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-I/-ka in Presupposed Subordinate Clauses in Korean
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This study examines the Korean marker —//—ka in presupposed subordinate clauses. It first shows that the marker —// —ka,
which has generally been regarded as a subject indicator, also functions as a focus marker in Korean main clauses. Then,
it presents examples of —//—ka appearing in presupposed subordinate clauses and discusses its functions in such cases.
By looking into the discourse situation in which —//—ka appears, this paper not only shows that it can still function as a
focus marker in presupposed subordinate clauses but also that in some presupposed clauses it can lose the focus—marking
function only indicating subjecthood. When itis used as a subject indicator, it can be either an optional element attached to
a subject NP or an obligatory element that disambiguates the interpretation of the clause.
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According to Declerck (1984:264) and Prince (1978:897), the following examples have been regarded as those of ‘unmarked’
it=clefts, called ‘stressed-focus /t—cleft’ or 'contrastive /t—clefts’.

(1) a. Nobody knows who killed the old man. The police seem to believe that it was a tramp who did it. (Declerck
1984:264, p.29)
b. | asked her what was the matter with John and she answered that it was /e who had been the victim of the robbery.
(Declerck 1984:264, p.29a)
c. A: So who's Barbara
B: Let me put it this way. When you last saw me with anvone, it was Barbara | was with.' (Prince 1978: 897, ex.40a)

However, this creates confusion in analyzing /f-clefts in terms of (types of) information structure because a focus NP in
/t=clefts, in its relation sense (Lambrecht 1994: 211-12), is defined to provide New in spite of the status of Discourse—New
according to Prince (1992). To clear up this confusion, this paper proposes an analysis of prototypicality of /#—clefts in terms
of 'contrastiveness effect' holding between the current and previous discourse contexts, showing the meaninglessness of
an analysis of /t—clefts in terms of (types of) information structure. This meaninglessness is demonstrated in analyzing 9
types of combination of information shown in both positions of /~—clefts. This proposed analysis of /#—clefts as a Focusing or
Grounding Construction in terms of 'contrastiveness effect' shows that this effect can be achieved by using 1) lexical items



such as focusing words(e.g., only, just, alone, etc.) and words implying exclusiveness (e.g., not, this, etc.), and so forth,
2) the previous discourse context containing evoked or inferrable information, and 3) differences in memory span. It also
proposes that markedness of //—clefts be decided depending on the absence of contrastiveness effect rather than the new
information status of the that~/ wh—clause.

English Relative Clauses and the Accessibility Hierarchy in Second Language Acquisition
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Among second language acquisition researchers, it has been widely accepted that the difficulty of relative clause
acquisition is predictable on the basis of the noun phrase accessibility hierarchy (NPAH; Keenan and Comrie 1977). A
variety of experimental evidence shows that second language learners conform to the NPAH. To explore what governs the
correlation, several experiments were carried out, including a sentence combining test for investigating the animacy effect
and a reading comprehension test to measure processing time and accuracy. The results of the experiments show that
NPAH effects exist independent of other processing effects such as animacy effects. Further, the fact that processing time
and accuracy differ across relative clause types suggests that NPAH effects reflect differences in the syntactic complexity of
relative clause types.

While it was proved that the performance of learners mainly linked to the processing difficulty of relative clauses, we also
investigated statistical tendency of relative clauses through corpus analyses: ICE-GB, textbooks and KELC (KNU English
Learner Corpus). The first two corpus analyses show that NPAH effects are at least in part caused by the skewness of
input among relative clauses. Second, in the analysis of learners’ acquisition and production of English relative clauses
through KELC, Korean young learners not only perform better in subject relative clauses than in object relative clauses, but
also acquire subject relative clauses earlier than object relative clauses.



