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1. ZC®IT

FE_ERRHEE. FUEBORMEEOLEERININTALW, =5E
BEOEH—F T TR D EX ZHAFET ¥ X MROGHE RS EORET
FRAMPIABIWLSERE, HEFEORHHBEOLEMSE) 3—ROFER LT o>,
WRELTND LI, TS BEEVPERSE - U TR 2o
L RoTd, FHOBRSO-OIIEEBEBLYEREEIFENI TR
RARTHDEEZEZT-Z OBAPEHEFEHBICER LD iEAs5, 8BS
TR, AT 4 TRONEE b EMRBHBICRERYFHL IE T35,

TN CHERHEEHENATIG BV THRNTHL L WVWH BRI LY 2
HHDES I, I BFLNIBROFTTREGR LD, EZEBRHS
RHAZBALETRRUVNVETERTAZ LB TERI RS L) TR
(critical period) Fil *ToH s, ZEUTTHELIIBRAE, ZOFHITEAAN
DEBOTIZHORSRRECTROE, IRFHBIIXTELETELBLDBRLT
ER RV EWHRBE S VhNEWENDEEBICAN ST TRITIEHESEN
AHEABIERD) EWVWH XIRBRERBLAFEEALTHND, EBCT HBREY
H)EBELTCOBAHELRENTOHBICHEL2L LT, TDOHEL+4
WCEIR LW CREHEEHBTICREIEALTVIORERTH S,

TDH— AR =D BEEIIE—IT [PNEVENSEELE R BD RN E X
AT 4 THHDBBIIRTRETH D] EVIZBIFBVDICAEETCHDINE
BAREICT 22 ¢ Th D, BEICE —DmATEEA ET, 2002 £15%<
DAMNERICEAN SN HDEEEE DG SNAFRE L H 7D IR LE
PERETHETH S,

FPE_ECRHE_SEIELEROBVEEFNLEMAE L HEHEO
MZHAT3, E=ZECHE_SRBICRBITAXEOESR LEHOBRIZONT
ZEL, FUECHE _SHBUBTIRTOTH LFHOBRICONTEET
Do TLTERECTEINETOZELZEER THEAORHERBHEOEY Fx
EET D,

2. EREELEREHAT AEFEOBEN
2. 1. [EESREE ofE

191 DB T ENSER RS OX R 2213 T, 92 FIC THE XA/ BT 554
EFEZBEOERIZHRE. 2 F R AEHM L/ NER COREZBEOLELE TR,
PHIZIE T =AY e Xy XD 2B LOFEFE] KEIE— (1997),
SEAETEAFE J 199348 H 3 H, TEARESHE J 199945 H 202,

C - BIEEICKT ABANBE I U TRE L2 01X Penfield & Roberts (1959).

b THRAEARTE] ORBORCEBEENEAINSTRENE, [Tk 11 FEEF
BED :



WA E BV LNV OEEESN EENAES IR SN A 2 BRI 55,
B-SREEBCRWTHEASMPEET I Z LE, ROEHESLOBEE S TN
7o Victor’™®® Genie®, £ L TEORE BB FHOBAER L —FAOICTRM &
N5, LA LEZSEIRICBV THERHSHEET 20EMCBE LTS
RSBV IRENTWS, ABCEFEBOBRRYBFETD V) TR
iX Penfield & Roberts (19592348 TIRIB L7z, HOHIXE —, E_SHFLH
T OBEERIREDEIO 9 RUFDBREN L LB X7, HVW T Lenneberg
Q96NITBFEHURICK Z 5 REOZHEO R MM OMELS, F—. &2
EREEBTHTSERTHDIEFRL, BERYLUBROSHIERIIRETHD &
U7z, ZHicHt U Krashen (1973) (3B OMIEITIERICTITR T LCAD E L,
Lenneberg (ZX3% L7-, Lamendella (1977)I% Lenneberg R E X L7-DIXER
HEW) EVIEINSERAKHOZ L THY, BREHROSEZELTETDH
HEEEREL,

