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l. Introduttiom

Tbinvestigatethenatureofthehumanlanguage,reSearChhasbeencarriedoutin

various丘elds･ThestudyoflanguageacqulSltlOnisoneofthem･Childrenshowdi飴rent

behavior舟omadultsinthecourseoflanguageacquisition･Itseemsonlynaturaltoaskwhy

thisisthecase･Thestudyoflanguagelossisanotherfield･ノ Somepeoplewhosebrainis

impaired,aPhasics,Showdi飴rentlinguisticbehavior&omnormaladults･Thequestion

arisesastowhatpartofhumanlanguagecapacityislostasaresultofbraindamage･

FurthermOre,1tiswellknownthat children and aphasics show simi1aritiesinlingulStic

pefformance･Theorderoflanguagedevelopmentismirrored,inreverse,bytheorderof

languageloss(c£Jakobson(1968)amongothers).Itisworthexploringtoaskwhysdch

parallelpropertiesareSeenbetweenchildrenandaphasics･

Inthe丘eldoflanguageacquisition,reSearChershave attemptedto characterize

children,slingulSticknowledgein terms ofcurrentlinguistic theories･In generative
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grammar;eSPeCial1ywithinthePrinciplesandParameterSTheory;itisassumedthatchildren

arebornequippedwithasetofprincipleswithparameterSIOJniversalGrammar;henceforth

UG)･TherearetWOdistinctviewsastohowUGprincipleswo止inthecourseoflangu?ge

acquisition･Oneviewassumesthatal1UGprlnCiplesareavailabletochildrenattheonset

Ofthelanguageacquisition(theContinuityHypothesis).Theotherview;SetforthbyBorer

andⅥねⅩ1er(1987),aSSumeSthatcertainprinciplesarenOtaVailabletoachildatanear1y

StageOflanguageacquisition,andthattheymaturegradual1y(theMaturationHypothesis).1
Inthelatterviewthedi飴rencebetweenchildren,sgrammarandadults,iseasilye甲1ained.

劫acertainstage,Childrencanhavedi蝕rentgrammar倉omadults,becausenotallpnnciples

have yet maturcd･In theformer vi印;Various non-1ingulStlC eXPlanations,SuCh as

PrOCeSSlng dimculty orthelack ofpr喝maticknowledgeare pOStulatedto explainthe

di蝕rence(ChienandWtxler(1990),bdzinskyandReinhart(1993),ThorntonandWbxler

(1999)amo喝Others).

Similar1y;inthe丘eld oflangu喝eloss,tWO distinctviewsareprOPOSed･One

assumesthataphasicspartiallylackknowledgeofgrammar･Becauseofthis,theyshow

POOrPerformanCeinproductionorcomprehension(CfGrodzinsky's(1990)TraceDeletion

Hypothesis)･Theotherassumesthattheknowledgeofgrammaritselfisintactbutsome

Otherreason suchasprocessing difncultyisresponsibleforpoorperformance(Amtin

(2000)).

Inboth丘elds,tWOdistinctviewsarePrOPOSedtoexplainthedi飴rencebetween

Childrenandaphasicsononehandand(normal)adultsontheother.Oneviewexplainsthe
di蝕renceintermsoftheunavailability.orlackofcertainlingulSticknowledge･Theother

viewassumesthatthekn0wiedgeitselfisintact,andinvestigatessomenon-1hguistic血ctors.

ThestudiessofararefocusedaroundEnglish･Tbexplicatethenatureofhuman

lapgu轡,itisessentialtoconsidercross-1inguisticvari叫ion.Recently;reSearChhasbeen

C6nductedonJapanesebothinthefieldoflanguageacqulSlt10nandlanguageloss･Inthe

areaoflanguage acquisition,SOme reSearChersinvestigatedthe acquisition ofJapanese

PaSSivestotestthevalidity ofBorerandW奴1er's(1987)MaturationHypothesis.As

evidencefortheirhypothesis,Borerand%xlershowthatEnglish-SPeakingchildrenacqulre

aqectivalpassivesear1ierthanVefbalpassives.A句ectivalpassives diffbr丘omve血1

PaSSivesinthatthederivationoftheformerdoesnotinvoIveanymovement,Ortheformation

1

strictlyspeaking,thesetwohypothesesaJenOttheextremes･TheMaturationI一沖Othesis

i$SubsumedundertheContinuityHypothesisinthatbothassumethatchildrenarcbornequippedwith

UGamdthattheess窃此ialnatureofUGdoesnotchangeovertime･hthispaperIwi11usethcterm,

theContinuity勒0th6Sis,飴rexpo$itorypurposes.kshouldbenotedherethatthiswi11beutilized

inthesensethatal1theUGprimiplesareavaihbletochildrenattheonsetoflanguageacquis出on.
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ofA-Chain,WhilethatofthelatterinvoIvesA-Chainformation･2 Theyarguethatthe

prlnCipleswhicharereSPOnSibleforforminganA-ChainarenOtaVailabletochildrenatthe

Very ear1y stage oflanguage acquisition,and these principles mature gradually(the
Maturation of A-Chain Hypothesis,henceforth the MAH). Some researChers have

investigatedtheacquisitionofJapanesepassivestotestthevalidityoftheMAnbasedon

X山bo's(1992)analysisonJapanesepassives.IntheareaOflangu喝eloss,Hagiwara(1993)

examinesaphasics'comprehensionofJapanesepassives.Howevcr;COnSenSuShasnotbeen

reachedyet,becauseofconflictbetweenthedataglVenbypreviousstudies.Howtoanalyze

JapaneSePaSSivesremainssti11controversial.

AlthoughthesameprlnCiplesareCOnSideredtobeatworkinthecourseoflanguage

acquisition andlanguageloss,inthis papeちIwillfocus onlanguage acqulSltlOn.The

Organization ofthis paperis asfo1lows.Section2reviewsthe previous studies onthe

acqulSltlOnOfJapanesepassivesandpolntSOutSOmeprOblemsofthem.Insection3,the

data倉ommyexperimentarePrOVided.Section4discussesthefourlogicalpossibilitiesof

inthewayofinterpretlngeXPerimentalresults,takinginto accounttwodistinctviewsof

language acqulSlt10n and
two di飴rentanalyses ofJapanese passives.Section5is

COnClusion.

