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The First Language Acquisition of Relative Clauses in Korean :
Continuity of the Principles of Universal Grammar in First Language Acquisition

of # =**
Lee, Kwee Ock

ABSTRACT

The purpose of the present study was to examine the development of embedding through relative clause

formation in the first language acquisition of Korean. Results are reported from the study of the span-

taneous natural speech of 36 young Korean children ranging from 16 months to 45 months in age

acquiring Korean as their first language in Chinju, Korea.

The results revealed a developmental order in the first language acquisition of Korean relative clause

structures. Namely, a free or headless relative clause appears to be acquired first, before lexically headed

restrictive relative construction. This order is consistent with one evidenced in English (and also Chinese)

first language acquisition. ‘free’ relatives appear to provide a developmentally early stage in the acquisi-

tion of restrictive relative clauses. The Korean data provided additional evidence for an intermediary stage

with an overt complementizer as well as an overt lexical head.

Implications for the results are disscused with regard to a continuous theory of universal grammar in the

first language acquisition.
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HEHE ofg o] F5HHAM dojdlels ‘E
SRV EE (initial state)’ &, "i/NWae CEAE
ERé#(learning theory)'ol 8% 4#& @
7Hd & A A3 Chomsky, 1975, 1980, 1986.
1987).
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2 RERRE =t

A7t AYFoln. 1 %‘—oil*m olEel ‘EiE
IHAREE Al A olH S Adojze] HF ud
710F dojdgel g HHEH S JFol HMl
#Y(continuity )1 7} 5-& JEFESRAY(discontinuity)
A7tell th g o) Fo] & 7] =Yt Chomsky, 1987;
Gleitman, 1990; Grimshaw & Rosen, 1990;
Cohen Sherman & Lust, 1988). &, o 51
Aol AA del A HAA BHEE dojdez
Al ZHE obFEHel (UG 7Hs4) "8 B B
ol oJRA 713t ? ol thgt o] Fojr}. o]
& 2 EAT dutdog AXEY Fopil A&
Az A&7 vALe] FAZN 2
Tt = Aol sHolgh. AF B, HZ
A= =P H1 YA Piagete otgo] Hg
SEAAE AA ARz et Aot
(Piaget, 1970; Gelman & Baillargeon, 1983). €
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B45F stvojnz oA ool o
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e YA AMAAE wEd JlAg &
2 AHolch

a4 ge4e dodetle ATl 3
o] 1 v BAIHA 3 ol %9 Ao FE
Ao e A77t s WY ATt ok F
of FAAE 5} olA ofE WILEAE AR =
717 & AR g50 Hyd ddo] Ue
7E? & Bald Aol £ dojFxel FHEHE
Hdejet Aol A Wyt o] FolA &t
g AFE stn Aok 2y "dAAA BAAH F
Sol ¥% SER TXHEE I3 vl 43
olB 2 (Kim, 1987; Limber, 1973; Hamburger.
1980; Hamburger & Crain, 1982: Demuth, 1990;
Lebeaux, 1988; Tavakolian, 1981; Goodluck &
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1. BA(R#&\(Relative Clauses)

UAELE ZE Addole] dFa e sl
wEELA £33 AET FHe oFn Ad
(Comrie, 1981; Andrews, 1975). 3o} o
o] BAde] X &3] Bl (1)3 (2)0
AA o At

) T8 7F ofAl b, ¥
{2) a_book Twhich (that) Swunhi bought
yesterday |
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#HE %Eﬁlﬁﬁ% FA
(A +% ( 2)e] d& 3 RE)9 1 oy
I& "?‘45}\: WRUE(T 2 JEr R
Aoz EAgT. BHEY HI o] E94
Aol oA HFo 715H HFEE Uy
BEHE olue HEAE oY AN} YA}
5 @A 715y HE2 ERS #Ade o
gAY Aol utek (3)7 (4)o] AAY A
Z& ARBA H(Free Relative)® (5)9 (6)9)
o] #oj 2] HAFEA " (Lexically headed Relative,
o] =RAME oFZ UMY NI =&
5o} Adch
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(3) Mary wants what you have.

