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Cho, Sookeun. (2014). A Study on the Acceptability of the Internally-Headed
Relative Clauses in Korean. The Linguistic Association of Korea Journal, 22(2), 183-198.
The purpose of this paper is to investigate whether Korean speakers accept
internally-headed relative clauses and to decide whether they are apparently shown
in Korean. To achieve these goals, a judgement task constructed on the basis of
grammaticality has been conducted on 62 Korean speakers. By following 4 types of
internally-headed relative clauses, twenty test sentences were created for a
quantitative study. The test subjects were asked to decide if the test sentence was
correct or not. Their answers indicated the degree of the subjects’ knowledge on
internally-headed relative clauses, by responding either "right' or "wrong" to the
question. The results of the study showed that Korean speakers correctly judged the
grammaticality of internally-headed relative clauses at a rate of less than 70%,
suggesting that they accept the existence of internally-headed relative clauses
restrictively. The results of the study also showed that dative and oblique nouns are
rarely selected as head nouns in internally-headed relative clauses in Korean, which
is consistent with Noun Phrases Accessibility Hierarchy(NPAH) by Keenan and
Comrie (1977).

FAo)(Key Words): #AY(relative clauses), W3 #AH(internally-headed relative
clauses), -8%1/3(acceptability), ¥HA He 23 (grammaticality judgement
task), WA A2 7Fsd $1AI(Noun Phrases accessibility Hierarchy)
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Gmojolle Ao F o2 Yehbe 93 #7AH (externally-headed relative clauses)
I A AL B 2ol 28 &% 'SOV o e dojol|tt AFHH o2 EAshk= W
L Trlﬂiﬂ?—;l(internally—headed relative clauses)?] T §82 BAA] = ASE ¥HA



Atk 4 BAEL (1)9] dEF 2ol #AE #2415 wor dojyikhead noun)E &
gl A 22 WAL BAE gl Xske, BAE Qtele o] dojwAtel FAA He
EUEE FAE I (gap)o] EATT:

(1) [|3)7} oA Qs

oj9} &g, yd FAEL (2)9 dlEd} Zo] BA-Y FAE For LEE FAH R
A3} 22 dojy At BAA <ol SIAsTh Widl BAELE BAA ol Feko] EAI5HA|
% WAES QM= A HEd ADo] AHGHT o] 2 73] #AE L HojHat
7F BAA <ol fA]817] wjgell W3l #AEelgta £ (Jhang, 1994:11).
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b. [Ade] 9] Fo| B At (A=A ole] A3
o [olel7h __ QlARsRE] AAde] ek (HRSA0le] BAsh
d (347} gRale] mAwe] At (AZBH0e] w5

olo} Tel, Wl WARE @9 RS o Folsh A BHolTe] WA @ 4
Slol, o] The 47} Wwa AEA WA H ola BoAdel) sl B 2 4
S 84} A olTh

(@ a. [Ho] A4 o] 9] Aol AbAT (Folo) A
b. [0l 22 9] o] We) "otk (AEHole] A

c. *ofol7k Aoz QIARBRE] o] elmAT (RFEAole] B8
d. {B57h BB FHaRE] Zol Atk (AAB Aol )

1) ‘e AeHoR ‘B oulshs BAARAR ER7L Holgth TEiu e dAE M HEAR
A (Thang, 1994; Lee, 1991; Whitman, 1990).

2) @0l AAEAE BT AP} HEHE e otk AHAEH F AAx(location), F3E(goal),
S (instrument) & YERE A9 A} 4= W8] EA(source), PH(direction), ©4
(ablative) & UERE ZA$ole BASt 6854 deth



Folg} A A 9] FAS} 8= (da)St (4b)9] oEL 27 A 2
o] Alehxty e} Ado] |z Fo] "] okt of o] o] =t Hkel, 1 EE o9}
AHAEH S BAS} ool HA] e (40)9F (4d)<] e A7 ‘oot QIAksE A
ol omAy o} “HLT} FRRs AR atv e} 22 FiAo] 7] gt

Biolel Wl e sio) A vis) BAL0R oz ol shed o
ARgo] AgkE o] et Bl “‘SH 8l gA A BAS 3 4EE Fojol APEHol=
6)d EENM B F A A Zo] FA WAL /3 “‘/\}i o] "t (£59,
2012: 48).