2･ PreviousStudiesontheAcquisitionofJapanesePassives

BeforereviewlngthepreviousstudiesontheacquisitionofJapanesepassives,Iwi11

brieflyintroduceananalysisonJapanesepassivesgivenbyKubo(1992),OnWhicha1lofthe

Studiesarebased.AccordingtoKubo,JapaneSepaSSivesaredividedintotwomqorclasses:

gapped passives and gapless passives.Gapped passives arefurther dividedintofour

Subtypes:aCCuSativepassives(1),dativepassives(2),aCCuSativepossessivepassives(3),and

dativepossessivepassives(4).3AllofthesesubtypeshaveanNP-traCeinsomeposition.

(l) Taro-gaHanako-nititatak-are-ta

(2) Taro-gaJiro-niHanako-OtiShookais一are-ta

(3) Thro-gakaze-mi[ti【boosi]]-Ohukitobas-areta

(4) Thro-garyOkoogaisha-niHawai-iki-0[ti[kazoku]]-nlsusume-rare-ta

(Ⅹubo(1992:236-237)withmyslightmodi丘cation)

2

Therelev弧tr印reSentationsofa嗜ectivalandvetbalpassivescanbeexempli鮎dasfo1lows:

i)A4jectivalpヂSive:Tbedollwasconibed･
ii)VetbalpassIVe:ThedolliWaSSeenti.

3

Amonggappedpassives,WereStrictourattentiontoaccusativepassivesandaccusative

POSSeSSivepassives.
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Gaplesspassivesaredivided.intotwo:subtypes:gaplesspassiveswithVi(5)andgapless

PaSSiveswithVt(6).Contrarytogappedpassives,thesesubtypesdonothaveanyNP-traCe･

(5) Hanako-gaTar0-niiedes-are-t･a

(6) Thro-gaHanako-nishikou-Shuukyoo-Ohqiimer-are-ta

(Kubo(1992:238))

Baseduponthisanalysis,1etusturnnOWtOpreviousstudiesontheacquisitionofJapaneSe

passives.

2.J･ 且vj滋〃Ce♪r融通ガ

Sugisaki(1998).investigatesthe acquisition ofJapanese passives to test the

PredictionoftheMAH.AdoptlngKubo'sanalysis,hecompareSChildren'scomprehension

OftwotypesofJapanesepassives:aCCuSativepassiveswhichinvoIveanA-Chain,andgapless

PaSSiveswithVinOtinvoIvinganA-Chain.Sugisakitestedseventeenchildrenwhoseages

range録om3;10to5;10,uSlngthetwo-Choicepictureidenti丘cationtask.Hisresultsshow

thatthereisonlyonechildwhoacqulreSaCCuSativepassivesear1ierthangaplesspassives

WithVi(see Tablel)･Bas申uponthese results,he concludes thattheMAHiswell

SuPPOrtedinJapaneSe.

TablelThenu血berofchildrenwhopassed/failedtheaccusativepassivetest

and/orthegaplesspassivetest

AccusativePassives

GaplessPassives Pass Fail

Pass 6 4

Fail 1 6

Minai(1999)also tested the prediction of the MA托 COmParing children's

COmprehensionoffourtypeSOfJapanesepassives:aCCuSativepassives,POSSeSSivepassives,

gapless passives with Viand gapless passives with Vt:By the two-Choice plCture

identiRcationtask,Shetestedthirty一丘vechildren&om3to6yearsold.AsSugisaki,her

results show that gapless passivesare aCquired earlier thangaPped passives andgive

supportingevidencefortheMAH(seeThble2).4

4

h血spaper,Iwillusethefo1lowlngnOtation･

A=aCtives,AP=aCCuSativepassives,PP=PO$SeSSivepassives,APP=alienablepossessivepassives,

IPP=inalienal)lepossessivepassives,GLP=gaPlesspassives,andSCR=SCramblingsentences.
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Table2PercentagesofChildren'sJ:CorrectpRe印Qn草eSl

3yearsold 4ye肛SOld･- -5■･y¢訂SOld ･6ye訂SOld

二,`A･ ､60.42..
75.00 /S9.58 98.48

AP
.54.17

60.42 60.42 69.70

pP 37.5p 45.83 56.25 59.09

GLPwithVi
.62.5■0

70.$3 70.83
･Sl.82

GLPwithVt 62.50 72.92 79.17 68.18

2.2. 且vブ鹿〃Ce聯加∫f伽丸山ガ

HaradaandFuruta(1999)conductedthreeexperimentstotestthepredictionofthe

MAH.First they examine children,s production of･aCCuSative passives,aCCuSative

(inalienable)possessivepassives,andgq)lesspassiveswithVi,bytheelicitedproductiontask･

SecondtheylnVeStigatechildren,scomprehensionofaccusativepassives,gaplesspassives

withⅥ,andgaplesspassiveswithⅥ,bytheagentidenti鮎ationtask･Thesubiectsthat

participatedinbothoftheRrstandthesecondexperimentwereeighty-OneChildren丘･Om3to

6yearsold.Third,uSlngthetruth-Valuejudgmenttask,Haradaand･FurutaCOmParedthe

comprehension ofthefourtypes ofJapanese passives:aCCuSative passives,POSSeSSive

passives,gaPlesspassiveswithVtandgaplesspassiveswithVi･Therewerethirtychildren

丘om4to6yearSOld.Throughoutthesethreeexperiments,HaradaandFuruta'sresults

showthatcontrarytothepredictionoftheMju,PaSSiveswithanA-Chain(accusative

passivesandpossessivepassives)areaCquiredearlierthanPaSSiveswithoutanA-Chain

(gaplesspassiveswithVtandgaplesspassiveswithVi)･HaradaandFurutadiscussthat

therearetwopossibleeq)1anationsfortheirresults‥theMAEcannotbemaintainedorthe

StruCtureOfJapaneSePaSSivesshouldbereconsidered.