(4)vlels Yzl 7Hd e Zn Aol
(5} Mary wants the candy you have.

(6) el 7t 7HA Alehg Zm Hojdic),
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AfAAR A HiEF #iE(nternal syntac- 7) My did it.(2479¥)
tic structure)oll thgt A2 o] o] Zo} YAt (8) a. Look-a wy made. (267} 9)
o] =olME g AFRAEL HWLF B b. Look-a wha-I made.(287]€)
(a Comp-analysis; Groos & Van Riemsdijk. s
1979: Jacobson, 1985)%, @#o] xR HL GLL;"‘;:;;; ”‘: " ;]4 sz "i Zj
R wEAA s o] xeE B ;} M‘Q oS EAd o o 4* -
e Ag#AdE BE &M (Lee. Lust. & sEnRg BaRAG. )
Whitman, 1990; ©]# %, 1991)& wh&ch. )

A, il doldopoll A oleidt wAH (9)1 show you what T got (213 : 0478 ¥)

T2ol g ATV A Fol G HE dFol
293 Aol Qlo} dof A EHH g4
Al Adojwrge] WAH gxohs YN g
T U FFolg Jolv o] HollA A A A
o2 HET Hoj Ut 4 & Y, A, o
= SOV(subject. object. verb) 1ol 2 @A H o]
#iE giel HEHe £@EEI dde SVO
{subject, verb, object) A2 TAIHo] Hid %
of XS fGE FiEolth &4, stxde &,
B, 3% ¥ dFERE, 9dov that. who
which, where 2.2 A do] #d=H
2 gFolEE] #AE FEAHAA Fo #A
d FEANA 2 wddidlE AWGH ¢
Fa8% oulE RAE 5 g Aoirh

[=1 o]

Xzt

2. Ho| ZAIM S50 #E AT

Hamburger(1980) &= 244 ol%o] HEEES
ATtk 2404 E 287§ E7hR] o] opFof Al
A Ad ¢ vebd #A4AE Fee (1) 22
‘4G —BRGRET (proto-relative) ' o1 8] 47RY ol
(8)7 & 2Af@AE] vetwthil 21
t}. 12{y} Hamburger= G777 ¢ o9 &
el olfaAdE s R (7)o
8)& obFo] Hell AEUw A7t 2™ 18
A& ol

-127-

{10} I show you the place we went (2 :04)
--+thing 1 got (2 :09)
-+ball that I got (2 :11)

Limber®] Aol A ojfo|Eo] A3t T
T Z<* Hamburger® d7-olA Jebd @A d
ot dAd T Uth A F oapElo]
AHEE Aol A ¥t obvel Flynn & Lust
(198009] 641 ol&& ez ZH7) & Fzxe
A Hol E3he §7Fo] HEEMS o] &8 o)
AET olde dEAFAME AFBAAH] A
Y BAH AREAL AR TAAE L Fo Vel
C} ol deATolA A¥arE (11)9 (A)g (C)

2 48 54 FAL W okE e (B)
2F (D)ol dth
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(11) (A) 48 A [ Ernie touches the ballon
which Big bird throws.

B) ol&
throw. (4 1 01)

{C) 482} . Cookie Monster eats the thing
which Ermie kicks.

D) e}&
thing that which Emie kicks (3 :09)

. Ernie kissed it what Big Bird

. Cookie Monster touches the

3. 20| BAE SS0| Vs #7
Packar(1982, 1986)c E#ol A F=o|E &
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st 279 9] 24td olEE S AELAAE o] f 3t
o FFolEe] HAE &5 #d A+ E A
th o] Ao Ae ojdolEo] AdoFE 27
o (12)ol AAlg Aot 22 ‘AY(H) AxaAd
T2E WA AHEEtL ojoj A ojf @A Ho] AHE
He Aoz e

2)"@ /Y, 38 &, E, H1T
g A=A, o 9!) (2:10)

Packard® 9723 3 Fxo] #AH 5
S 43 dAE ot ey ARAAE S
o} 3 A M B} ohFo] AsFvte dol UAH
F5ol g A7 Aok Y&

