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olgo ©e] £52 e £xE AYFHEe
Avj2¢ FAolch Quine (1960)2 ¢roj 2u
FEAYAA worg gt g EAHE
At ojd Aol EZE ‘gavagaiths A
2¢ ©og AP A o w o]
‘gavagai'ghe ©ol7t ARE + Y& 7HedL
Egsitk BE79 2 AAE AP 2 AR,
EXe oy, A, nest ¥ JdFFEE AYY
= A3, E7e] goht WEFo sRaal g
28 7I12E £E AL, E77F SSGA GHEA
59 AHE Y £ A¥, E7N7} el Sl
At Hoj7ka AAY & A e A gL
PFE& AAYE F= Urth o5l ‘gavagai'shs
NEL ol oujE oA £BE 714 F
oA ojgA AeEan e HT ATFAEY
T Aol 5o it}

Ao o] B ATAEL do] o] FE
HHE BAZE dol3y Az (Linguistic
Constraint) = # (Strategy)5& ALt
(Soja, 1992; Markman, 1991; Soja, Carey, &
Spelke, 1991; Waxman, 1990; Landau, 1988;
Clark, 1987). ol®i§t AF=AEL lFEIA
/3 (innate) & AR olFFo] MEE &
ol E& W 1 Toje on|E YA WFoR
FE3 dAFe 98¢ @2FFh 8L oln
£ 98 3 e ok5ol MEE BE B2
W oln @3 Qe dejo euje} diu|r} He
ojvlE drtgtgchs oin] 4] (Contrast Princi-
ple)olt} (o]4%, 1994; Clark, 1987). 4% wje}
4 f12] (Mutual Exclusivity Principle)¥ o}E¢]
2L Tolgd FEE o shtel thold] tisiy
T el onvtg Rodche Algzdelr)
(Markman, 1991; Au & Glusman, 1990). o}%

—

& 33 xR (Taxonomic Constraint)-&
G2zl M2 Yolf EUE 9 FHHoE
dZsty] Rtk EFHeR AB/AA €
(Markman, 1991; Waxman 1990). Landau,
Smith, & Jones (1988)%& @o] 2u] Fgo] A
74 BAol A% FEA o7 223
B4 FoM ¥ (Shape)g ZHE o]Fo|rh
I FFEA. =3 EQEH
Category)oll g 7ide] o
sEcs FRE ok (Fde], 1992; Soja,
Carey, & Spelke, 1991). olo] uM&] Quine
(1969) 2 EAH&A WFd g Mg old 4
$8he A AAE 5 Fo ¥4E = 2
710 obF Z7|e] W HFE A AlE +
glom ed8 dolst ALEE AZLGAHY FY
A ol oju|E UwistEtA E Folzkn
ot =

& ETFAME ol#E A8 A 2P FoA
EAEA HFol U AcrzAd ¥ I
o529l o] &5 FAHM Erruz gk &
Ay JFE 27t ¢ de 98 AEES
71 71EAH0E FE 7 U HAE A
Soja, Carey, & Spelke (1991)= hAEF E3
€& TEH F= EAEY PFd g Ade
AR o] ofn] FEo] ottty FAFcL o
HELS NE7} e Aoz s 4 + QL
' A& AYdte ¥ EFL oy B4 B
olx] ¥t} Soja F (1991)L olFolAl ol
EAEH TRl MY og EAST AT ol
& gl ol do] ou 22& chEA Y
gohn 7hg s ohg b 2ol AHelsln Utk