2. 2. Universal Grammar & @0 %

EREGICETLIERBO -2, AHITIIEF/E2ER TS0 DORRIREE
BEEHICHEDL TS WO EBREH LY, FHEABWEZZLRHEZ N
LEDBRWEBEREY BRITEWIED 2 EWIHIRERNL, AMICEFEIHE
T ORI BEBFHPAEN TV AT EERTH—IROERTH D, AH
WCETERINE D - T A D1 Universal Grammar (UG) & FEIEN AL THOESE
W@ LRl b THBY,

KADPEBEEBAEFLTAEBLE LT, RARRSE UG dEfTE L
RBHEVHIBRBH D, B TH Schachter (1996) 1% UG ~D#EAE DR RS
FHORBORBRETHY . RATEBEOICRA T 4 THHOETEEBRF 8
ThdEHW, Fh UG ~OEMICEE T 2 LW ) EROFTREENROD
%, Johnson & Newport (1989)DEERTH 5, K HIIKEICETeHEAOER
& UG OEMETRN, +ERU LIRS L UG ~OEMIIRE D L FHEL
oo LALRAD UG ~OFEMBRAETHD &0 ) FEICH L TEREBL
TWBIHEBFEL., TREE=ZFETHEN L=,

¢ Marinova-Todd, Marchall, & Snow (2000) p.9.

"Ttard (1962). Wb 54344 I DEDFE,

8 Curtiss (1977).

? Lenneberg (1967).

19 Chomsky (1959) 234278 L7=,

" Chomsky (198 TN TIRE L CEX - ERrEN L UG 2B L,

2 Clahsen & Muysken (1986), Schachter (1988, 1996), Bley-Vroman (1990).



2. 3. BEREHLEFPOBEK

Lenneberg OfFGFREDIGARE U THET L EHICET HERBEE S Y,
Seliger, Walsh & Diller iZFEREIIT—>TIIR <, BRERPXER EEFOME
S CTENTNERENRGEETDE L, FTHLRAT 4 THALOREF R HIC
DI LREADOERIIEL R, BFEHEE Lz, Ziizx LT Scovel 1, R
HIE_SHRORETOERICHALTCORCHFET IV IR EE~T, TOHE
HELTRELTINMEGAZERL LSBT+ —~v VR THDHZ L 2ET
Too WITTTRETHREERXAT A THACEEBTEIEBAHTHHE L,
+IZmUBOE _SBOFBIEIRA T A 7T TRV EFERICASTONIEE
WL EZELRWEFERLUL,

Continuous mode & categorical mode® &\ 5 SEZX AW TRERS L F&
OEFEFB LAZDIX Flege (1995) THh 5, Wode (1993, 1994 &L 5 &
Continuous mode (X NIV WREEZBE ST D2 & EFRBICT D, T
BIZIE, /W) FORTORBOFER EOWHRENCZRE T 2BHITHN
HEAETH D, —7F T categorical mode & 1%, bl &9 EOFFEN TOEWT
72, DiEiplE DENFREBITHABICHWAFESTL S, #IXIT big & pig
AT DL, big ODIOEFREELY b, /E DBVWICEBREZETTD
HLOTH D, Flege iXsh\WFHEiL continuous mode \ZHB-> CHE—EZBFZT
520, LRETCRKE—SEBCBWTCEOLNT IV -T2 L, BEOKRZE
KIDHEBREL, 2EVELRUBICR DI ERERRVBEILT LD,
categorical mode \“IRFTHENHIZ ETHD, RANRE _EELESEICHE
ERRZ VDI, TR AN E—SSOREREPEE L TE ==
DEECZRTDPOIEEER L, HIRENILIT, E—EF/ELE_EHD
ERETWIIEEICWEARER, RUATIFY - LTEZEITH-OE_EE2E
L BETLOREECRDENVIZETHD, HEETAEIEZ, RABEZE
BORERREHIZOTH I ORISR Flege BEEL TN ETH S,
KATH continuous mode \ZFEEMBFRIRICAIVTE _SHROREEE LA
BETHHELTND,

HERNDEEROBRICOVTHE LEHEZFEUETHENT D,

3. UG HKATHEMATAE
TOETHE, ETEEOET LD HER L BN OBEE ORI ONT
£E2T 5,

B BEMEZEE D EMOMELO-DSEE SRR 50 K,
4 Seliger (1978), Walsh & Diller (1981), Scovel (1969,1988).
15 Wode (1993, 1994) 23428 L 7-#.5,