Table3PercentagesofChildren'sCorrectResponses

(The91icitedproductiontask)

3;6-3;11 4;0-4;5 4;6-4;11 5;0-5;5 5;6-5;11 6;0-6;5

AP 40.5 46.2 50.0 54,8 79.5 74.4

PP(inalienめ1e) 15.5 11.5 34.5 38.1 21.8 42.3

GLPwithVl 4.8 10.3 14.3 14.3 20.5 20.5
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Table4PercentagesofChildren,sCorrectResponses

(Theagentidenti&cationtask)

3_;6-3;11 4;0-4;5' 4;6-4;11･ 5;0-5;5 5;6⊥5;1l 6■;0-6;5

AP 35.7 46.2 47.6 66.7 71.8 79.5

GLpwithⅥ 23.S 2$.2 26.2 35.7 20.5 41.0

GLpwi血ⅤⅠ ■40.5 4S..7･ 59.5 61.9 4S.7 51.3

Thble5PercentagesofChildren,sCorrectResponses

(Thetruth-Valuejudgmenttask)

4;0-4;5 4;6-4;11 5;0-5;5 5;6-5;11 6;0-6;5

Ap 4l.7 54.2 37.5 70.$ S3.3

pP 25.0 45.$ ■ 50.0 45.S 66.7

GLPwithⅥ
･20.8

45.$ 25.0 16.7 45.8

GLPwithVi 50.0 50.0 33.3
･44.4

61.1

2.j. 伽∂お肌∫

AsIhaveshownintheprecedingsections,theresultsobtainedbytheprevious

Studiesareinconnict･Sugisaki(1998)andMinai(1997,1999)showthatchildrenacquire

gaplesspassivesearlierthangappedpassives.HaradaandFuruta(1999)0蝕rcounter

evidencethatchildrenacqulregaPPedpassivesearlierthangaplesspassives･Empirically;

furtherexaminationofchildren,sperformanceisrequired･5 Furtheraconceptualproblem

arises･A1lofthesethreestudiesassumethesyntacticanalysisgivenbyKubo(1992)and
theirinterestlaylnteStingthepredictionoftheMA且 Thisis,however,nOttheonlyway

WeShouldtakeinordertodevelopthetheoryfortheacquisitionofJapanesepassives･Both

inthetheoryoflanguageacqulSltlOnandintheanalysISOfJapanesepassives,alternative

viewshavebeenpresented.

Asa丘rststepfortheinvestigationofchildren,sacquisitionofJapanesepassives,I

COnductedaneXperiment･Basedontheresultsobtainedbymyexperiment,Ⅰwi11discuss

fourpossibilitiesinexplainlpgchildren,sperformanCe.

5

Thecomparisonbetweenthesethreestudiessuggestsan0therwayweshouldtake.The

methodsusedinthesethreestudiesvary舟omonetoanOther.SugisakiandMinaiusethetwo-Choice
PICtureidenti鮎ationtask･ThetaskusedinoneofHaradaandFuruta,sexperimentsistheagent

identificationtask･HaradaandFurutaalsoconductedane叩erimentbythetruth-Valuejudgme血
ta卓k･Taskdi蝕rencesmayinduccdi飴r6nCCSinr飢Its･Astimewaslimhed,Icouldnotpursue

thispossibility･Aconcq}tualproblemarises血entcstingthesameSentCnCeSbydif5renttask.
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3. TheExperiment

まJ･ 通おrね血感動妙ぐね

The comprehension ofthree types ofJapanese passives was examined by the

two-Choice pICtureidenti丘cationtask:aCCuSative passives,gaPless passive with Vi,and

possessivepassives･6 Amongpossessivepassives,tWOdifrbrentkindsofpassiveswere

distinguished:alienablepossessivepassivesandinalienablepossessivepassives.

(7) Buta-San-gaKuma-San-ni$hibarーare-ta

(8) Kuma-San-gaButa-San-nimiger-are-ta

(9) Kuma-San-gaButa-San-niatama-Otatak-are-ta

(10)Buta-San-g?Euma-San-nihata-OtaOS-are-ta

Thereweresixteensentences(fouractiveswithVtandtwoactiveswithViaSaCOntrOl,tWO

accusativepassives,tWOgaPlesspassiveswithVi,andtwoalienablepossessivepassives,tWO

inalienablepossessivepassives,andtwoscramblingsentences).7Theexperimentconsisted

Oftwosessions.Eachsessionincludedeightsentences:tWOaCtiveswithⅥ,OneaCtivewith

Vi,OneaCCuSativepassive,OnegaPlesspassivewithVi,Onealienablepossessivepassive,One

inalienablepossessivepassive,andone scrambling sentence･Eachtype ofsentencesis

PreSentedinarandomorder.

Seventy-OneChildrenparticipatedintheexperiment.Theyrangedinage倉om2;7

to5;8･ThechildrenwhoparticipatedintheexperimentwereallnativespeakersofJapanese･

Eachchild
subiectwastestedindividuallylna quletrOOm.Childrenwhoseageswere

2;7-3;11weretestedinaquletCOrnerOftheclassroomwiththeirteachertomakethemfeel

relaxed.

