EEIL & HATEHE 2003 4 1| A HITIHGES (Bhreraies]

FICHBEREEGOHB T RO DDH
—HMRDOBRAE ZVBREEFRHEADTRE —

ZANEIRCES

=z B

AR T, BRE OGN 2EA1 G, BRHYEBCHEL S A ERCHT sBm s HE TS, BoSEYA

(SLA) 2B 2 EREOBEMEE, BREOHFEMDFF| TS Noun Phrase Accessibility Hierarchy (NPAH) 0FE5]
IR e BRIEFIC2 D E WO BEN D, BIMRET & SIS 3 & OSUEBMRIZ L 29Nl L /2o T B, L,
EAFEI%ER! (post-nominal) DEFEERGR L LIEHIRTHERBHO2HZDOI% LT, BAERIES (pre-nominal) T
HHAFBEMRL LEFRETEI R LZERRELN TR, TEMNLERCERHAEEL TV I, #EoXx
B2 5 AABEOEMTRITEBAOEE COMERREN ED X D 1T 2RI EEABETHB, £7-. NPAH OB
BIEF~DOFEBE L Th, FREGRMICHERbDIIEEL V] LWIBBICE YE-TRY, A#EZDOL 3 2FEFIck
DONEND EZAETIHHLNMNIIN TR, BAFBICRIT A RNECKEEL R L LR LRI bR
WEEZEZEZTWL 7D, BERICHEENEENE W) ZEULOEREZEZ 2 QO LERHBESH S, £C,
AT T, BREEEORSICHETI L EX OHBERICETARIALME L. AAELHERL LEWECHT

DHFERDED L T B L ERGIEEICEIRT 2 2 R5H 5,

[(*—-U—F] ETSHEE.  BMRE.  NPAH (BRELOTHEMOME). BER0EENE

1. [FC®HIC

RfREIIL, BHEREEEFOBROREN R L
DELT, #5F GUT L) BXUE_EE UT
L2) [T A3EEBMEOSEFTHEORNEL SN
DT ENRE, K, BEEEEHE (LLF SLA)
WFRO 48 Ti, AR FEMD SLA (2B
LDHHEIHEBET DLV ERNRSATNDIL
225 (Eckman 1977, 1984, 1996 72 ¥) . SiE4EMlzh
DO CEER 2B L ST 2 Noun Phrase
Accessibility Hierarchy (BSfREMLOFTHEM DRSS

PIF NPAH) 125U e lgens, BRETEEMED

Fl LMo TE TS (NPAH OFEMILRE Tk~
3), Fiz, HHEME (markedness) #3 SLA IZX¥ DX
IR BEEZX DLV D T EIX SLA BRRICRYT
LDEERNARBEDOVLDER>TVNE D,
NPAH OEBIEF~DEEL, BREHDOB /O
b5 TIERL, 5 SLA HEREELEC
DIPPDIRERIE Y7 THDHEE XD (Eckman
1996; Ellis 1985, 1994; Gass & Selinker 2000; Braidi
1999 /),

NPAH 13, BAFRER & T OWHERMS TR0 LR D

b, BREHLO SheT EDFFIERLELDTH
%, NPAH (ZE-3U 7z SLA BF38I%, HESEOBEA
Hi%ER (post-nominal) DEFEE .M LEIT
P TEY ., #1712 BEOEES EA NPAH DORE
IIEER > TND EWV ) FERPBE SHTWVB A,
EiX, BARE, BEFELR COEHTIBR (pre-
nominal) SEEOMMRE xR & LIFRILE
2, EHRIZE - TRHRBRES B —FL
ToRERDIH TR, NPAH A% SLA 123817 3 (%
HEBCEEMICEEY RIS E O 0T, 7%
ABHTWRWEEF X3, NPAH (2L 5 FRID
SLA BT 2 EEH#IERT R, AAESED
ERERTBR SR A xR & Lo BEME S ER T
REERBEDD,

E7z, ARIC L2 BROEBIERFCEES BN NPAH
W7 bDIZR2E LThH, ZTOEQOHEMBIMTT
H5I%, NPAH THEEL SN TV A L0, E
BLWDIEAD Dy, BFEEDSEEXNRLE LR
DFERM NPAH ICih - 1-BEB AR L. HASE
KB E LM ETITRERS SN TVBE E NS T &
ZHMAT DR, HEIRNICEELLOREER




BND &0 ) LR, B AR DAEMNL
HRMADHEEZDLERD D,

FIT, AT, BRETE RO 2RO DE
KRBT 2 {RES L ORI 5, £9. BE
1 & BE A4 5 O SUEBR O BIRETE B S 1
B E 2 5ERE O HEFUCOWTHB TS, =
nbid, BELRE & WHEMAFRDOBROAITERE Y
TR CH S, WIZ, BREPEBEDORAENT-XE
EEERIZVh, XEEOENER ICHERE X
BLTHIERONERMLRbOREE L., Rkic, £
OEROHAEEREZH TV, o, TENOR
FIC LD TRI LIRS . BESOEHTi%RER
EE L IEHMERTER CH D AAEE L OB THET 5
ZEiCk Y., BAED SLA WS EERIE G
ROBE~ED L Y ICEBRTE 20 ERE 5,

2. Noun Phrase Accessibility Hierarchy (BEf®Eit
D ETHEEDREE)
2.1 NPAH OB E
Noun Phrase Accessibility Hierarchy (BEfREi{b.DF[
HEMEDPERE : LIT NPAH) 1. Keenan & Comrie
(1977) ERD 50 LLEDOEEOFEARIILRE
X o THLMIZ LTz, BREbShE SDFFIL
ThHY, TRCOEBCH TLE D EBIRMERE &
ENTW5D, HEMAFNSEFEHICLTEDLD
RESEER o TV B0, WV HBLRD AT
BFENTRY ., ZOBERE LI T EOFFNITLL
ToLBYTHD,

EEE (SU) >EHEHME (DO) >RHI#ERME
(I0) >ETIEFAOBHEOP) > AR
(GEN) > sk BHIZE (OCOMP) 2

TOFENI, EXHD LD (LAY ELOb
D) 13 CBHREIL SNRT D L 2R LTEY, b
L LA b DI SRS, TR~V D b OIE EH
EThdeanTng,

FNFROFNE, ROLFBY THD,

Su The man who lives next door...

DO The man whom I saw...

10 The man to whom I gave a present...
OP The man about whom we spoke...
GEN The man whose wife had an accident. ..

OCOMP The man that I am richer than...
(U3Ci Ellis1994 : 102)

Keenan & Comrie (1977) iz XiuE, 7= & i,
»HEFBCHEBNFEOBRESEFET L, 0
EcH 2EEBED R LERE L TE, M
HRBET M BMREML SN D & 5 RSB E LR
WeEWH ZETHD, EOTLL~LOBERELE
THEREDNE WD Z &k, SFEILICR D, KET
W, MRk o> B RUEE S CRREME S FIREIN, Z o
LrUUTe s b RERESEE CHEBEDR VO
U245 &) (Keenan &Comrie 1977 : 90), =
7o, BAREIOEREECEALTL, ZOMBIZH D
LS NTND3,

NPAH 13, EFBELGROBEAHLLIEINTNHS
bOTHBED, ZZTh [BEFEEHbshI] &
IEER AT A L Th . SEOHESE
TE I LRI EOEEL EXFH LB l®ATWD
HOTIERY, L LEDH, Keenan & S. Hawkins
(1987) BEEFRFHE RARVFLEDL) x5
12, LB ESETERICBRYIET I N TER
ME D kB DEBREITZV, NPAH O ELOH D
IRV IRT I ENTEIZE NI BREE,
EEOEHOES H NPAH OFFICH S & LT
%, ¥z, Keenan & Comrie 2% NPAH I3EEAED L 5
SEFMLTND ERRTWB L, bz, HiE
OEFEERL Y LV EEOSHERROIZ Y BRLEE
ERBEVWIEERENRSHBZ EME (Eckman 1977 72
E), SLAICBT2EEE S NPAHIZIE S &5 XD
., BERICSHEINS LKoo T3,
22NPAH ICESWV-E-EEZEBHE

NPAH DOELAH6OBRENCET 5 SLA #F5TIL.