3. 1. RAT 47 FAT7REHEIX

(XA T 4T FTA 7 BREFBRIOER] LVWIBESLISEHMINAE, XA
FATTATRIAT A TWREITEDEEDREIDZ L ZHBITDIEA I D,
White & Genesee (1998)IIRAIZR o THhHHE EREICHNLTH UG ~D#FE
FRSFIREINE I D ERARDERE L, BEFDOAXA T A TR —H—L £ 5T
BNDHLWAEHOANTBICEMFZL LSV E2a—2ZFTH BV, BE,
Xk, BEOBR, MBS, XM 7476 LVHIRIZBWTENRER 18 A%
BOEEEEMEROTE, TORERAT A TAY—D—LRALAKTHD
17 5. 18 HE L o RA T 4 7T TIHROAR 89 AH 45 AW/-, White &
Genesee (X2 D 45 ABENTETRA T 4 TIGEWDZ BIZHENLS AL 7D
W17 R, 18 D 48 A2 =T RAT 47 L L, 16 AUTHE-EY D 44 A
B/ UFRAT 4T E LTERERITT,

=T FRAT 4 T AERBICRET TRAT 4 FWEW ERY, AT 4T
FAE RAT 4T DEIR) D, =aT VADEBBNEIHLEOD, [F
LB LTEITRTHLELIZARWTHA S, LEBRSTRAT 4T TFA4
JREERALII, BEOXEREITRATEBWTRA T A T A —H—E[E
CEEAZ DI LIELE XD,

3. 2. ST RAT AT EFRAT AT DENEIX

White & Genesee (=T RAT A T XA T 4 T OENERSHIC, UG
~OEMEPTANLEREY Lz, UG ISUEMICE> TV A X HRT A<D
DORRINERD I TNWAENRE, FCH Subjacency X° Empty Category
Principle (ECP) EFEEINARANTIRAATEH UG ~DEAIBFIRENE 9 e
FRB7DIELN TE R TH B, White & Genesee I¥ Subjacency &
ECP ~DEMEZRHLT A NERAT AT, =TRAT 4T, IV FAT 4
TENETIICEIT S, EEE L HBEZHEI DI Pl E2EH -7, &
RITNEEAVEDTES A TICBNTC, o RAT AT ERAT 4 TOEITKRE
Mofr—FT, =T RAT AT ERAT AT OENIUIEAER DT (B
1. 238), EFEECBLOL (BEB1). EXM 7 R2BEOY b, 9EE
DIEZ A TWZDONT, 2T RATATOEBRRAT 4T LY bBEAE L

1% Cinque (1990} &k %,

17 i 21X Schachter (1989), Johnson & Newport (198914 & %538k, Schachter i18#EE
R & 45 KREICET R AL Subjacency° ECP DREENCK T AN EHEET 52 ¢ R8T
EEMNEIDEERU, UG LEMAFIRERHERICHE. T DRAIKKT 2 EES
THIENTEB LT 5,



T EVREREN IPRRD, E /R AT 47 2 BEOXES A Tioo
WTCHRAT 47 L0 b EEEE~—7 Lz, U LERICBE LT, 2174
TOFBRTRCOILIEZA TIONWTETRAT 47 X0 RN, Eix+
TIMUTERST, ZORRIZELY White & Genesee [I=7 A7 4 7
FAT 4T ERMUILHICUG ~fit Uiz ¥ L,

3. 3. FIIEDL I RERBEEX T

ERP DL E AL UG IXERICEER R < MM TTEETH D, White & Genesee
TR E SO CREBICEMUZFR 2T b L, BfRZAT, =747
4 7TRFEFE LD TEMLUEZOBPME THN UG 1B LW, FXIT 16
B LTI CREBICEMB LI =T RAT AT )V RAT A TOITA—T %
RDle, =T RAT 4T RAT 4 TICEREREBENVR D —FT=
TAATATERAT 4 TIXBBRP -T2, =T XA T 4 THTOE
BT ANORREAHEE U CHLHEEBIMTL RONE-T- (BE3E5H),
L72>L White & Genesee [JFEMPE_SEEBICEEREBLNWEEST
WAPITTIEIRY, BEADLEDND LT, /1 FE=2—T 17 5l E%
EoT =T RAT 4 T D TB%ITFEEICER LIV UANCEML TN E—F T, /
YRAT 4 T OEGEHABRUBICEBICEMLTWD, TNLTHERTAE
ROPF=T AT 4T DHH 20% B+ ETHREBICHD TEML, /3
AT 47O 1A% PEEUANCEFBICER L T D Z & TIERWIEA 9 I, HEE
FELIBDTE UG WML T AT IA 71 CRDZEEAFTETHY., 2
BLIEHTH UG IR L2 WABREII 2 507, BIZZOWMEDEE,
ST RAT 4T E ) VRAT 4T OBV EBICHTHEFERICH 12X
Yl

