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o ] #Eo= WEA] FEdoF & Fosk Fiolgty 3 £ h (A,

2008). w3k Bgoj= A dolg I & gl A NXE

stAte] s AASHA

E
gomM =71 A, Add A

JR A = 2 & gluh(Fdo}

2008). et} BEoli: o= R GAaES ¥ 5 i wAlekn dAeke v
el shAelth AU gl P4 YR futent 2 Ke LU o
S oglor), 4 wolel Euhz wMole] Eg AR olf waAs B el sht
o FTAREOE B doludleln] BEOIGIGE - A%, 200, W5
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Cacciari & Levorato, 1989; Gibbs, 1987; 1991; Laval, 2003; Levorato &
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o013 (A 132.00(18.96) 132.08(15.36) -.011
2. 3 XI=
1) A =+
2 AFoqM= dA5(2010)8 AFE Faste] #EAE IAxsta FEst &
£-o] (familiar —transparent), X%t E5H3 & st

(familiar—opaque), 343
Z k3 3 w80 (unfamiliar—transparent), %t ¢ BEHI o]

(unfamiliar—opaque) & Y] 38 o2 F 73T

IS



423

IS

0

o 0]

ekt

Egs A

el AdlEol fA o

=
=

Oh B APYBAN AF AHgEE FA

(b e

PN
T 3

[
=

3

S|
Al

Hepl & Aol 4w A
Pl

S

L
fu

A A=

(th w7

a4

SR

p
R

Zhzke] 1]

EEEE

El

A =

2]
2

Sl
interpretation),

X

[¢]

o}

A

d

=
(idiomatic

3 plausible

2] (contextual

il

implausible
btk

S

3 4] (contextual

interpretation),

interpretation), +=A}4 34 (literal interpretation) &= A2}

~

ﬂ_wo

aR

25|
V.

Foict.

S

2.2>°l AA

tol A(HS ARE) 2k B

S

20119 AFE Hu

olo

)¢ D3 A

fe13
=

?l_

&

S8 Bgojz, C(719 A

]ﬂ,

++,

+

&17(2007) o ATtell whet £+

o

o BF Bl we A7

‘mo

o weEa B AT %

a9

GECERE S,

= =
b

QF A (o] F5, 2002) ¢}

YA, 2004) A AAE BLo] B2S

I3
er

Fol Tgo] A AT

ST

o

1A

il

1%

EE5WE #8o 137,

=

%34

]

