes a question to a
communicator about his opinion on the action which the subject is going to fulfil,
or it could be an Imperative phrase in the form of a question, e.g., &=
2&712? (Russian: [Mue] saxpuime oxno? English lit.: Shall 1 close the
window?). oJAdd o] vl E F-E7LL87? (Russian: He nozsamv au [eam]
cexkpemaps oupexmopa Jlu? English lit.: Shall you call director’s secretary?);

2) a sentence with the subject of the 1% person plural makes up an invitation
for a common action, e.g., =2 -2 Fo] oJdoly wWE7}? (Russian:
Cove3oum xyoa-nubdyon na ewvixoonvix? English lit.: Shall we go out during the
weekend?);

3) a sentence with the subject of the 3™ person is a presupposition of a
speaker against the action or condition of a subject, e.g., 77} ©]47}Q? =
471 o]A7kLR? (Russian: Kax Oymaews, xkmo eviuepaem? Kopeiickuil
cnopmemen? English lit.: What do you think, who is going to win? Korean
sportsman?);

4) a sentence makes up a question to a communicant on the possibility to
fulfil an action of somebody/something, e.g., 4 ©] 7] 718] ¥d] W27} o} 7] 7} 4]
L7+ (Russian: Ha dopoeax cxonwvsko. [ymaews, agmobyc cmogcem ciodd
ooexams? English lit.: The roads are slippery. Is it possible the bus could come
here?);

5) a sentence could make a rhetoric question (a confirmation in a question
form), and in this case, it stresses disagreement of a speaker with the content, e.g.,
A & A A Ea5s Al Aol <F 7487 (Russian: [Heyacenu] 6
makou bonvwol gupme ne ewvinnauusarom sapniamy eospemsa? English lit.:
Do you say they are not paying the salary on time in such a big firm?).

-(9)=2 — is a warning of a communicator about some unpleasant or
unwelcome situation could take place in the future (Admonitive), e.g., &5 8+
U2 51x] ol 2 3 & e} (Russian: He 2o6opu 6e3 nadobrocmu. [Tebs] mozym
nenpasuivno nousime. English lit.: Don’t speak if not necessary. You might be
misunderstood).

-(©)= 2} 31?2 — expresses a negative attitude or doubt of a speaker about the
truth of any fact, e.g., 2 A Aol ol thaelr & p yzhs a}ar?
(Russian: [Paszee] cocnooun Ilax moxcem dymams 060 mue mak nioxo? English
lit.: If Mr. Pak could think of me so bad?).

-(©)= g oF — expresses incapability (inner or outer) to fulfil an action
despite the effort applied, e.g., U+ ®e}A Lol of Zolzt 427} i)
(Russian: [On wen] cruwxom dvicmpo, u Kak 0wt [s] nHu 6esxcan 3a num, [s] He
cmoe eco doename. English lit.: [He was] walking too fast, and the more [I] tried
to run after him, [1] couldn’t have catch him).
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-(&)= g — it renders the intention of the sentence subject to fulfil an
action, e.g., W= 3 Aol wEI L. (Russian: Ha xanuxynax
xouy/cobuparoce cve3oums 6 nymewecmeue 3a epanuyy. English lit.: On holidays
I’m going to travel abroad).

-2 A — the main meaning of the ending is the softening of the sentence
tonality.

The characteristic feature of the Korean culture is to evade the directness of the
speech, so Korean abound in constructions which are softening expressions by a
speaker by means of presuppositions and uncertainty. It’s simple to guess that,
firstly, all the constructions are modal, and secondly, they are often formed with the
Future Tense participles with the ending -=/=-. Another similar means is the
speech softening using -Z1- modal suffix.® Consequently, in Korean more polite
sentence tonality by means of expressing a nuance of uncertainty, takes place
through appealing to the Future plane which means to a speaker not the fact but just
a possibility evaluated as a probability of its realization. Literal word-by-word (and
often adequate) translation of such nuances into Russian doesn’t seem possible.

-(©)= 7} BH(4]) — renders troubling, worrying of the realization of any
action or the possibility of any situation to come (apprehensive), e.g., 222
v 7} &7} 8} 21 A dlo] 2. (Russian: [4] 6osnace, umo 6 denv c6adbbbi moscem
notimu 0odcovlnotioem doscown. English lit.: [I] was afraid it was going to rain on
a wedding day).