j.2. 月e∫打ぬ

Amongtheseventy-OneChildrenwhoparticipatedinthee*periment,tWenty-One

Childrenwhocouldnotgothroughwiththee叩erimentorcouldnotglVeCOrreCtanSWerStOat

6

GaplesspassiveswithⅥareexcluded丘omthetestsentencesformethodologicaland
theoreticalreasons.The

methodologicalreasonis children,slimitation of concentration.It

requiredabouttwemcymimtestotestsixteensentences･Tolessenthee飴ctofthis血ctor,Ikeptthe

numberofthetestsentencesass血山Iaspossible･Thetheoreticalreasonisthatthepossessive

relationshiprequlreSfurthercarefu1consideration.
7

¶1eSentenCeSteStedinthiscverimentatelistedintheappendix･
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1eastthreeactivesentenceswereexcluded丘omtheresults.Thenuhbetofchildienofeach

age was asfo1lows:Three children two yearS Ofage,ten Children three yearS Ofage,

SeVenteenChildrenfouryearSOfage,andtwentychildren丘veyearSdfage.T最豆esultsof

children,sresponsesareSummarizedinTable6･g

Table6PercentagesofChildren,sCorrectResponses

-Awith

Ⅵ

ーAwitb

Vi

AP 二GLP

withVi■

APP 】pP SCR

2-yearSOld 83.3 $3.3 33.3 33.3 83.3 50 66.7

3-ye訂SOld S7.5 95 55 60 35 50 50

4-ye訂SOld 85.3 97,l 由.8 64.7 44.1 41.2 5S.8

5-yearSOld 87.5 95 77.5 ■ 67.5 60 62.5 55

Astheresultsshow;thecomprehensionofpassivesentencesisrelativelyworsethanthatof

activesentences.ChildrenshowatendencytounderstandGLPswithVimOreeaSilythanAPs

OrpPs.

j.j. β由c弘∬わ〝

Nowletusmakeacomparisonofmyresultswiththeresultsobtainedbyprevious

Studies.Sugisaki(1998)showsthatGLPwithViisacquiredearlierthanAPs.According

toMinai(1999),6hildren'scomprehensionofGLPswithViisbetterthanAPsandPPs.

ChildrencanrespondtoAPmorecorrectlythantoPPs.HaradaandFuruta(1998)observe

thereverseorder.Children'sperformanCeOnAPs andPPsisbetterthanthatonGLPs.

AmongAPsandPPs,APsareCOmPrehendedorproducedbetterthanPPs.Theresultsofmy

experiment(see Table6)showthat at agesthreeandfour,Children's comprehension of

GLPswithViisbetterthanthatofAPsandPPs.Atage丘ve,therankingofGLPswithVi

andAPsarereVerSed.Thoroughthesethreegroups,thepercentageofthecorrectresponses
toPPsisthelowest.MyresultsareinaccordwithSugisakiandMinaiinthatchildrencan

understandGLPwithVimOreeaSilythanAPorPIlandAPmoreeasilythanPP.

4. WhatI$theProblemfbrChildren?

AlthoughmyexperimentdoesnotprovideaconclusiveanSWertOthequestionof

howchildrenacquireJapanesepassives,Iobservedthatchildrentendtocomprehendgapless

Fortheindividualdata,Seetheappendix.
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passi甲SmOreLeaSilythangappedpassives･･ThisobservationisinaccordwithSugisaki

(l.998)andMinai(1999).Basedon血resultsoftheirexperiment{both'SugisakiandMinai

arguethattheMAHiswellsupportedin=Japaneseas･Well･Otherstudies,however;prOVide-

evidenceagainsttheMAH･

FoxandGrodzinsky(1998)investigatedtheacquisitionofEnglishbe-andget-

passives･They compared the comprehension ofNontruncated Actionalbe-and get-

passives,NontrunCatedNonactionalbe-PaSSives,andTrunCatedNonactionalbe-PaSSives,9

basedontheassumptlOnthatEnglishget-PaSSives,aSWellasbe-PaSSives,invoIveanA-Chain･

TheyobtainedtheresultsthatonlyNontrunCatedNonactionalbe-paSSiveswereproblematic

forchildren･Buildingontheseresults,theyconcludethatchildren,sproblemisnotthe

khowledgetoformanA-Chain,butthetheta-tranSmission(theBy-PhraseHypothesis)･Otsu

(1994)examinedchildren,scomprehensionofJapaneSeClause-InternalScramblingwhichis

assumedtoinvoIveanA-Chain,andobservedthattheoverwhelmingmqjontyofresponses

(430utOf48)werecorrectones.Hisresultsshowthatchildrenhavetheknowledgetoform

anA-Chain,atleast,bythe ageofthree.San0(2000)investigatedthe acquisition of

Japaneseunaccusatives,fu1lunaccusatives,andfu11passivestotestBorerandWtxler'sMAH

andFoxandG和dzinsky,sEy-PhraseHypothesis.Fromthefactsthattheratesofcorrect

responseswerewellabovechancewithrespecttobothunaccusativesandfu1lunaccusatives,

SanOCOnCludesthattheMAHcannOtbesupported.

BeforeconcludingwhethertheMAHcanbemaintainedornot&omtheresultsof

Sugisaki,Minai,andmyowneXPeriment,Wehavetotakethefo1lowlngalternativesinto

account.Asmentionedinsection2,allofthethreepreviousstudiesontheacqulSlt10nOf

Japanesepassives(Sugisaki(1998),Minai(1999),andHaradaandFuruta(1999))tacitly

assumetheMaturationHypothesisandtheanalysisofJapanesepassivesglVenbyKubo

(1992).However,analternativeviewoflanguageacquisitionhasbeenpresented:allofthe

UGprinciplesareaVaihbletochildrenattheonsetoflanguageacqulSlt10n･Theanalysisof

TheexamplestestedinFoxandGrodzinskyareasfo1lows.

i)NontrunCatedActionalb叩aSSive:
Therockstarisbeingdhasedbythekoalabear.

ii)NontTunCatedActionalgetTPaSSive:

Theboyisg甜i喝tOuChedbythemaglClan.

iii)NontrunCatedNonactionalbeヤaSSive:
Theboyisseenbythehorse.

iv)TrunCatedNonactionalpassive:

Thebearisseen.

TheyassⅧmethatbyitselfcanaSSlgnanAge鵬theta･rOletoits両ect.Ifthetheta-rOleglVen'tOthe
4y-PhraseNPisotherthantheAgent,theprdblemofthetaJtranSmissionarises･lmthenon-aCtional

passive,theby,PhraseNPshouldbcasslgn¢dtheta･rOlebytheta･tranSmi$SionbecaAISetheexternal
theta-rOleofanon-aCtionalvefbisnotconsistentwi血theAgent.
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Japanesepassiveshasnotcometoaconsensus･Kuroda(1979)旧oshi(1994,1995)givea

difrbrentanalysisofpassive･Inthissection,Ⅰwi11havealookattwocompetlnganalysesof

JapaneSepaSSivesanddiscussfourpossibilitiesinexplainingtheresultsobtained.