(5) a. R [20] To] Q=] Ae AUk
[om Aol olq k] A BRskT
= o] Aglo] QL] AL o) Folh

(5a)°] ‘Folu} (5b)9] ‘A AH T 247t 7A BARIAU 7 HAR we
AL Hol Z42F ‘U= Fo] e Fe AU Y WA W= ofd Al Bk e
22 d4o] 7hssiA Rk (5C)11a + o]' BARD = Wl A HA got ‘e v
AEMHE AHAS Bol FUAT G 2 4 7%] x3h

Wa #AEY ARGl gk = ‘:}% ofnl-s}-g-#Ql AFow ‘AAA ZA(relevance
condition) ©] A3 It} (Chan & Kim, 2003; Kim, 2000, 2002; Kuroda, 1976). %
dy 20 Uy #AE 729 T5A A A 9 S0 A #Ho] Ho
of 3l= Ao (6)9 ool F8HA e A AHT + Utk
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(6) "= [t oAl o] QU] S o5 i

(0)°] clTollA S50 WHAAD Y] Hhhr} oA Tl o ARl 4 v
I e o5 He o AR ARIA dAsHA] ool | 23S intebAl Hal, ot
A U oAl Fol AE HhUUE 2 HAT ek 22 djio] HA den.

g gh=of o] Uis Aol tiRt X579 A dh=rofel s Aol EARTH
= 7Pl o] ol Aotk Al W AAE L o] AR spate] ARl ol 2¥
AMNE YetEz o] AR W dAde] 2AE Ad2GA TolaoAa e
7 2 ShARE d=rofol]l W dAd o] AT EAhk=Al EAsHA] SFeAloll thad 7AIA R
ATE A ATk AHE F=ole FHEOE A dEO E #AE S B =
=& T dEojol= SARTAL FAH stov mEby I EAVE e o A Y 71]
HolEof A1 Stk Ty f=ol] W3 aAEE 1 EAE FAso 3 At &
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87 ghow, 4lAo] Bolo] s wAdel il E B Fadle] Bl BAow 4
A wolSoletatd gor 1 EA1E A3 A Yol we AF R

B oepe Fold A7 Bl BHACR BbA BILAE BE 2UA BE A9
o310l @A sAAelolA a BAH] §lo] B TRAA §elo] HA g TR
AAE Polnil TS HFOR B0l A BAHo] EASEA 184 A £

F50) Ul B BE AL BHow @)

RO Aol Bl B HeATo] D] BN PPH A Folsh HHBHof
7h AT B EHAL W ARG el BYAHY ACE v B BHE Aol
AABA O} BAS B HBEA W DA s HIBEAe Ao v Be
o £ 289 £UNE F FAVAD GRASE A A S 03 131 o
02 ¥ 4 9le Zolk. el U] BAAe EAlol ths) WolHel ) BahA BE 4
o) W AN ol PR ACE e S, Folol AREALE W @ F
WAl e BAE} B A % AAB A/ BAS A HITHA e BAES T
sof A3A 2 T Zoldh

o) ) 23S 4Y WYl il 1GSIEA ol 33 1Y, 4
g A3, 2ol ARe] thd #4 Po] TFAUL, 3gIAE 4 A%E S&sgon,
A BRI TSl ASHE BT A7) Slelo) WAE AT

lo

2. 44

2 AT7E el JAZAENA she] Aol FoFed (5 #HF), d7lde F
AW #AEY A £ 2H2 s ge=A SHeAE E’E =4 2k
(grammaticality judgement task)°] AHE-HUTH
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2.1. YEAx}

o] AT K Atoldthdtalel] T 20tfol A 50tel o] 2= F=2l A9l 629 ]
7ketsith. Aol Folg e AFEASH wie AuEd i 194 e 2,
AE e WAL 24.2%(159), AR} 75.8%477) 0] Aol st AR U= 90.3%7}
2041 5E 504 Afol3om, T Fol A= 30t) Y0 37.1% 2 7 Wekon, 20thet 40

3) ANAH o Fue] AFEA zﬂ%ou e BAEE A% A§HE B ] 23 U3 oA A2
£A 4ES B0} 49 9 338 vk FAALE RO of/)3 AUE 3
& A8 g %t A ;}n}z e S



o7 27 30.6%9F 22.6% % 1 D0 B AR 50t oY% 65%% T
T A"ie] sl a0l A ACE AN o] et AFY #EE= Abo]
Hrjetme] tEEe] SJYEL BAWS o] Huse dats 2AAolo)g= EAL vk
sk 9}, shdwz 1, 28hdo] 161% 2 A3k b 3, 43hdS 83.9% 2 Hlw A wshd
shx ].‘:o] wor=g], o] AL ov] q]ﬁ,} TS X HA WS AFhol|A 3shdo 2 HY st
Sk Qo] ] RO E BRIty HAFOZ= AFEAE A E0] 95.2% 2 I E-ES A6} 0
o, St w3 74.2% ool Eﬂﬁ +H ooz 33hd HYsto] B AdHH.