-[(&)=] W3ttt — is a construction which used to be translated into
Russian by such words like «moutu» (almost) and «ayte He» (hardly) with verbs
in the Past Indefinite. However, the translation does’t render all the senses hidden
in the construction. Firstly, in complex sentences it is used in the principle part
which attaches the subordinate of condition. Secondly, the auxiliary verb ¥ 3}t}
is used in the Past Tense while the main verb acquires the ending -=and forms
the Future Tense participle thus expressing the meaning of intention (or “aiming
of an action”), which fortunately wasn’t fulfilled, e.g., Z=43}%] @¢o™
Ho]Z MG} Russian: A 6bir 6auzox k momy, umoobvl ynacms, u eciu 0w
ne 611 ocmopoacen, ynan owi. English lit.: I was close to falling, and if I hadn’t
been careful | would have fallen.

The translation proposed here is the closest one to the original sentence,
however, to preserve all modal senses we had to make it longer so that to divide
these senses into 2 predicative centers, which in Korean are rendered by a unified
construction (‘2°1& M FAEFYTH: (I was close to falling and would fall). A
word-by-word translation of such a sentence (even if it sounds naturally) is
impossible as the Russian language has no means to combine two semantic cores
in one word form or a compound predicate:

6 Compare: &3ko] & — 2709} Q.. Both words are translated into Russian as “understood / OK”,
but in the first case, the form was made by means of the Past Tense suffix, while in the second
one — by means of the Future Tense suffix. The second variation is considered as more polite one.
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1. The indication of the obligatory consequence following the hypothetical
reason (lays in the -= ending of the Future Tense participle) mentioned in the
first part of the sentence (a hypothetic condition);

2. The indication of this consequence having been not realized (the ¥ 3} t}
auxiliary verb in the Past Tense), but there was a little effort to its realization as
well as the realization of the reason itself.

As is seen, the Future Tense participle form within the given construction
loses its temporal meaning in general” and preserving just the modal meaning.

-(&)= 4 13t} — expresses the speaker’s regret about the unaccomplished
action. The principle verb acquires the Future Tense participle form and denotes the
action to be fulfilled willingly or necessarily. The 131t} auxiliary verb joins the
Past Tense suffix and demonstrates that in fact the situation refers to the plane of the
Past Tense and the action wasn’t fulfilled, e.g., 2t 7FAE 4 a3 Q.
| should have taken an umbrella. ©}7} 71 F57F & 2] &4 4 8o Q.
Those shoes were just right, | should have bought them.

The carried out analysis lets confirm that in Korean the system of the means
to express prospective semantics the center of which is formed with the -71- suffix
and the -(2.)= ending of the Future Tense participle belongs to the functional
field of modality - the zone of unreal. The evidence follows:

1.1t possesses the clearly expressed modal meanings of intention,
probability, possibility/impossibility, wish, necessity, etc.

2. It can combine with the Past Tense suffix.

3. Due to the hypothetical meaning it is used as the means to soften speech
tonality.

Coming back to the discussion of the -(.2.)= %l |t} construction, we’d like
to remark that in our opinion it doesn’t seem logical to specify just one element of
the wholesome system of linguistic means of the modality functional field and
ivest it with a special status just on the basis that one of its meanings could
express a greater degree of objectivity that all the other markers of the prospect
thus merging in the functional field of temporality and becoming the sole irregular
element of the system. It’s much more natural to acknowledge that assuming the
general, universal systemic orientation of the markers with prospective semantics
to render modal senses, the -(2)= Zlo|t} construction points out not the
objectivity as it’s used to be understood, but the objectivity within the category of
modality, that is, “the subjective objectivity” or the highest degree of certainty.

7 This statement could have been argued by mentioning that the Future Tense form here expresses the
continuity of events and consequently, has got the relative temporal meaning. However, such argu-
ment could have become a mistake: the Future relative meaning could be used in the Indicative mood
only, while using the construction -[(2.)=] "1} t}, we are dealing with a hypothetic condition and
thus with the Subjunctive mood, and the Future Tense forms (if they conserve the temporal meaning)
should have either be changed into the Future Subjunctive forms or the Past Tense forms. The fact
they stay unchanged let us state that they have absolutely lost the temporal seme.
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Conclusion

Finally, “the principle difference in expressing temporality in Russian and
Korean lays in the different structure of the grammar category of tense. In
Russian, the category of tense consists of three grammemes — The Past, Present
and Future, at that, the Future Tense has a special grammatical expression and is
included in the Indicative mood system. In Korean, the Tense category consists of
two grammemes: the Past and Nonpast Tenses” [2. P. 22]. The Nonpast Tense

T

form with the marker (according to various sources) of the -1- = ending or zero
morpheme -@, due to the logic of its naming, depending on the context, could
render both the meaning of the Present and the Past Tenses. However, the markers
of the prospective semantics itself are those of modal markers of certainty,
intention, wish, promise, etc. (-Z1-, -= -, -=7 and others), so it would be
correct to say that one of the special features of the Korean language is the way to
make explicit the Future Tense meaning not in the forms of an independent
grammatical category belonging to the functional an semantic temporal field, but
by means of modal markers and contexts.
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