<

g0 1871,

66712 oAu]HAR

o %
bt

S

A oAtk Ae s AN

(i} dAelWelst Ak 34 ol

1 doje] daak 1598 A

ER

go] "Wolx= £,

S|
=

q

HHAE A3, 157

bt

S

gt A9l

o
- T

o =
=

~
o



,.'L ) —_—
R M,_ = + T Llﬁd
= Z 28 TR
n = T W Mo o <
5 gl ay e mm = * o
ST mw®  ow Z oy X o
i ' T )
~ W ,w.a ‘mw —_ 9 m_w 5
o) . W N S o % Pl
mo . — N -
i I ST a I Ly T
I <X = ch =
HT.E T XE ™ 0 ,Uru = =
R @ o B = = i
o _ — %o o = X G - =
o ~ ,_lmb N ‘MV| . X . i ] "
o Ne TR _F s 2 ° E "
e o o O ool N e ~ | F DR Y
})Loﬂ.ﬂldnllnm}ﬂ EI i I ol o o~ ARy
= o <© 2 o & o o - o) BR N N s ofy| ©f RS 5o oo
N A e s S i 1o B INECE ~ ol L 2. 3 = it
0~ oy &% o oy W 5 2 - % X NERRULCS
v — ] — o [e] X oo & BK o R ~ *
= = = O o R G i CE T T
o %ﬂm%%%ﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂﬁo@eg Qmﬂoﬂﬂgr W = utm%@\mﬁ% T A T o] =V
= I Semm D[] =T oo TRl | w | EE
T < o) — ~ ﬂA_I 1A oy ko A H ~ - AR oy q T o
2 @ﬂﬂrélﬁoﬂﬂa1 N uamadn. H(ﬂﬂwot = Ea%o
= o % o B oy o0 = = 5 o U e T2 ;T
-~ JV!L N / Ao ~ _UT Q — — ay OTC HT —_— O R =
| - [Ty Wu ~ o ol % ° N W A S AMWE | = T BN Y o% i Wa e M,._M
AR SR N i Bk o] R B s
) ﬂmoﬁiﬁﬂg%@.wm%ﬂi I oo | e | &2 D
LY <r oo O um__. oy ®E %o I W g | Eley ~ oo | 4 <=
S R TR AT o TR Wi =E T fop | OO o e
- o ol o fn % . = T E W M| . o = -
mm_ = O ﬂﬂmlzuuuao?il% S - | o e @ B | R
— S ~
o éWWﬂo?OWﬂutﬂ_M%%cﬁL o Np o °8 6
) JJI R _ U_.#
r L PSR KEBEETRL
<k X T oF oh %o Al . 5 =
ufr ~ _ WO S . do do
o -~ o Al = Y o)
< ~ = o o~ 0
n4/_ ~ jo ol = )
I+ < |o 7o BO
e o {4r wh
o




45 AHE ool 250 ofdl s= 425

<E 2.2 280{ ofall Al (A =)

o H
ol
ol
N

ot

ry

oo &2

2 R

e

D AF gk Zo dk (@go)
@ 937} obhA AFurk (BB

® wHol o gtk (EAH)

@ 9319 ool & Aotk (FHH X)

X
oo §2

2 R

S L
o M
St

iy

3. HFEX|

1) odv] A+

ATE AT A L Pl e BAY, ATt A A G
Q

2
=

=
>
Fi

o

)
of
f
Mo —
Bkl
>~

Az ow Al7lo] 7 u}psh

ol stal FH3=A, AP A sk LA, =
AZEE A SEh7] Slsl Xl@%}oﬂ 3o ke 27 o] S gio R HAEHe
o AE Fae ATAY AsHolY gt Jom 285 A A AAlEit
AP HA Fol Al A 12 10%3—, Od2F 25 2530 2R ¥, A S
A3t AAE XTI BE Are A AR 108S 288t F 2417 3014 3
Alzbo]l A E QT AE FAE Fols A¥, uidA 12 w9 BIE 44 ¢u
Aok tidAt 28 9 RV o sst FAY A w3l dial gA olx
Qo Fuy ®BI7F AAY o)A 3 FAY AS £l ﬂloH oMoM
= el ol g
al

50 O mH

|

ol
x2
.ﬁ



426 S41] MQ: 0|21 MH(H 153 43)

2) &

HATE AL A7 e g AYel AFste AR AZ ] gyt dojd
HE XA At ofFS tigoE St A Fahe AFAe] AR o
Bl oz g5k B pEA R AAE HAA ST AY HAl= (oY)
Uz W FEY g 3 Ade. o] HuhEhe 42 W 277 st e
S QIAIRE fobi: Abghe]l WrbEh: Sk Hle. F9E o1 AHS otm Al g
a AGEA s FE3] S 3 Fo FAE EA sGith A¥E A= giA
2 153 AEe Agto] £QFHS A, BE UdAES 13 ZE AAE WAy
=3

1) & olsl A AR 7|+

g AEe] AR were 39 olulel AWsLh thAe wel Fgd A
14, Aol ohd 4% 0dew Agetgon, 208 welgltt,

F AES B9 #Add dilA 25 (contextual plausible
interpretation), Wy #AEW 9= s @ F(contextual implausible

)
interpretation), A4

A 84 @ % (literal interpretation) & 53U TH(KE 2.3>
). o FEEE AT 9 oF H&S #4351 F '] oF FEAA o]