#W2 (Ontological
olujE 834

A 1 S Aol dislA ojepriEtn 9l
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Soja, Carey, & Spelke (1991} €9 7€ &
AFEr) A3l e B #& AAE AA3}
Rk e GEd cigEel e 2L ol
g 7l2Xe Ao & dve B o
Nz g TolE 72X otk B g &F
3 o] obFES FUMA Aol s whgste
ofF gtk FHute] A= 4 AFFH FHe T
o Agvt T tE Y 943 2
2 AR PHEFoW eI g8 Aol
ok olZA F7HA A HYEE AFE Fol
A AR BEH dold oA EntAATIEtE
Ao Eekch EF olEe dYdMe FAA
ME F& 203 B4 2471 gle 2P & o
LA, Ao B SAe Faglel oy
Eolle e, dde ABd IAHGA F
she FE EAth ol#d 4% ZAE Soja
(1992)7} Ee® 3AHH ©AHE ARRE dYd
M 9rEE R oleld ZEart AAEkeE vie
obFo] thEET EF& TS EAEY ¥F
off thg sido] ©o 9u FEE o]Hrh= Hel
g 2z Uch

olo W] Quine (1969)& oY obFe A%
B3 A& g EAHEH YFo A A
& 7ML Al &3 o] g #EE FA4HH
A Aol FEE Fo o] MEEE FEHE + U
I FRFh Fole] B dAET ERE T
Hate 41 AR FREh o E g0 A

i

Eo] i 71334} (Count Noun)olle 3% B4}
‘@', B+Y FuiAl $7F AEsE i §3E
EYsie 744 B4 (Mass Noun) off& ¢]2¥
E¥o] saA guh o] F Bl 48A £
Hoje] AlgeME Aolg HAth 7HAtwAtel
7ol ‘one’, ‘two, ‘three'§e]l % FHol
7% wige] 7MY WAlels ‘some’®t #E
U5t3 AL A8l Quine (1969)2 o]HF
A AE7F 557 Aele obg Ay
22 o gES ‘A gt 22 A dg
Mdg FERA Ferhn FERh o] o ofF
& Arg Dol Bo¥ 2 oulE AN AR
EAH AAA AP A 2@t 7}
gt olgls Asle Clark (1973)¢1u Lan-
dau, Smith, & Jones (1988)el M & #FolE & gl
th Clark (1973)& olgo] ¥Wiléle= 27 @&
oi7} 7Hg EAH ALH £4& ARz
Zgsl9th Landau 5 (1988)oll Hx wo] ojn)
22 AZY &Ao] FadH 2FAME ¥
7t 83 JEE& don Atk Landau
% (1988)2 =7] (size), A A (texture), FE|
(shape)9] 3712 A ZA 2glolA HYd =¥
A3 ey FAleh wige] A FEE
A mdth Avte 27U -] EEe
th= geHolAe ¥t glg o thE FHe &
Fog wude Age 2o Fovh e &
A% g ZFEFE Aol Frieel wel, EF
Higke] shAlol M Rl do] FA )M o8 £
Ak ool Eile QRS thold dig 2njs}
aziv A3 2oke Fed SAs gyrsiEx
AL AL AA gk

B dFoMe ol =& 3o AEE
B8t HIstuA goh do] oun) FEoA

1) * 34 MR & 2UodMe dgEd dBME 2 ‘another’s) ol shadHAlel] AR EE BAMY FA& ol §8he] “This
is a blicket.”§3 & ROU& o83tk & Uil omest el 7P PAlel YL Ee dald Aol AHR A