KEEE POLICEHERBEROFHE L HRITIThh
LS 0)75§§b\ (Croteau 1995; Doughty 1991; Eckman,
Bell & Nelson 1988; Gass 1979, 1982; Hansen-Strain &
Strain 1989; Hyltenstam 1984; Izumi 2003; Jones 1991,
1993; Mitchell 2001; Pavesi1986; Sadighi 1994; Tarallo
& Myhill 1983 % : BFIEDFEMIT. % 2002 2HR),
IO ORI, BRI E ST SIOELERD S R
7 BHGT, SUEMEHBTT 2 bR 2 3GERT A b,

BEE ST NIFTOFHT X b 72 Eifix IgEBR 5L
TIThhTRY ., 2LOKROEWIH DM, Hih
BRELOBS L, FiAKOBEREL (GEN) %
BT NPAH OBSBITIZITIN o TWB &V ) R




EFREL TS,

ZhiZx LT BAREECEEREXBMRE A e
iz FID AN BN DIEMFATER O SETH 5,
HASE & St IZ{T bz SLA BFFE T, /B30
FERSEEE CORMOMEE 2~ Bk, HE
Hi4 AP BREOEFCH - SBERE (LT SU)
RO B HOFEIC 72 B BIEE (BT DO) A
NRTNEVIRERIRES TS (B
1998 ; JIFT 1996 ; ¥ H 1997 ; IE/# 2001 ; BEiH
1991), L2 L., EBZ LV EER AFE LT
W, BATEOBMREOHES A NPAH OEE LY
WD E ) DTRRP SN TEY, — B U
REIF\F LN TR, BRI TLERET o7
Kanno(2000) &, FEHD L2 FEHIHRERETH
HSEDEREITR7-RA)1(2002) 1, SU XY DO
DITIB G LNEVIREREB TS, 72720, BRI
DFERTIL, SU DKICETEF O B BIEE (OP) 235
L<., DO BEIURS EWIFER LR TS,
SCEMEHIWF T ANMZ LB Tarallo & Myhill (1983)i, DO
DIFEDH SU KO B LNEVWDFEREF TS, SUREE K
UEARIZ 45588 %1772 572 Roberts (2000)i%, XX
AT ANTIE SU 2 DO LW H LN IfER Yo7
D3, BRI BAL Tk, SU D3ELEELY &V ), NPAH O
FHlLT £ R DRER LIRS TND, £, XEAT
AMZEHEM (1997) B UMEA - 2 H (2000) T, SU
& DO DELLENF L&V EUTERMAHT
VRV N

B, FELO LI BBCRBT AEREOBEEY
AR TH, HETIT L2 BEHTRORBR L R
(2, SU DIEHH DO L 05 L&) RN HE
SNTWBHEDNR% (Brown 1971; Smith 1974;
Tavakolian 1981°%%, —J5. Sheldon 1974 D#ERIX
NPAH 56 DOFJI %R LT 23, BHAE
R L LTI LIERRITE O TR,
SU DIEI NG LN E WS REREZEFLFRLH DN
(S. L. Harada, Uyeno, Hayashibe 'y& Yamada 1976) .
DO DIFHINH LV ENWI R ELSTEHRELH S
(Hakuta 1981; K. Harada 1976),, ,

SLA BFECIIEEHE LB X2 A0 BT, L1 ¥
B CITBEE D FZ AT BHLE VI BN
B, ELOLORERb, KESDI—n v/ 55E
THL SU £V DO D5 BEL W E WS ERICAR
V. BARBERRL LR TS UREENH
TN, A28, BAEOE/ICBELTL, 20

LD RERITIRBDIZSH H I,

WHITH, 20 128 BT 50 < 200
AT 5,

2.3 Tt NPAH OBEBICR>T#ENFHEEIID

DhH

AR > X 9 12, NPAH %, Keenan & Comrie
(1977) R EFBOERGERINRFEIZ L > THLMIT
LI-BERORIbEH b L= b O T, MR
BRBEED [FR) THH, Keenan & S. Hawkins
(1987) 12L& D, NPAH @ LALd & 01T L <on
BRBHLVEWIFERBHENTWAR, LaL,
FAGRIICIEE Th D Z &8, EEOEHEEN
B LWZ EOEFEOMA LR DD TIERY, ¥,
NPAH @ E{iicdh 5 b DIFEESCEHER S L, T
MLDHDOBEEL VDY, I ETHEHA L THDT,
[ LEXBTHAD,

BHRIEF~OFEICE L TiX, J. Hawkins (1987)
B, NPAH DL 57 THBEFEICP LW IHITRRH
N, 25T Q LWIHBRLHB) LWVIHIEE
FIEEMED L1 BLO L2 BB 3B EBIEF%
TFRILD D &4 28A%E, UTOLICHBALTW
b, ZOBEMETEED LTRSS DM, R E
DEDEFESL, OP H Q bEBLLBIEFELA,
QP OANBFET S, @P & Q DEFBEET S,
EVD 3ODNRE=UDHHLOENNITARY, QD
HOBFETHERBEIRNENWI Z L THD, LI B
LV L2 BB m v RCBIT B EOEBOSERR
b, BRAEELFRCSELEEORKNEZITS &
RETHIE, SEBEOLOBRBICHW TS, bl
DIODNRE—2DH LD ENNNID EELLR
B, LIed»T, L2 HEOLOEMOTHEER
Rl oTh, QDANBEFET HEMITH D HV,
DED, QOHAPEITEBEND LV D Z LT
VNS ZEITRY ZInbEBIEFESTRIEND
L LTW37, Eckman (1984, 1991, 1996) % .
lprimary language (EAEFE) WY THEEHT T
DEBMHIEITHEHRICLDHTIEE S (Eckman
1996 : 204 ZEFHFR) LWOHERAILT, EHHH
TRERENBHIEFICRET I EOFBAL LTS
(Structural Conformity Hypothesis ; SCH) ,

U2>L., Hawkins & Eckman DEREA ¢ . EHZGH
HEEPERIEFICHET I L EHALTVSIC
WET, FEERMICEE - ShABRNRE5 L,
FEL SNDIERD2EHE LD EFETE 0T




1722, SLA RV B ONEHERIZONTEZ
RIFER BN LiE, FOEEIEFEES O
W#$ékﬁ& mH R RO E RO, The
LIENCERNSHDONENSZ L E, LT, 8
@ﬁ%ktﬁ@®%%ﬁ®t&LT% DR M
FEAH UEERITNE NI ZETH S D,

728 NPAH TEALE ENTHWEHORH LT
MOLOREE LD E WD AR, PETEH D
B SLA OHBTHRRNRIZTHILTWDA, £0
1FENIC, FELD L1 BECRFERES O ST
»n B%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁif%ﬂfwéu 7272 L. NPAH (28
A TAOBEDOLDOE TCEHRIAT LD TR,
SU & DO DEREMEICK > THBAZRA TS b
DOPIZEAETHD, L1 BEL 12 BER, Yo
ERUetR%EkEY, FORERR-THS)
1, RECHL TR KERPIERETH DM,
Ellis (1994 : 76)3B_TW3B X 52, L1 BHOR
BF— U DRFFRIE, SLA TORENF —)E
FhEZEZTN )X TCOERERDZBDTHDHEE
Z. SLA THREO T ERZZEDEDNhEND
:&m&ﬁén6&%W%655 Li=NoT, &
FETIE L1 BECRERS OSULEOHFRFRERND
ﬁbnfwéﬁ%;%LTB\ﬁ§%&%®%ﬁﬁ
LTnERy,

UF, ZhbofiiA%E, (1) E#EEO b0
OERDO LT ST A8, (2) HEmmnb
O, 3) BEICL 2. OIEICHET 5.
2.31 JGEMEEFDLDOOEREND L5 STk S5

Keenan & Comrie (1977 : 88) %, IR
NPAH D3I/ 2 BR %, FBERY2EAOHMEAL,
NPAH 13 T#fiED L5 X (psychological ease of com-

prehension) & B L T3] £ LTW5, LD

B, TE3E) [EEERREE) L. HRIEMHAFOR
) CEMBEZ O b OICER 2R, EFEOBREIL
PEROEMLS <, BE“J%%'F%S@&EE% Lz
RBHENHZETHD, ZOHBANDLIL, BIREN
BANDHAEOENZT Tl BEREICED L O 2
HMOhHHEETHERZ LT, (X5 OBKRE
fLehhiikbH L, IEEBE] OBREIL
BEIUEE LV RERICRD LB TFRENDS,
7272 L. MacWhinney & Pleh (1988)ix, /~> A Y
—EENHRE LI AEEEE O BRI % A7
HEEDRDT, NFV—FBOL IRy - 2
AV NEETI, EEOL S REFEREST (subject

prominent) SFE & X, NPAH 2SEMREIO#ES 1Z 5
RDEBNTIFHOFREENH B LR TR Y . EBRD
RERTIE, DO DIEH34 SU XV B LW EWH R
E/TND, #EMNT, EFETHBZ L OEMENR
W RBEOS L S vboTnA ELZL, B
FECBWT SUNRRBH LWNEWIHERBHED
HTWRWZ L2 Th, EEOEMMEE V|
NOBERINDUERHLEELLY, by -

I A NEFEBICBITSD NPAH OB L WHEND
S E LT Z & T, NPAH OFFFIDER %% %
5B L2 AR E X DB,
2.3.2 #HEMAED S DEHEA

SLA DO4yEFCiE, TEOBREIL & EHEE R
DBEMREMEDOEES EOE W EHEEN e m G L
E2ELTWVWABHERNWL 205D, Taralo &
Myhill (1983)%° R. Hawkins (1989), Mitchell (200143,
BIEMA T & BRROEMIHSEICEE LTS &
LTHEY, —7F, O'Grady (1999, 2000, 2003),
O’Grady, Lee, & Cho (2003), O’Grady, Yamashita, Lee,
Choo & Cho (2000), Wolfe-Quintero (1992)i%, ZERT
DEDABDERE LV BRPOHBALERAL TN D,
Tarallo & Myhill X, FA >V3&, KR/ bFIEE,
NNV s, FEE. BERBOETNThOEEE
(TTHFERFEES) 2RI, UEERIRTT =
F&iTolz, EOFER. EMEERBER THD K1Y
FE. WV NHANFE, LT Y BT SUDBMRE
BELIEL TS n k), EMEaiERchs A
AZE L PEFE T, DODBMREHPHELE L HlF
&z, Tarallo & Myhill i Z OFERIZOWT, B
TREAN DZERT (BAERA RN AR D o T LE) L4
R T L OIERED, BIREIOB L S ICHET 51
HTHEEWIUREE L, FEOEMINEVIE I N
EWBAE I VBEREL LB ERAL TS,
BREHLZIT 2 HA . & FEETRe (1)
D L5 BBEMTONG LEZ TS, BIFEE
PITAR R & > T e TR & Bl —25m (E73R
2% 13, BRARLAFAOMEILBE S, TOAE
HoTBANIZER (gap) & 723 (B ORFIX
Wwethiz@ERT) %,

(1) The man [ whom I wrote a letter to ( him )] ...

