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1 @EU®IC

KIfFeDOHIE, HHLwr A NG TH S EAET 7 B, (Shojima, 2008, 2009, 2011b; &, 2010) %
WA B AR A SEEESE 3 O BIRETRE L O BSEA 2 TG L, ZomE w7 — 8 9 koA % a3
HZETHAD,

PEOBREIE UL, HARANFBEE L o TWTEEPWEZ SCGEHEBO—2128 P s T &7 (K, 2003), =
NF CTHEBORGERIP LD L ARIWIIE LRI R TR S & A OR@ LR 32 (Thbb, BfEOERICE
WTwWhBEIDHG L TWwWai D) ZHLPICT L2012, e flED b T &7 (Hawkins & Chan, 1997;
Ohba, 2003, 2004; Wong, 19997 &), TN 5 DZETIL, EHET X b2 W TEHE % FFERE BN, BT
BB T A N 72 8IS X o THUE SN FHE L BREREE O BREIECOB# T 57— % &, #atiomE (5
ST ) VTR - MEF L C& 72, Bz I, Ohba (2003) 1&, BN HARANIEREEE E A HERRERES LR L
LHSCEO LAV IZB W TwhBE &2 BIRHER 2 B2 0fE0—iE LT, B~V o RFESEH O BEARETEC
EwhEERIESCOBFIZOWTIER L, EMfL VoA HARANEGE SR E R RRERR S & [ L L) CRItREE
L whitiIHESC 2 (FIROMEICBWT) BHLTWAEIEZRL, LELERS, T0 XD RifEosihE
OMEESL, EFAEEE LTSN T A MERICESTWTRET 2 2 L ORYWTH S, SOEEHRTT A b (5]
ZIE, ADD TERBOZAr — IV CHE) 1B CHETSE & L THD SN ERICE OV TEEE v i L7
B, TANOKEREELEEZEZ 5L, B EENLT L EVBEZFORENEL IS, ML T
BENEDH D L) IR ZTLE ) s mv, 72, FAESMEBEDONBD L VT E, #0efHHETHHAHIME
WKBWTHEAITRR T, #il, MDD NIRELEDND > TOHEAITBOL W, Kk, BENITA MO X
) LWFE TR CLDHEEZNETATA ML, WELTWAEHDODI0%IEEETHLEShbTWwah, T/, it
%FE ) (resolution) &3F7%2 2 DL EDE/ D@EWE AL DI ETH LA, 7 A MIAREDOETIOFEEZD
EWE BT A3 EMEBESEVIIEERETIE RV (S, 20100, 7 A MEKRIZFENZEVEV 5 2520 )L
BWICEBEEHE S A 12 EORE L2 wAhS, THE TONEO T A MEFRIE, s TRl S, #BIR 2 5uE &
L CTbihT&7,

COL) B ERRT 572012, Filee kAl LT, AWZETIE TBET 7B ZIolT 5. ZHURED %
BeBS 9\ ZFHIE T 5 720012, BEMGIEFEREIC L > T5 2520 EDOEEICMEST TF— % 20T 57 A M HH
Thb, HIET ¥ 7L, HAKREWT U7 ICHE L TWAFEEEITLY, FHEHIPEVWI EE2RTIENS, 2

I - AR ESEA SR
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NE CTHEBRIE EIZH > 7ohk A % 7 ) — ORREIRSCY, TWFRELICE SRR 5N, ZNENOBRRIAFET
LRSI O N 7 T) — 25T 5 2 LIk o T, FEREOFREOBLGEBEIIO IR b LEbNL, FFIZ,
AFFETIE, K (2003) JUFOhba (2003, 2004) THES S 7z HARNKEEEZ OHEREHEILOBEGIZHET 5
Ty % NIET ¥ 7B, 2O THON T2 2 8128 -C, ZOBEGEMZ R 5.