“This is some stad"o} th& M H& 200k
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Soia Fol FAshe EABA Wi ol U A
5 Quines] BAY g Ue =4 F28
MM B30l ARE EHNE A& UEH B
& ®eld ojulsk ok AA, Fojst fToig
Holelg v RGO 2H Bol oju] FEUYE v]
ZAo8A gelA Y 4 Ug Holth §
A, Sojg B (1991)8] ¥ VAL HAET B
Aol UE BAE A0 glE Pl Tol o
07t A 2B EAE Wl UKo o
B a8 AYdiAE A¥e] FAY obEol
dET B U A4 wNE Zags
A $AsE Byl aHh ol3g g
71 918 Sop B (1991)& 2 Ago] AAEY]
A e AASE BHAA olFol eHEE o
o}d EUE &t BAAYT o 4 Hlo|
B YRR olFo] 2ae Wit sHaAA
T IR ALe EoleAlE THEE BAHE of
1 SE3D A %e& HAZEQTY Sop B
(199D)el el EAFE AP o5 2
AYolHE ol ol 2HAT Uewl W
2AH A4o] githe A4S A& AEE B
AesAcke Folth ol Ao SEAHAA
oty A&rur A ueldr} (deVillers &
deVilliers, 1978). 18t} olFo] Al Ale} &
A wHAg FEsSE FAH EYol NaEA
gkt Aol obgo] olHld BAH BAHE
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ABAAL TIES Hol BIolE FaHA noE
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o B4, B8 Edol YoJHE HIole A
S ool Mgt o] B4y Hujojg Bol:
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E Ro| AALRTh AA, §FojdA 7pkEA
% B7PFEAHE TEd & sHedel de A
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TEHE BUY 9 B=A] BRALE AHE ¥ o
gtA g3 EdE $HoE BET | ¥
o ERAME AMS3tY BE@ch 28y I F
Fo B84 AHEETE Aol B dYES
TEH Fe dA7} 5] ged R4 B
FAle diAE EE4& st AgEry]l B
e g on) e FAG FEET
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F55E WE B ERAE AHgET) ety
ERAE B3 e 2dE 7Es F= B4
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€ TESE 34 BAME | gEitd §Fol
e Folstes & obFeol ELIN WYES
T FAME AYE 23 YEAE dss
Hgol WoskAl otk wetd dojejn] F g
A EAEH BF dE Hdel JEE B &
B3 WY 4 A Helth
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# & 90wWo]l Ayl FAATE F4 A< I
YA do] AT} vdo] Ao 1584 T
HAch 34 AP G ARG ool
o thiE 3;3¢4 3:11 Atole] olFEIUX
(HFER=3.7), 54 HPA= dFAH XY
o thii 5;3604 5;11 2lole] olFEolUrt
(HFEHE=5:6). AU YA Fddistnd
At 29 dPEIU 349 54 Fele
zkz} dol 179, oo} 1384 AU A
HPAEL Feo) 41, A Ke] 267 Hoist
Aok JPAEL FFE M AU

ME KR Ayl AL Aol 29 Lol o4
= gk
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)
| AN
(OT1) ;(OTz) (ST1)  |(ST2)
N N
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8 1. HE0 ARBE A=

A& A8 2HAME ot2d, UiFY @
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Sk Aol TEE A= B2 oE% 7
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E-FAE Fol¥ 3) FU-2EEE (4) YUF
—4dZel g 2ER] Fo| AU 2 AW
ZPME g 20T vEE Iz BJY
g 717 YelE FA37) Hd APER &
EolA 2 gt HF, BEx FE Fo] AA
Ak Bd 2ddAe (1) 34 EA4A &EA
AR -vEARR AHEEE HE (2) AF-F&
(3) 7R —AT7LR (4) A 2E-FFT
Fol AFo g TEFHAUT
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‘Eul, R, W, ‘o), Tt § 8] R
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AAL @Al e & AXA €k ¥E
g Me ASE B F E A 2A 3
o] Ao thh olgoz Foju] TolE 712H
F7”. dE 89 1€ 19 € A5 ODE 2
o o] “oliE % gel ® U TR
3 the “o]Ax ‘olr’ol’eli ol&& FIEH &
o} o}Fo] o AT dE MEE doE FE
3 &S Fo @A AZE AARch FZA R
Ze =g FAE Jded v 4 A3
el goy o A5E TERT Y& 3}
U= ¢ Aan 22 A8z gEozoy ¥
7h g8td Aol HY obFA AR HA
e ghE A W N2E Do HFEE=
AZE ol Bl BA AF FolM g #H3
E Aolrh & Fo] “oln’ o} Eef?elx
L7%ch 4 MY 4¥ FAZ FEARF
(01) W4l B3 &AF (S1)E& )&% ANE A
Etie s Aot ok
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HE dold 7IE2X 74 41 45§ 2T A
AL @k A& o 218 le4e (01§ =
of Fo] “|RF F viek £ 9z e
s Eh @A SAcME de] UM FL
A AR Aoy ARe dojE AAdE
Al ol b Btd A Fe Ag n=2A 3
Atk AE g “oM7t Ry = HAPY R}
& A o= AU AR £ A8
498 AAE dFEAS (ODHY 3 (4, SD
& olgte ATE A WAE A
FYHAT