1 |

UTofFlTiE, #ED, SU DBEFRETHD
(2) DIE5H, DO OBEFEHTHD (3) £V, #

— 35—




1A 5 & 22T D B EEHEAS IV,
(2) The man[who ___ sawme]... (sU)
(3) The man[whomIsaw ... (DO)
DR, BEMREOHEMEIEWZ LT Db, —

5. BAFETI, SU OBMREITHS (4) XV b,

DO DOREITH D (5) DIFH M., HEMRFAL
ZERT O FEREDS TV,

@1 FE Rz BoA... (su)
(5) [BAAS __ Rzl BoA.. (DO)
Tarallo & Myhill i3, Z OBEFEEEOEV D=
W, FEEO L D RMEHEHREIIOSFETIE SU DI
IM3D0 LV BHLL, AARESLTEEDL I 2l
HREETERDOSETIT, DO DIFH>N SU LV b5
L< 723 L _T 5,

¥72. R. Hawkins (1989), Mitchell (2001)% & UL
BELY, 7T5VRED L2 FEEENBICERE
1T, Eb bbb 75 0 REIZHE U CITBEiEEE
REERTHDZ & EXHTIR/REETCND, 7
T AEOBGREITIL, BEHEENEOBRELOE
A, BRERNOTELHFALEBSED L LA
Thald, ZiEY OEENGET D, EFEEW
BOBBEILTHD) LWV EIEEOHSEY
RETDHOTHIL, FBERZ@BYHAHH &, BHEE
BHREOBREILTH IR, ¥H 5L EEOBR

BULORIZE LT CtHh B, L L, R Hawkins,

Mitchell DEBRTHL, BIEN S EN 5 EBREITREE
BEVWEWIRERE R, ZOZ 5, R
Hawkins, Mitchell {3, Keenan & Comrie (1977) %33
B9 5 X 9 R SCHEMSREZE D b DIC & DB EEMENSTE
ERROTHERL, XOBENREBER TH D L#E
O TnAa,

—77., O’Grady 5%, Tarallo & Myhill 5 DERRAY
72BEME (linear distance) (2K AELBACK LT, 25T
OHEDIALDEE LI BANLLITO L 5 125
LT3, #ETIE, SU OBRE OIS, #

(6) DX HicFEEN, DO OBRE OREE LA

(D) ©X2izi2n, Bl (7) DOIFHBZEFTOEDIA
KRS o THEY | BEEEOBICR U 2 5 Hi
A (/—F :node) '°0%uL. H (6) TIXVED
7, Bl () TREEOTH S,

(6) thetruck that [ pushed the car ] (su)

(7) the truck that [g the car [yp pushed _]] (DO)

(3¢ O’Grady et al. 2000)

O’Grady Hi%, SU &Y b DO OEMEHIDIE S »

BHLVWOIL, 20X IZRUEZ DEIEDOENE
PoThHDE L, BIEHST & ZBETOEIERN 72 Bl
(EFTDEDIALDIEE) PG ERRDHER &
RBHELTND, T, XNBEFROBENO D 1.
Hawkins(1999)28, #AER4 5 & ZERR OB O A D
BHBUNE ESTRBIC RN D L R B B

DB D, NPAH OB DOTMO b DIE E S E
DEL RDDIETFMOLDIECEH EOENEL 25
NHTHDHENVWIFAZ LTINS,

O’Grady (2000) (= Lvi, AAZEICBIL Tk,
SU OERENIH (8) DX HicFEESh, DO DR
LB (9) DX HleB iz, ZERFOEDIALD
BT AKREOHE T HREE LRI DO DIF 5 2
TENZ &5,

®) [ BOAERTHB] ZOA (sv)

9 BOADR[p_ RT3 ZHOA  (DO)

(13T O’ Grady et al. 2000)

LMo T, ZOFBENLIX, RELFRICH
AFETH SU LV b DO DEMREIDIE D MEEL VT
Lz B,

O, EREBEC X D L HEOIABR DR SIT

LBBBIL, —REEBBOL S ICRXB L, EE

EETI SURG LVWEVWIRILZ E&2FRILTWY
B, UL, AAECREBOL ) EaanEs
DEFCHELIBERNTFRAEINE, 2ED,
Tarallo & Myhill HDF o EMREHENGEE L I &25kD
LERTHIUE, BAFETIE DO ORMREIDITH H
BLWEWIRERELBITTCHY. O'Grady HD
SIRDRAALDRINVERTHNIL, BERETH
SU DEMREIDIZ S BRI LN E WIS ERIZRDIE
TThHD, O b, OGrady HIX, E¥BHD
IREFRASIE LV DML, BEEEASRHSR CIIREERFTHE T
DN, AFECREREL X AR UBAREEN
FREIZ 2D LR L TWA, £, O'Grady bEH
DEBRDOFERTIL, BAFETHREEETDH SU DIF
IBFHLWEWD | O°Grady HOREREIFTDH

RBPB/HNTVS (O’Grady et al. 2003; O’Grady et al.
2000), ZAvid, FEEICEELRERHTHD, L,

WEITIRRD X 512, BEEEHOBRUADRERIZ
b, EHERTEIRMEMEIRER N X 5 EVET
B 28 H Y. BABCTOMERBRENELLIZ
Zpofz LThH, B ZNIET CERD 2008
B 52272 B T TR,




2.3.3 §EIEIC & 55587
B#%ICHHEEIEIC L AL, Hakuta (1981)2%

L1 B/ T 2RO OIRELIE DO TH D,

Hakuta ¥, AAEERFEELTHFEHO L1 B

B 5BBHOEMOERE LT3, Hakuta I,

SEND 6 EOTELEXRLE UERLE, 3 @)
HOmOFELEXMNRLE LEEREITV, BIFRE%
ST E B, BV & B IZEMO AN E B
LTbBH I ENIFRT BT, TORER, &b
HOEBRTH, SU ORMREIL D DO OBMREIOIZ
IBBEMERF LN EVIREREFTND, ZDHHA
& LT Hakuta 3R D & 5 22 Ra &2 LT TV D,
WETIL, WERAT & RS OEIEX, SU @
BEERETIT (10) DX 54z SVO &40, DO DB
REITIE (D) DL 08V &5,
(10) The duck [that licked the frog] (SU)
S \% 0
(HxNZRDI=T L)
(11) The duck [that the frog licked] (DO)
0 S %
(= NARHT=T )
(I Hakuta 1981, RIF - A1 23EH)
Hakuta 1. FEHix1 2DDAFEZEET & #F
R 2EMNH D7 (Hakuta 1977), BBIREIHE S
(RREN & EMA RO 2 & Dl EiEr, Bk
G L IPRZ & E95) RO 2 2OKFN SO &
WINERZZ % (10) OiF5 A, 0S &V I BERFIC
2B (1) EVHEENE LWERRTWS, BAE
TR, SU OBFRE#EETIE OVS (# 12)
EWHEEIEE 229 20 B OBFNEMEERIC 2 D08,
DO DEHRE#ETIE, SVO () 13) 2420 128
DEFNEMEEIZ /2D, Hakuta 1X, ZO7®ICH
AFETIE DO OEMREEEDIT 5 BN S L
LTW3,

(12) (A& igdiz) ZEm (sU)
o vV s

(13) [HAnipdhilc) 7ZEn (DO)
S A% 0

(#13C Hakuta 1981, #15 « & v 2 ITEF)
IOz Edb, Hakuta (3, FE b OBEFREOE
RIZBE LTI, HEFEO & ) REHEH%REROEET
I3 SU OBREDIE S B8 F L, BAREOL D lE

AERTER O EFETIL DO DRIREIDIE S 235 Luy,

EWVWHEREILT TS, 7272 L, Hakuta DOBFF

HFELD L1 B/ERRLE LIcboThHD . YUK
DL, AP L2 FEHICEA L THRED
ZEDE R DT LT,
REFBRENT L2, 2 Hakuta (1981)0D X8
2nh 20 FL Lo BRIZR-o T, axsva=

A b BTN ERHESTFET, BIEEZERETIE

EAE R N TW3, MacDonald & Christiansen
Q002)%, AR Z v a =Rk - EFNOFHELE
W, B a—F—IlHEEDREIEEEE RS Y S Y
Sal—TalrEToliEERE. SU 0BESZEt
IZROTiE, BVEENGRRY BDanE W I
RLigolzi, DO BETICTH, X UHIIFEFIC
MY NEL, JIENERBNDITONEY BRD &

W) RERNE BNz, MacDonald & Christiansen 3.

