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A Study of the Guess Pattern Hypothe51s in Language
Acquisition: Looking at Children’s Interpretation of
Stress-Shift Constructions

PASE -
(Hye-Kyung Kang)

Abstract The present study, focusing on the stress—shift constructions, examines the tendency
of young children to give wrong wide scope interpretation in language acquisition and questions the
validity of the guess pattern hypothesis argued by Grodzinsky & Reinhart (1993). According to the
hypothesis, children know that they have to construct a reference—set, keep two representations in
working memory, and check whether the interpretation needed in the given context justifies
selection of competing reference sets, but their working memory is not big enough to hold the
materials needed to complete the execution of this task. Hence they give up and resort to a
guess. I carried out an experiment of 16 Korean children aged 3;9 to 6:2 to find out whether
children have more difficulty in the interpretation of stress—shift constructions than of constructions
with a nuclear stress, and therefore perform the interpretation of the former by guessing.
Assuming that the tendency is caused by a deficiency in contextual computation rather than

reference set computation, I try to explain it in terms of pragmatic considerations.
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24 oRAAZANM FAEE FHHoth F ol o)
Foll AgH=g &3] + ZATY (phrase stress rule)ojzbi
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T, % 5ol ALAh Cinque(1993) 2 Foo] FAFHo|
g AeE ez e, 8 Aoz A 17ME R
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z7Ae dde 22 (context) ol mhe} A7} ol F
Ho] Fojzn

HHY ol29 FAAYMl wEd, o} EL T
o] ZATEE HNE Wt FHolFTES T
o o oEE AL Aol A¥E F Utk T8
A olu] iAol o] dstA A st A
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o7] WEolt}. oFFE2 o] FZA A3} 20| Fo
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A oba FE3] Y53 X okgES FXE UHS
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I FARWMES FHPYH0l §2 A9 94RE
ERRIsiR gt gk 4 oFFE0] A ojEEdHE o
E XS 3= o2 B HI U WAL 9%
B siMolt 23 3Nl gl s AHEy £ A
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2. HolslM: gAY =F

£3] o}FEL F3ALY s oy FAlelFETEY 2
Aol glolA Yt o] EEo] 3k Y= ohE, T
siabd &2 ok2 dAE @l <& E9, 43 A
4, Folx wet (27) ) g ) T AES
wore of,
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o} 9 2R gge f-vn Eod 'EF shrt
ol AT EeAA B A FAA 7] Wl
dig @l (Kang 2000 I2R). 5 AY =3 T3 2%
Aol A of o A @AM Eel=o dAR EE-9
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& EF0R 3 ofsEoAME FEF R Ui
T HEEQ ddde] dFHAT
oMFEY AAEFSE FHF A LAshH= ol FAME
T OE ¢ FoiA Hgor] BAHOlETE (stress—
shift constructions)& #|Neh= HRPANME FolE +
Atk & |2, Halbert et al. (1995)2] A#HelA AL
ety T3¢ AHual
(5) #2 (context): Daisyt FT18 BIXZ A9
g AFE HPstn Ut Piggy @< A4S Wiy A
oA d43] 5 ¥ ¥ vzl 2ukA Daisyd] 43
& Zolgitt. a8y Daisy& Piggy @A &5 ¢ F
+4& %ol "How A& vy AT Fom,
Piggy%¥-2 Daisyd] Az wixg ik 1 o =
T& S0 g&3A] gL SFQlo] Al $7,
Daisye 2°lA &=18 F3Uct
6) AP+
Daisy only gave a CHERRY to Miss Piggy.
(1 a 814 Daisy7} Piggy @Al & A& &
A WA ok ()
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Daisy7} PiggyolAl & A& =] gjx oI} 2=
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Piggy¥olAl HRE & AMdolty 2 O38 30]
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A4 oEEY A bR BA HA g wbdd,
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o AAgoezN 2 wdS v=A 8ok Halbert
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Villiers (1990), Drozd and Philip (1992), Boster and Crain (1993),
Philip and Verrips (1994), Philip (1995), Crain et al. (1996), Brooks
and Braine (1996), Drozd (1998), Kang(2000), %-.
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L2-2E 28% AAAAY dFEHE BE F9olA olg
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(shifted stress)& 7 #24ES AHstked o & 3

A1 FTEES T 29
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UAslel 3 dard ez dd Al s b
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A FA AT AAE a7k F47) =) ggol
o} g2br ol FEe] ZAY) olFd EFE HNE 4
o zdlo] ZAME /M I Q= 3 Aeuct o] @
2 ATE oA & o1, o]A% Ade FAAY
Mo] ANFE, 8 A& JLES A=t A
oA olFEL oEE FA Hu AAHoE FE4
A E71811 &2 34 dohes =2rt Agd