2 3

7 AGolx Feld] 2Ast BHg¥ H§o
E 19 Azlso] Ak

B 1. Heoll 2H8t04 EHS8t Hig

3

RS
WAE A4 883% 817%
B3 Ay 76.7% 283%
54

wol 24 ulwo] 24
H3E A3 78.3% 53.3%
3 2§ 65.0% 48.3%
4

wol zd  Hgo] 27
HAE A8 58.3% 38.3%
4 Ay 41.7% 33.3%

go] ML 48E APEzb 34 olFe
ZASoe UAE Ay 213 By A 24 2

T HHo 2AE g YAl e AEA |
BUI EE & 5 Ud (HWFE A|9P-883
%, BE AY-767%). o1A¥ YL Yols}
Z7hel utel Hal gasied 54 olFe] AS
diz dY3E NgdiME 783%, Bd AWdMe
65% Fxo Weho] A WHgg BAch A
9 ZAfole F 22U EF 4 +F (chance
—level) 2] Wg& Rolxm AUtk (NFE AW -—
583%, &3 A8 —41.7%).

vjge] =P £Y& ¥ RY 34 oiFe
7S dAEE Ped &3 dutsisia gl
I ¥ A5 2ARY FEHT YLE B
o Ztk (AAE AY-817%, SR Y-283
%). 5M olFES UAE A 2 Al
Ztzt 53.3%, 483% HLe A £ wgg
HolT itk MESY ZAfole ¥eld] A
Wkg-o] 383%9} 333% 2 WolAn QULE B F
Atk QoFgchy 34 olFyte] UAET EFE
tg2A Adse FAE Holx 549 el 2
Tol M olaigt TEE W& Fol B & gith

o] T g d3Ez AFENE As
oS3 Ak 34 obFe o] Tl WMBEY
o 23 iz of vz dig Fa
(F(1,28) =13.16, p<.01)9} HHE AP2A o
B4 AgzAd i a3} (F(1,28)=1346, p
<OD7E 22 BAHez fovEidch o ¥
Wde] et 33ALENE 5% FEAA £2
o8t Tt (F(1,28) ==5.53, p<.05). 54 o}%9]
Zee dolzy o vge] 2o U Fa9
(F(1,28)=158, p>.05)9} tidE&zxd 0 Ex=
Aol o F{3 (F(1,28)=3.31, p>.05), 28
X AzALEs (F(1,28)=068, p>.05) =%
FololatAl Furh delel dAie wojzyd o
Hctolz 7ol g FE¥ (F(1,28)=124, p>.
05)st HzagEs (F(1,28)=136, p>.05)%=
FololatA] gtout dYERE o EARAM
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oA $elvlslTh

= 9

olgl whgg w=ody] Aol HUES W
Axtg 4 B gart Ak Adel g £
dMgefo] 2AF F§ vlge obERE €F
$d F3o B3tk AAEOl Bole olF
2 kg HEe Rolg uiserl? obfd A%
E glol FAAez wEd AU o] HE ¥
B8 7] A8 AYEs g AL £43
A (£ 2).