2 1> > 73 (Latent Rank Theory: LRT)

WEET v 78 (LRT), bd, RENZBERERIICEHMES % 72012, BENZIEFEREIZL > T5 25200
B EDTCTT— % 2503 557 A MR TH Y, Shojima (2008, 2009, 2011b) K USHE (2010) 12X - TIRE
Eh, &512, oz o v 7 b7 TExametrikay (Shojima, 2011a) ASBHZES S N7z, BET » 7 HG T,
KEWEDOT » 7 1R L CWAFEEZITIEFNEBEIEV L 2R, N CHEREFICH - -FEE LT
REFRICESHEZS (M128), LRTZHWESHTIE, B4 2ERET I Ny bERb, LTTREALSDT
7 b7y ML CREIRIRR T 5,

Latent

=
k S\L,__ ﬂr,_,%,\
Q"___/ e Ability to do X5

o 59
-&,\" L_| Ability to do X4

Ability to do X3

Latent
rank 2

o9
Latent Pt
rank 1 e
L:\ﬁ_ )E )

}/ - “_]‘: Ability to do X2|
’\X’H'%— %Abilitybodo X1 I

M1 EHRREC & 250 CIERFREIC & B (Sugino et al,, 2012: 1345 1))

2.1 BEsB7O771L

. e . . N _ . 1.
HHEZM 717 7 4 )V (item reference profile: IRP) X, HEET >~ 7 0
0.8

WCHTE§ A EERD, &7 A MERICERT 2HEE2RTLOTH
b M2DE) BT T T72RCTRT I LI D, MENIEET v 7 &K
L, ZOWEI107 v 7 2% ELTWA, Hlds T v 7 1oiEd 558
HHEMDH BT A MEBICIER T 2ERE2RLTBY, K205, 7
71 TCRIEZEACERERTOHRNVD, T2 7P ERBICONTHELICIE 0.0
R EDS o TWD, LT, T2 85720 SO EZI %
D, EfREPEBICES > TWwAEZ e hb, 2F0), TOF A MEA
WZBWTlE, 5078 bWnTHINNIPEVWESZ b, X2 BEEZEB7O0771J) (IRP)

0.6 ///

0.4 —

B ——

123456789 10
LATENT RANK

PROBABILITY

2.2 FANERBTOTFAL
F A M7 T 7 7 4V (test reference profile: TRP) 1%, &7 7N
L2 FREDT A O ERY (K3 EH) . K3 T, Bl 100 ,/”

BIET > 7 2R L, MR EZRL T, 2oOBITIE, 772 S 4/////,
DEBRBRFNCOAEEM TE 2 L AIRLTHY, TOTRPYHEN | § 50 1=

MTHDH LD, BET V7 REOIEFEICE > TLESLETH L

B, 2010), 0

12345678910
LATENT RANK

2.3 T U XN=y T e TOTFAIL

RFBUBEIHTAIERELTOFT V7 - A=Yy T - 7a774) 3 FXIEER7O0771)L (TRP)
(rank membership profile: RMP) (&, FEHEZE AN~ ADBKELET > 712
BT AMRZIRELTCNE5DTHS (M4, MaIIBIFL¥
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BEIL, T 5 0BT AR (960%) R EmWES b, 72751, BT 7 510E L TWAD, J

u%%é:t%%i%ﬂétb(%m%@ﬁmhr%%m# IR L TR 25912y HELBIETALE
Wb, ZDOXHIZ, RMPIL, FEHRIFE T4 = NNy 7T RELEZWIEHRE LTHRHT 5 2 &tk 2
G B, 2010),

2.4 BEATIV-8RBITOT71)L
BRI T — % OGATICB W T, AT TY) =797 7 £ )V (item category reference profile: ICRP)
BHWOND, ZhUE, FEBET V7 ICBWTREA T T) — 2 BT 20K ERT (K58, M512B8\WT
&, TV IBENBICONT, 2F 0, BHNFEL 2DICONTA 2 BIRT BHEEN LA > TnE, 123 % 8RT
HHERDTTF DTV ZERRL TV D,

