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Cho, Sookeun. 2002. The Acquisition of English Relative Clauses by
Korean Adults: Evidence for Universal Grammar in Second Language
Acquisition. The Linguistic Association of Korea Journal, 10(3), 157-170.
The purpose of this article is to investigate whether the Structural Distance
Principle which operates in the first language acquisition of English relative
clauses is available to the second language learners of English relative
clauses. The experiment that we conducted involves a comprehension task,
where a picture selection procedure is used to examine the relative difficulty
of subject, object, and dative relative clauses in English as a second
language. The subjects for the experiment consist of 22 Korean adults. The
finding is that subject relative clauses are easier to comprehend than object
or dative relative clauses in English as a second language, which is
attributed to the fact that subject gaps are easier to link to their head than
object and dative gaps, according to the Structural Distance Principle
suggested by O'Grady(1997). This result complies with the finding in first
language acquisition that subject relative clauses are easier to understand
than object relative clauses in English, which the Structural Distance
Principle is also responsible for. This suggests that the acquisition device
operating in first language acquisition is also operative in second language
acquisition.

FA o] (Key words): ¥4 4 (relative clauses), #7145 (acquisition of

relative clauses), €= ¢] 55 (second language acquisition)
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(1) 9

the book [which Mary bought ____ yesterday]
(2) &0

(G387} oiA 2 &

Aol e ol o (DollA T = HA 2 WA} booke] 7HEdt
ole] AANEE Mary?t 2t 543 Aoz ARdAAFIL glvh 2ea 87
A okl FAF boughtel HH o Ao A& FU(_ o2 FTAEHS H
Ab book¥ A At (DT ()M & F e AT, oo #ALLS &
=o]o] BA A ozt trEY FojoM= BAEI vl Atolo] #A
A7 §lovt Fofol = who, which, whose, whom °1Y that$t 2
AAREA 3 5 Jd 2@ £33 FLojo s BA o] Al
FA8kE HEgoje] dFel s oA AAle] FAEE HE o
QB 9 A3t}

Folel Al #AHAHE T obso o] B AN HIH =A F5ol
HE Ao® BRu¥ i dtkBrown, 1973; Limber, 1973; Menyuk, 1977,
Miller, 1981). ¢F 34 HENA olsE2 TAE Fio 23qd 84S ¢
- oolafata etk SHA| N AA Fharel] k= vpole] o] Ze]A of A
HAA FE dig A4S FEIdT T 5 vk 28 golo #A
thrg Alell th3 Raro]55o] E(first language acquisition)® ] =ro] 50|
E(second language acquisition)lAe] B2 A& w=2d 3) T2
Fol TS 2t BAE] (D9 2 HHo] WS Zte AA M v
o FA olslE 3z wslEvty s (Gass, 1979, 1980, 1982; Eckman et al.,
1988; Doughty, 1991; Wolfe-Quintero, 1992; O’Grady, 1997).
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(3) the truck [that pushed the car]
(4) the truck [that the car pushed ]

O'Grady(1997)= =+ %“ﬂo] X3d BA-e] HAo S XFT
wAE w9 f4A &5 0%2 B)e TFEH AL A (the

Structural Distance Principle) & A%l gt}
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(5) +x4 Az 947
HAYEARF 2 ZAE M vgo] Alolo FxH A}
2o B4 24

g e AAES Z A s e e AAAE ¢t TS mgloje X
ANERZ oldeta = TAE <ol 2uE FHAHA IS e o=
st AAd o] Fx2A A dEld mEd Fo FulE EAHo F
ol s W ojete] At £ T4 Eﬂ #7) wFol HZHo] T
of uls]l HA side] "HoE Aotk 24 Agle & ddA Fue
yxze AEE /I 543 & e, *‘ﬂo] WEd Ax=s Ty o
glo] Atole] HUFAL W 5 Fofgld Hth B)AAA B F Ux, F
of FH WX AxE 1(F, 9ol AFHH FH WX e 2F,
St vP)elth mEkA (3ol AL Fo FWMo] (4ol HEH o] Fuo] W]
3 W ojole] FRAADI} HS AL & F ATh

(6) a. The truck [S that pushed the car]

b. The truck [S that the car [VP pushed ]

T2 A dEls BAEANAY Fo TN F5AAY HsE AYdE &
B oty (7)9 ‘easy to see’ Toly QEAF oEE R A I
T TZ SolA Kol Fo] ¥Wle] MTE M9y & 4 7] wiol
24 A e AdAdF5ZAY SR AAZFTL(O Grady, 1997, p. 356).