4 82O BHY &S0 BE 97

2198418 140l Al 34 Atol9] 4 013101
E Aol g Agat] FFobge ol 55
4g A7k HER AHgE AAEL o}dﬂ
ol (13)9) #8% 2& 33 LEEhE Colth 2
23 gt
(132 & W 7k AN (Y, 3d IHY 17

d)
b. & e Aok! (7], 1:17

)
c. obwh S 7hH AbR Hok? (%, 2

21)

T PFgF(1987)% 19 6719 -3 570 Ab
ole] 4| oj¥ole] WAl o] 8§ g obF
TAA %%—% Aradch o A9 A
FolE52 BAH FEHHAA ot
Bl AHE" Ag BEstd

53] (14) a2} 22 Helo] BAE
o] ol Yehd RAg A4 BHog M3t
obigol FoollA 283 Heel VUAHE @
A HEY Holatn A
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(14) a. oF&Enl, ob&Fwh AF AL (AR, 2:01)
b. wi Ebs= A AR olok? (XIRE, 21042
1 07)
c. X ok J& AR (o)Al ? (AL, 20
09)

ARAA §2ol, dol, Fiol WA o
BE AT AAE oipe WAY HLAYe
ol EAS wigsael 24 AL B F
otk Zeiuh A7 BBY WLE A e e
g ol ulmwr o] 2ojx % eksteh.
H97) R BAH FFel W AT 2
3ol el AP [ EEARE 27
7] wjo] A Aol g{e] £47h
A7) 5 ek B ATE ghwo] WAH FS3)
e wHel AT ARRE doiRag 4
gato] Gty B e AW L AnE Aol 7h %
KIE st AlE FEa g Riesde e
U= By FHE el Tt ste] st
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16789 —4570 ¥ # obF 36-& HHMLIAA
#F2FFs Frobel, Aobdt W4,
& B8 s vholg otolE 7HHl ofmuAl A
T #7bE AREAT. I Aot g o
Wy gl A7HRd olrge] sfok E U
dal daigirh o Al e ok
F @S E $53 ofu doj
gl Aol 7h gl RE AT (E DL 3
W oobE o] o), 5, & MaAE, RARETEE
B, AL BRERE EoETh
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g3 olFe #AE g5 A+ 5

el 98t (Brown 1973: Lust. Chien. & 3ol ojnjy, T 11 o}EH A& ol
Flynn, 1987) 2ol & st iy ge o] £ Aloo] ol 1YY L A1 o
olFES Aol FELE otE o 7t A oy FojA = A5 aE FHAM tslE 1 ojnjy
Heotel FoiztE =gatdch A HE 3 U} ol2E0] =gty

(B 1) & ATUAAL] Uo|, oY, Zdss, SEE W AN Wi

A7 g3 ol & k! Lol (71 9) sy EEude wAgdess
101 J.H o 16 103 0 0
102 P. S o 23 220 5 1
201 L. ] kS 24 479 0 1
202 1Y o 24 341 16 2
203 K. S i 25 182 14 1
204 H S 1 25 228 26 6
205 H, SU o 25 489 14 1
206 K. I o 25 374 9 1
207 C. M o 26 224 1 0
208 K. H o 27 362 7 1
209 M. H 1 27 326 11 0
211 0.5 u 27 178 4 5
213 P. ] =1 28 236 8 0
214 C. S o 29 342 33 3
216 K. J o 30 117 5 0
217 Y. E o 30 261 5 0
218 K. A o 31 148 20 0
219 P. SA i 32 128 3 0
220 J. ] o 34 401 36 10
221 K.Y o 34 368 51 9
301 P, JI o 36 370 48 12
302 P. SAN w 37 403 71 8
303 N. H o 37 298 28 5
304 K. MI o 37 267 83 11
305 B. ] o 40 338 72 14
306 C. ] 5l 40 369 38 14
307 K, DO o 41 665 41
308 K. HY o 41 364 34 11
309 K. HAE o 41 398 15
310 H. KY & 40 173 17 7
311 Y. JU 1 43 336 42 12
312 S. CH o 45 170 22 0
313 K. SA i 44 285 56
314 K. UK 1 44 227 17
315 K, TA 1 41 143 3 0
316 K EU o 41 314 138 22