1 1.0
0.8 0.8 /’—-——o
> Z /
S 0.6 5 0.6 J—
: /\ 2
g / \ £ 0.2 3
& 0.2 L e — E
/ = 4
O O'O T T T T T 1 T T T

13 5 7 9

1 2 3 456789 10 LATENT RANK

M4 S>7«X>N=2y T TOT7AI)L (RMP) X5 BEAFIU—2EB7O0771J/L (ICRP)

3 RFEEE BAREORREIEX

PR FREIE L, whiiE 1-2°CP (Complementizer Phrase) DIEEMNDAME~NWhFEE] (wh-movement) (2 X -
THEIL, ZOHAEFIBE L CSMEICEAHE LTRIBEZEZT I LICL o TR S LS (Chomsky, 1986,
1995) . whiifF13BHTERY 7 who, whom, which, whose TH 52, F72IEZETH5, HlIzIE, (la) OLHIZ, ¥
EW L whiE T2 ET 254, CIIZ=THY, (b)) O L) I CwhiHE T2 Z2OEA, CIIHSUER% that TH 5
», FEETH D, Rizzi (1990) 12X B L, ZHIECORMEDOFEI (feature specification) B L ORERD & L
MO—FLBbDTHL, 2F D, (Ib) IZBWVT, that DBEERZBE, CIEENME [—wh] 2Fb, (1a) I2&

ICBHTER) 2 whiBl B TP T 2354, CIdEM [+wh] 282, - T, (Io) ® &9 % TEFEO M TR
(doubly-filled complementizer) (& THREMS—FEEBDO—F, D#EKX ( [+wh] & [—wh] @T*ﬁ) 12X - TIX
#Ry & 72 % (Chomsky & Lasnik, 1977; Chomsky, 1986; Rizzi, 1990), & 512, (1d) O X H 12, HETIEEL 72
HOIEBROALE I FRUAT (resumptive pronoun) ZfEM$ 24 Z & IFFFS vy (IRIEERN L LERT) .

(1) a. Prof. Sato is reading the article; [cp which; [the student wrote t.]].
b. Prof. Sato is reading the article; [cp Op;(that) [the student wrote t;]].
c. *Prof. Sato is reading the article; [¢ which; that [the student wrote t]].
d.*Prof. Sato is reading the article; [cr which; [the student wrote it]].
Tsujimura (1996: 263)

F72, WEETIE, @25 6) DX HIc, FRELIZERE TE E FoZEFolo TEOHIK, (island constraints)
(PR E, E‘/:u\%a_.l/j, G, LREA), whilize EOE» S OBENIMT LHI8) 2169 (Tabb, T 0%
f,  (subjacency condition) 259 ).

(2) *This is the bicycle; [¢r which; the police caught the man who stole t].
(3) *This is the house; [cp which; we heard the news that Dick bought t].
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(4) *This is the homework; [cp which; Lucy went to school without doing t].
(5) *This is the ghost; [cp which; a picture of t; frightened the children].

1s 1s the i Lep which; Peter knows where Tom bought t].
(6) *This is the CD; [cp which; Peter k here Tom bought t]

—75, BAGEOBREHECE, (7) O X9 1Cwhiif+ b MU AEE 3, #FAKRE (noun-final) PHERHE
'(“%ZQ)O

(7) Satoo-sensei-ga [;» gakusei-ga kaita] ronbun-o yondeiru.
Prof. Sato-Nom student-Nom wrote article-Acc is reading
“Prof. Sato is reading the article that the student wrote.”
Tsujimura (1996: 263)

