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The effects of limited English experience on
metalinguistic awareness of Korean

kindergarten children
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Many of the research findings claimed the advantages of bilinguals over monolinguals in the
metalinguistic awareness. But it was shown that the advantages ranged from great to none based on the
levels of second language proficiency. However, according to Bialystock, both second language
proficiency and different levels of metalinguistic tasks are responsible. Metalinguistic tasks can be
divided into two categories depending on what it measures: one for measuring control process of
metalinguistic awareness and the other for the analysis knowledge of metalinguistic awareness. She found
the metalinguistic advantages of biligual on the control tasks. That is, the bilinguals did better than
monolinguals on the control task regardless of their primitive second language level. On the other hand,
the levels of the second language proficiency was related to the performance on the analysis tasks. This
empirical study was designed to examine whether the reported metalinguistic advantages of bilinguals
extend to the foreign language learners with limited language proficiency. We assessed the relationship
between the levels of the English proficiency and the varied metalinguistic abilities among Korean
kindergarteners. Five-year-old Korean kindergarten children were divided into three groups based on their
English level. Group 1 has no English learning experience. Group 2 has 20 hrs experience and Group 3
has 20 hrs. experience and additional learning experiences. The findings showed that the levels of
English proficiency had no effects on the analysis task, but Group 2 and 3 were better than Group 1 on
one control task(word size task). The results supported Bialystock’s hypothesis and further, suggested that
task demands of each task in the same control or analysis tasks are also important. The findings were
interpreted that the often reported metalinguistic advantages of bilinguals extend to the foreign language

learners with limited language proficiency on a basic level metalinguistic control task.
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