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Objectives: In various discourse situations, information gained through direct experience
or through a third party can be expressed as ‘evidential’ through the use of grammar. To
understand the concept of ‘evidential and the source of the information given, it is neces-
sary to have linguistic and cognitive competence as well as an ability to understand the
communicative context. The purpose of this study was to examine the ability of preschool
children with language delay (LD) to comprehend the meaning of the evidential markers.
Methods: Fifteen children (aged 4-6 years) in an LD group, 15 children matched by chrono-
logical age (CA), and 15 children match by language age (LA) participated in the study. The
evidential tasks consisted of 32 sentences based on marking type (direct experience "-¢’
and hearsay "-tay’), each combined with a picture of an information source condition (‘see-
ing’or ‘telling’). The participants then chose whether the evidential marker was suitable for
the given information source condition. Results: The LD group showed significantly lower
ability than the CA matched group, but there was no significant difference between the LD
group and the LA matched group. Additionally, in each of the three groups, the partici-
pants performed better at identifying the direct experience conditions than the hearsay
conditions. Conclusion: The reduced ability of LD children to comprehend evidential mark-
ers for information source conditions is understandable not only because of their limited
semantic and morphological aspects, but also because they find it difficult to use inference
to understand the source concepts or to reason the other person’s perspective.
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Table 1. Participants’ characteristics

LD (N=15) LA(N=15) CA(N=15)
Age (mo) 66.67 (6.66) 46,53 (7.49) 67.60(4.71)
Performance 1Q° 11453(16.81)  11553(13.19)  122.80(13.17)
Language age® (mo) 48.93(9.82) 52.67 (5.70) 72.47(4.79)

Values are presented as mean (SD).

LD=children with language delay; LA=language age-matched children; CA=chro-
nological age-matched children.

*Korean-Wechsler Preschool and Primary Scale of Intelligence (Park, Kwak, & Park,
1996), "Preschool Receptive-Expressive Language Scale (Kim, Sung, & Lee, 2003).
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Table 2. Number of correct responses according to the groups and conditions

LD(N=15) LA(N=15) CA(N=15)
Direct experience 8.40(1.59) 9.47(1.12) 12.00 (2.56)
Hearsay 6.47 (1.59) 6.67(1.75) 10.27 (1.94)
Total 14.87 (2.41) 16.14(1.84) 22.27(3.93)

Values are presented as mean (SD).
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Table 3. Result of correlation analysis (N=45)

Age Performance 10° PRES
Performance 10° 210 -
PRES A438** 229 -
Direct experience 208 054 5927
Hearsay 396 263 6927

PRES =Preschool Receptive-Expressive Language Scale (Kim, Sung, & Lee, 2003).
*Korean-Wechsler Preschool and Primary Scale of Intelligence (Park, Kwak, & Park,
1996).

**p< 01.
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p<.01) 7ol 215 A A} Lheth st obge) -
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Sf| ZQFcH(Figure 1).
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TH(F26=29.618, p<.001)7} 3213+ Ao 2 Lebc) ¢
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(p>.05), ¥k 3A|2} 71 54, Wk 32} TF 64, TF 44|12} 7F 5A], T 44
e} 1t oA Ak 7+ Afol= FAA 2 & f-on|sto(Z} p<.01) T
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218] =ggo] of ot A7 F FEA7F AL FEA| HTE
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<
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Figure 1. Correct percentage of evidential tasks by groups and the conditions.
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H o] ZA=o] Ql= AL &2 32 E|Ir} (Jeong & Hwang,
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oPIAA obE el A9 Jue] FAS

. =
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A HAE AHg-8h= El7]0], dadofoll A -2 o] Harel vt
QltH(Aksu-Kog et al., 2009; Matsui et al., 2006). $HH, A} A=
A 270 IH Aol FAA LR FOSHA] eboll whet ¢lof
WA obF9] S8 #A] ol EAJL Eef obFoll vl A
E]X]Hl— ;{lx4 o 7 oely] O}: o%EO]Z]L’ o}ol—q. o] O-]lgl‘/l—]]
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7RI AREARL 55 B AbEo] AAE =2 AZI7HA] @577t
HIHSHA Uehube 542 Helvks Ao BS o3tk (Kim,
2014).
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L e shaje) vl Ao E o] o 27k ARl
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