TR ORRER (HE) ORETHD AL T
W3, 127EL, fThhicava—F— v Ial
—3 3 TH SU & DO DRBFREN B R~ DR
HEKRACIEREZ LS us/SaLTHE, DT
L5, MacDonald & Christiansen 1, SU DBEMRE

N LWorL, SU OBMREREEDEIEN SVO T,

BEFE T canonical (FREEAY) CHEENEVGEIE
MHIZEERL TS, £ LT, XTI DO 2SEEL
WL, FBIEAS OSV T, KEE T canonical Titie
SHEMMEWEETHI Z ENERTHHLELTH
5, L7TH» o T, Hakuta & MacDonald &
Christiansen 1&, ERZFEBIRIZRKRDTND L Z AT
£ LTV B A, Hakuta 1X, 12004 FHENME
FILHERINCTVEVWIFHAE L, £,
MacDonald & Christiansen &% DFENE~DBEARSERE
IKE>THMAE LTS, bbb, Hakua DR
X, BREFOEMICETIILOTHY,
MacDonald & Christiansen DFRBAIL, HFEL—/L%
BELBREAEHT A o ACETLOTH
B0 RICHEERLETH A 9,

MacDonald & Christiansen ¢, Hakuta (1981)Dif
RICIA<{ERLTELY, AARED L O 2R EMHE
RIBROEETE I RDZONEND Z LT bt T
WV, UL, ZZTHEKRENI LIZ, 2200
BFD S H 1 DOBIMEEICR DR TVEN IR
MmbEX D&, Hakuta DE D L0 AARFETHER
FEEHIZDO BH LN EW I TR TE BDIEN,
canonical LFEE L WOBRNOE XD L, BAFE
OBREMEDFEIRIZ. SU TiX OVS (fl 12).
DO Ti& SVO Thh il 13), £bbb HAED




canonical 72EEIE (SOV) TiIZe\v, LEMN-T,
MacDonald & Christiansen DT o7z %o a =&
e EFNEES I 2 —i g U BAETE
AL DEDI ) efERIT/2 20, BURRNE Z 5
ThBd,

Fle, BRoBANPLOEDTIEDH D8,
Bates et al. (1999) 3. Competition model & Fv > THk
FEOBMREEAFE 4D EBRE A & ) THEREEE Y
S BIAT e o TR 12 03T, BEEDHEIZ OV T
fiEL T D, A & U TEEIL. BRETNOFEIED B B
EREWEETHHD, FURKBEE LS BE
HCHOEROFBIEBNFRETHD, =EL, HHEN
B EIXWoTH, HEMBEVY canonical 72FEIEN
1F7E L. Bates et al DEEROET, FENEAS canonical
ThHBEINEEBE L EWHIERE T,
Bates et al. ¥, ¥ 7=, canonical Z25EIE BEREIOHAR

DIFEIBZH LN L DORAOOEDE LT, 205
NE CRRED RN DHEENENZ L2 BTV,
Bates et al. OFEHHIIFEFEEREE OB REERARIZRE 5
DD TIEH DY, HIFD SLA HETH, HAK
B CBERMEED L2 BRA~OREIINRIRENZEN
FERE I TETEY (N, Ellis 2002, 2003; Goldschnei-
der & Dekeyser 2001), HAFERI(REID L2 BEIHE
LTh, a— 25k 820 Adv, EREE -
EARE OB LRI L TV BERDHDTES 9,
234 FEOH

ZZE T, SU & DO DR AR AERIZ- OV
T, BEERE LE, ZERTOHERE, BOIALOBRES,
FRIEIC L AREBAE A TE, THENOEFICEY
EMEI%EL Ch 2555 L EffRER TH L B A
BCEDLIBRFRANEINTNOENERLICELD

50 FEICE LTI, PoESRLEIL SU>DO (>

WHDIBODIFZINERZHHLDEVELNT
&%%T)bwﬁ%m%bfwéﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁb
Tik, SU>DO (2725 0> DO>SU 1245 0:0FH|
PERRIC L s TR TWAZ Lid, ERT & A
Thds FECIEEDROFAUERLZTFRLTL
EOCOMIEIEEL <. BAHF (2002) bHik~TWS
Lo, BAEBEREICRI 5 BETRELITS 2 &
W, BRI OMEEEIC U CEEARBE R S

LIZRDEEZL Y, bbAA, B LIZLS I
AAREBMREIZ X BRI LT ED L 5 RN I
L, COBRMOT IS 2D A ER & EE
TEDIDITTIEARVD, D2ty BAEDLS
REMEAMBEREOSE TR EDL I RERL DD
DEALNCT A LRMELSNTWA VL X
Do

3. BFRETMNBEDAFTFNENLEEOBEDHS~D
FEEHEER
31 BREIANEORAFEN-X A EDNHZ~D
e
AIEiCId, NPAH DRSS, SU, DO L0085 %
RDOHERE, BREBE D B OITE0
UCHMTRTE, UL, BIEEITERICEE
niZircEbh S bOTIAeL, EHIEDRAEN
THEbND, EHIOBEDBEDBIREOEES IZ
e B2 DWERENEZ O, TOHL S24L 51
BIh, EHEEDIXEENLA T LERD
5, EBE SLA IZBITBIELALOHETYH, X
FNZHEDIAA T CERM TR TS,
FE & BARET A & RO SN S BRE O

#£1 e L BREOITERRIC X 5%&5}#0%@' AL & AR

ZE ' %%% i ‘ HAGE
RO LT & Keenan&Comrie (1977) SU>DO SU>DO
HiEfiaF L O
Tarallo&Myhill (1983) 5 SU>DO DO>SU
Zefr | EAREERE '
HDIAHZDEES | 0'Grady (2000) 5 SU>DO SU>DO
. O FEIEA 5 Hakuta (1981) SU>DO DO>SU
EIE
B MacDonald & Christiansen (2001) SU>DO ?




BE5 & TR BRSO OERESHTO AR,
EiFTN S ORFOE < i, NPAH (28115 SU>
DO LR ZFHE LTS, ZTDH, Zih
DGR TE LN CTWAHER E NPAH &, EndBE
FENOER OREERTHHME VI HRBITHI
fwéo_hamﬁ%@§<m BREEEE OBRE
B L1 BRIRT DHS ORI LIRS
%wfbéﬂ\ *“%@%%7Dtxukwf
LRFEOBREN R ONAFEEMLH Y, BB L TR
SHERHDHIEA D,

iz, LI BECREGEE OBREERE LR L
LTRSS B Tit. b O REOMEICBb 5
HORFBERMPHLIER L TOD Z &M EHENh
TW5 (Bates et al. 1999; Clancy, Lee & Zoh 1986;
Hakuta 1981; MacWhinney & Pleh 1988), HZAEE L2
BHT NPAH % A 7= COPF RN R o7
LW ) —E UsEmntinolt, #heho
M TR HAERMEA L TWA Z LI X A alge:
LEZLND, Fio, BERZBERTAIHLIO—HF
& LT, thoBEROEEERH Y, HLBEROH
Feiofe B LS L OB RIS W E b b D, EEE
1E LAY ORFEDERETN EEHICHEDAEN B
R EER L TOER, EEEE 0 TekE L
HT 3B THEDND R N TT U0, TONBED
BLIOBELEBALERLRWE, ELVWER
BEDZEFTERY,

AKE T, ZNHOERRDO S bLREN R LD

AU TV 5 Perceptual Difficulty Hypothesis {22V YT
D, ZhuL, FEOPRA~DEHRE O DAL
TRHERTHD, £LT, SLA FIRTIHIF LAY
BRES VTV RV, K& R %15 5 B RE &
LT, #IEMA RO IEZENZEI Y5 Parallel Func-
tion Hypothesis, & DZ#IZEIT 5 Perspective
Maintenance Hypothesis, F&NEIZBI9" % Local con-
joined analysis DIEIZRET 5,

311 BREEENIIEORAFN-EHOEE

AN 6] COb"Cﬁ%ﬂﬂ"éﬁﬁ Z. BMRHEIEE
DXDES L ER DY Jﬂb‘%z"bé%ﬁﬂ’]& ok ]
ﬁﬁ_OwT¢A5°m¢®i9;\M%HTM\
BA{RET DHHE A4 5 & BICRETN OIREE & O STERIR
THFREZNEL TN, PHEMLFIIL. EdA
ENTODEEOHDBEE & & IOEBRER T
Do Tz& ZiE ROBI (14) T, WEMLFRATH
% The boy I¥, ZHETRTEZL S ICEREND
IRFE sees DEBEBMREICH =D TR, £
DREE chases DEFETH H B,

(14) The boy [who the girl sees] chases the policeman.

BREOBS & MAET 5RNL 4T, D27
FOHERGRE b LICEBREOBED ¥ 4 755
TWDHDOREN (F2),

BREIE, b bAA, EEHNORMBEBERELE
#9570 L, EiE - EREHRELSO b O BT
HZEHTEDN, —MRIICIE, ERE BT

— I, MEREASXDOERE L EERRFEOHMIK - T

BET 5, £, W<OND SLA FFRTHIRIES  EH L OUEBHRE RS Z LhE, BREINTO
F2 L BRENC T DHIEMA T O SGERENS L DHEED
BERET T OBE
BEMA TN ETE (S) HEthiaFS BRGEE (O)
[SS] [SO]
HAERG 4 ZA DS | The boy [who sees the girl] chases The boy [who the girl sees] chases
2= (S) the policeman. the policeman.
[ZDFERTWBIEDFN, [ZDFRRTNWDB]|EDFN,
EHITO EEEBVNT D, BE LBV D,
el [08] [00]
W AEA A The boy chases the girl [who sees The boy chases the girl [who the po-
B&IZE (0) the policeman]. liceman sees].
BoFh ., [FEERTVD]L| BoFH, EFEFPATVI]L
DFEBOINT D, DFEBVDNT D,

(BLFEHFISTIE, MacWhinney & Pleh 1988 : 97-98)

g5




EBRICEALTH, RIETHRAZ LB, SU &
DO (2> CTEREITE D Z L bW, SU H»
DO 2k Z &k, EHOEREICLDDEEBR
BIZIR D EW D 2FEEO SRR ERASHE T,
F 2O LS 24 BEOEE CHREOES R T
DHOREN, BFD, SS, SO REDT LT 7
v MI, &IOS E£721E O 23, EEHDOEFENEM
EOERL, BADT LT 7y MR, BUREIOE
EBOEREENERT, Lo T, filxiE SO i,
BUENGL D ER O FERE T >BREN OB D B
METHBZLEERLTVWS, ZD420MAED
BTEXD L, NPAH 26 FRIS N 2 BES OIEFFIE,
{SS, 0S}>{0S, 00}t 7%25 (>iL, EltbHdbD
DIESIBB LN EEFRT),

LUF. ZhENORGBB, Z04DDFATD
A2 ) TRILTWDE 1 EHD,

31.2 EHI~NOBRREOENYAAITET HIRER

AFITHE, SLA FIRTHRIES N TV 2R
B EE{RFH (Perceptual Difficulty Hypothesis FIER%ZE
#. YT PDH) (ZDW\WTH%, PDH (I, F58o
AAHDH AT DOBEFRET (center-embedded relative
clauses) 23EbEEINCE LW E TRITHEATH
% (Kuno 1974), 7= & xid, FFE T, LT OfFID
EHicin,

(15) The boy [who sees the policeman] chases the girl.