. oo

¥ 2 2} mZoMel Mol TjExie| gHESmE

o] 23 Hgo] 2
EQey JF 2= 24
e 4% 27
A8 31 73
71& 678 47
% 154 159

do] 279 Lol 1589 HEA FoA
WAES 23& PEddhe E48H HFA V2
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€& B A7t 4%, wEolA ArA A
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golME B8 dde #717t oA He
o] ZAME ZAEH Y g Aol 7]
2% wgg Bl Yzt 2%, YeEjo IAS
ghgo] 2, ghgold AEe IAY Wl 7
B, Yoz 492 7|ete] EUTE of FE
A BH EAEH YFo TAsS AFEFN &
g g PEF d¥%e o Uiy vl
o] =W RFoAM 29 ¥d] EaErh 7]
AZiFEe AELS oleid v ™l 4AEC]

W3ET gdolete EAEF Yo e A9
& ¥A48A Yok Yehd @Ilzteld. 29
A Frn YZEch B 49 Fi¢ 4A A
dAgS A dAA AgE ASEel € A
23 e ABdA dve ¥EHdA %7
ol T AF F o= A& For ¥ A
L5284 doh 4UES H2E Tojg #E
g Ao EE 9l ASE dAHLE EF
g Qo= AFojMe e AF4E th 13}
of ol@A E4HT YefolA o= HLHE
of @i Hol Adg FdolAl & F& 240l
A Aotk v YYPYAES & F HUE
AYJFEE FaHU7) Wi JHEAELS A7
UEHEe] dgg MMM Bee Ao fNd
o b 4R HEts dP3ET §d 25
disf Pefo] 2AY & RADL E TE HY
AL Ag7t 2L g Y3k F Y W3
Heg oA Huckn Mgk £ 7
rgEe HYEs wgE GAs FHHR
E g%rh 1-2719 olgd® Wg& AAwou
olgd WEME AT HHE FE F UM
o utEbd B dTelME 9 Aud Bl
HAEY A AAA Ade AEolEy] B
' B Adste 289 Atx AYE WY
e Aoz sAgch

obFe] whg-g vPAEe ENE Fol E 34
el so] Ak

E 3.zt THo|Me| OFE HIBALe| dimE
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AAgol M8 ol wge wud YYY
A g 2olm YUt} 34 olES A e 2
A A olg¢ NYA 109, 2HEH H
o] 2AY gFg AW H97 357, doiA]
2739] whgute] RAHo|UT) 54 olEs A$
o ¥ejo] TAF & AW B2 A7} 9
o, 248 W TAY wgo| 25, AR
SAY golg 2EH A%} 39, Uoix 19
o wrge BHHIYT ol # olF WEe
FYste] 1Y wolo A8 YNEF B
BAglel FEo] AT o)RiX T AL A
g 4 Atk

Soja & (1991)& olgo] ARE ©olE &5
¢ o R AFols YEo AT ol
g 22849 £ A olE AR 2AG S
golsl olulg sotgthe 423 ZAE AT
o o}l thole] 2Bo| EZAHRH W tjst
Aol ARG FAsgoh & A7 29
= Soja ¥ (1991)e] F3ze gwrgch oA
B §3 OlE S AET BYe TEEA
%3 Yelo] 712H 93g Holm Qe oA
S GojoAste e ZALH WFe AAdol
Tol 280 o}7d ¥ T AN Fhe A
& AAME 2ok

agoE ord A7gE ARES Qune
(1969)8] =RNF &= olFo] UAED B2
& FEste ZAEF W g de A
T 9A %= AU Quine (1969)E EA A
Waol Ui Adel ool A3 BAE A4
| $SHT Mol FHATT FAAT A
& Ul EUE @ o}FL Fols} AR E A

o

Hu

4y Yol 2AsH 2 ojuE F8Y FHolgd
I AXEAE E£F Quine (1969)L Y&t
Edo] g BAY o] EHA ¥ dod
AME o F7HE FEIE EAHEH i
A Aol BrbeE Aok F3skt.
ol AED A E TEEE BAMA B
7} Blefg dojeich IFTR I E AR}
= olB gL e Ede PEske MdyA
ol B7bg# HAU? oo i g wlge]
FH9o ANE EMFoEM sMud At wd
of ZAXE Aoi7t MYEA A2 AAH &
FAAE o]§3%ch 3M olF e HE gEEA
AM AAARD Ao s HYE M=
8L7% A =7t ¥ei7t L AL IHy A %
AAME TLT% R =7 AR7E 22 AE TR
ol8{ gt At Soja F (1991)olA G g 3
g o Jelgd Fo|H olFel ZAntel fAMETh
thA] 238 Soja B (1991)efl A Feojv] thol& A
AR Aot 2 Yol "olE AAEA g @
¥ JAH FRAAE AT B9t F44%
Helg Bthe Aotk Soja T (1991)2 ol
g A7 ZIAE dFES 1S PEde EA
&3 @F3o dig o] dojefn F28g o)E