1 HE VNS HiE &Y

AEUE A

1. % A 639

2. 94 B2H24.2%), A7K75.8%)
204 ©]8K3.2%)
20TH(30.6%)

3. 94 30t1(37.1%)
40H4(22.6%)
50th ©](6.5%)
131d(12.9%)

4 3 28hd(3.2%)
38hd(74.2%)
431d(9.7%)

AEASAE (95.2%)

5 A% AAAE (1.6%)
FHAL (1.6%)
AASALE (1.6%)
1E(25.8%)

6. FrE i 5 ek $H(71.0%)
et 9 2 FEH(B.2%)

22. H¥ &8

T F 20709 W9 Ao 4 BHOE ARREET, o5 (7)1 B

ol Zﬂ# 7% | o® &4 847t BAS} H=A A wet Fo7t BAE B 78, AHEH
ﬁé, THEZ0 7L BAS & 78, A4S 7L AAE | o= T

e o= 4 739 ﬁﬁ"ﬂ el 5708 Fojxl e #AES 2
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O & Aol (4 types x 5 tokens = 20 test sentences). 12|1L ©]& 20719 A¥ £4<
O A= Folo} A4 52017 AAIsE | FHAQ] ASH A=A 0g AA =207} 87
3t | HIEHAY ASY 2709 FPoEE T F Sle, oF 32 474 10749 |
8 AAAS xFstA drh

(7) a. T

b. AfF2]ojo| A3}

c. 2Bl BA3L
Tob} Qo A $& AT A w7t

b. AHAEZof 9] 375
19t 22 A 7 9E] 2ol wg @kEth

23. d9 A 24

20709 4

Y B FUW 490 BAEC] 94402 AN 5T BEAA
PA9IE TR, MUPASE olF BAS 91 B4ol BEA BUEAE 479 24
ool Foid T e B R EY Fol SIS Wil gugoEA BUAL
BUSES gty Bok MAPA} e WA EAE S A9 Folot A
2207t BARD (72)% (7b)9 4 B4l ool ‘3erS ek, g BAols A
2207} A3k (70)9 (7d)el HIAE B Aeshe Zol dEIgic s 94
A7} e AR Bels) o ASe RE 439 W8 At B L A
Bk Zlo] algEIdich, AEA O] e SAel SHe Hirolh wmse g FAA £
A3} g AR BARAT OISER T-ARE o83 $AH 2AE ANasY

2% Ua B Bt HheA B @ ulgo] AAHoR B4 el

4) 43 BHEL B =R AN AN U BAL e ool §EAH AL A=
U wARe e B B ojul-shgAe) Beel AYsE S Vs
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Ho| F0} (69.36%). ©1& & U A3 B, WA 202 dAA= Fo Wl #AE
A EH ] Yol AAAE P TR HiEA & 40.97% 9} 54.52%
2 F 8 BT AA B 69.36% B} Woith vhde)] vEHA o R oAAE 1 HH
sl dAE A EHo] Ydl AAES £ EHOZ ul2A st vlE-S 247 97.42%
o} 8452% 2 AThH 02 =9kt ¥ 2& w3 E
A EA W A Apolo|l A 23 F2of
ek v go] 2F H =L (54.52% vs. 40.97%), BIEHZ
Wl FART AA A Y BAE Aol Ae P EH o e #ALE A EHo]
d FAERT 25 d vE2A Bdske As BAFAUT (97.42% vs. 84.52%).