Takeda (1999) 12X % &, Z O KREBEIREHCIE, HAREIEEIHR ARSI (head-final language) TH
57280, LB B ATOMBENRFEL RE DL V) FEICL > THHTE 2 (EFEETEHEHSEE (head-
initial language) TH 5). F 7z, HFHEOBAREM L, BHEMN 2R, EEE 15 5 WITHUE#REZ w5
S, HAGEOMEBEIEK T, (DDXH, ZNHEL/RMLTWE (> T, HAREOBMREILIP (Inflectional
Phrase) EGE SN TW5S), Ziud, HFETIE, BIRETEZE & BREIOBRISMAEN HE T .S TBY, M
FRE T B SEFRC A 5 2 i (binding) LT\ 3 (7 & ONICBIAREN T 2550 & BAGRET O BN R SRR DS H %) 720
Thb, #oT, BRERECE, BRETNICZE 24D 4B & L CRRES 2 BIRMUAAT (B 5\ IZZERETER
THET) E WA LT, BRMTEROBME L L CRET SN TWwah, L2 LS, HARFETIE, FHEW
ZBRMRATARIM L TV 5 72O MR 2 fii (R EATRETH S, (7) TlE, BFRENIT Ta s
(ronbun) 12 T2OWTy FHBHLTWA DL LTHME NS, 20X 9 HRGETIEBIARE (X BIFRE T 25 &
aboutnessDHAMRIZ R > THBY, TOILIZL > THYNIFET S5,

E51Z, HAGEOBEBRER BT 2BHOAMIZE LT, Kuno (1973) 1&, (8) T/RLTWA X ) I, #HAEA
1) (Complex Noun Phrase) 75 OFFREI LA GEZR 2 & 25, HARFEOBREM CICBWTREBENIES L Tnin
EBRTWD, o T, HARFEOHBRER L TIE "TTHROLEM) O L) 2HlIciEbRVwEEbhiTwna,

(8) [or [[or e e kite-iru] [yoohuku]] ga yogorete iru] [sinsii]]
wearing-is suit-Nom dirty-is gentleman

(lit.) the gentleman who [the suit that (he) is wearing] is dirty

PLED X912, HEEOMRETRESUICPA LR SN T W5 25, HAEOWRETIZIP TS Y, B 2 R
ZEDRIML T WA 72OBHLIEG L TE5Y, FELIRKRELRELDL, 20 L) RMEDY, HRATEEEEDY
RERELOBEZRNEICL TS EEbs,

4 HE

4.1 FREWRE

IAZINE RN H AR NGBS B 22874 (KRR, REFEBEE R OGBS Th Y, FIERIL20. 725 (BEHE(R
724,36, WEUTOEIPHI8—47) THh o 72, HihhESI 12 Oxford Placement Test (Allan, 1992) % H W CilllE &4 (200
RN, P9 R13128. 788, IEHE(R A7 48 TH o 72, T 72, BEBME OIFELBH TR I L TH - 72,

4.2 F—aPNEERWAEE

F=ZWEICHVS N7 A M TSOREHRTT A by THY, 45HALSME SN Twiz, 72, UToXH %
PREESC OB 7 T — g EhTwiz,

(1) whilif % &0k 2 BEREMEC (81HE) (MEHEHL-8)

(2) Wi Rkthat % & & SCERN 2 BREIRESC (53HE) (REEEI-13)

(3) ZEWET /7o U & O CERN 2 FREIE S (43HE) (RIEEB14-17)
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(4) “EFEOMSOUER (who that’e &) & & G IRSCER 2 BIFRERESC (5 1HH) (RIEIHHE18-22)

(5) FFRUCH R & & CIFSCERY 7 BIARETIESC (5 1HH) (MIEIHHE23-27)

(6) 4 MM DR (MHEEEM, MaHFA), SCERE, WINE) (CBS 2 30k 2m3C (8IHE) RUBIMRE© &0 72
ETNOOEPLEREH Lz "I EOSRME) @R &SI 0ER 2 BRERHSC (100HH) (FEEE28-45)