(16) The boy chases the girl [who sees the police-

manj.

Bl (15) O X D ICHIEML TN EH D EREICAR
5iEA1E. BEMRE who sees the policeman X E&iDH
RATHEDIAEND, Ll I (16) DX D ITHKE
fifid 303 EH D B AIFEIC 2 DI/FAITIE, BRI

FIETEY ., THOPFRIIBRDIAFN TR,

o T, HEED LD REMTHEBROSETIL,
HEMA TN EE O BAREIC /LA XDIE DD, BIHE
fi 3D EHOEFRICR DXL H LN Z L2 D,

K BAFE T, RO LS55,

(17 [EE% R 2EREOTZBODTT,
(18) VENEE L RZ] ZOFEBVITI,
FHEIOEFAEMLTND (17) T, BMRE &
BE Rl ESERIBMNTWAD, EHi0 BRYEE

EEMT S (18) Tk [DERLOFZBVDNIT

7ol W) EEOBEARICBIREINEDAEND,
o T, AAETH, HEMHERNEHOEFICR
BIDIEH N, HHEMAFENEROHBREIZ DX

IV H LT EiZhs, 2%, ZOERICENL
. EEE T, EHiO BRESBEREIL S 513D
BHE L, BARFETIE, EHoOEEMSBEELEh
DIESNBRF LN LIZRY, HKETIH(O0S, 00} >
{SS, SO} &7, HAFETIL, {SS,S0}>{0S, 00}
EWVHWDFERICARD Z ENTFHREND,

F 72, Harada et al. (1976), Hakuta (1981)i%. i
FENZ DD 6T, BIREDFRIBDALTH D =
EEDHLOREESE LITRERTHD LW EiRE
EERIERIHHE TS, Harada et al & Hakuta 11,
AARED L1 BEERRIT, BAREOENE)S iy
HHETHD WO RMERIA L, FREDIAL LW
O BREMSLITERE L ERE/T > CW05, BA
EOENERY., EAREIEX SOV ThH, BERYE
JERICH LT OSV &9 2 Z & HAEETHB, BA
BT, SOV DFBIEDOHEITIX, Anko X SicE
D FFE A BIREIAMER T D HA 1L P RIEDIALIZ
2B (B 17), EEEEEENT B PR
DIABIT2B () 18), LirL, OSV OFEIEIZT
D&, Ko, EEOEFLBGEMEMT 55E
WCHRIEDIALIC e ) (B 19), EHEHRRE RIS
T AHEE NI YRAEDIARIT A2 B2V (1 20),

(19) ZOFZ[EE % Ric] LERBVINTT,

(20) EE%RI] ZOFEDEMBOIT T,

Harada et al. & Hakuta i%, F&iH SOV, OSV O
F ORI EE > TERETRV, EHOFE B
BEEREO LS L REMT AN L3, BRE
BRI DIARIZ R DGR LV E W EREE
Teo £z, BEFEDO L1 BE% %5 L L Clancy et
al. (1986), & BT, N Y —BRAFEEE &5t
%L L7- MacWhinney & Pleh (1988) '' HREIERDE
BREATI2\, SUERENZ D03 B3 i b IA L3
BLWEWIEREBTND,

o, PREDAHZDPEH L 2D FERITONT,

Kuno (1974)® PDH T, EHIEEOFRIZBRN
BB, EEUCEHRENHE D ATeAEE T IR A
LB LS TWS, —7F, Hakuta (1981)
L. BARED L1 HEMAEORERP O, FREdHiA
HEEL < 22 DIREMRBERIL, NNVNV &) EE
MBIz D Z E72 WS BBAE LTV 5, HAEDS
A. SU & DO b BIREIN D4 L BhFRIDIERFIEE
bbnwnT, SU oGRE &S (21) a b,
DO DRREI A ST (22) -b LFRMRIZ NINVINV &
V) EBIEIZ AR D,




(21) -a TEARIZAZ RO T ZENN,

N N \'% N \'
(0s)
b T RIAM[H NS T L E N,
N N \" N \'%
(00)

FLT, 20X RTOMKRS, BREINED
AEATZ NINVINY WS FETRIREND DTl
<. IO NNV 28 SOV &) BEZfER & n T
LE I, FRIBDAHLPEL K RDOTHEARN
MELTWS'2, Z 25 Hakuta 13, iuidiA
HEOH L SOBERE, HIICBRE N HD Z &
(2F Y, XOLEIEIVENDZ L) ZOHOT
W72 <, NINVINV & WS FBIEIC/R 2 2 & THFD
2 Ofe &, LFD stacking FEAERY) MF[ &
TENDTEDICE L B EVIERREHL TN D,
—J. TEECIHF CHREDIALTEH, (22) -a
DX D7 SS DEFAIEL N[VNJVN L7 &FMN 20
B HEITIT e BARVs, (22) b DES72 SO D
A1 NINVIVN & 72 0 450205 2 offe < #E & e D,
Hakuta I, ZDZ &b, EEIZBWTIE, AU
FREBHIAL TS SO 72 BEL <, SS ix sl
DIAAZHLBTEE L W EFAL TV S,
(22) -a The donkey [that licked the man] kicked the

mule. ~ (S8)
-b  The donkey [that the man kicked] licked the
mule. (S0)

Fio, NH Y —EBORNEERGE X RICH
E #1772 5 7= MacWhinney & Pleh (1988) &, [F4k
DEFEELTEY, FREDALBITIEOLI 2D
DOTHE LV OTIHAe <, AFD stacking 235] X i

IENBERICELL B EWVWHTEE L, FhUL,

BENBENLEVE FIZ 2 2DLFNGENTENS Z
ETU—F T A ) — (FEERR) ICARR 10
BLEREDEVIBBAR LTS,

=L, ZhbOHRAL, BACET 5HAT
HHZEIITEENLETHD, FEO LI FHIC
8 L T Diesell & Tomasello (2000) 23 5 ADFEHD
REOIA—NALHH LTIRER, TFELOWHDR
FEiORE T, EHOEELEMNT 5 BRE
(SS & SO) i, O LI-BEREI329 05, 0.7%
Liniednods EH4E LT3, FEERICIWV TR
LR2D ., SS ITLA SO IZ LAEFD IR
iR EDATe Z LIIHE L &V B ETREMED B B,

SLA D53EFTHE, L1 BiG & RAREEE x5
& LT RFR s BRIz B4 2 SEBR DS R C b 2 DTt
LT, BHIZEAT R Z A7 B2 -> T 5,
Schumarin (1980)i, L2 ¥EIEHEBEDORIET —# I
BN BREICET ATEEITV. 5 ADOFEEED
IHL4KIE, OS L 00 % SSE SO BEL, F
TR DD E-TEY, £, BYD 1 AIZOSD
Fd, WICERRATFNEDR N E DI THE-
TWEHELTWA, Zhit, 4212 PDH %45
FTBHRRETHY, SS iF#L < A2 E VD Hakuta
DOIFRE KT DR THARV, & 52, Hamilton
(1994 %, FEFBFEMR L LIS T A b
BWT, PDH #XFTHHERE2/B TS, lami
(2003)h . FELEEELHRIZ, ST A M, H
RaBH DT AN, SUEEHET 2 &7V, 3T
DH ALY TPDH %17~ T AEERE2HE LTV,
AAREICE L TiE, 73 (2001) 38X Saito
(2001)%%, L2 AAFEFEHE E3tR & LI ewrst
T, FEEONERFE CHERINZBREOS T E
LTW5a, e L4408 EL,. £2BMER
MORHORLNBUHN G, O EELWE
AEFETHERE (SSBLUVSO) 2R HLEL M-
TWHZENBEsSNE, L2 FFHEExZE L
HLOTIHRWA, BRNNZEREDOE N -EXE
S LI (1995) & REROMBEMZHE LT3,
ZORERIT. FFED L1 BEU L2 BEOTHNICIE
SS BLU SO DFERARSRNBoTEVWIFER LT
KREL Bipo TR HBEEN, X2, BARETE
FEEEOEBERAEETH Y, E-BIEN LN EHRET
HBI-, EEIOEEEBRENREMA TR > T
WTh (0S BLU00), FRIBHIALIEEIZ /L >
TWBLENELRY, TEE (2001) KT Saito
(2001) %, BRENNEEOEEHMGELENT S
BAE (0S BI 00) TH, #RBF Nixy THE
v 7L L TIPS & RS BB S N &
LTW5a, ZOZ Enbh, FEHEL, HEasd
DIEREN D33 b3 ERET &2 DAL Z & &8
FCERT AEAICH A FHREENRE X b3,
DX O, FREDALIEEDES ~DHE
M. BELEHRICBO TR TRHEDO L%
THAEEMERH DB, WTuct &, BREEEA
EXEEOHBIIREEETEXDLEZLND,
313 HIEHARADEREIN LS EH HIRE
Parallel Function Hypothesis %, Sheldon (1974)