4. RAT 4T TA TRFEE L Fih
IOETHE_ESEOFE 2RO HIFR ERETRIOEZEEOCRKREBET
’50

4. 1. 7 U Z NERBRIC LT ERO

Bongaerts, Sumeren, Planken & Schils (1997) 1,918 CHEB AL I EEE
ERBFOLSOBBRERSDIDIA T VT AR LERE _EfTo T,
—EEIIEREAL AN (FN—71) LERATENWEFERAZLOFTT VFA10
AN (Tn—72) LBaREFBRNEZEOFTTVFANI1Z A (TA—T3) @

1 Grammaticvality judgement task & question formation task O “fEHEDT A |k,



ZODITN—TFEEBRLTiThbL, 7 0% NI2B+2RUENCITERES
BeSd ol e B0 AL BB IINT, HBREIEVWAY—F, SEVEFZDOT
XX MOTFFHE. 10 HOEXOFFTE ., 25 HOEHEY X FOTHOMNE R 7
2Ex bz, ThEEEFNDEROBDVEEAEE BN T BRFLEE <A%K
O, BRIIIN—F1ETN—F2REEAFRLARTHY . BES
BT N—T DRV RDIENTERN-oT, £ Z T Bongaerts HITEHEH
RS> TIEHUDTREBILHMNTE, R T AT FA I RBEL2HCOTFH L
BTEDHEFmET L,

4. 2. T U F NeRMBIZUTIZERO

UL L—EBOERCIEIRFRERANRENCOLR T, EFNEIN—T1D
S EDS 3.94 L HEHHEN—FTIA—7205H 5 ARTA—T10OHL
VEEWERZHLEENWIZETHD, TZTCHRIELILEZA, T—T1
BRELERFHV ZHoTWH—FT, IA—T217 VT4 v val Ty
2DORTHLELEEDH D Received Pronunciation (RP) #5592 & 3 h»
7o BEEBIX RP #HFATE D ITA—F2 OFITE N EEE ST oA
H& Bongaerts HITHEL, ZEBOERZT-T. BRI/ A—71 (10
AN BEE 17 N) 222 ORNFSIHRT I T 4 v af )
Vo aFET ANBBAE, TA—7 2137 _RCH2RURNCERE I -
ERRVVEBBREEEETE 11 A, INA—7 3T HRUENCHEEBICHpN - - b
BIRVRA RIEFER NI 2 b2 20 ATH D, HBREIINH>OE 25 b B
T &N, ZERBOERTHIN—T7 1 OFE AN 484 L —EBOER
IV bKREBEBENEREZE L, JA—7 2 OFHAIL 464 ThY, Fi—
1 E0PLIEEDRLOD, TA—T2D0H5350X7A—7105H5E0 &
DL REBENoT (BRSSR), IAV—F10EHZ20LL, ONDOR
EZrE2TOFEREFIZOVWTHLT, BER 2UTOAERAT 4T IA T LE
BITDHEL, TA—T1IXREB, IA—T721X 5 ABRAT 4T 54 7 LHE
Iz (BE65R),

L EORRZEE 2 C Bongaerts DITEFH L BETCOLRAT AT 54 7 7
HELEBCTELZ L2 EBOERTHIEHA L,

9 1. Arthur will finish his theses within three weeks. 2. My sister Paula prefers coffee to
tea. 3. The lad was mad about his dad’s new fad. 4. Mat’s flat is absolutely fantastic. 5.
It's a pity we didn’t go to the city. 6. You'd better look it up in a cookbook.