PEZINE SRR I N LOEMEE 5 BRECHBI 2 L) ISR EN . Tabb, MEEICATELRLTH
Hy CHETLZZHEE— 2%, TREAATRLEL THL, LM LZGEE— 1%, THRRATRERLEXTHL, LH
WrL723id+ 1%, "REICmREL L THL) LHUMLEERE+ 2%, 2 TELEL0L 000w, LA
0 NTHOG LI IHRRENZ, L2LEedS, EBEOTFT—70MTIlE, —2256+2% 00041287z, oF
D, XEMZTOEE, +2, +1, 0, —1, —2%FhEN4, 3, 2, 1, 01, F72, FELEMNLELOY
&, +2, +1, 0, —1, —2%FREFNO0, 1, 2, 3, 4B, THIZIEMEY 4 & L, 1B S 0
ZREAL L2 D TH Do BEESCOSCEEAWICS 2 5N zBERIZI00Th -7z, 2, Mk ZFHEFEOMA
RWET 720D TH o7z MOV TOFFMNIHEAKICETH S LT W225, FRIC, EEBE2 S OIS X - THDY
WENTz, FEMEZ BT o 2 RICME 2 LT 5oz, $72, FEBISTEMEHE 7 2 MH WS 7 RESC
i, R21ETHLETH 5,

5 MREEE

F1ISCEMHKT 2 P THW S R4 oS st Sz HAZB 707 7 4 v (IRP) Th b, AESINE %10
DWEIET ¥ 7T 12kER, KB T ¥ 7 13304 RI#%SE ) BCoi/, T/, HAOFEH (4 min) 12380
W, 47 NV—TIZEA %50 720 ROT D EOHEENT OFREFEE 3. 0L EOEH, KICEWIEENT 05513
FHEA2 57 030K TH Y, i dHCHEET O RA2.00 52 5KMDEHE TH 5, MAHHNT D %5
DOFRIZ0.09 5 2. 0K TH 5o FHEEE OFIE2.50 (4 miis) D Ex Z2oEBORGER (BET v
7) L7, 2, R1OFREEZE, FEET ¥ 7 ZFRT 2 EEE D7 OSCHEVECE L CHII T §E 2 BIFR
LERLTWS, CITRBBHET V7 I3FNL ) TROBET v 7 2 EATVS,

VT, SEBET Y 7OFEEEDTEL Cnwb EEZOLNDHEN LR T 5,

« 7271 P whiiiF (), that (EHEEE L ATER OB, ROZEET (EEREGK) 2 Hw7o0ks
e BARREITSC 2 IR L RNk 5 0 JESCEM 2 BIRRERSCICB L Tid, “EREOMURR (TH) 2R L kT
MR2, 72, BEHFEAINGEZ W7 S0ER 2SS EL CHREER S,

<272 &3 "EFROMSOER RIERF OB 2 72 IES0HER 2 BIFRET S 2 IR L Il 2.

« T2 4 TEREOMSORER: (FHEHRIKS) % 72I9R30RE 2 BISRETIRSC, R OSCERE & M 72 SGER 2 30 %
L CHIBHES

+ 7275 D whiiE T (EEEK) Sthat (F4&) V72 SCEN 2 BEREESL, ROSCEREZ Vv 72 30BN 25
ZIE L CHBrtisk s,

« 7276 D whiliiy (s T L pras Bt & Z2dEy (RER O HR9KS) & 72 S0HERY 70 BIFRER
X aEL CHBRS, $7, TRULAR FIEFO BRI % v 72963050 7 BRI S % 1E L < 1B
k5,

<5207 0 whiiiy (HEEHER) &2 W72 30ER 2 BIRETE L2 IE L CHIlTR 5, $ 72, BRUUHeE (%
HBot) & M 723630 2 BIRRE I SC & TR 4ethy BB (MHREER]) OIS0y 7 BIFREIESC 2 IE L CHI
Wik s .

< T27 8 TEEFOMICER (B & Lo Hroks) & ERUUAE (Tk & o Bagtk) 2 v 723830k
B 72 BIFRERRE SC 2 AR L CHIBTHESR 2 6

« 7209 I whiif - (FTEFO ) 27 S0Er 2 BRESCZIE L CHBR S, £72, TTHROEM,
B (BIFRER & MHESRER]) DIFSCEY 2 BIFRETESC 2 IE L CHIBTHIR % .

