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(5) John; thought that [Bill; criticized himself.;].
(6) John; told [Bill; to criticize himself.;].
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(7) John criticized himself.
(8) John criticized him.

EZAH, HRFERZFREL THL2FEBIZE 5T (8) O - TEWZ
ERZBEND Z E1FP L TA7% < > (Shirahata, 2007; 57K, 2015), Z4LIZBY
LTh, L2HMEDMY &) WEEM L 3E LD L) 2 DD REMD % £
5N b3, 2T, HiEO Chien & Wexler (1990) R TA L&, TEHDOL1
BHEOLBEILD (8) &) LXOMHICHEEAEL L Z bbb, 1TT%%
& L7zFEEBR AT (7) OL9) R HEH L2 XoEMFE1E 9%
DETHEDITH LT, (8) &) RAFTHOMHICET 2 XOIERFEIL6.
TRIETH50%RBEL EME SN T VD, L2EEME LIEHICBVLTH
LFOERIZKEEDED &) 2 eid, L2ICBIT AV IEL2HEO D 0TIt
<V L2EBELIERICIE L2 ELOR) THLTRRENERZ 5N
591,

TR, EFEOMIRALE EREAFOMPUCE LT, L2BE TR 55
PLIBRTIBREINLZONE ) Rz LIB#HE ARSI LT, L2ZEAIC
HLZ B OFKROTEMM EFEMICEL DI Tl v, LA L, HEEMIC



4 %Az

WREEEE RO, ) OZEEEK Y AT 72012 L 1 BRFEA 517 5N 5 R Idik
LTREnHDTIERNES S,

22 FEf2 : BABORBRE ICH I D IS

L2ZEABIIBVTE L OREPTHONTELCERLRO 1 DICBREI S H TS
N5, MG 7 R H % 5 Keenan & Comrie (1977) 12X - T, (9) IIRT &
9 72 BIREIIL AT REME DB (the noun phrase accessibility hierarchy) HEZEE 15
L INPL2IEBT2EBROWS &L —HT 200 L) P EHRAET HUIEHIT
bbb L) 127% -7 (e.g., Eckman, 1977),

(9) LFRPAMRET>EHE H n07RIARET > F#E B 107EBIARET > FH% o BIFRHE -

(9) 1Mt & 72 2\ X EFRRAREN IS HWFE O BLRET (DIRE. HIWRERI4R
HiEEs) L0 4E5 T, HWFEBEREIIMZEENEOMBRE LY bESH L w
)T LB Fo MAETIISELEN 2 R 6. BIRET ORI D 2
BHESHPBRBOMS 2 IETHLEVIREDLDH Y (O'Gradyetal, 2003). Zitd
L2IZBWTEAIICHAEITTONTWD, TNEOL2BFEMZE TR K LR
ENTVEDIE, HEFETIX L 1 BWISFERIC (Tavakolian, 19787% &), FFEBIFRE]
OFNEHEANEOBRBE LY VB L W) L THL, TDLI) HiERIE.
RRETL T REME DR & b . BIRET O IZBb 2 M S 12X A7l & b —3%
THI NG, L2OERYZFEED L H I8 DbNIS,

L2 Lahs, SHICRBELBI ARV HRE LSS L LZL2EHRET
WHEINTVDE, HEFEOL2IZBW T, TFERETO L7 HAGERRET &L b
bESHZE VI FER (Kanno, 20077 &) T &35 B REEBIRET O ) A3 5
FREI L D DES L V) KR (Tarallo & Myhill, 19837 &), & 512, 2O
HIHESOEE RV ET LR (KB, 2008% &) HPHMESNTVDLDTH 5,
ZZCHAFEOL L HHWZICH Z AT TAh b,

CITOERIL. L2TEDOREMEON TR VHAFTEICBWT, 212
b L1EAET, BERHLTREEOREIZE ) BEIEON TV IONE ) 2L
WIHZETHL, DLEFEELRL L) IC, HERFEOLL T FERBRE O FA
HWFERRE L D ES RS, HAGELLIX (9) Ifts THE L L Z 2
Lil, EHICZOZ LiE. HEBOL2BHTHE SN TELHREICH LT,

BRI AT & 45— SRR GRS 51T 2 MR 7 71— 5

L2HEOEREBERT Z2LERLRIET LI LI 5, ZHUIHLT, b LH
FEEOLLIEHRT (9) WEDLLEVWRHERIEOND 2 51E, HAFEOL2IZBIF
BRERIE. L2ZHBOZERICE 2T TRV E W) TREEDTTL %,

HAGEORRE 2R E L7z L1 BEEEIEE <A 5/ThN T2 (Harada et
al., 1976 2 &)o L2 L. IO OWSRIGBRET 2 & LML LAHEL T2
7o BN IEE MK L FFERARE & HIEERRET OIS R A TI v,
ISR LT BIRET O A b RIS L 72 SO R SRR I 1L, W) R o F AR RIREN &
HAOFERIRET IR0 2 4 T ofgE DB %o Suzuki (2011) 1. 5. 6IEE AR
WBIREI A R F L L7zT7 A F2213CT% . BRETEBOLIESM L 72 2 HEBIF
BT 27 A M EITo72, ZOME. HWEMEFRE O S A FEMRE LY b IE
fRRAE Do 7205, MBIE T A N CHEMO T A0 I F:ME [H5]) Lxtis [%]
RIELSMEZ7WBRE O AR E SR RICT 5 & FiERRE & HGERRE O
ERRICABEN RV EDbh ol 2F 0D, LI BFHIZBWTH HEAEOY;
Ald. TEEMRE L HGEMEREHOES ICERRON kb o/l ) 2L TH
%o

