
12/15/06 1/ 2 relativeclauseskhex.doc 

Relative Clauses 
 

Relative Clauses: Exercise 2 

Evaluate the punctuation of the relative clauses in paragraphs 3 through 6, 8, 9, and 11 in this Korea Herald 
article. You’ll find an answer key below the article. 

 
 
Exercise 2 

(The numbers below are paragraph numbers.) 
3.  Note the omitted “which was” in “The bill, (which was) announced…” Correct. 
3.  Note the omitted “those” in “exceeding assets, and (those firms) whose normal operation…” Correct. 
4.  This clause is actually distinguishing such firms from financially sound firms. Incorrect. 
5.  This is parenthetical information, not essential for identification (distinguishing this bill from other 

bills). Correct. 
6.  The bill has already been identified, so we don’t need another identification or distinguishing clause 

here. Correct. 
8.  The restrictive clause “which fail…” distinguishes one kind of poorly managed firm—those “which fail to 

comply with such recommendations or arrangements”—from other poorly managed firm. Correct. 
9.  Financial aid will not be award to all firms; it will be restricted only to those “which merge…” So this is 

correct. 
10. Note in this paragraph that we could substitute “which merge” for “merging.” This would be a 

distinguishing clause, and so would not use commas. 
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11. If the writer means only one type of financial instruments—that which they had previously engaged 
in—this is an identifying or distinguishing clause, so the punctuation is correct. If, however, the writer 
is using the clause only parenthetically, there should be a comma after ‘instruments.’ 

12. Note “the name of which…” We could replace this with “whose name…” 
 