(7) a. ’easy to see’ T

The duck is easy [ . to bite ____].

b. O&EAF oEE TX
Who ___ is helping the boy?
What is the boy helping ___?

c. wEE T
It’s the cow [that ____ bumps the horse].
It was the truck [that the wagon bumps ____].

Aiclolstol A clo] 5 obd] 1919 wale] whe dojurt F, of



FTEES FRF weke #4E 53 AdHor Foll douSAA =
we WMol HEA R oE59 wH(F dofdA omy &9 WF e
Fshs wofoll Wig V2 AR, 58 P, wF 7F, 9 x5l
ek A4 s

ek o] 55 3 2

(experience) —| ( acquisition device)| — (grammar)

&3] UG(Universal Grammar)gt EZl& o553 X (acquisition
device)2] W&ol tisiAe o8 oxo] Joy 1 57 T4 dd 7
Aol A Wol] #AFT TolFEolEoAe F FH wEW doFE
FAle AL T Wgo] glubal 3oh(Thomas, 1991; White, Travis &
Maclachlan, 1992; Flynn, 1996; Crain & Thornton, 1998). ThA] walwl &
FolHF5ol Z&3 AoFSHXT dFoFHAAE Fgo] AHE3vin
g}, wkef o] o] g dojHEAA 9 gy Eaole FEAAR
T ool g} o]Fole] FEAAME FHdo] B ool gy,

o] ERAME B2 oo BAHE F5oA Fgd T4 Ag
A 7F gl AdRlel o3t ejgojR Ao g AL FHAAE &3
EAE APE B3 GolEoE2N B 57 oTo F5 H22 A

FEAL A§HEAE Arinea g

2. A

o

of Aol AL nFuwE EPPo AHrdigel tyA @e
1941914 2241 9] gho]E Exo]l &2 ALgste 2290 AdS didew
o] 9ol BAEE €1 1 AAEE vty oldst JertE Polr
= ol ==4 AW H (comprehension task)S ®3F3thD

D agEda Arrdigtae] AL gof dAdd g F50] fase 1
g RS RolA G F lenE dF nAEYFEY Jolv el w2 A}
FEs JddAR darh ol52 dA dstu FAv|He oA st
ASHGe AT FTolw nYgHEow Jo3ats i Uvh AHFE Al=skr] A9
AE A o5 ot Ao dojddgo] seld At 2Pt



21. 2438 %

Adol= F 20709 A S0l AREHEA =Y g 72 4701

Zh ol 5709 wszd AR Zge] ARgHSIT. AE e #AE <
of o' =g Eo] XFHUA= e} 1 F oW =3o] A SH kol o}
g 2719 AEZ ¥R (8)9 #AEL Fojof AFEHAE st
g (99 FAHEL Folok FEAANE e Art (®)9 #HA
Ae Fo] Fulg x3e AAAN AHFEH] TS EFS AAA Abo]
o] F549] ogFS Husty] S AR EIA I (9)9] FAHL Fol
TS xIste AR HEHo] WS xFEE AAE Alole] F
5] el gS mlusty] 9ste] ARgE oAl
(8) a. Folgt AP EAHE xFeta Fol7t AAstE AAE 77
a duck [that _____ hugs a rabbit]
b. Folet APFEAE ExFetn AP EA 7} AAStE AAAE &
a dog [that a cat hits ]
(9) a. Folot T EH o5 st Fol7t AA S FHAH F&
a pig [that talks to a catl
b. Folel (P EH ol E X3t I EA o7 SA s AAE FE
a cow [that a bear gives a kiss to _____|
22. 49 4x
AP &% FelA o]Fojxtt JAFAI B A g% 5 o
EE 7 A5 AAS v A3 47 Tl adS 43 Ak

o g g wEA gdel washn 2l ol Ada Fa ol
A el skl BAGES st 49 248 2Agel

o A0 D AA AN A AF Bg% 1Y T AVE W

ol FaL St

o
A FAL NAEAE AFAL BelFe 49 2L HUH Ex )
el

(10) Fojet A EHojg 23t Fo7t BAstE AAL &
a duck [that hugs a rabbit]
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(11) Fojst A EHojE 23stn A 5407t #AAsd #AE F+&
a dog [that a cat hits ]

kel A AT} g duck that hugs a rabbit(=(10))°lgt= #AHE F+ES
€3 Fo F Y agelA 9% a9 (=(10a)°l U= Ll T2
S gl o] #AES SulEA A E Ao] "o #AEES EnEA 3§

N@rhes e vl wa woAd ste] g melole] AR ol et
(CI71ME el'®) £ @AM QA SuE YA JTL 2= Ao
2 (7N Folz) dM sk Aol we W AWAT} 99 BAAS