イJ･ ル0(b叩e物d闇匝0〝吻β∬加vg∫

Anumberofstudieshavebeenconductedonthestructure･OfJ叩aneSePaSSives.It

hasbeenarguedthatJapanesepassivesaredividedintotwodi蝕rentclasses:directpassives

andindirectpassives･Directpassiveshavebeenchar?Cterizedashavingactivecounterparts･

Inthesepassives,thesubjectofthecorrespondingactivesentenceappearswith-niandthe

ObiectofthecorrespondingactivesentenceappearSaSthesubject.

(11)Gakusei-ga.SenSei-OhihanS-i-ta

(12)Sensei-gagakusei-nihihanS-are-ta

(Hosb(1995:191))

Indirectpassives,Ontheotherhand,havebeencharaCterizedashavingnocorresponding

activesentences･IndirectpassivesareSubdividedintotwosubtypesaccordingtothetypesof

Verbs:OneWithanintranSitivevetbasin(13)andtheotherwithatranSitivevefbasin(14).

InbothsubtypeS,thesubjectcannOtbeconsideredasanargumentOftheverbsu瓜Ⅹedwith

イ椚.

(13)Sensei-gagakusei-nikurasu-denak-are-ta

(14)Sensei-gagakusei-nironbun-OhihanS-are-ta

(Ⅲ0血(1995:191))

With the development ofgenerative grammar,SOme alternative viewsfor the

ClassificationofJapanesepassiveshavebeenproposed.OneofthemisKubo(1992).As
brieflymentionedinsection2,KubodividesJapaneSepaSSivesintotwoclasses:gaPless

PaSSivesandgappedpassives･Gaplesspassivesaredividedintotwosub-tyPeS‥gaPless

PaSSiveswithVtandgaplesspassiveswithVi･Gappedpassivesaredividedintofour

Sub-tyPeSOfpassives‥aCCuSativepassives,dativepassives,aCCuSativepossessivepassives,

and dative possessive passives･Under heranalysIS,direct passivesin the above

Classi鮎ationareclassi丘edasgappedpassives.Thepassivesentence(12)isderived倉om

thecorrespondingactivesentence(11)bythemovementoftheobiectNR Asaresult,ithas

anNP-traCeintheobjectpositionasindicatedin(15).,

(15)Sensei-gagakusei-mitihihanS-are-ta
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IndirectpassiveswithanintranSitiveverbareClassi鮎dasgaplesspassives･Thederivation

Ofthesentence(13)doesnotincludeanNPmovement.Astoindirectpassiveswith
tranSitiveverb,Whatwasumiformiyclassi負edasindirectpassivesintheaboveclassiBcation

issub-dividedintotwoclasses.Considerthefo1lowlngtWOSentenCeS.

(16)Taro-gakaze-mi[ti[boosi]]-Ohukitobas-areta

(札止0(1992:237)withmyslightmodi丘cation)

(17)Thro-gaHanako-nisinkou-Shuukyoo-Ohqiimer-are-ta(Eubo(1992:238))

Bothsentenceswouldbeclassi丘edasindirectpassivesintheformerclassi丘cation･Kubo

distinguishes these two sentences according
to the existence/absence ofthe possessive

relationship.In(16),thereisapossessiverelationshipbetweenthematrixsubject,加,and

theembeddedoqect,boosi,Whilein(17)sucharelationshipisnotheldbetweenthematrix

Su叫ect,加,andthe embeddedobject,Shihkw-Shuub/00.Kubo proposestwo distinct

SyntaCticstruCtureSforthesetwotypesofpassives.Ifthereisapossessiverelationship,the

SentenCeisclassi丘edasgappedpassives.Thesentenceisderived倉omthecorresponding

activesentencebythepos苧eSSOrraising･As(16)indicates,thematrixsuqectmovesup

舟omthepossessorNPpositionintheembeddedobiect.Incontrast,ifthereisnosucha

relationship,thesentenceisclassi鮎dasgaplesspassives.TlmsunderKubo'sanalysis,the

possessiverelationshipissyntactical1yrepresented･
'∫､

Kuroda(1979)proposesanotherviewfortheclassi丘cationofJapanesepassives,

HearguesthatthecruCialnotionfortheclassiBcationofJapanesepassivesisnotwhether

theyaredirect orindirect,butratheritishowtheagent･Phraseis marked.Hedivides

Japanesepassivesirrtotwoclassesaccordingtotheirsemanticproperties:-nlPaSSivesand'･mi

yoiiepassives.イ〟passiveshavesomeimplicationof``a飴ctivity",While-nlyOtiepassives

lacksuchaproperty.Duetothisa蝕ctednessconnotat10n,-nipassiveshavesomediffbrent

PrOPerties&om-niyotiepassives.･In→7ipassives,thesubjectshouldbeunderstoodasan

a飴ctee,andithasacloserelationshipwiththeagent.Forexample,anabstractnounphrase

CannOtbeasu句ectofthe-nipassivebecausethesubjectcarmotbeunderstoodasana飴ctee.

(18)*Kaikaigagityoomisengensareta

(19)Kaikai一gagityoomiyottesengensareta

(Euroda(1979:309))

Incontrastto→‡1PaSSives,-nlyOttePaSSivesareappropriateinanObjectivecontext.