Al 10627 1003 185
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3. &I

=gHo| L2 RE olFef zEdoigt uig 3
Aol ojgel wag ik dAHE o] A7)
o} o} 5o Aol 1WA ZE AS
=317 olglg Ho|l onz sMdd =558
& AR A —ki RiLE FEIAG o
at B718 AL O Al o& FERside,
B Apzzt 33 dgsisch

4. Otz BRERE B4

A 7+ o} F o] 8 HIEME AU} HEE
BHe $9% ge NEHog BFH Y Aol
7 29" A4S @ BRog st AAHE
olil, o ol e A dig, ulz HPe ojEe B
3} E e 2y 52 4stolA MY F
w3l 4E 1062701900 2F WEE wjAen,
IBM Data Base Program [-& ol &3t A

%

of g HEUL. F w33 FAH, ¥&
Ab, BES R 24588t E Fe Ag
FE2aigon, & WHE(599 ¥HiE)e HFEND
A2 Zazstdct. ® A7 F4de
#AHo] EHH 185 LE-E A&

5. &Et9H

HAY g By obd g SASE o] §3to] EIF
%7#7, Permutation test. Sign test2 28 Him),
MEHRME, WRHEEA 5HE st

V. &R 2 F%

1. 36% o5 9 MK FEEEEE 103, FS 6652
2 Fth @3l 29501k ol & obE o] B
B 106278, olF BIE e w34+ 1003
ot BAH Ho] X E Wl 1852 £ HE

8
. o
6.—.
0]
. )
o]
= G @A
47 B g O
o
D
o
2 © - 5
. o]
e
B B
0 — T TE0a-000—— r 10—
15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
vhol(fEA)

(32 1) Lojoll mE OHEol 4 RWEIMOI CHE! BRRET REEMC| WEE EEXT
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@3 ol5 BAW §5 A7

g 18.5% e, (1 12 369 obF
o} Lhol(16~4570 € ol ube} 7} of o] ALS-& &
wrabo] et BAl A el 8 WE g8 L
epd glole,

(CLgl olM B%ol obgel TAH ARl
= obE el volel Zviel widlatdt. &, Al
A ok o MeFR viebd Uol9 %
& HHRARALR Pearson Correlation Coefficient=0.
4965, P=0.0021)8 24,
I vpelel whel 5rhghe

NEHe
AR HE ol oby

sk

[e)

2. obgol AMR MAHE E4E A
Abofl ubeh 2l bl vhA r‘i‘s'twaf“ip.:r;_ B3

2Hg8
EHE 2 1 HegAvh gl $H
2) 01§ ojg} HApv} glo)

%

4 9tk (2o LlElE olEo)
el U 7= 7]
Heo| Hxy

Copn
1
zmk ol

v
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CAFRAE 59 3)

o9 el WA g
BAR Fx 403 glo) o sim el A
2t ol A ol

3. obgol AHgE BALE 3
e AR REE 4 R¥e) g 7
(29 3 ge ge
BAHY HxY
e olsh 2e el
Aol A &9 0 & AUt
shA) ebe st WA, B
ol Hio] ¥4 ofguh. obo] Wah7t Uoj it u)
2e welstel Aol g e A5 (R 2ol A
AE @ b Aol waE AT, o BeE obF

)\

ok U=

M
A

g A

ol &gt
o, o grHg BA ol
71 Buhes
i},

pEi

CER PP EDE

ob5-9] xpueiol

o} = z§|_!:g‘£'