COL) B AERIE, BB L2OMRICFETLI0TIERL, L LALLLE
L2DHUH#EEZ DI E2RLTWE, Lo T, HARFEOL2A (9) It
ZWERIE, L2ZMEAOERKZLIIEL2nEn) 2 &, 512, HEEE W)
HESHICHETAMS2OERA LI EHFHICO L2EBICOIEBITHFLEL, 20
FUC, HAFRIIEB L RS &) HEME (Ozeki & Shirai, 2007) Z/R LT3
£9THh5,

3. &

200X EBIG @ LT, ERERTIE L B _SHEEANRIC BT 2 MHELE
W7 7a—F06l% RCT&72, T2 TIIL2 BEMEBEICENEZHTT, L1H
BIMROKRNED LD LREE G BLONRTELD, ML EIFLLHE
BICBLTOE 2D 2O T 7O—Fid, BoONEREIHIZLATR
RIREIS L COMIREZTRR T 256, R EHH LA 4 26
WERHFET LA, TNEHZENICHED T LBIZRWICEIIDEEZ 5
N5, L1FEZE, L2FEMIEE BIZ, ot AZORMATEZHT &,
AP EPMP R b, TAREE, HEzE2 Tl Ors
DOEZERARLE, MEAHANT 70 —F2ey V252 TND57159,

il



6 CE

Xk

Chien, Y-C. & Wexler, K. (1990). Children’s knowledge of locality conditions in
binding as evidence for the modularity of syntax and pragmatics. Language
Acquisition 1, 225-295.

Eckman, F. (1977). Markedness and the contrastive analysis hypothesis. Language
Learning 27, 315-330.

Harada, S., Uyeno, T., Hayahsibe, H. & Yamada, H. (1976). On the development of
perceptual strategies in children: a case study on the Japanese child's comprehension
of the relative clause constructions. Annual Bulletin, 10, Research Institute of
Logopedics and Phoniatrics, University of Tokyo, 199-224.

Kanno, K. (2007). Factors affecting the processing of Japanese relative clauses by L2
learners. Studies in Second Language Acquisition 29, 197-218.

Keenan, E. & Comrie, B. (1977). Noun phrase accessibility and Universal Grammar.
Linguistic Inquiry 8, 63-99.

O’ Grady, W., Lee, M. & Choo, M. (2003). A subject-object asymmetry in the acquisition
of relative clauses in Korean as a second language. Studies in Second Language
Acquisition 25, 433-448.

Ozeki, H. & Shirai, Y. (2007). Does the noun phrase accessibility hierarchy predict the
difficulty order in the acquisition of Japanese relative clauses? Studies in Second
Language Acquisition 29, 169-196.

KBS (2008). T85— - S5 FRRIC BT 2 H ARG G IEME O E H8Efk) <
A LBHR

Shirahata, T. (2007). Interpretation of English pronouns and reflexives by Japanese
learners: A preliminary study. [# KA HE FEII e (AT - #HERAR) ]
575, 141-156.

Suzuki, T. (2011). A case-marking cue for filler-gap dependencies in children’s relative
clauses in Japanese. Journal of Child Language 38, 1084-1095.

SARZER (2011). [SCEBBICBUT 2 E—SREAMIR L B FHEEMRED
i) THAFES] 30% 7%, 28-39.

#ARFEE (2015). [HFEOHE_SERI BT 2 WM & RS ] EESE K,
HARE SHEHREREISEERNRE, 201546 H 7 H, IRERE

ARZEW (2017) [EHEBORBERR] BILHE" () [SHEGRSETFM] (pp.

R TS & 45 SRR 51T 2 M e 7 71— 7

194-195). #HAENE

Tarallo, F. & Myhill, J. (1983). Interference and natural language processing in second
language acquisition. Language Learning 33, 55-76.

Tavakolian, S. (1978). The conjoined-clause analysis of relative clauses and other
structures. In H. Goodluck, & L. Solan (Eds.), Papers in the structure and development
of child language (pp. 37-83). Amherst, MA: UMass Graduate Linguistic Student
Association.

EMER - FAE - WAEE (2006). [55 - SEREMNIZEARN Erdsr 5
D7 Ta—F] HriEt

Yuan, B. (1994). Second language acquisition of reflexives revisited. Language 70, 539-
545.

AR

L(6) oI LTIE, T TR L7 2R L T b AARSCEE R
TIREFEDO R WPROPAREFFHIHFIE L. TN EFAFH NS 2 FEHOH
WEICL o Tarybta—LE&hsEEZ N5,

P hEHLE, FLLOLIBABRMAELZFHLR S R TH, BHBORLR2FHE
BB CL2BEMELT 212, IR L MERERT 2 & v i
WhH 500 Lk, L2EBICBI2EBOFEZTE2MEICTLOTH
WL, HEPICEDEY) ThHDH, T TRETAHEMEHNT 70 —F1%, &
DL RIERM T T —F 2 HRETLODOTIERL, BLLEHNL DR
Baxilot36b0TH5,

S —fkMIC (8) ICHIMTAZHAROXIE [Va vidhzEDA] £Ex6N
05, BEFED [H] 2 [Ex] ZEFORLFIHL T 0TI RV E
WORELH D,

P Z0X) RAFAOMHICET A0 1E, b L b & L1 BEMRTERICHRE
ENTWVLHOT [JREBDEILR)R | (delay of Principle B effect) &I 5,
ZOBERICE L T4 RIREN D L5 AR, (2017) 2BM), ZhHid L2
BRIIE L COFERICE THATHRVOPEFETH 5,