? Flege, Munro, and Mackay(1995) T, E¥EREN 2L TOWREIRA T4 T T4 7 72
REVBRONZZ EEZTUREER 2 & LT,



4. 3. {TDEREH DR '

TN—"7"2 DA% B+ ZRRUATICHEFBICHN -2 L BRVDIEN TB WK
ERERNZEBBULILOEIBRELEA 9D, BOHIIIZO®BARH S Z L3
Phrole, B—IEPHIRTIT 4 viat Vol adhb—=oL T i
Y7y beT U NSy POETRITTWEZETHD, EFHL L —= 7
EXTTCORFTNREFBRETHOICLEDLLT, XA T4 TG 7 REL S
DT DT EMFRRDE, ORI N ThH, HHR M —=v 7520
TERATOERAT AT TA T RBEVNTFREL L LAY, S 04b@ A1
HEREESEERT 7V P CHET LDV THNEF A=V a U EK > TV
LETHDH, BEFAA—va VPEREE_SEIBILVPEETINIIN
ETICBHRINTE X, #ilxiX loup, Boustagui, Tigi & Moselle (1994) it
“HREIHEICDTT FETBICMN TR T 4 T B OT T T EEH R
BLEZADERICOWTHE L, BB AL LTS ETESETE
HEFE LYY MUEATW, Toup HIEL-LOBNLLOSETE
HEWEFN—var, BRAREE, T L (ESRNLTE~ORBILHD L
72,

5. NERIZBIT HEBHEBEILE ) HH &N

ZE MEZNETNTRTELISIE, EEF0FBRITELBNTHR
FiZRWTh, BREHLUBERCEZTZ2BEODTERAT AT TA 7D 2 L XF
BTHD, TR LTREVERECOE _EFLELEETHIOTIEIRL, B
KBOTEOEEBIRA T 4 THERIUTEETERVE VI BVAL P BE
TEHLDOTHD, FWEATARARPERE DD RELE LU CHERREL
#FH LT TOEFL, TOEIC OAEB#ICT O7 CHETME R OIT/INER D B3
BB EALTHROLLL TR, FEUBOEZFHBICHERDH 1D
THDH, HLVIIMRICPERUBE CHRENREERRENTVEZE LTS, 4
EHEESICITAEREY, SEENAAETS T TR, FEEOEF - g o,
FEEFOHESWRAT—F X, EFTEOLENE, BAOHRREZ OES
PREATL Do LB TUNERDOEFHE RV ANENLOEE-THEA
ANDEFERAVBERDH EEZHOIIERNTH S,

INERRICRBT DA EBE B OMLEHEICHSONWTEL OBRERRR SN TET A
AT, — RN ERONEEFHBT I —EM THhEROEEZET OE5 0
HHELUNMEL T ERNTERNEENTWSE, IHEECORSNESHS

! Champagne-Muzar, Schneiderman & Bourdages (1993) =% Neufeld (1979).

% http:/lwww.kokusai-gaigo.co.jp/seek. html
% Marinova-Todd, Marchall, & Snow (2000).



X, ATEE COEFTBERICEE TS, LFCHASLTONEN Y 2T AT
Bl EBNBRVBYMOREH SRV EIEALNITR>TNDEY, BHEAD
BREEZD L, NERTOEEHBTH# L FR2UBECOFHIII—8ERE
ALY, MERTHEII 2=y —Ya V2ERTZ—F TPRERETIX
ERZR®, B THEIREZRZENE LTHELSET L0, LT (§iE
ECORZBICEFBICRET S, LFICHANLTONTEZI VR T h) EEHC
EWTERY, IR TIHEIEFBHBVREEZBLSTL, NERPORZIICE
HDETOREHRAII X2 T LAEBETHIHLERS D,

6. s
[FEREF B HBOIERAT AT IFA 71BN E] VI DITEETHAZ
CEERZENPLHEEZBELTHLMNMILTE, BFICERIDNRS HDEE THRE
EESGAIL. HUBERLSBEINED Uae;?zvafotb\{iﬁ@iﬁﬁ@#%ﬁ
mEIRCD, Ma;rmova Todd, Marchall, & Snow (2000) |2 X 5 & BHi4E
EHEVRRITHEDITZ o0& 2RI &R T i&&&m BT
ﬁﬁ%&&é§%®$4747iui$474774ﬁ2t —H—Thh, ®E