2 R

ol Mz

of 4 HAG B Ak WG Bahi= Row 1}
BT,
Tagel (F 29 D e dg A9len,

(E 2 O=0| A8 BAAS] Wl 74X Bl

1) ojegAbvt gl dAlde) ,4
“apE A ERET 1}7* A e 6:%% 23 Ao F4) (# 308—15)
2) AfHAY
“Ho Aw Aof (%7olg AAF) (# 102-12)
“ujoin: g St AR FeobAd (# 20511 (FopwmE A A
3) AU of# mE WA MR aA Y o
“Trejal opmb AEA QFAL” (# 313-11 (9HEE NYF
4) AHBAd
“otmkrta <t A F Fol glvtna delA M Teb Poia” (# 316—15) (¥& A A

obEEo] AET BAE TRE E 2 2% @

o AgBAPEA B AFAN Yehd vE @
AR Al T%E o F¥oIAY. (1d )%

tolol mhg 7t ool & WSl HF AfD
AW st E WMESY st debd Rolch 36
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3 ol BAH F5 AT 9

3612l obFF 1389 opFol AHEAAE
Zstch olHHAEE W3 ot % F M of
d obE o vole 2470y, 7HE B2 obE 2 4474
4z, g Yol 36.37/0Yol A} (2¥ 32
LMO!I g WA daigo] g ol HAAE ¥

T8 W2 &3} st Yebd ZHolth

4. TAHE Ry e Y =M

1) AHfraA Ao o3 aAd

1}%T+7il’éi?)r olHEAH Atolo mEjP ALY

ol Whe BAE §59 P L BN
. (3" O doldl wE Z} ofF e olE F
t*?ﬂ%—:l TR HEFe Y BFE darE
WE g3t st Yebd ojt. (2¥ HolA &
F ARl F f¥ o AFFo] vold met Ft

ol FF3HA EEXHA @¥orDZ Permutation
testE A3l 8439 Darlington, 1990).
Permutation test 2 2= o] H 34 H & P=0. 008,
AEAAEE P=0.00224 ¥ 89 gAE

g obFo] uoje} HABAY & oz
LJrE}‘XALC]r.

2) BAIE f8o og WA

&S BAE 5o ofm Bg &AM de
Ag dotrdth #AE F5HA oW {3
o] A7 Mo g UA ALGE vk UF {94
HAZ387] Y8 M Sign testE AHgsHch A&
Adat ofi@dAHe] & g A7le] Ag€T
=, & olHBAELE AHREA g AREAA
‘?l ’\}%ﬁ}c ol 9 o ARBAHL A1&3A
ST A HBAHYL AL S o} g o] FUt FYE

Ao, ey SAAE &g 7} o F7te] W e EEBHRS 589 AfgaAde Ag3
%
80 -
60 —
=]
1 i S AREAE
¢ olHAAA
40 —
i 3 g
. &
20 - i, .
i ala) m B U3 g
" o # . i :
0 {ar—1—snquanune—* o $ 00—
15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
ol (@R )

(a3 4 uUolof e 2t 0kSe| & Witoll thEh AFAED OHUME Welo| WEE 2EXT
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10 RERe FH=%—K

2 g ARFUVAELE AHEE obFY £ 123
el vEte] A{HAELE AHEEA G ojH B
A - ALE3 ob g9 S 0ol Sign test
(Darlington & Carlson, 1987)9]& P=0.00024,
one tailed2 Z-fF@AHol FHAALETG UF
A4 RaFd. &% AFAAENS AES
ojdole] HF Uolr 27AMoln JHAARE
AL olF9) Ha ol 36.37HMolUTh o]
£ Yo7t F7hgtel wpel 2 AAHA A AR B
AdR2 wddte RAE JedT, o] o g=
of FAA Ao xridAe BAAY fHe o

of 57149 27I9AY AF(Flynn# Lust.
1980; Hamburger. 1980: Limber 1973)2} %3]
AT (Packard, 1982, 1986)01 4 W& A A ¥
& ‘2R HAAE KEH e KARE

3y aAd

e AFaAdTG o HUAE P 2o obF
Ed AN et fF¥oze T ofF Hed
A7 digE e A Holel @ ¢ UG (E
D2 ofFEol ALEE oled e UAYE
LRl Zojr),