* 2710 FAURAE (BE2ERHK) & 72 3RS0 2 BIARETRE SC 2 1E L CHIRTHE SR 5 6
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=1

EEHE T X SOIEBESRIO7 71V (IRP)

N

1E

26
16

33
24

27
22
19
23

32
29
25

28
31

45
30
11
15
13
37
41
36
44
17
40

Rank 1

%

.060
.149

2.211

I e e e N e e e T e e R e S B S R S R N e s e S T S T e T =S oG S WG

.198
.936
.308
701
991
.290
.291
.916
.079
.622
.749
.898
781
.984
.003
.018
.825
990
.947
765
.897
705
.550
913
541
.358
.628
.667

Rank 2

e T e R R e T s e e T e S S S S S S WG IS G SG R OGRS oG RS SR SR SR )

[N}

.106
. 157
.231
.184
.948
.285
725
.009
.289
SIS
.904
.013
.539
722
.898
789
.984
.033
977
.852
.073
917
793
.876
.706
.535
.878
.514
.346
.580
.634

e e e e e e e o T e e . e e S B e e R R e S S T S T S oG R SO SR SR )

Rank 3

Do

.180
.213
.270
171
.985
.254
.788
.039
.286
.328
.897
.901
.458
.669
.894
.810
.995
.037
.956
.893
.146
.874
.829
.879
.736
.513
.818
.482
.335
.519
.566

Rank 4

NS}

e e e e e e e e T e T e . B e e S S T A B e e e e e LS IS S S T e S S T SC R U SCR WG

Item Reference Profile (IRP)
Rank 5

.297
.316
.322
.189
.079
.253
.938
.095
.283
.333
.910
.816
.466
.632
.915
.864
.056
.033
.982
.950
.188
.852
.864
.901
782
.519
.756
.482
.353
.458
ATT

e e e T T e e T e e e N T O S T N R O e e e e T = GG T SO R S B SR SO I W)

[NV}

.257
.324
177
.216
.296
S
.992
.856
.635
.703
.992
.970
.181
.075
.046
.027
- 1188
.879
.894
.907
.819
.608
711
.548
.430
427
.388

e T L I S T T T R S OO R

Rank 6

Do

.359
.193
.044
.943
.921
.132
.114
.318
.173
.128
.117
.198
.944
.933
877
.850
792
.667
.664
.561
.445
.306

Rank 7

2.428
2.473
2.311
2.274
.210
.301
.262
.397
.278
.225
211
.213
.013
991
.825
.885
.000
.614
751
.703
.518
.244

[\V)

e e e e S i e i S R S B ST A SO R SC R GG R V)

Rank 8

2.
.343
.316
.305
.255
.059
.049
.786
.928
.150
.589
.753
.804
.630
.198

Do

e e T e s e e S S I S ST U R )

404

Rank 9

[ N N e OO B SC T S R GG R SC R SO R SC R GV ]

.373
.368
.365
.382
.307
.068
.102
785
.985
.229
.618
702
.851
747
.146

Rank 10

= = = = = NN~ DD DN DN N DN

.341
.380
.368

S
[N}
(92

.349
.057
.158
.816
.048
267
.678
.653
.863
.843
.095
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K2 BILIVDFBENEMEEIEL HIETHRZH

Rank 1

Wh-operator: The young man who always helped us was called George. (Subject)
That: The young lady that I employed last month works hard. (Direct Object)
That: The picture that you are looking at was painted by Picasso. (Oblique)
Null: The house you can see over there was built ten years ago. (Direct Object)
Who/that: *The woman who that is singing on the stage is my wife. (Subject)
Complex NP: Susie questioned the decision that we should sell the land.

Complex NP: Peter heard the news that his best friend would marry.