FE Aor HHstn Uvke & FAEAL
olge wElE wWEGH £ A7 FAF 34
obEel Zf WAdEN Edo UF 7EE A
& 7T Aotz ZEAE F Utk ©x F9
ol xel Artel Aolrl AUrtiE o] o] wolen)
8o ol&ER Yethe Helth o9 =2
E 4P 3ol 8 AlLEE olFEE WA
B3 83& Tk ENEH NEL g8l

2

D * dus o8 o F3L Sou T (1991)9] Quine (1969)0] P MHolrh olo] ths Landau F (1992)% Quine (1973)of4] i
FEF Bl e THOl dolgH oldel EAYUrhe A& RANA feckn T8 Sop F (191)9 MMel FRE Y
oI A YT o]BE ofFe] olH¥ PHE MUY F U= oW HANA (representational system)F ol 5 olHel 7}
A3 ATkT HNPrE o AW whubo] s Sop F (1992)+ 41F Quined] Y #Mo] FRE Ho| ofdekm chalF
Landau 5o Z1sH& Whabgich & Aol ol =AE HolSX oy Hael AAMAN Y& & + YA 23

& %ok

2) % WA BE PHANE ZHRY YRl WY ML FAE ATE THE NWAT 159 3 12FIUT et P-RE
299] W3NS EARY YRR DAZ @ A4l deiin ok
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Aoy 2o ©ol Fge] ojfHA Yern
ZEAE & A& Aol ,

£ 479 Zde ANEE Dol ou|E ¥
o 2A%E FE3x Uvke FFE AA L
A olH AEF UiE]7] Mol B A7 4
¥ dA A AF g Aol Utk & Aol
e A8 d3E A4S B8 ASES B
3 s ¥ BFHE /AR Uk AT
BEd4e BAsY A8 e BHds Soa
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The role of ontological categories and syntactic cues in
inferences about word meanings
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Yeungnam University

This paper attempts to figure out whether ontological concepts play a role in Korean word learning.
Soja, Carey, & Spelke (1991) propese that the ontological distinction between objects and non—solid
substances constrains learning of word meanings prior to the children’s mastery of count—mass
syntax. In contrast, Quine (1960) suggests that ontological categories such as object and substance
emerge as a consequence of language learning. According to Quine’s position, people whose language
does not have a count—mass syntax would not be able to make the ontological distinction between ob-
Jects and substances. This kind of dispute can be more clearly approached by examining Korean chil-
dren’s learning of words since unltke English, Korean has no mass—count syntactic distinction.

The experimental results indicated that the 3—year—olds showed a strong shape bias in the labeling
condition (i.e., 88.3% in the object trials and 76.7% in the substance trials), but not in the non—Ilabel-
ing condition (ie., 81.8% in the object trials and 28.3% in the substance trials). The shape bias de-
creased as age level goed up. Let us focus on 3—year—olds’ learning of words in our data. The data
clearly contrasted with those of English from Soja et al. (1991) in that the ontological category con-
cepts such as object and non—solid substance do not govern word learning in Korean. But it does not
mean that our data can be interted in terms of Quinean position. Looking at the non—label data, we
can notice that Korean children do understand the ontological distinction such as objects and substanc-
es. We thus conclude that even though Korean children can distinguish the objects from the non—solid
substances, they do not use this kind of knowlege 10 induce the meaning of new words. Rather, they
generalize words to new situations on the basis of the same perceptual dimentsion such as shape. Fur-
thermore, the response contrast shown in the labeling condition and the non—labeling condition support

the modular position rather than the cognitive approach.
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