(# 3) OLE0| ALSEH B BAFS| HIR

[e]
+

A

K-

A=)

g e A sk (# 309, sob)

o718 o] zm, &§ ZEA

an
y T

Wi oA 24 glols (# 316—3, A

© P N> G W N

—
i

)

aela op e A AL (# 313-—17, A
g Yol Y A 27 (# 313-11, FEA)
o] 9lv A wnlo]= (4§ 305—33, niola)

oA A (# 205—-6, £FZ7])
add s, A gEdeA 2A AM dE T (# 316—-29, )

ol Jd=A 2A Uk (# 220—1, dElo])
U gdls, obv]l 2z e A oA FIiekv] (# 302—-10, 23
Aol G Atzde W F5 7hA we) A 1A AL (# 308—7, HlF)

(£ 3ol AAE 2RAM & F ARl A
AME FFolel A EYdMe N i
ot (2¥ 5 € ol W ofFe F s
of thk o] fHe BAY FEFE YELS 3
o veld Aol

(2 5)olM 8ol otF oy o}FEL o) &
de Ag3tA gt 7HE AN ETE ¥%d
olz 9 yole MYE, AFUAHCl Yehd
B ol 27ME R oA Hol YEbd HF
tholel 36.3M ¥ Apelell AEFHUSE 2 A

Py
T
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. a2y Eg o Fhe WAL #5548 L Hih
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ols] 7 fr¥olet £3A¢ 4 sl

4) 249 Aozt BEEAMo A 7hed

olgl g Wy el 7t @3] obF el vol7t 7
ol wal g Holvt FhsheAE I gt
T ¥ds B 5 Sk obgol “ATol 23HE 7
FUAE S WA AR e ofAANERY
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4 0o 80
O HPaAd
0.2
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0 T ] B EBEEE E G EE-Er 0 ——GE 00—
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tel(7h )

(O 5) 2t OkS0| A28t Zwslol ChEh WA Wslso YWEE BET

h-A

#7) WEY Aoj2tn Az B = Atk 12
U oohgel Al 7hA obE el BEEFRES BT oY
3 ey B4 dole A1 FHEAT 7
&7 et A& 4 F Ak AA, oA B
WO+l HEAE e HadA o) oF
HAE dejrct HA ARG EHJAT WY AAE
2 olFHAAAe ‘Aol Qe Fefoluz
el Zolg vms] B WY A Ho| o H#
A uc g Aok, B4, B AT obFo] A&
& AFVAEE ol FHFRVE T A
Wb ze vins) 2 Fze] FERE (15)
Ae A gol #HiF My ujrt o i
A SAS 2gdehzt A i RE (9% )01
ol visl, AfBAEE (16)3 2ol BEAE A

v B B0l 51%E AAFAUY. ol RE

ohEsl Aoles HHol B WPTRI} Bl
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&1 Adtke A& HoFE.

(15) & wrEAY. (# 214-22)
(16) 71 A (# 208-1)

A, obEo] ALEE HAHE {KA I BFAG
2ol AHgE ¢HE FAFE WUxg vlus
%euw AL o FAAE Aolel Aol 7t
AR AfBAEC] o HBAHRG A7 He
2 A ALEYEdE B8k (17)2% 22 ¢
A Fgdee AfaAEH (18)34 28 o ¥
BAH AR T4 %A FAdFACL

(17) 92 28 de=d Fola., (8§ 316—27)
(18) el Holl e WrgolFol. (# 214—-11)
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12 REREE HH=6—%
2 A9 A, SaolE e wEEAMol o THEH(1984). g=olEe Aoy dF Yy
DA 52 sl= Hom WAL, 1 EME 2y, MEditty F9R.

HA Ao vl2lHAte Y e FEoR A
Aol A YERGa vFe] of g @Al o} v
eldch o $AM- HEEE M8 E o 83 Ham-
burger(1980), ¥489A72 dAA8E ol &%
Flynn & Lust(1980)9] 9o #AAH 5 A4,
Packard(1982, 1986)2} =0 #AH A+ Fol
A R Aok AR EATh ol g ARt of
e TAE FEoe ool WS 5
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