ICEWAERREETA-DO N —= VPR32 WAL Th S, BT
A EBEEN B HEEE Lo mBN PR SEFT I 2l s 2 &
Thd, BEUFEEICHBEEETORYO I 22— g VEREP H O
SEEZ2BHLTHD, E—OFEILIET 7ul I8 8 I k> TELIN
LA S 503, JET u 77 AQIRE SN AHEICEMNR FL—=0 7
ZERELIEILTORY, B, BEZOFRFEHIETICEREREERLETDH
Do ANRDVARTLAEZEZDZ LIIFREELEY, SHMTELILIIELK
W, BHEERELEEOEE AT AOBRICEDEEMAAL I TEA
ANDOERFFERIAVEBRDEZBZTHERLIX, ZRIEEBEBTHY, 2 X MEFR
EmABWERITIELNRWY,

HELHEDOL I BREBRES TR BLICEBNBRRE ZHIZOF &80
RoIE, EWRHRERITFHD. Y., BROLEBRNBREICETRETh S,
BEL LTEARIEB LI FHZDbORZRMTEEB 2L THB, BERD/N
ERCESAEBAOEITEML TN S, 1999 FICIEABHEELLEL TS
HEADFHIIEE OAN/PMPERIC 18,585 AEE L THRERSE L R-T12Y,

24 Singleton (1997).

Bk 1 EEHEAE]

%%%®*4747xt ﬁw%%;@?ﬁ%&bfﬁi WREICEST 2 /5 b, CE
2 PEHE . §2.11.3.2 11T MH Y,
2 PR .ﬂ 2000¢5H 26 EiJ: D,




HEAOHRIIEBE T U7 CHEAOHEENRZL | EFEEOFHEITE LADEK
IRCTHD®, HRET V7T REAXOLEZHEBET HHEHBTIL,. FHEDOREAE
WEELILLOTHLAND, Lo THOI & ) ICHEESRAILEZH L5 LY
b, JIRFEOEHBREERHIZOL OTIERNES I 5,

WY &, BHEFEHEETLZI AN/ NERIIEEICEMNT A2 THASH
L. Bl bORYEZEZBTELE LTS THSH, FOLIBREET»Z T
FHI BB RACR TR, HFOBRABHEEDLLTEVDE L LES, 0
FRIX TBBONERAT AT FA 7R3 LI BWIALE | /INER
MOREZE L TCORARBMRETENY T2 7 LOWEITONRN-T-Z LT
ERTLHOTHD, BERHZBASCNOEBOEZBXHEDTLH, BRI FL—
ST EBVNEF R g VRETCERAN T 4T TA T RBEL XHERENRE
BIDZEPBAETHD EVIHIFEEZTIL IR LR,
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BEH1. (White & Genesee 1996, pp248-249) X 1) #i#z,

Tble 2 Accuracy scores on grammaticality judgement task by group and
sntence type: grammatical sentences :

Groups
Sntence types Native Near-native Non-native F df
Gmbined scora’ 27.00% 27.09* 26.820 3.26% 2,105
{nax = 30) {2.7312 {2.01} {2.82)
Ponfinite clauses 25.63 5,020 498>  3.74* 2,105
{nax = 6} (0.76) {0.87) {1.02)
Edtraction of abjects 5.056 8.38 5.24 0.90 2,105
(that) {(max = 8} {1.13) {0.83) {0.88})
Etraction of objects 5,68 5.80° 5.48% 3.40% 2,108
{that) {max = 6) (0.48) 0.41) {0.76)
Edtraction of subjects 58.37 5.49 8.21 112 2,106
{that} (max = 6) {0.78) {0.84) (1.00}
¢ PP 5.26% 5.408 4.82% 4.76** 2,105
thax = 6) {1.05) {0.78) {0.97)
Jotas:
<005
“n<0.01

Waans that differ significantly according to Tukay-Kramer are marked by different
uperscripts.
Standard deviations are indicated in parentheses.