W #AEY 3 B AHE
Foie] A5 2.05/5 (40.97%)
A4 =20l o] #A3} 2.73/5 (54.52%)
T E2 0l e] @A 3} 4.87/5 (97.42%)
AAEA 0 9] A 5} 4.23/5 (84.52%)
A 3.47/5 (69.36%)

6.
51
T 7 =
l  EEEEE
" EEERE
1 " EEEER
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# 3 Y WAES 2 EWAS Zde AE F PR o WRe W, olE
F A8 Afololl FHAY] el glof Aot Y Hof Foh AAE] Tahd, I E2 of
o} AHAEH 7L BA S F HEHAS WY FAES vl ACE vlEA A v
&& Foloh A EH o #AS A BHAL WY BAEES ARl AoR w2A A
gk Hlgol Bl A3 =UTH90.97% vs. 47.74%).

we BAEY {3 B AHE
THAQ it 252 0fo A3} 2.39/5 (47.74%)
HIERH AR ZH =2 ol of AbARA o o] BASE | 4.55/5 (90.97%)
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WA > Fof V8 B

T SEE T-0HL o83 BAH EAL Byl Fof vjsl AR 252 ol
e A 58 HEEAel 2 EAo) el B A4 =l el B 43 A
olo] Bt gol AT Aol7k 9a Aol froHlsiths 2 et (F(L, 61) = 61,
p < 005). 3 FESAHC] e BAET} AABH} g BALE Fol auA A} A
H2xo] U8l WAAR wEA BEg vge B4 o B0

4, 4
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Wl dAA i3k EHA ae A9 d7e dad 4dE

Aol disl vl2A] g Hlgo] HFHoR B4 Aths A Eo:]TT:E“(69 36%) °]

T ANA =i 9 LH@H BAA L ZA)7} A3 WolSoi 2] &1 A3k 0 7 Hlo}
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o) Wl A EA7F

J L= B8t
TUANA F=rof 3

ok

>
o
i
N
T
)
£
o
4
ﬂ
M &
IE
&
<
}L
O
HU
a7
N
>
fr o
N
2
_s_, to

l Hog %0101 5 %%% 2 —’F ATk, 131‘/} olg Xﬂf&
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Vé«l A7 2EA o BAY

3 o] A= Folet A% d%xﬁ =
=2 oj9} AHAEZ 07} AA S} v IHE“ 474]754_ Trsé" Aol thek viE A
H]go] o] Fog g =& AL EOE]TCH](%]& 47.74% vs. 1t 90.97%), 1A W3
WAAANA oA AEEHeE #8 84F Al A &7 Keenandt
Comrie(1977)7F AQkgt ‘BA A 7FsA YAI(Noun Accessibility Hierarchy:
NPAH) ¢ #do] Slt= Ae BojEr:

YA AT 7FsA AANNPAH)E &4 S4E Abolo] BAgLY] A4S A
A3 B o] oA 7 oo mtEW 4 845 ‘Fol > AR EH| >
ol > AHATA | > Afrd BAo| > vluyg FHo) 9 AR #AS} 2 7hsAdol
=, AT AT 7Fe A AIAIINPAH) O Fofut A4 52]0j9} gho] %o A3 24 8
&Y FAAANA FojrAz AdulE 7ol A1, &R FAo Y vlalyg FA A H
LEZ AR B 24dsE oAtz AEE TheAo] Wtk o 9 A3yt B
T Wl BAEY] At A BlES WA glojA Ao AR ] AE HIER
HHo] B 40| MY, Folok AR FAojs dojiats AEEE Hlgo] Hlald wou
(40.97% & 54.52%) P EZA 019k AR EA ol oAz M E = HlEo] uf-¢ 3 A
(258% & 1548%)< & < A=t oA WA A2 7FeA IAI(NPAH)OIA AlAH
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_r_o19} XlZJEZ401‘— 6]101Dﬂ}\].§ A‘]Eﬂ% 7}w— ]
o Soje AdE sl ek A5t LAY ¢ 4 Ak

# 4. sojmAaizol MEE

24 84 et s
Zo0] 2.05/5 (40.97%)
A3 520 2.73/5 (54.52%)
7H 220 0.13/5 (2.58%)
A E A o] 0.77/5 (15.48%)

OA] |, o)A oo W3l AAHE Keenan¥ Comrie(1977)%] #AE 7 #H
Qo] Byl HAT HT 74 YANPAH)Y] 7Hd& w2, o] 7pdo] ARlsh=
AE F=ole] W BAENA PR FH 019} AA EAol= dojgats 2 HElEA] s
g Atk A=, Fojrare] el SlojA IhEA oo AbAFA oo ke ”H&‘:ﬂ
20| HAPALZ AGH A FA 0] W #A -3} /‘}7—31%75.01 el #AE] o F-Ee B
ERAQ Ao vEA ddstA sidva s = <+ Atk

o rﬂ
O _t_;