B L1 HEHEORERENOLCRHREHTH D,
Sheldon 1%, ¥FEAZRFELTHFEbICATRDO 4D
DEA T ORBREEELCERMNETC, oz
BOIZEBMOAFEEZHLTHH I EVWHET, M
REI OB BT HEBREITV, SS & 00 B L
<., SO, 0OS BEELWEWIEREE, ZORR
235 Sheldon iX, T E b & - TIHHER%4FAIDX
EERED, EFHICBSWTHBERHICELTLEDDL
RUMES DB Lve L, Parallel Function Hypothesis
EREL TV D, SS OfEDBREICIL, #EM
ZFNIEFHOEFETHY . BRENTHEEOHRE
ERoTEY, 00 IHEMa AN EHOHFET
BAEREINCH BRUFEDRENZF5D, Sheldon 1, Z
DEIBRBRENE LWE LTS, ZOEMEMS
1%, SS & 00 OEEREEIIS L <. SO & 0OS D%
HixEELWEWD Z &z {SS, 00} > (SO,
OS}y W) FFIBFHIESND, o, AEFEDLD
REMEABEROSECHLRUFFINFREND,

UL, Z0O#%O L1, L2 BEHI TR I DORHR
PEBTARRBEIEALHTELT, £,
Sheldon B & VSERARERFEEE LxH & LICHRE
Th, XS T2 (Sheldon 1977),
314 READKEN S EH DR

Sheldon @ Parallel Function Hypothesis %, {SS,
00} > {80, 0S} &\ 5 FF % TRIT BT T, SS
L 00, F/2, SO & 0S DEBLLNEELVD, &
WHEZAETHETFRHMLTWZRY, LAL
MacWhinney & Pleh (1988) i, # (perspective)
&maﬁﬁmg'nawﬁg%%m¢éﬁﬁéif
T3, ZIZTEbI TV A1 A (perspective) & 13,
flEEE> & TEogFEEFEE UTHAEL TN
2] EWHZ ETHY, MacWhinney & Pleh i34

DOTENRZ BPICHERE SN AEXOIZH> B, R

DORBENRZ AHELLVEERS LnEEFRL, B
FREFOBEMOES IOV TEATFO L ISR L T
% (BAF 4 S>OFITIE, 2T MacWhinney & Pleh

1988 225381, #lERB LY v o IEEBMF L),

Te&ziE, SS DEA T THBHE (23) ERTH
Iﬁo

(23) The boy [who sees the gitl] chases the policeman.

(S8)

The boy I, XEEDEHETHY ., BIREN D
sees the girl DEEEI WhdHib78, H%EET The
boy ZE3EE LCHM L TOWVHZE <, BADRE

FELBIHRW,

L2rL, RD 00 #A 70f (24) TIE. AL,

FETIEFED the cat TIHE Y . BHREANOEMEE
TH 5 the lion \ZFEA T8, N 1 EEZ 5,

(24) The cat chases the dog [that the lion bit]. (00)
FD7=®, Sheldon TIXEES DXBIN SN izh o7
SS & 00 Tik, SSDIFHINHLNEWVD Z ERF
HEnD, 0OS ZA7OH (25) Tid, RANDOER
725 the cat T, ROBEED the dog IZFEH 1=, T
D AREIT 1 ETH B,

(25) The cat chases the dog [that bit the lion]. (OS)

SO #A4 7D (26) TiL, BRYIOHEENILEED
The dog, WIZBEMREINOENMES the cat 1BV, &
%1, chased the monkey & U5 BMEDBEMEIIL the
dog THB-®. HAZF the dog IZBS2iTh
b, HADTEEN2ERX 22 L5,

(26) The dog [the cat bit] chased the monkey. (SO)

Lo T, 20 SO # A4 7k b 7 vt A0S
LINEE WS Z &), ZORHNL TSN
5%5@#ﬂu\$>wqoa>w LB,
MacWhinney & Pleh 1, /% U —5BDO A FERER
HETRIC ﬂ%@%%%@@muﬁféiﬁ%
W, RRORENHES 2RO D RERERTHS &
WHREREB TS

T, HEABE TR LEOL 51231590, Bk
DR E AARFIZHTIDTAHAB L, UTDLHIZ
BB LND, SSTHB (27) T, [&koF
FRTWD) OFFET (BoF) thy, EE%
BORNTD] Db TBOF) THhaid, it ]
Ebdbbiu,

Q7 [EDOFERTWD] Bo7)i, BEEEN

T B, (SS)

SO TH2 (28) Tk, BRAOBERHBHEEAD
FiE (LoF] b, RIZEHOEETHD 15
DF ) 1B, REN1ERZDZ L2 D,

(28) [HOFHBRTWD] BoF, EEEBW

T 5, (SO)
0S THh?D (29) Tk, A, B, FHio

B IBoF) Khbh, <, BRENOEE
M7 ICBY, BRIC [RoTEBONITE] ©
iE TBDF] Thaid, BUOEHAE TBoF) i
BD, Lo T, HROEEL2[EEE 2,

(29) BoOFR, [BEXRTVWDI|LDFEBD

it B, (0S)




00 ThHD (30) b, BRHOEEN, EEHOFHE
D (BOF] Zhbdn, RO BEERTNE O
BEEIL ThDT) THAHRD, BT T&knF)
1B, [ ZOFEBOMNTS] O TBoF] ¢
BB, WAPER (BOF) 2B, HEAOR
Bix 2@zl 5,

(w)%m%ﬁJ%ﬁ%Efwmﬁw%%@w

DT D, (00)

L7=3> T, HBAFETH. SS>S0>{0S, 00} &
WOlEFATRIEh, BETOFHEIRER2DHO
L%, SLA IR TIE, ZORAOZHELWIE
RERD ANTAFRITRYS 76722008, FrCBERER
HEEOHTEITOHEIIE., 2085 RERTEIC
LB SWHBEEZ DFRENED ., ZBETHINE
BHDHIEAS, ‘
315 RBIEMISHBEH DR

FELO L1 BEMEOSEF TIL, REEEDE
NERZRE DS BRI DFRARIZ 31T D EED OB RIERF I B
BhEEZ5EVHFEHRPNLONIETHN TS,
FOREKWI B O L LTI, Tavakolian (1981)D
Local conjoined analysis 233> 2,

Tavakolian (1981) %, F&bid, BREIOE T
DX EPOITEMESREE S UCHEET L LT
%, il 31) -a dX 7SS THIUE, (31) b D
IR EnD & LTS,

(31) -a The boy [who sees the gitl] chases the po-

liceman.
-b  The boy sees the girl and chases the police-
man. )

(31 -b DFERIL, BAREISCE L TIIMIRENT
WRRWA, ZOLIICHEBINTE sees DEIEF
¥y chases DENMEE D the boy &72B7®, HELBMT

Ll w) 2fomBERRe LTiMEs

R B2, Licdio T, BROBEMILS
LWL NS Z &l s, %:?LK}FJ‘L'C\ 0S Th
% (32) -a &, 00 ThH (32) -blid, HhrHEH
EELTHEBLEEE, EHbY (32) ¢ ODLD
CHIRSHTLE D, |
(32) -a The boy chases the girl [who sees the po-

licemany]. (0S)
-b The boy chases the girl [who the policeman
sees]. (00)

-¢c  The boy chases the girl and (the boy) sees

the policeman.

(32) -c OFFIRTIZ, PEPEEEZRTVH I E
2o TLEDS DT, BESHMIRIZRD,
F7o, B (33) DX 57 SO TiE. L&FM 2 of
WTHBND®, EBLREBEIDMLT, HTT
SIED THEIRT 5 LvanWed, RIZIELL 2o
TORREST-V 5L ERTNS,

(33) The boy [who the girl sees] chases the policeman.

(S0)
ZDZ & H b Tavakolian bk, F &b OEARIZIBIT

DEEL X1E, SS>S0>{0S,00} L7445 & LT3,

:@ﬁﬁﬁ%bfi MacWhinney & Pleh (1988)
M, FELM LI BECBOTBRE 2 ek T
EBLIAMCEE D —B9 2 NS FV—Th B Lish
LT#H Y., MacWhinney & Pleh 23N 4 U —ZBD
FRENDBARIC B L TR RESE R & U T o 1%
BT, ZOERIZE/ERALTOHRNE NI FER
LloTn3, LaL, 12 2B 3BE@REEED
MHDERCiX, BRE 0B CERTE, M5

MDA NTTV—%fE>THRIRT 5 Z EMNE 2 b,

BEXELUTHRLTLE) AEE L +SEX OB,
Fl, FICZZTHEENMSLELROZ, ®EETIT
SS DA, BFREIEE AT T < S ERHE
EE LTHRENZESICY, XOEAN AR
RTEECECLEI EWVWH Z L THhHD, DFEY.
ZDEATDIXDEENE LNE W FERBH DD
X, ZDFA TOINTEIT 5ERE OIS F L
DOTIER L, BRESME TE 2 < Th BRI
BECEDDICB LY, LWOARRMENH B &
I22%, Zid, BT AERETHHED, K
HIZBIRET L L COITLEEMIE L fT2b T 5

NEIDEHETDIZLDOHLEERLTEY,
WZFELR L2 FEELHRE LIEMROMRITS

WTHERBLERETHA D,
32 EROWEMERLLUSIEICKDED
IZET, BREHOHEERRO D EEbNT
V5, NPAH LISAOREBERICEET 2 {EH % AT &
Teo ENENDEFIT, BRI OIEF%FHRIL
TWHR, EOBERNRENNE VD —B LIz FER
ELNTWARY, ZhET SLA OB TIEIh
LORFIIHETHEBZL LN TETEY (Izumi
2003), 7o & Zid Ebinuma (2002) O X Hiz, AR
FEICRAT B EBRDOERD(SS, 0S)>{SO, 00}z
UL NPAH BIELWZ & &0, {SS, SO} > {08,
00}Z724UiE PDH NIEELWZ S22 5 L0 H LD




BRFRESLCTIThhicifsE L 55, L, BIR
HOHS ITIE, £< CREBERBSHEC/EALTY
228, Fiz, REEROFEIEEICL>THE
ROTVDZ ENEREN TS (Bates et al. 1999;
Clancy et al. 1986; Hakuta 1981; MacWhinney & Pleh
1988) .