@l &g ol RAA F5 163

E3 0B% IY(=(10b)9) Lelo] FogtulE advhd wAE Qre 3
2 meols ANEZ Sus oa@ Aol 1 FWA TS Foizt
obd APBHfE & E AN Aol Hof Foln wARS LwrEd
Ngotn @ 4 gk =3 9% 2yl Ere] $aehvE aavhd w)
A ote] Bue] AAES /2 & R oldF o Hr} ByA q¥x
APEAelz 4 % ANL g Aol Ak aYm 02F 199 £
of Faetvlg aWchE Fue] BYA 9T Folz I AU Aol
Fuo) ANEE F % olsd Ao Ark.
3. 2%

stele] ¥ 13 % 2% WAFATA Folsk APH AT LFE B
A FEAA ol FUE AL AARE DA oA wal 49754

of M 2t 4741%40 oJshat717h obF ofdrtE AL melFm A
(864% vs. 82%). T 35 T A% oA ARAE A Foloh 7= Ao
5 maae aAd PRI ol BN Ak wAdel dgnAe) B
2 2= WA wo @A 40 olaEe mel F: dd (90.1% vs,
369%). THA Wl Fo} guo] APmAe] ot by BAHo Fuurh
22 47 olsge roFm A

E 1D Folst AFEAE 2¥eta Fo|vt dAstE dAH el

Of

o s
iE ANE e AAE B4 AAg 59 AAE
e P B9 FWdd  wE Pyl 59 Byee

95/110 (86.4%) 8/110 (7.3%) 3/110 (2.7%) 4/110 (3.6%)

E 2 Fols AHEANE TP APB A} wA%E WAL
TR gE wg

oE AR ue A% B4 AR 54 AAE

oE BEEd Ed BHYd  uE £¥gd B ppgy

9/110 (8.2%) 93/110 (84.5%) 1/110 (0.9%) 7/110 (6.4%)
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a dog [that a cat hits 1
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a dog [that

=
T

hits a cat]

X

T
)

]

a cow [that a bear gives a kiss to

2~
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A Sl

b.

o F
a dog [that

=
T

gives a kiss to a bear]
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agjar Aol o) 8H Fo] TEEANA T Bl WA o= A5
B Folet APRAAE s Fol FME ze BAH TR(=B)H
Zo] 9} 7}14124013 EFeta Fol FHe zZe dAE FE(=9)9 F
ZHAZE QhEdl, & 13 & 32 o] FEEelA e el ve= WAt

N

whA weelel ANY el Hol NUPA BY ANES AEIA €
THE g ROIETHIA/M0 (320%).2 (1% 2PTFNA WAt £
Bol et A% AAFAE o AA Aol P HEE melF
al )\)\q—.

(14) a. Foix A8 +%

BARZE £ A Hell ves #AE
head relative clause
a duck [that __ hugs a rabbit] (=(8a))

b. AA ME BEF (HEo] o)
A% TZNA AL FHell Y HAZF W2 vty BA-
head relative clause
a rabbit [that ___ hugs a duck]

4. A3 =9

el WHFOE RFE AGHT GolE JFT WS Ao A
qlo] ol ofo BAAS FEFEAS olui oW ATE ol @
T A Fo FME i Jofo] @AM HPBH| ot 1y

EHole] e zte ole] WA HlE HA F5HE e By
of A= (12)¢9k (A3)ellAM & &A% e wAE ZAd 2u 6 2w
4l Aol o #

Atk = A40) ol A0EA
e sio] 4e Fo Fue
yaet,

o] A3 o g WiolE Waki oto]59 o} WAL FHoIA Ho|

7

[ed

2) %9 ‘lelo] ol el(head errors)THe AQH| ol FFo|F mFo|Z AHg It
Aol ddolel WARE olwA WE W vlelolh B B s @
of gAHY BT B ANE Fole] BAR TE(Melt B g 9
Mg olasted Agw Avde B 5 gk



= A3 A=Y, o E W O'Grady(1997, p. 179) = <F 3494 54
o o2& w9 ﬂﬂ"]% th o2 3 Tavakolian(1978)2] ol ==4
AYAREE APt F 5l A Fo] Fulo] A HEH FMH A
3HEE BT ME]‘.

of Ave ARolA A4 AFE Pol BAA £S5 Aol o] gHE
O'Grady®l 724 7Ae Qelz 49e 4 o, gA 28, 1504 & 4
A% AREAoY B BH o] Fue Fuls v o] Aele] gl Hy
SAMER BAE TEH A7t 42 29 3o Fol Fulsl wo] A
olel FxA A(F Dud o Wo g veloje] Aol o ojyri:

AL o 4 Ao

hugs a rabbit]

(15) a. ol a9& zte= #AAHE (24 A =1
a
A

Ao Fue e wAR (P2 AY = 2)

=19
a dog [S that a cat [VP hits 1]
c. HAEAHS IS zk= AAE (F24 AL = 3)
w [S that a bear [VP gives a kiss [PP to ____ 1]

9l Al A BkFol, FFAL WMot Be] Pl e
dAH FEE AN W Wt BF Rl ot dFold
a2 wel sNsts A9 obF =8 ehbEd3.29%),
o1& mIo|R AgHT FI|F Aol WL 590 M
2 PO @ O'Grady(2000, p. 8)9] ol wAAe olalw =
Aol Asheh vwaW, 1 WEFI} obF Atn @ & Uk E 6
2 % oglkel, A¥ARE muE Hit 211%¢2] Helo] oo s}
oF 1/6 BEel AvhA i

o ox M ML of
20 BN
rE 2ol rf o lo
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L2 XA & 2 A A& 54 AAE

v FHodd Ed EFHY9s (head errors)
Folzw IAA 194 (73.2%) 26 (9.8%) 34 (12.8%)
Hx o]l A% 60 (22.7%) 115 (43.4%) 78 (29.4%)

(16)2 Hl=AEo] F=role #AEES vl=e TAE FF Yoz Hpp
o olgliste AE Hol Fa Q)
(16) a. o1z A3 &4

HALZE 3] AY el Yo= #AAE
relative clause head
[3}Ao] _ H] g
‘the professor who the student sees’
b. AA M E BH(HE o] o)
Ay FA A F AU ol Y YA HEol2 nky

A A
head relative clause
st [ # ]

"the student who sees the professor’

ot
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1n

ol glolM el Melo] o Hgo] el
H5o 910%14 Helo} ol H &l Hla) e A

F3ole] wAR FRA M 47 o] Fol
SE BFAL Golo BARAM veol S A s, wH
FaolE WS WEAe @ole] #AMe] ofF7] Wio] x7] ®ol
o wAd TxE uEel ddaddr Fuel e B + At
O'Grady(2000)= #7180 Hol Joi mejolst okl o o} #
A TR B4 WA veolz Asd oY ANEE Adsn gl
Welolel Hel oHE BAME 1 = S48 AN RS JehiA 5ol
dojAele] ZReM Azl FHPold wa FFol WA FEE 5

Lot o =

e

<
dlo

Jm



A3 AAES AFste #AEe] WA You g8 AAES YERUE o
goi7t UFo] vUgomA dojxele FHdA @ AA~Ha upga &
o ols7t oEe 4 vk T 1#WA T1e dEolE EEoR
Dt olsEo] 98 o] TAHE FEA Hole (17)H S WEH
glo] BAE & (head-internal relative clauses)®2] w3l d=roje] T
Ho] o]F@7] wiol I ofFEL ol AAHLS ol AALANH
HE g B dor F o o|FA7o HA LIsEHE AER B F
ATt AT

(17) oo YiExd e #AHd +&
head
[EZ7F e8]& <tol++] A
‘a rabbit that hugs a duck’

AA 4A A TAZEA S 38 9] gHmolE Kmolw ARetE obsS i
ox Ay dE AFoAM A7 22 WEvde] dAd P22 2110
7b #3tEo] BEe] A FES EFTE T HAAE FEAA 3B%E A
A e Cho, 1999, p. 103).

1o
e
3]

5. 28

o] Aol = FHo)E EaolR Algslil JdojE Fwol®E wl¢
© dEARle] oEA Gole #AIEE FEIEVHE S EAR S
AN Bk ZALEHY r:} AP A= s}%owﬂﬂl Fol TS Zte ol B

WS Zh= Jo] fwAA wE 4
74] w55 &4-3— 1-104 %ﬁt}. :Lalﬂ Fol TS zhe= o] #AHo)
2 zwe g = A& 0'Grady(1997)2]
T4 A dEE AW = Al BExoEA e o] #AE F5
Agats T2 Az LYt el o3 9sojz o] o} BAH %
Sox #Zgars AAEE o] 50 EdEs AoE5GA7) 959
TE5AME 9 Fg3heE AL AN Fa Uk
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3) Hxmgo] #AHE FE2 gmole o] HHoj7} FALY oo o= Ao
SoAut #FEAT ®BixEa Jdok(Govert, 1976, 1977; Keenan 1978).
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