7 e sk

Hgofe e vE (%) = LFFHE e &/ F 2F + % 100

<# 2.3 2r=ge =
27w 9 =3 748 €
e 8

(idiomatic interpretation)

W FEE A
(contextual plausible Bgolo = By gly, Fuly AHA A
interpretation)




427

IS

0

o 0]

(A 5)

ok

0l
100
ok

<® 2.3

=
=

ZPEE

S

°l 20%E *
Sk

=
=

341

I3

atol Al A

A1 AgAre o e

[

L

R

3743
A 2 A EE 100%35
1A

0

-

wgolE A ad®

g

3

oYob g}

=

4]
=
AFg©.ed

9

)

h
a2
al.

2t
(literal interpretation)

o

interpretation)
=

AofA]

]

Ls

el AFol7b A=A Lotr]

(contextual implausible

9

4) EAEA

]_

Fol B7HARE A H %
=

of o]

for

SPSS

)

:rL

3

e

iy

BE s

3

Al 9

EIOHE AR

=

S|

to] A%

°©

ha

Windows (ver. 19.0)

=
{l

3l

=0off oo

i
~

—r

Kl

&

o

~

v
XE

i

#gol 7 A

=

.

< dgohel w

o}
5
At

]

128

]_

=
Fd

’

o]
1>l AA

&



O

ol
3 IS
Nﬁow LsovﬂoﬂP
_ ajo ﬂw m ap © __Wm s N o= o NooE O o) T O OR R
Al o= | o Q - © Jﬂdﬂwmmﬂ %ot@o%dloo H & W T o
LU ST T — < © wﬂ e F % oF % = i wh = alo . o) B ™ N e -
= " Aﬁﬁsz_f%wnu‘z%M%E%wwwﬂh
o | — il = > )y o B EE I
| 5 of@ﬂcMM /mcw@.?%%%aﬁ%%lﬁef
ﬂ__o BT ]EEﬁ = o m_.ﬁ o]da:nﬂﬂQ]
e n ¥ NPT T @ )
V| Eege | N o 2 T s M o > xaﬁ.ﬂoo}@ui
Euﬁ T o3 = Mﬂ 2 ﬁﬂeTaﬁA?Wmoodigﬂlﬂw,;oﬂwﬂfiﬂLﬁoﬂ
- — _ e} OLﬂ o 0 .
. Exmbe D347 TR r3
w| | COLuTeg lxdacx R
= R ) e A]T: e o hm\ T E Y M X ol ) S X © o Mf
— ﬂﬂ o o %<%%@MH%%@M T W ﬂ%ﬂ%
— Tl R . S o™ A e YT oo R
o] oo | ® B ~ o Bt 2 oo — Mo 5 oo W nH = X B o
< F wh _ﬂlLlO.mnﬂ_.lqmo7t,aﬂ ok ﬂ,wa_wef,mo
— o ,;b/\Eo;o.__’O.ET 1A ‘m._i OE]Q% 1L_| ET
i or | & wE T 20 %@ﬂ%iﬁo%%mﬂ T
- H|=|® H " o SR Mo o) W _ oo
= G ,mm% © 191uam415 R ° N R L CTCIC G
~ —_— — . o
7l %) il ISR 2 dwamﬁcﬁl,%%%arig b B R o T
=il ] — < ap] N (]Eoﬁ_vLAﬂo,ﬂy!&A‘Ll,md oW
< - o.2£_|]F_LL|]o = = 7ETﬂLﬂﬂ
- N mo o o Y > R M - on =~ | dlo
M N - L e N T g 3 47; B
W N Ty s P X heszw?
= © oo % cEsue ST A
(I R = W T - = U, R -
au o N | m i A ot g o NF 3§ Jo gy @ ¥ g Ry o8
3 W i ﬂzmlur%grl .i#LW%%ﬂLL#LHx“/Ju]
Ofr & ®owolm wd.loP%ﬂWﬂ%ﬂWV
5 _ ﬂ_};mo;ﬂ.;oa7£ﬂqﬂ%@ﬂg
< -~ o o X ﬂLW__oﬁAwﬂ%O,dwww_mWEwmovﬂ%&rﬂ&oﬁ
ur o Xea | ars o ovﬁoﬂqﬂﬂ% }%%}}%_z
DR o oF o) SO e N = N =
Q H T o Z B oo R S Mo ° ) o) U Ak
v NO ~— q\l fe O#E ~ "o — O_ ﬂk‘_ ‘ul E‘.M Ot UJA o N_.M
4 I %Hﬂﬂ.ﬂmw__ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁo%%}%@%i
_ —_ 2 N i ro
%ﬁaqmmﬁw%ﬂT&ﬂyuwx%
Mﬂ‘mlvx_murwmﬂﬁo,ﬂl%uf;o._cl_@lo%OC\E_I
_VJIL, s . Y
AAOAWLﬂrEMow%