T, MBLIHEEOEN, ¥ X7 OFEHEIC
L 5E, BELEHO L LLERENREICE>
THRREPRESERSTVER, 40054 7D
HEDIEFREDFROEBVIZRDENENS A
T CRTHWZO TR, WoE ThigizHiany

595,12 EFRFEEEEL Uiz Tzumi (2003) 13,

hHIBDIALRHDHEE (SS & S0) ERWVEE
(0S & 00) Tk, EDIAHRBRVEI NG L
B, TOFENENTIE SU DIES M5 Ly (SS>
SO. 0S>00) &\ H#ER% T, PDH b NPAH
bELLHESERODBER L Mo TV B LR
FTnD, ENHDEODRHEMSE LTIUE, o

FFRIERE SR E WS K RHAENRRWLOT
WL, oL CHEBOEREATNEZ LG

EXERES \WLTb\<zg7§%5
Fio, ERETVAUTBHEICH, Z0EF10
EROZELPRTE S X 57‘*7‘/( TBREND K
EbE LGRS, =& 2RO X iz, Hakuta
(1983)1L. N[NVINV & 723 thousf A BRI As e |
<. NINV]DERG S AEAR4 F8 & BRI & LT Tk
72<, SOV (FRIRENTLED T3 EHD,
NPAH D8 % BB BRI
ROV DOETESHFLTWD, ik, sl
DIABRBHHEE, BEHEESHIXEEVHIELY
VOFERENT (parsing) B3 &N TWARWATREMELN H B 72
OHT, HENC, BRENOEROFES R57-DIC
i, THOBREITH D = EHE L EBEI LT
DRETHDINERH D, TDI L%, SLA FFFE
IR 5. BMREEARICRE T 2REEE T 5 HikiRiIC
HLTHEBERRRE ST LD TH S,
2L, ZOFHETY, BROMIRITITERR
LE T D, Hakuta (1981) 23, [RIBDIASKR] &
wﬁ%ﬁ@%@%%<t I & o Fiki, gipRo
INFEIEA A B TH B LWV ) BAEORKHY
ﬂﬁbff?wkﬁ%mxétwa_&f&b
WD X 5 SO RIS fE - T B,
(34) -a  [HTABRDE]T EANT Z EINN
7o ' (EEiE sov)

i, FREDIAHDOREIEIT -

b [N DI) T E AT DN
7o (FEiL OSV)
AN, T, PREDABICR S TN
WEWHIBRTIZa Y ba—AShTWa, Ei.
(34) -a OWE 5 IXEHOFENEIL canonical (SOV)
T, (34) -b OEHiIE non-canonical (OSV) THh 3,
MacWhinney & Pleh (1988)i%, FE3CAS canonical 72
FEIETHIUE, NPAH OFHI B9 1222508, £
A% non-canonical Z2FEMETH D & FRITE LN EWN
SRERE/TEY, EHMN canonical Z2ZENENE D
D ERE ORI E CREERRIFT LTV,

F72. Bates et al. (1999)DFEEE mu%%"@l“ﬁd)
BREIDOIEAE L, TEIDEIECESO & = IZEHRE

BEPNDNCE T, BEEHOMR (SU 2 DO
DY) bEEBEZITELVIHIRERICAESTND,
MacWhinney & Pleh < Bates et al. DFEHT 2 L 5
. EHOFBIENBHREINORRIRIC BT 5D TH
ML B4) b DX Y RTEHTERE LI-OTIE
ELWERIIEOhRWI itk oTLE D, 277
L. Bates et al.it, SBIEICHEA SEICBWTESD
FEIEDRE RN E LTEY, BIEICIIHEVEDS
RNEEDI TS BAFE (Sasaki 1994) ThE, *
EOFEIED BRI OMIRIC S X R8I hE ) KX
<&mﬁhbﬂ&m LaL, L2 B/0FPE, B
@@% HRFEOXLER T 7 O—REd 3
REMEDSER SN TR Y (Sasaki 1994) , ZEIEIC#E
mm&t IR OFEEIC L B B AEBRE OB
B, BIEOKEBL K& ZTHWHELELH B,
SLA BT, BFEOALIER k55 ¥ — DS
ELEBEIVN TN ZEBBEL ENS,
e, TREDIALOEEDMLF L, FEBOR
ORI LT, BRBFENDHD LD THD,
Bates et al. (1999) %, #iERFEFE LA XV TE
REEREE 2R L LIZfE T, FREDIAZ O
HELLDOEETHEL S &322 'é'%li]uiro
TWBD, FHZ, A 2V TELY HIEEICBVT,
ﬁwgﬂk&ofmétwﬁﬁ%%%rw@
Bates et al. (1999) X, BEXIZBWTHEMREEO L S
REHEIAEEIC BT, HEEEE I OBER
ERIRICKESIKEL, (¥ ) 7TEREFLE. B
FEAFD agreement ICKESKEL TSI L %
B L. ZEEO LD LBIRICES SETIETRED
ABITNEVEEL < R A FEeE AR LTV 5
SH%D SLA FFEOSFTH, 20X ) xR




BROHEERAEZERICVI, EROSTEITRS
MERHBTEAD,
3.3 H4£M (animacy) D2

Z Z ¥ T, MacWhinney & Pleh (1988). Hakuta
(1981), Batesect al. (1999) 523, #x iR ER O AE(E
RIZOWTHEBLTWA Z LRI, ZhbdD
HRTEHESR T LIZ, BHRILERIZOWTIE
EREINTWeW, iz, ComEL, BRENO
BEE L WIEML AT THLE (animate) D4
iz bo— L L CHRERIT-TEY., H4EK

(animacy) DOBEHIHTVRN'3,

Lo, BEDLEEB/BFEOZFHTO, KAF
FBEEE OB E R L U BFSE Tk, Weckerly
& Kutas (1999), Mak, Vonk, & Schriefers (2002),
Traxler, Morris, & Seely (2002) 52 L =T, FbiLd
AFOFEMIZI Y, DO OBMEEI O L X230
S DLV ERERMSBESIN TV,

LT oflcix, #l (35 -a, (35) -b IXRLT DO
OBEFREEEATHDN, (35) -a IFFREMAFH
EAETHY, (35) b IIKEMEFANTETH D,

(35) -a [EDLDABRTND] BeE

b [FOEDODABRTHNB] 7D

Weckerly & Kutas ©id, #EA%FNHEA TR
RERNOEBMELE N E LD DO 1E, SU ORIRHE & &
ERhboRRDEVIBREBE LTS,

F7-. SLA OLBH T, EEAEELTIER
PE L2 FEEERBICEMOER AT 72 Kanno
(2000)23, FHEMEDFER D Bl NBEIZIE, FH
i3, DO DEREE% SU OREREHIRE > CTHAEL
@TW&WﬁF%%ﬁTWéolwiﬁﬁﬁiﬁW
BENERICH DO THNIE, SLA (2B 35ER
IBWThLombharhk U—/l/éih’(b\ﬁ%ch‘
IR BRWIES D,

INHOERIT, BRICETILOTHDIM,
HERBEECBWTOFEEMC K DRV B3HD Z &0
e &N T3, Maketal 2002)ik, R4 VEEEA
7 UHRICEL T, HMRECHER SN BREO
ﬁﬁ%ﬁof“éo%®ﬁ%\m30%%%®g<

. Bl (35) -a DX DT, WML F N EA TH
ﬁ‘ﬂmfw)f ENEETHY (EFHHLDOEFETH DO
20K 88%). (35) -b XS REMLTFNE
£ THD DO IR Rl (FAVETIIN
4%, AT 5% Tmﬁ3%)_&%ﬁibfm5
T, BEERSELONHTH, 70K Fox &

Thompson (1990) 23, HFED HASFE CERINDE
REDZA T DIREDRYZFEHL TV B, Fox &
Thompson ., human*nonhuman &\ ) XBICor¥EEL

TVDN, EHDOEBEHEML COBRBRE T, #%
{Eff%AF2Y nonhuman T DO DRIGHITHS
BRI (77%) ZEEFRRL C15, 2k, 61(37)
DEIRHBDTHD,

(37)  the car [that she borrowed] had a low tire.

(53¢ Fox & Thompson 1990 : 303)

TOEIIC, HECBWTHLHELEMKIZEBFEY
BhHHZ L 75)66& HAEMESEHIZBODTHEES
HEEEX TOWAAREERHLZEBEXOND,

TOREND, EBEIC SLA BFFECHEDLI IR
XaHhThHED, I xiE, A VEERELTS
REFEELHNBUEZXRKEG I AT 2{Tholz
Aarts &Erik (1995)DfERIL, SU DREY DI H 2%
WEWNI BDITR>TWD, LinL, Hbhizfili
Zizid, ROBID LD 7eb OMIER & e HRIENE
ENTNB,

(36) The idea [that my father suggested] was excel-

lent.