Kuroda points outtwo factors to determine the acceptability ofr〝iyotte passives:the

Closenessbetweenthesu句ectNPandtheagentNPandaved)'slexicalmearung
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<･(20)JolmwamoosukpsidekiousinautokoroqBi11mitasuke-rareta
(21)Johnwamoosukosi;dekiousinautokorooBillmiyottetasuke-rareta､

ゝ(22)JohnlWamOOSukQSi､dekiousinautokoroosoosaku-tainiyottekyuuzyO
Sareta

(Ⅹuroda(1979:319-320))

Therelationshipbetweenthesubject.hhnandtheagentsoosakukziismoreobiectivethan

that between the subjecthhnand､the agentBiH.Furthen the､Ve血bJuZ40Suru(Sino

Japanese)is more objectivethantheved)k7Sukeru.Thesetwofactorsmake(22)more

accept血1ethan(21).
Based onthese semantic diirbrencesbetween-niand.niyottepassives,Kuroda

arguesthatthesetwoclassesofpassiveshavedi飴rentsyntacticstruCtureS.Becauser血

yotiepassivesaresemantic?llyequaltothecorrespondingactives,theyarederivedftomthe

COrreSPOndingactivesbytranSformation.Thepassive sentence(23)is
derived&omthe

COrreSpOndingactivesentence(24)bythetranSformationalru1e(25).

(23)JolmgaBillniyottehihanSareta

(24)Bi11gaJolmohihansita

(Euroda(1979:30S))

(25)NPlga.‥NP20‥.Ⅴ一和→NP2ga‥.NPl〝ブγOfおⅤィてⅣイ〟

(Euroda(1979:337))

｢州passives,On the other hand,have$emanticimplication of"a飴ctedness"and their

underlyingstruCtureisdi飴rent倉omthatofactivesand-niyottepassives.Forexample,the

StruCtureOf-mipassivesisillustratedasfo1lows.

(26)[sIJohn-ga[s2Bill-mihihanS]-are-ta]

Whileinっ7iyotie passives the passive morpheme-raTeisinserted by a reordering

tranSformation,1n-nipassives,-raTetakesasententialcomplementasamatrixmainverb.

Under his proposal,a11-nlPaSSives,Whethertheyare direct orindirect,havethe same

underlying struCture.Ifthe matrix subjectisidenti鮎d with,the embedded obiect,the
embedded o句ectis deletedandthe directpassiveis derived asin(27).Ifitisn't,the

indirectpassiveisderivedasin(28).
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(27)′･Jo血･鱒【s土Bim一山伽0-I血弧S]一打e-ta

ト
¢

(28)Jolm-ga[s2B山一miHanako-OhihanS]-are-ta

AdoptingKuroda,sclassi丘cationof-nipassivesandr〝iyottepassives,Hos桓(1994,

1995)proposesPRO-mOVementanalysisfor-ni-directpassives･･HearguesthatJapaneSe

hasthreeclassesofpassives‥-niindirectpassives,一nidirectpassives,and-〃JサOiiepassives･

AccordingtoHoshi,sanalysis,thesentence(26)isderivedviathemovementofPROinthe

embeddedobjectpositiontothee血beddedsu句ectpositionasillustratedin(29)･

(29)John-ga[PROiBill-mitihihanS】-are-ta

Whatshouldbenotedhereisthat遊山rod〟Hoshiconsiderthesemanticdi飴rencebetweenr扉

PaSSivesandr〝iyotiepassivesasareflectionoftheirsyntacticdi飴rences･

KuboandKurodaJHoshiglVetWOdistinctviewsoftheclassi丘cationofJapanese

passives･ThecomparisonKubo,sanalysisandEurodanIoshi,sanalysisindicatesthatone

di飴rs舟omtheotherwithrespecttowhatpartofthedi飴renceinmeanlng Shouldbe

syntacticallydistinguished･Kubosyntacticallyrepresentsthepossessiverelationship,While

Kuroda侶oshidonotsharethisview.Kuroda丑Ioshidistinguishes→‡ipassives倉om｣扇

yotiepassivessyntactically;WhileKubodoesn'tmakesuchadistinction･

イ.2. Po∬f地物加α如〃∫α批7凡如℃加地〝び

AsIhaveshownintheprevioussubsect10n,CurrentapPrOaChestoJapaneSePaSSives

aredividedroughlyintotwotypes:gaPPed/gaplessvs.-ni/-niyotte.Kubo(1992)givesthe

formertypeofanalysis,WhileKuroda(1979)ノHoshi(1994,1995)givethelattertype･Of

analysIS.Moreover;theydi蝕rinthelevelatwhichthepossessiverelationshipbetweenthe

matrixsubjectandtheembeddedo句ectiscaptured.UnderKubo'sanalysis,POSSeSSive

relationship should be syntactically represented･EurodahIoshido not encode this

relationshipln the syntactic representation,rather they consider this relationship
to be

pragmatic･10

10

Based on Washio(1993,1995),Tanaka(1997)proposesthatthe cruCialnotionfor

ClassificationofJapaAeSePaSSivesisnotTni/Tniyottedistinction,butinclusion/exclusiondistinction･

ThsdistinctioncorrespondstoKubo'sgapped/gaplessdistinction.However,Hedoesnotadmitany

$ynt&Cdcdi飴renc¢Sbctwccnthe$etWOCl鮎$e$やfpassives･RBther,heargue$thatitisa･mattCrOf

COgnltlVeShift.HenotesthattheinclusionpassiveisdleeXtenSionoftheexclusionpassive,andthen,
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BearlnglnmindthesetwocompetipganalysesofJapanesepassivesandtwodistinct

ViewsoflanguageaCquisition,1etusconsiderwhatispredictedwithrespecttotheacquisition

OfJ叩aneSepaSSives.Combiningtwodistinctviewsoflanguageacquisition(theMaturation

HypothesisandtheContinuityHypothesis)andtwodi蝕rentanalysesofJapanesepassives

匹uboandKuroda丑Ioshi),Wehavefourlogicalpossibilitiesasfo1lows.