Table 3 Accuracy scores on grammaticality judgement task by group and
sentence type: ungrarmmatical sentences

Groups
Sentence types Native Near-native  Non-Native F df
Combined scoras! 27.21° 27.02¢ 24.00° 12.14%%* 2105
{max = 30) (2371 (2.24) (4.17)
Noun complements  5.74% '5.800 5.32° 4.60* 2,105
{max = 6} 065  (0.46) (1.05)
Ralative clauses 5.84% 5.96° 5.57° 4.17% 2,105
{max = 8} (0.38) {0.21) {0.95}
Adjunct islands 5.79¢%0 5.80¢ 5.23° 5.28** 2,105
(max = 6} (0.42) {0.46) {1.29}
Subject istands 5.16 5.62 5.43 2.59 2,105
{max = 6} {0.89) (0.68) .{0.85}
that-trace 4.68° 3.842 2.46" 16.12%%% 2108
{max = 8} (1.25) {1.61) {1.65)
Notes:
*p<0.05
**p<0.01
**¥*p < 0.001
'Means that differ significantly according to Tukey-Kramer are marked by different
supsrscripts.

2Standard deviations are indicated in parentheses.
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EE2. (White & Genesee 1996, pp253-254) L 1 #k#:,

Teble 8 Reaction times in seconds on grammaticality judgement task by grap
and sentence type: grammatical sentences

Groups

Sentence types Native Near-native Non-Nativa F df

Combined RTs! 3.19* 3,74 4,96° 10.294%* 216
{0.80)2 {1.158} {2.18)

Nonfinite clauses 2.96* 3.56° 5.00% 9.54%%+ 2,16
{0.92} {6.87) {2.84)

Extraction of objects  3.45° 3813 5.08b 8.26%* 2,16

{+that) {1.00) (1.33} (2.63)

Extraction of objects 3.18* 3.61 4,770 0.4 2,16

{-that} {0.98) (1.04} {1.90}

Extraction of subjects 3.18* 3.79* 5.02¢ 8.19% 2,16

{-that) {0.86) {1.57) {2.38)

NP PP 3.18* 3.84* 498> £.90%** 2,15
(0.90) {1.57) (2.08)

Notes:

**p < 0.01

**2n < 0.001

'Meens that differ significantly according to Tukey—Kramer are markad by difisent

superscripts.

*Standard deviations are indicsted in parentheses.

Table 7 Reaction times in seconds on grammaticality judgement task by group
and sentence typs: ungrammaticat sentences: ‘

Groups

Sentence types Native Near-native Non-native F of

Combined ATs’ 374 4.56" 5.93 g7 2,106
(1.07)? {1.88) {2.25)

Noun complements  3.867 4790 851 12.352** 2,108
(1.37} {2.23) {2.36)

Relative clauses .47 4158 5.10° 5.06** 2,105
{1.14} . {2.26) {207

Adjunct isiands 3.98° 4.66° .10 9,67 2> 2,105
{1.14) {1.96) {2.25)

Subject islands 3.62¢ 4.31* §.36° 6.61** 2,105
{1.17} {1.75}) {2.24)

that-trace 3.75* - 4.68° .58 7.14%%* 2,105
{1.02} {2.00) {4,243

Notes:

“*p<0.01

*2p < 0.007

‘Means that differ significantly according to Tukey-Kramer are marked by different

superscripts.

2Standard deviations are indicated in parentheses.
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(White & Genesee 1996, pp255) & ¥ k¥,

Table 8 Reaction times in seconds on grammaticality, judgament task for rzar-
native and non-native groups by age group and sentence type: gramrmatical

sentences
Age groups
: F F F
Sentence types Group 0-7 3-11  12-18 154 Age' Group? AG?
Combinsd RTs Near-native 3.85 350 343 39z 191 5510 2.4
{1,33)° (D.90) {0.98] (1.03)
Non-native 380 344 619 497
{120 {0.82) (3.55) (1.26)
Nonfinite clsuses Near-native 3.56 342 327 3N 029 532 160
{1.08y (0.92) (0.85; (0.85)
Non-nstive  3.98 369 8632 494