ThE, BEMR RS EA CBREINOBIEE
BEETHY, BHERS L, HREEVREWLHE
MENTNDEA TDHEDTHD,

F 72, Eckman et al. (1988) @, FR(T R M
JBIIURE S A OFERIT. SU ORRY DIFH M
DO DY L bipholzid, Mk EERET
Wahote, L, BRHIRENTWADT R X
ZRD & DO DEFREZEDRHRE 7 B¢ ~TH8,
WAEtn AN EA CEAENOEENEAEIL RS T
W5, &z, (37) -a o ELh B0,
(37 bDLIILAB,

(37) -a A Betty dropped the note.

B Bill wrote the note to the teacher.
(Eckman et al 1988 : 13)
-b  Betty dropped the note [that Bill wrote to
the teacher].

:@iﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%w¢47®%%%ﬁ%
Molofediz, DO DEREITHEMMEEL < 2h
- JZAlRE é%%x%ﬂé WiEn4 s b BEREN O

EFELELOVHEEDL S 7, HEEDOE LI A
TERER LS. BRIIRR 2602500
Liviewy, ZHETOBRT, —BLIHERICR-
TORWHDIBE LT, SLA LD 5% THEH




SINTETWAEEFEDANDZ EICXY, R
OBEMRBAEICRD DO EH Y, FOLHITLT,
FEATE A LD L TV BERDH DTS D,
7. 5%, SLA OSBICHNTH, FIKTD
VERL R OSER DS ITIC STz o Tk, #Hix RBERNBE
BIHAEEEEZERE LTV MLERDH D LEZ N
Be L, Wz, BEREZ 2y ba—IT372HIT,
BEOSEFEATIIEALERENTWRNE S 72
FRESCERERT 22 LT, COREFEEODEEMSE
FARSEEAZANZONEVWHIBELHY ., ED
SOCERE 2 br— L LTWHEEOEBES
EHLNDONISERFTTREFETH 5,

4. HFhYIc

AT, RO L S 2RO SERICETS
RHAME L, ZZFETRTEELIIC, IhE
TIRBINTEEHIT. 1 FEAENEEFELHLL
Lica—ny RSRICETIHErbHEINE LD
THY . ARFBEEOEMEAMERLOZETITELIZL
EAEBREESNTE LT, EOEEEEERTES
bR, REOMBTTHERL T L oI,
Brx RBEROFE L T OWEEREZ 0DV EDE
Bl 2T, BEOKELBRRDAREDL >
ERETCORIEMEDON T %, BENESEXHHE
TMOREENFREIC R D, £ LT, Fhid, A4 0
ROBBRBRA N = A LITF TR, SLA OF
BAD =X AT 3 & AfENREROBECE
BRI D EWLRBIEAD,

iz
ABROBEIC DI > T, 72—V KEO BRI
PLREAEHEEIEY F L, ZOBERHEY LT,
BMOELR L L ET,

b

1. BoETiL Comrie (1998, 2002) 2%, HASFHCMERER
EDT T EBOATEHE NRKSED [HIRH
(relative clause) | & 1ZR7p 2H81ETH D FREM 4 HalH
L. MEHRH (attributive clause) | &FEA TRBILTH
D, AARBEETOTERBIBNTC TBKE (relative
clause) | EWIEERED Z EBRFTYMNE D MITITE
WHD, UL, BT, AAE, wEE. PE
EHEICELTY, EEMIC. AFEMEO S bRES
O TRMRE) YT 5% (BAMRE) &MLZE
LT3, BAETIX, TOF (a) X, EMEPIIC [FL
NEDH (FDOAD) &otz) VI THER% T

7.

8.

LE—ZFDHBREIN TS EEX SN, TRIRE)
ST LEZIDNAM, (b)) T THERAHY) &
WO EEREINIC THE) LRA—LFERDLhT, &
BEOSED TFARE] WY T5LDTHD (A
1993),
(@) FABEDIE oA
(b) HEBRDSAW (&vhH)
(B3 #A74K 1993)
FFETOIENRT LD, THhPhERDOLEY Th
5o
SU: subject DO: direct object IO: indirect object
OP: object of preposition GEN: genitive
OCOMP: object of comparison
SRBEICRE L Tid, Keenan (1975) COREEFENTEDORE
T, NPAH 2R o T ERBESSE S T3,
FiA # O BIREIL(GEN)ix, i 2 i3 ThH NI,

whose+£ FADE A, BHREINO FELEEE B S,

ATERAD BHUEEIC b2 0 . BIRE LA ERSZNE
NERDZENFRIND =, NPAH 121 9 ERIC
ROV EDBEZXBND (Gass 1979; Hamilton 1995
%), ED7=WH, Jones (1991, 1993) it, -GEN (Gf
FTE#) L+GEN (FTEH) D5 >OBIZS TS
TEERBELTVWS GELL X, TEE 2002 ),
BAREICBIL T, L1 BEZEL SLA B e Thib &
RoTWBERINBERIZEHIZOWVWTIL, Tzumi
(2003) (I T DL D IZBELTWVWS, L1 BEBHET
BES A7 BN TWHERE LTI, FEb
WEEEHEE & BARICBIT B EE DI S MEITHEL
TV EBZBNTHNBEZ L, FEbITH L TRHRS
EFEHTAFZAIETOZENELNZERENEL
bhb e LTWa, —F4, SLA B TEHZ A 7 nF
D& TVAEEIZIE, MAZIRIZLIZBE. B
BRI EITILV Y bu— AV LEEHS RS %17
DD BNEBBIS L2 &, EHOIE S B & 0 EES
REENRTEDRIERENEZLND E LTS,
AARFBUSNOEMHEIMBEROSHEICEH L TR,
O’Grady et al. (2003) P$EEFED L2 BH/BE A HET
SU DIEHS>MB DO LV B LWEWIEREZRE LT
%, ¥7-, Hsiao & Gibson (in press) %, FEFENR AR
FEEEE OBMREEAFCE LT, DO DIEHH SU LV
BLNEWIBEREBREL TV,
J. Hawkins (1987) &, Z DML NPAHICEALTE
ZBHTEIE DO DIEH NEFHIND Z EiFRy
LWHZETHhY, HBRIEFICET2EDTRIL,
ISU L DO LV EIcEB/BINDD, £ SU & DO
HEFHCBEBSNS] LW ZETHBE LTINS,
F 7z, Clancy et al. (1986) @ L1 BEMIEORKEEIEHE
FEERAKEETII DO DIFHINF Lol LicHE
LT, #FECEERFERTHDELEL, ZTNHOEET
BREZDOL D BRERIZR DO, S%OBIFNLE
LTV B,
Hakuta (1983) @ L1 BAFEZBHEOFKERL. Gass




(1979) DIFFEIISIT D GEN OFEREM, NPAH OFH|
Kb lehofoZ L2V Tid, Comrie (1984 @ 19)
iZ. NPAH OFHIE NIHOLOLKMENE LWEE) (2B
THLDOTHY, [STOHED R b T T O—ott R
X 2R E D, MOBEROFEORREMZ PR
DHOTERY] EFALTWD (EBER,

9. A CRFIXOBHEN AT ERTC, BRFGHE] T
Y, 2B, SIRAFIKIIRBTCORBEBVIIATD
DR E BN AR, FISPORKEN4 T & B
FRENDTR LFIERRIC L D B2 5> TR Y RELZHE R
N5, AR CIRFRTORTIZEDL O HE
iz e s, BREE IO TIEEHE—T 5,
22U, At E R THEILEORY TiEiv,

10, £RSUHET, PN TIOHEER LSO,
Bahhnossgaadia (/—Finode) &9,

11. MacWhinney & Pleh (1988) (= &AuiX, oAV —5&ik
FEEICEIEOHBENRHWEETH Y, SVO, SOV,
0OSV. OVS. VSO. VOS &9 6 @b DEIES
T B, 1277 L., canonical (REERT) 7Z23EIEIL SVO
& SOV TH B,

12. 28, G3Nb DXHI R, bbe, BN NVN
O E TRALIET T, £ ETHREXROME
B AR DODFEERNBWR CTh D, ZNLHIZ, FHAF

(& F) PBE-MERETIFREEOH DL, R
/NEESC (garden path sentence) & FEEIL TV D,
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What determines the difficulty of relative clause acquisition
— Review of research and its implication for the L2 acquisition of Japanese —

OZEKI Hiromi

Abstract

This paper reviews research on the acquisition of relative clauses, focusing on the factors affecting
difficulty of the acquisition of relative clauses by second language learners, with particular emphasis on
grammatical functions of head nouns of relative clauses. The Noun Phrase Accessibility Hierarchy (NPAH), an
implicational hierarchy of grammatical relations between relative clauses and their head nouns, has been an
important hypothesis that predicts the difficulty order of different relative clause sentence types in first and
second language acquisition. Although most studies that involve learners of post-nominal languages - mostly
English - found support for NPAH, results of studies on Japanese learners are inconclusive. Moreover, few
studies have offered a convincing explanation concerning why the acquisition process should be sensitive to
such grammatical relations.

In this article, I summarize hypotheses attempting to account for difficulty of acquiring different types
of relative clauses, and outline how studies on the acquisition of relative clauses in Japanese,.a pre-nominal
language, can contribute to examining these hypotheses.

[Keywords] second language acquisition, noun modifying clauses, relative clauses, Noun Phrase Accessibility Hierarchy,
typological markedness
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