(30) a･theMaturation勒pothesis(theMAH)andtheanalysisgivenby耳ubo

b.theMaturationHypoithesis(theMAH)andtheanalysisgivenby

Kuroda丑Iosbi

C.theContinuity坤pothesisandtheanalysisglVenbyKubo

d.theContinuityHypothesisandtheanalysisgivenbyKurodahIoshi

Firstletusassume(30a)･_Thiscombinationistheonetacitlyassumedinpreviousstudies

(Sugisaki(1998),Minai(1999),andHaradaandFuruta(1999)).Underthisassumption,the

lateracqulSlt10nOfAPandPPthanthatofGLPwithViisproperlypredicted.Thisis

becausetheformertwosubtypesofpassivesdi飴r録omthelatterinthattheyinvoIvean

A-Chain.Next,letusconsiderthesecondpossibility(30b).Whatispredictedunderthis

assumption?UnderKurodahIoshi'sanalysis,PaSSiveswithanA-Chainare-niyotiepassives.

TheMAEpredictsthatchildrenacqulrer〝1yOttePaSSiveslaterthan-nlPaSSives.Because

allofthetestedsentencesinthepreviousstudiesincludingmyexperimentare-nipassives,

OneCannOtSayWhethertheMAHcanbemaintainedornot倉omtheresults.

NowletustakeanOtherviewofthetheoryoflanguageacqulSltlOn,thatis,the

ContinuityHypothesis,anddiscussthethirdandfourthpossibilities.Underthisview;the

di飴rence between children's grammarand adults'should be explained notin terms of

Children'slackofsomegrammaticalknowledge,butratherintermsofsomenon-1ingulStic

factors･Ifwe adopt Kubo'sanalysis(cf(30c)),how can we accountfor the results

Obtained?OnepossibleexplanationisthatchildrenhavedifncultyinprocesslngaSentenCe

including some trace.They have theknowledge ofthe A-Chainformation,but their

PrOCeSSlngSyStemhasnotfullydevelopedasinanadult.Anullhypothesisisthatchildren

CannOtSuCCeSSfu11yprocessanySentenCeWithatrace.UnderthisassumptlOn,1tlSPredicted

thatchildrenhavedifncultynotonlywithsentenceswithanA-Chain,butalsosentenceswith

anA'-Chain.Sincewehavenotyettestedthe sentenceswhichincludeanA.-Chain,We

Shouldinvestigatewhetherthispredictionisbomeoutornot.

Finally,1etusconsiderthefourthpossibility(30d).UnderKurodaMoshi'sanalysis,

theysharePrOPertiesofexclusionpassives.Thcagentcanbema血dbyrni,bothinexclusionand

inclusionpassives,WhileitcanbemarkedbyTniyotteonlyininclusionpassives.
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thelateracqulSltlOnOfAPsthanthatofGLPswithViisnotduetochildren,sincapabilityof

forminganA-Chain,buttotheirincapabilityoftreatingPROoridentifyingthematrixsubject

withtheembeddedobject.11ThelateracquisitionofPPsthanthatofGLPscanbeexplained
intermSOftheirlackofpragmaticknowledge･Becausetheinterpretationofthepossessive

relationship r寧qulreS pragmaticknowledge,Children
have di魚culty understanding PPs･

GLPshavenosuchrelationship,anditiseasyforchildrentocomprehendthem･Under

Kurod〟fIoshi,sanalysis,theproblemforchildrenwouldnotbeasyntacticone}rathera

semanticorpragmaticone･12

5. Comclusion

InthispapeりhaveinvestigatedtheacquisitionofJapanesepassivestosettlethe

problem posed by the c9nnicting results of previous studies･The results倉om my

experimentshowthatchildrentendtocomprehendgaplesspassivesmoreeasilytbangapped

PaSSives,Whichisin accordwith the results of Sugisaki(1998)and Minai(1999)･

However,theseresultsdonotprovidesufncientgroundforustoconcludethatchildrenlack

theknowledgeoftheA-ChainformationandthattheMAHistenable.

TakingintoaccountalternativeviewsoflanguageacqulSltlOnandtwocompetlng

analysesofJapanesepassives,Wehavediscussedotherpossibleinterpretationoftheresults

obtained倉om二thepreviousstudiesandmyexperiment･Sincethereisnoindicationof

Preferenceforoneoverthe otheちtO develop aplausibletheoryoflanguageacqulSltlOn,

furtherinvestlgationisnecessaryrequired･13

11
IfweadoptHoshi,s analysis,theproblemwouldbethePROmovementitselforthe

ide血ification
oftheantecedentofPRO.Toclarifytheproblem,We Shouldcomparechildren's

performance on
Tnidirect passives withthe other sentences whichinclude

PRO but not PRO

12

Tanaka,sproposalhasiderestlnglmPlicationfortheanalysisontheacqulSltlOnOnJapaneSe

PaSSives.GLPswithViCOrreSPOndtowhathecallsexclusionpassives,Whilealloftheremalnlng

PaSSivescorrespondtoinclusionpassives.Hearguesthatinclusionpassivesaretheexteruionof

exclusionpassives.FromthecogmitivepolntOfview,thesituationdenotedbyexclusionpassivesis

Subsetofthatdenotedbyinclusionpassives.Basedon也isproposal,theearlieracqulSlt10nOfGLPs

W血VithananyOtherpassivescouldbeexplainedintermsofco騨Iitivedevelopment.
13

cross-1inguisticinvestigationisneededtoconsiderwhichoffourlogicalpossibilitiesismost
tenable. Hoshi(1994,1995)and Washio(1993,1995)analyzeJapaneSe PaSSives 丘om

CrOSS-1inguistic polⅡt Ofview.Hoshiarguesthat-ni/-niyotte distinctioninJapaneSe paSSives

COrreSPOndstoget一伽-distinctioninEnglishpassives･HetakesthiscorrespondenceasrlePPirical
$甘ppOrtfor hi$analy$is.Washio compatesJapanese passives withEn&1i$h cxpen¢nCCr have

COnStruCtionandarguesthatinclusion/exclusiondistinctioniswell-SuPPOrted.kisnecessarytotake

theseobservation5intoaccountinordertomakeapreciseanalysisonJ叩aneSePaSSives.
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Appendixl:恥stSemtenc?S