o7k ¥ & o= Yyt



45 AA ) doel 250 ol s 429

<H 3.2 o 2t F=sEe FHE0 OE FHE JlesA 2
Ak A5 AfE HatAls F o5
Ak 7k
et 79.625 1 79.625  26.192 000
92} 72.962 24 3.040
A ul
A&E 010 1 010 .008 929
AEEx A 2.163 1 2.163 1.817 190
AH(R&5E) 28.577 24 1.191
FHT 2.163 1 2.163 3.435 076
FoE x A 3.471 1 3.471 5.511 027
SAH(FHE) 15.115 24 630
AEEXEYEE 7.010 1 7.010  11.790 .002
S EXEYEX et 3.471 1 3.471 5.838 024
QARAHEEXFYE) 14.269 24 595

2. 2+E0] Olafiofl thet 2LF 7 =4

BoAgeld 3A §3el BE oF §¥e

oy #AH"E A4 QR
(contextual plausible interpretation), ¥+#¥ #H g+

4 2+F (contextual
implausible interpretation), =#F4] a4 @ (literal interpretation) 2] A 7}]o]
o F AT oFSFH T 9w 98 HSS <HE 3.3>9 AAsA

(E 3.3 T HHe 2FREE HE 3 2FRHE
AE ARG 49 2k op
33 2
TA}A =
T 25 (31.13%) (13.33%)
52 11
T3 BEE QR
et Sl (49.05%) (73.33%)
21 2
gug B Qe oF
o ME e (19.81%) (13.33%)
106 15

(100%) (100%)
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Idiom Understanding of Adult with Mild
Intellectual Disability

Oh Jin Young

Dept. of Special education, Graduate school, Dankook university
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<Abstract>

In the present study, the characteristics of idiom understanding
according to familarity and transparancy of the adults with mild intellectual
disability were investigated. The subjects were 13 adults with mild
intellectual disabilities and 13 normal children with the same language age
in Seoul, Gyeonggi, and Daejeon. Experimental tasks consisted of
familiar—transparent idioms, familiar—opaque idioms, unfamiliar—transparent
idioms and unfamiliar—opaque idioms. The multiple choice selection tasks
were presented for idiom understanding. Each example contained idiomatic
interpretation, contextual plausible interpretation, contextual implausible
interpretation and literal interpretation. It carried out the mixed three—way
ANOVA test to understand the difference between the two groups
depending on the familiarity and transparency. The results of this study
were as follows: the idiom understanding score of general children was
significantly higher than that of adults with intellectual disabilities. There
isn't a significant difference in the familiarity and transparency. In partifular,
adults with mild intellectual disability tended to understand the meaning of
idioms related with context and next literally. The results are further

discussed regarding figurative language comprehension and reasoning ability.

Key Words : Mild Intellectual Disability, idioms, figurative language
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