Hido], ol 5L FHo] ZAE A B Mg
ZAeoll= BAZE gofof stk =3 AR ez 234
g /M 225 A3 A9l EAlglel 9A A
gafol gt 2y YN T AFHRC], %3} Y
off B olEE] WHE R Ui 7|ES AP ENE
503 =2 A 509852 2%, & Grodzinsky &
Reinhart7} Q33 'F5%4e A7 L2AHUh
G AR O R If3A 2HAA +DE Ado
£ AL oln Brody (1991)9 2l&ia dF=Hch w
2 2AE 0] ol F 0 F2GANL o SFT=
7ML ARER gEvh gustd, 289 2FAAE
7R Y dstabe] didt 4, des EAATEY &
A HzinAo] de g AN Holy AfdME
Zzoparol 43191 509359 A 509359 o
o] Yehdtiy B3 97| fioict BEFo=, A
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$ (Anaoz H&optoz Jehh: @ e 2AA
&+o] Al 28 (reference—set computation)of] 2}sf ®]
FEUT 1] 2rhe 3" 99 (context) Eoll tis|
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oFggo] W] dig @A oM G Hee 7t
AR PEE AAEFIIR Sk

EATE f8A oFsES ddez & ARFL A
ol ezt oleEo] FAHlFTEE #NE AL
it e 2 FAFNE s APl Athe Al 2
AHstd, ZHFATEH FA)FTEE T APF
Fog Atggozn o] F R et o}FE) ukE
£ H|wate] Bkt
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£ Halbert et al. (1995) 0l 2)&jA o]Fojgx|ul, & AT
9] F8 BHARI ol B0l FHZAEZE 4T wu
ot} ZA7 ol 2L AEE ¢ o & Feg =
Agks 7HdL ofF FuflelA A7 7t glod, =
g AoEE oA dojubs At FEEl st A4
4 ol2ddA FAdhs EAAUEY IR 45
2] e¥3tr}. Reinhart (1999) & 71€8 A&o]& Bs} Co
5T T AP SoA LA okFEY WE 7
2] 9} Halbert et al. (1995)2] A@elA B o559 vk
$ FAA 502 = 2ol A HHAY o|EdAM F3
3He EAFAE M g3 o] == RAA o dish 24
£ 3, ol A HAT A7t A 48 E T3
AgslojAoigt & AF3T Qlrh

2 ATE B3l AdogSole FopolA B3R 1 e
AYSoM BAs e obs 52 Y e 77 B g
%71 FAFEE A= FF MY qHFe 71AsH=

Az, ohd ¥ AL A (context) ol tht
°‘7‘l’“ TG A T E AR o e A&
HaHA 82718 Z1dgit). Azl Ao Mehd, A
g o]@oN FAhz EAFIEIMES §Fo] 984
Zlo] 3, doj& ztol] WA 1 7]Q = el §lojA] o}
%7] @Ale Qe A3 ol2o] AES HAF oA 2
Bh= Ak Y ES s ol & £& 84 g Aol
F7e] oAz, AAFA SHolA B FEEF
Ql E@olA ofF-Eo] 3= Ajte) digt £3le| 3}
Tt o] Aok & Aojr}

B A7 Apes ob 552 WshAtel cfgt siAdont
8 4ol dig Y TART ol e, AojESHolEelA
ATHE ANt PFES AshedE 888 3ot o
£ £, Z4£0]& B (Binding Condition B) 8] £5F 40|
t}. ob5 52 ALY FRA| @A (Coreference) 34
& B2 2 F7E Wtk Aol o]v] Chien & Wexler
(1989), Grimshaw & Rosen (1990), Grodzinsky &
Reinhart (1993) ol oJsjA =2l= it

T e ole Fole] 9 goEy FAolth
SN ES WA AR TP ¥AR Hoi
Aah= 28] 9tk Roeper & de Villiers (1990) ] <1
£d 59 A7 24

(8) The bears saw the children not eat honey.

(9) The bears did not see the children eat honey.
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5, oMFES FER B)FH (9E EF 111 FEL o}l
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5730} noto] 4FAES £F AAZ Gk

A AR g2, ~¥ (only)d] 93H EAE E £ 9
t}. Crain, Ni & Conway (1994)¢] 9189 &9 &%
£ 5BA,

(10) The dinosaur is only painting a house.
() °F5: The only thing the dinosaur is doing
is painting a house.
(b) A4t o1&: The only thing the dinosaur is
painting is a house.
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A% ol FE) = APl FAEA EREAC dis Fo
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W4z 2719 Bdd A5 2Uis A9 FEE §Ho] Ao FHo] FAvE FoRA 0, T~
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oA FHE FA 8. Vs sl Al Felg Fole, o 7% 8), Wae
oAl ASES 50/, £ Foj7 Wkl ey
35 21 #Hstd 'AA (false)'0] H= WEOR ofEEo] A
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RIS grie= e WY 5 Ak
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