Adjunct: Many houses were damaged by the storm while I visited England.

Adjunct: You have to be prepared for the exam before drawing a picture.

Ranks
2&3

Whom/that: *The woman whom that we talked with was our teacher. (Obliquc)

Rank 4

Which/that: *The cats which that I gave the milk to were very small. (Indirect Object)

Subject: That Tom goes to college means a heavy burden for his parents.

Rank 5

Wh-operator: The boy who(m) I kicked yesterday broke the window. (Direct Object)
That: The student that has written this letter must be very crazy. (Subject)

Subject: To discover that Frank has cancer was no surprise to a smoker.

Rank 6

Wh-operator: The man whose feet were very big has bought new shoes. (Genitive/Subject)
Wh-operator: The woman whose son you met last night is a good actress. (Genitive/Object)
Null: The magazine we got the information from is useful. (Oblique)

Resumptive: *The city that my uncle came from it is far from here. (Oblique)

Rank 7

Wh-operator: The girl for whom I have bought a computer is my sister. (Indirect Object)
Resumptive: *The classmate that you don't like him is very unkind. (Direct Object)
Wh-island: *This is the CD which Peter knows where Tom bought.

Rank 8

Which/that: *The mirror which that Judy broke was very expensive. (Direct Object)
Whom/that: *The boy whom that I studied harder than passed the exam. (Object of Comparative)
Resumptive: *The building that it stands near the lake is our hotel. (Subject)

Resumptive: *The tree that you are shorter than it is falling down. (Object of Comparative)

Rank 9

Wh-operator: The woman from whom I received a present is in London. (Oblique)
Relative: *This is the bicycle which the police caught the man who stole.

Wh-island: *This is the girl who(m) Mike told me when he visited.

Rank 10

Resumptive: *The student that I lent the book to her studied hard. (Indirect Object)

Rank 10
DAt o
H

Wh-operator: The box which they kept their money in has been stolen. (Oblique)
Wh-operator: The man whom Paul runs faster than is a baseball player. (Object of Comparative)
That: The woman that Charles gave a gift to looked very happy. (Indirect Object)

That: The friend that I am taller than does not play basketball. (Object of Comparative)
Null: The friend they lent money to bought a very big house. (Indirect Object)

Null: The girl I sing better than has decided to study abroad. (Object of Comparative)
Wh-island: Sally watched how Mrs Southgate made sandwiches.

Wh-island: William asked me who had caused the car accident.

Relative: *This is the lady who (m) Steve wrote the book which describes.

Complex NP: *This is the house which we heard the news that Dick bought.

Complex NP: *This is the boy who(m) Jack described the way that Bill hit.

Subject: *This is the ghost which a picture of frightened the children.

Subject: *This is the meeting which for Bill to attend shocked his parents.

Adjunct: *This is the homework which Lucy went to school without doing.

Adjunct: *This is the girl who(m) the bell rang while I was thinking of.
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Japanese EFL Learners’ Acquisition of Relative Clauses Revisited:
An Application of “Latent Rank Theory”

Hiromasa OHBA*

ABSTRACT

The present study reexamined the acquisition of restrictive relative clause constructions by adult Japanese learners of
English as a foreign language (EFL), using Latent Rank Theory (LRT) (Shojima, 2008, 2009, 2010, 2011b), which is a new
test theory. Based on the results of a grammaticality judgment test taken by adult Japanese EFL learners, they were latently
divided into ten ranks. As a result, although the learners at Rank 10, which is the highest rank in proficiency, correctly judged
most of the grammatical and ungrammatical restrictive relative clause constructions, they were not able to judge correctly some
sentences, which violated “subjacency conditions”, with an exception of a single restrictive relative clause construction with
subjacency violation in wh-movement out of an embedded question (wh-island). The findings showed that it is difficult for even
highly-proficient Japanese learners of English to correctly identify the ungrammaticality of subjacency violations in restrictive
relative clause constructions, and data analysis using LRT can be validated.
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