- AR HA g A A ol ddEs w8 84S Aol 94 &
fle BA AT 7he A SIANPAH)ZE B 274 845 Abolo] wAjeh A8s]= o
A B g & 5 Slth & Wi @A diF ol A Adke WA HE 7HeA
SANPAH) Mo} D] A F2Ho7h Folnth B g7 dojmrte A=, A5
of7h A EHARG O A it HE=fleS Helgeh s o A7 Aeprt

3] ol Al Aolgta Talr)e o Hrk
BARE A2 7Fs8 fIANPAH) S| o} Badd HASE 913 AG7iAY A7+ T2
& HIES 78 dolE o AR 5 SHAA dgH o] ghoms) Foj7t A
ojith A &9l Uvke AHE Hol BA A 74 AA(NPAH)E ©EtE
BHoF3t (Croteau, 1995, Doughty, 1991; Gass, 1979; Hawkins, 1989;
Hyltenstam, 1984; Mellow, 2006). 28U H29 Yo, d=ro], Fooje} o] AAA
o] doJPYALE Mesl= g 71 HIFHoE ddeE & A7 Ade ol tde
2 g AT Ay} g oA A5l Eﬂa T A& B AL oYtk
A2AARA PEE WIOE 3 A2] F5 A7 e Folrt FHRt Aases 43

"l” rﬂ

o of
flo 1t _ﬁl

5) Keenan¥ Comrie(1977)7} ARkt WA A2 7FsA $14(Noun Accessibility Hierarchy: NPAH)
£ Eckman(1977)¢ll 9J3] #A2¢d0le] F5 dojAle] oS dZshe 7MHE AUFAT o] F A2
o] §5 #op AT HEHIU
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E HoJFE W (Hasegawa, 2005; Kanno, 2000, 2001; Sakamoto & Kubota, 2000),
e d7e Fot AREA Bt {47 gAY A7t glie AdAE HoFlt
(Tarallo & Myhﬂl 1983; Ozeki & Shirai, 2007). ©]¢} HIHA| ko] #AMS ot
0% g AFER A7 g AFE BRAFT Qlvk. Fof A ] A5 #AA
Bt A 5] HAthe AS RAE 23 de W (Jeon & Kim, 2007; Lee,
2005; O'Grady, Lee, & Choo, 2003), 25354017} oo Hlaf 50| o drhe 234%=
AATH (BAS, 2010; 3HH<, 2009; Kweon & Lee, 2008). 5=01E T2 3 Ao
ANE 2550l FAH] o] A vi3| 5] o] Hthe 237 AT (Mathews
& Yip, 2002).
ghzof o] Wil #AIE 50 YoM E Folgh AR EA0o EdFe] HIEA EA)
AL otk Fof Wl #A™e] AR 520l Yl dAHE vig) H& A7t AL 7
o (Cho, 1996), L Zto|7} #9814 & AAE AT (Jeon & Kim, 2007). L]l
HEA oot A EZH 0] Aol A HIfHolE thos & A7 Ad= 1 94 &A7t
A AT 7R AAIINPAH) oA Hols 914 eAfe} HIEA] YX|oh= 21 oflgh=
< HAFI 9Jti(Roberts, 2000; Tarallo & Myhill, 1983).
B =TS 15 oo gds] At AR 70l i W3 dAE | A
of el o2 ATE AL gmofollA W3l AALE 1 EA7L AdHoE 891d
U3l At Folel AP EH o] AT & go] He F=olo] W3] AAE
ZA ol dojmmAe] AT HAT HE 7FsA AANPAH)S #do] o2 B3l
e AollAl oozt Aok a2y & A9 dHle Aol AHEE o] AR AHeEE U
3 47417&__% TAE Zlo] oholA ATtalA Uehd W3l A ] Al Tk A1E gl
ol & 4 AU = W3 A EX] RS GubAQl dro] WY BAAS EX
07 ojgfapr]ellE BEsitha & ¢ k. o]Hd FAE FE3L] el o] %9 dFelA
= olet FololA A *}%ﬂc W BAAE 2RI o5 R AFE AN
of g=xole] 3] #AM tigh Bk dukHol AN e ARE 7 et Al

>_\‘u of & rE o

5 HHYS o B 0] SR Y AE 9y o7 AR
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