Extraction of objects Near-native
{+that}
Non-native

Extraction of objects Near-native
{-that}
Non-pative

Extraction of subjects Msar-native

(1.32) {1.39} (491} {144}
384 354 379 423 230 297 297
{1.42) {osst i1.40F [1.41)
361t 389 660 505
{1.11) {0,680 (4.84) {1.28)
371 358 330 384 172 584 289
{1.07) {1.00} 1.8} {1.02)
385 322 8739 AT
0701 {0.59) (283 {1.36)
376 383 237 408 16 341 257

{-that) {180} {1.11) {128} {1.64)
Nom-pative  4.08 305 638 508
(2.15) (0.73; {3.46) (1.58)
NP PP Near-native 4.24 345 342 371 113 570 180
(193} {0.89) (1o {1.21)
Non-native 400 378 588 507
0,56} {1.08 (321} {157}
Notes:
*p < 0.05
df = 3,81
24f = 1,81
3df = 3,81
‘o =» 0.07

SStandard deviations ars indicatad in parentheses.

4. (White & Genesee 1996, pp241) XV #&HE:.

Table T Number of subjects by language group and age of first significant

exposure to English

Age groups
Group G-7 8-11 12-15 16+ Totals
Naer-native 22 7 7 g 45
“Non-native 6 5 11 z2 44

Wy
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& Schils 1997, pp457) & ¥ k¥,

lanken

E#t5. (Bongaerts, Sumeren, P

Sentence

Subject | 2 3 4 5 6 All
Group |
1 458 450 475 492 483 492 AT
2 500 467 492 500 500 500 49
3 500 492 492 500 492 492 4M
4 475 ATS 433 405 467 A5 A67
5 483 492 475 483 500 483 48
6 492 492 492 483 500 500 493
1 483 492 492 500 492 500 49
4 483 492 492 492 492 492 4%
9 467 A5 458 475 492 467 472
10 483 483 433 442 500 500 4M
Mean 483 481 473 48 492 4% 4¥
Group 2
11 492 500 492 475 400 492 47
12 450 442 458 433 400 408 432
13 492 458 450 467 375 448 447
4 425 467 492 492 467 450 4465
15 395 45D 400 458 392 433 418
16 483 500 492 500 483 500 49
17 483 492 483 500 400 467 4N
18 475 458 425 400 392 442 4R
1% 467 492 492 492 475 483 483
20 467 483 467 483 450 483 42
21 483 500 492 475 4715 41 483
Mean 463 477 467 470 428 461 461
Group 3
22 250 367 242 317 242 308 288
23 317 333 225 308 333 308 304
24 200 167 175 167 258 158 188
25 17 142 125 242 183 108 153
26 175 L7 142 133 242 208 119
27 275 183 142 125 217 208 182
28 375 425 333 3715 426 417 182
29 267 300 383 342 300 317 388
30 125 167 LIT 158 225 167 180
3l 1.50 192 _ 5 183 283 158 190
32 133 150 L17 142 LIS 158 146
3 325 3.33 w 6 325 2% 300 30
H 433 375 367 433 275 1% 36
5 325 283 358 408 333 250 326
36 158 300 167 292 28 258 243
n 425 475 408 425 358 392 4M
33 150 358 125 225 200 183 114
9 375 325 383 3 367 317 3%
0 300 250 200 233 267 233 247
41 267 300 158 1715 250 225 229
Mean 257 290 232 269 275 253 259
Total Groups 367 AN 3% 376 369 366 U6

s 1997, pp460) L U HRE

chil

Table 2. Standard scores for nativeflikejness for all subjects

. (Bongaerts, Sumeren, Planken & S

Group 3

Group 2

Group 1

4

Subject

2

Subject  z Subject

4

Subject

13.77
2007

3.0

5.59
37.62
13.88
27.99
30.77

32 4041
33 22.17
34
15
36
37
38
39
40
4]

25.06
2232
31.26
40.86
3736
35.67

8.57
19.75
40.17
35.62

2
23
24
25
26
27
28
28
K]
3t

0.98*
5.73
353
241
8.65
0.28*
264
4.80
0.14*
L12*
0.66*

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
13
20

el
- Group mean: 2.§3

11g*
-0
- L1g*
0.34*
~G.10*
-~ 1.26*
0.33*
~0.44*
0.64°
1.06*

—e ey e D00 S

Group mean: 27.26

Group mean: 0.00

Note: * = nativetike.
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