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Bohannon III & Stanowicz, 1989;
Penner, 1987; Demetras, Post, & Snow, 1986;
Hirsch—Pasek, Treiman, & Schneiderman, 1984;
Brown & Hanlon, 1970)% .

543 ZA 3k 4F4 A7 Brown &
Hanlon (1970)2.2 3§ A|zxlgich. Brown &
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& PAol o4l 712F AFS F3o (Pinker,
1989; Wexler & Culicover, 1980).
v Ao Fo dd9 dTE
1992; Bohannon III & Stanowicz, 1989; Penner,
1987; Demetras, Post, & Snow, 1986; Hirsch—
Pasek, Treiman, & Schneiderman, 1984)-& Brown
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© %9 849 ukg HWFo|A Brown & Hanlon
(1970)9] 7]%o dfgActz & 4
e A’y ARoMe FolE F
Az A £ 51349 vk F 149 dhgate] et
Wl olgld A= Brown & Hanlond] Z3g
Ze P4 48 + g Holth obFe] Ao
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t ¥ =&z 3

£ dtoAdE 25 g dT7ECA 9y
Wzt #d 44 ‘¢AHd #44 FA'S £9¢
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Zick ¥ AT AdA E5E AFHAY
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et al (1986)¢] A}&3F ¢

Ago] Fojd A4E

H3) F& 9424 ‘B4 2% expansion’, ‘E3H
ulE. expanded repetition’, ‘8¢l &AL confirmation
question’, ‘&# # 7 recast’, ‘@ &3 AL clarifica-
tion question’3-9] MFoH FAHoz Fou|gh
zo]& vy B3 dzm ¢t (Farrar, 1992;
Morgan & Travis, 1989; Bohannon & Stanowicz,
1988; Demetras et al, 1986). o] H3 Zol|A] Mor-
gan & Travis (1989)7} A %o] ‘Eo] AE'>
‘HE AE L aAE] FAH HFAY oo
Tt ZAZ FojAnr] Bos 23H 290
9 FolF 4 gU7lel £ AT =ollHe A
#72 G,

Gl 4708 MRS A5 wd dFA] mehy
e folF AMRER gou on HelAHE FF

q g 2

Travis (1989)7} 2183 ‘2% e 7o u-g

NFE 2¥E AW 2F

AL (o3 (=]
g #FAY ¢ FEE Fohsko o}lF9 i3}
£ dhEde 42 2F38ck Morgan & Travis

(1989)1} Demetras et al (1986)% 50| AF&&
‘T WPt BY 4yl THA T4 9
244 240 FAH22 Aot Ut 9Ez 3

oAt AL wwmstm gleP. E3] Demetras et

A A4 FAE AL 5 6

o R Ee AE obE wEE F dobed 4 g 9 vEhdch

11. Morgan & Travis(1989)+ Demetras et al (1986)9) Z A8 2 Fo] ¢4A

Bol o} Aoz FolAoe

A¢ 3.328A 9 Demetras et al (1986) 9= &

FAZ 44T B £H4 o
EEREERCS
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ololl k3] Farrar (1992)& £%< #%3le] ¥
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22319 o Farrar (1992)7} AL&3 ‘2% w7’
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(1989) b= el obFo WiE
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e dee
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4 37 g4 344 FA2 44 4 dE s
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I R S B R D eI E Y
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& FXE 2olA
FEe & 4+ Y (F: LF(5)=712 p>.05;
d: 2(5)=, p>.05). |29 k39 HFE Fol
A s A4 Fukbge ol 3de A
of fofl oh3] obfdl DME AFHA oz @
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Gl ol AAel BHE R e
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A& ot ‘Fukg's} o] aHE AL AAA @
€ dbgel £ A5 oA £ deA
vebd Zelztee 58 AT 4 9 Aol
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£ o o] 459 EXoE Fo]¥ ¥ 4 4
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£ FEE 2orlE AT ANEF FoiA 42
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Abstract

The role of Negative Evidence in Language Acquisition :
From the Korean Production Data

Hyeonjin Lee

Yeungnam University

This study attempts to explore whether explicit or implicit negative evidence plays a role in Korean language
acquisition. It analyzes a longitudinal production data form tow Korean children whose age ranges from 2 ; 0 to 3 ; 5.
The four types of syntactic error that most frequently occur in our data are tabulated ; 1) overgeneralization errcr in
nominative case-marking pattern in Korean. 2) the wrongly inserted the complimetizer ‘ke’. 3) several morphological er-
rors with regard 10 the complement construction or inflectional elements. 4) the word order of negative constructions.
There are two kinds of criterion for the analysis. Maternal responses that followed the child’s sentences are asigned to
one of the following 8 categories ; 1) Exact Repetition 2) Contrated Repetition 3) Expanded repetition 4) Corrective Re-
cast 5) Confirmation Qustion 6) Topic Continuation 7) No Response 8) Explicit Response. The listed responses expet Ex-
plicit response may by considered as an implicit negative evidence. The child’s response in the utterance prededed by the
adult’s response is coded into one of the 4 categories ; 1) Imitation of the adull’s target 2) Repetition for original child
sentence 3) Topic continuation 4) No Response.

The overall results are as follows ; 1) Neither explicit negative evidence nor implicit negative evidence does not play
any role in Korean language acquisition. 2) Although there are small number of audlt’s corrections on the children’s
grammatical error, children never notice them at all. The results suggest that the language acquisition preceeds on a

schedule of some innate constratints rather than the negative evidence.
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