(1)a.ActivewithVt

b.ActivewithVt

(2) ActivewithVi

(3) AccusativePassive

(4) GaplessPassivewithVi

(5) AlienablePossessivePassive

(6)InalienablePossessivePassive

(7) Scra血bling

滋∬わ〃J

(1)a.Euma-San-gaButa-San-Oket-ta

b.Buta-San-gaKumasan-Okan-da

(2) Butasan-ganai-ta

(3) Buta-San-ga馳ma-San-mishibar一are-ta

(4) Kuma-San-gaButa-San-miniger一are-ta

(5) Buta-San-gaKuma-San-nihata-OtaOS-are-ta

(6) Kuma-San-gaButa-San-hiatama-Otatak-are-ta

(7) Buta-San-OKuma-San-gaOikake-ta

.馳∬わ〝2

(1)a.Us喝i-San-gaNeko-San-Otatai-ta

b.Neko-San-gaUsagl-San一00ikake-ta

(2) Usagi-San-ganige-ta
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(3) Neko-San-gaUsagi-San-mitaos-are-ta

(4) Usagi-San一gaNeko-San-ninak-are-ta

(5) Neko-San-gaUsagi-San-nibooshi-Okam-are-ta

(6) Usagi-San-gaNeko-San-nionaka-Oker-are-ta

(7) Us喝i-San-ONcko-San-gaShibat-ta

Appemdi12:Data

Age:2;6-2;11

Dぬ1:Exp.1/Sess.1

(C;CorrectResponses,W;WrongResponse,@;■･NoResponse)
(1わ (1b) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

7) C C C W W 伺 W C

10) W C C C C C C C

耶 C W C W W C C C

Data2:Exp.1/Sess.2

(1a) (1b) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
1(2;7) C C C W W C W W

10) C C W C C C W W

耶 C C C W W. C~ C C

毎e:3;0-3;11

Data3:Exp.1/Sess.1

(1a) (1b) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
3) C W C C C W･~ C C

4) C C C W C W W C

4) C W W C W W C W

4) C C C W C C W ~ C

5) C C C C W W C W

6) C W C C C. W W C

10(3;8) C C C W C W W W

耶 3;8) C C C W C C W C

12(3;10) C C C. C C C W W

13(3;10) C W C C C C ■W
_C
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Dぬ4;Exp.1/Sess.2

(1a) (1b) (2)
_(3)

(4) (5) (6) (7)

3) C C C C W
.W

C C

4) C C C W C W W W■

4) C C･ C ~ C W C C W

4) C C C C W W W W

5) ､C C C W C W W C

9(3;6) C C C W W W C W

10(3;S) C C C W W W C W

11(3;8) C C C C Ⅴ C C C

10) C W C C C. W. C C

10) C C C W C C C C

Age:4;0-4;11

Data5;Exp.1/Sess.l

(la) (1b) (2) (3ト (4) (5) (6) (7)

14(4:0)･ C C C C W C W C..

15(4;1) C W C C W C W W

16(4;2) W C C C C W C C

17(4こ2) C C C W C W C W

2) C C C C W C W ■w

19(4;3) C W C C W C W C

20(4;3) C C C W C W C C

3) W C C W C W W W

22(4;4) C C C C C C W C

4) C W C■ C C･- W W C

24(4;5) C C C W W W C W

6) C W C C C. ■c C W

7) C■ C C W C W W C

10) C C C C C C W W

10) C C C W C C C W

10) C C C C C W W C

耶 W C C W C W C C
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Data6;Exp.1/Sess.2

(1a)J (lb). (2) (3)~
･(4)
‥(5) イ6)-

.(7)14(4:0) C
- ･C-

C･ W C･
_W.
二W二 C

i)･ C
･~c

C. W C 二W W W

2)- C C C W ~ W C W_′ C

2ト ,C
C 二 C W W~_ W■ W C

2ト C′･ C, C C W C W■ W

3) C. C C C
-C

W ■c､ W

3)■ C C C` C･ W W W W
-

21(4;3)■- C C C C C ■W
-
W C･

22(4;4) C ~ W W W C W.- C C.

4) C C
.C

C W■ C C W

5) W C C C C W W C

6) C C C W C C C C

7) C C C W C W W W

10) C W C C W C C W

28(4;10) C C C C C C C C

29(4;10) C C C C C C C C.

30(4;11) C C C C W W W W ′

毎ニe:5;0-5;11

Dぬ7;Exp.1/Sess.1

(1a) (1b) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
31(5;0) C C C C C C C W

32(5;0) W C C C W C C C

33(5;0) C C C W C C C C

34(5;1) C W C C C C C C

35(5;1) C Cl C C C C C W

36(5;3) C- C W W W C W W

37(5;3ト C W C C C ~ C C C
-

4) C W C C C C C W

4) C･ C C C C C C W

5) C C C W C■ W C C

5) C C C C C C C C

5) C W C C W W C C

43(5;5) C C C W C W C C

6) W C C W C C W C

7) C W C C C C W C

46(5;7) C W C W C W W W

47(5;7) C C C C C C C W

48(5;8) C C C C W W C C

49(5;$) C C C C C W W W

50(5;8) C C C C C W C C
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Data8;Ex p.1/Sess.2･

(1a) (1b) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

31(5;0) C C C C W C W W

32(5;0) C C C C C C W W

33(5;0) C C C C W
_C

C C

34(5;1) C. C て C C W
;ニーC.

二1C C

35(5;1) C C C C C C C C

36(5;3) C W W W W_ W.
■
W C

37(5;3) C_ C C C C ･W C C

3S(5;4) ■■C~〈･~･･･
.C

C C C W W W

39(5;4) C.. C C C
.C ･C

W C

40(5;5) C■二 C C C W ･._W
-
C W

41(5;5) C∴■ ~c C
-
C ~.C

､C･･
C W

42(5;5) C
･■C

C C C C■ C W

43(5;5) C C C C W W W W

44(5;6) C C C C W C W W

45(5;7) C 十 C C C 田 W' W W

46(5こ7) C C C W C C W C

47(5;7) C
･C

C C C C C C

4S(5;8) C′ W C W C W C C

49(5;8) C
_
C C C W W W W

50(5耳ト C二･ C C C C
_･W

C C~
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Appendk3;Pic血r田
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