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Anaphoric Expressions in Infinitival Clauses: Binding Principles A and B in SLA
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EE Summary of Our Findings

1.Can Japanese learners of English correctly interpret anaphoric expressions in
infinitival clauses?
- University students had difficulty in identifying the antecedents of
reflexives and pronouns.

2. Why difficult?
- a) knowledge of PRO as well as Binding Principles is required
b) transfer of subject orientation for reflexives

3. Developmental difference between reflexives and pronouns?
- No (at least tentatively)

4. Effects of main verb types?
- No difference between want-type and tell-type

5. What kind of errors?
- all errors are compatible with the grammar of natural language

FIEFTEIPID B35 8] Anaphoric Expressions in Infinitival Clauses

want-type (subject/object control)

tell-type (object control)
John wants Tom [PRO to shave himself]. | John tells Tom [PRO to shave himself].
John wants [PRO to shave himself]. *John tells [PRO to shave himself] .

iR
Principle A
(local binding)
Wl John wants Tom [PRO to shave him].

Principle 'B ‘ John wants [PRO to shave him].
(no local binding)

John tells Tom [PRO to shave him].
*John tells [PRO to shave him] .

SEITIFE Previous Studies
* Tensed-infinitive Asymmetry (Yuan, 1994): L2228 & (X E R HICldaoi
JEHUZHE D DIT, AEFAIH CTILEE L
« FEFEEA L BO L « 28720 B0 D HEFE (White, 1998), X4 FD
TR A4 L 0 b EE LV &V 9 HEZE (Shirahata, 2007)
- EFioEE 4 A 7 (Akiyama, 1999; Urano, 2000) : PRODF5E{L
want-type D J5 3 tell-type DB L 0 HEL U

SEB% Experiment

- RE RN O PR F & RA T O T & AT S

- EEIOBE X A 7 DL FIRRAFIE T TR REF T HMAT

- EREER A Z O D 2 EIC K Vwant-typeDEFET L e — LIl LD H
FEMLAL2FEE DR EEA A DN E S INEEDI D D

T (predictions)

« REFAHIN O FIR A4 & A4 F OFERIZ 1T R 72 1) ¢ 72 < PRO
ICBEFT 25 b N L SND, Lo T, Amii4E & RAFI O
FZBWCTREERTREND,

+ Shirahata (2007) O#ERIZIESTFIE, RAFAIO S BFIFATT L D &
LWZ ERTFHISH D2, White (1998) DIRFRIZE 5 & TN T &R
THISID,

+ Urano (2000) 23425 L 7-want-type & tell-type D 22N AREERIZB WO T HH
LINAUR, tell-typeD 5 H3want-type L W H 5 LWNXT Th b, Eicik
SRR LTI, rell-type AL L HICEFEa L bo—n & LTOH
TEREL 52 BTV RO T, want-type & V135 L2 &3 T8
ns,

WA subjects: KPASNEFEFH KRR 2 422744
(ITP TOEFL® A = 7 81350045 8L F)

SEBRC (test sentences) : 8% A 7 (4 h—27 3°D)
Daisuke wants Keita to wash him. (%443, want-type)
Akio tells Hirosuke to love him. (%470, tell-type)
Akira gares Hiroshi to hurt him. 44 7, nonsense)
Junko wants Erika to love herself. (Fm 445, want-type)
Tadashi tells Masao to hurt himself. (PR fR4a 3., rell-type)
Masamitsu gares Toru to wash himself. (FFJ7{t4 77, nonsense)

- B U725 (main verbs)  + A ERIEIPICEE A L 7= BhEA
want-type: want wish, prefer, expect (verbs in an infinitival clause)
tell-type: tell, advise, ask, encourage wash, cut, like, see, touch, criticize
nonsense: gare, suboot, prish, meap protect, believe, hurt, hate, hit, love

]  (Example): FARZBIWZFEART OILHED . 4O DBIRFLN HRA T
;ngbé é‘%%i@ﬁmi F. ETZOXDRMEDI DRI HAGE TR S
CRIL KA LR v A — & LTOT, ARIAL BIRAZTT,
- 7 A 3 : Daisuke wants Keita to wash him.
B : () KA THERTD LV, (b) KA D7,
(©) ERD I, (d) KIv LIERLSLDTZd00
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A& Overall Results: proportions

correct opposite both allowed | neither allowed

Pronoun 58.8% 26.9% 8.8% 5.6%

Reflexive 56.0% 30.6% 12.5% 0.9%

7E: correct : 1E L < JRFTHAGED 7 & 7o 13 IR BREEHE D 70 % 5841
opposite : A DA & (T3 DR
both allowed : JR)FT A& & J BRAE A& O 77 2 FF 3R
neither allowed : SCHZ BLAL T U 22\ R FREEHGE O 2 OFFIR

S LDHATDILTH 4 DORPRED HF CILEMORIRD —FL D3> 7
(L2 learners selected ‘correct’ more often than any other choices.)

@ FARRITIE L TEWW S O TIEZRWMBESRIED L~V T2 (p <0.01)
(Their choice of ‘correct’ was relatively low but it was not at a chance level. p< 0.01)

WEHEE Statistical Results

FTNETNORIRIZE L CHRISTEZ A 7 (pronoun/reflexive) MDZh 3 & Hhi] &
A 7 (want/tell/nonsense) DZNF: % 73 #5347 (two-way repeated-measures
ANOVA, p-level = 0.05) T & 0 #iFE

- Correct response: #iil D & A F\ZDHAEEFE (F(2,26) =3.738, p < 0.05)
nonsense verbZMit L W 2y 572728 — See Fig. 1

- Opposite response: Bl D % A FICDHAEZE (F(2.26) =6.036, p < 0.01)
nonsense verb2M il X V) &5 o 72729) — See Fig. 1

- BothiZPIL C: HEZAEAR L

* NeitherlZ B L C: FRISIE & 1 1A EZ (F(1,26) = 5.571, p <0.05)
KT FHRAAFI LY mho7272) — SeeFig. 2
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Fig. 1 B # A 7 HIZ X % correct/opposite D3R Fig. 2 MUGIE # A 7 BT KX Zneitherd 3R

BN 7 —2 447 Analyses of Individual Data
nonsense®iFil & DF L 8 b —7 DT ZATIRN6 b — 2 L (75%) LA EAS
EICERLTOESE, T EADREINE L B LT

Q7 ANH 19 A (T0%NZAT & D> DE NFIBRIATFAET 5 Z & b oiz)

Reflexive local

Reflexive no rule Reflexive long-distanc e

Pronoun 5A 4 A 0 A
long-distanc e
Pronoun 6 A
no rule

Pronoun 0 A 0 A 0 A
local

Z DA 2 ZIZLL F O Y
* PR 4 R D Zxlocal $ long-distance & A Hi
- P A4 FliElocal b long-distance % AIHE C 4 filiElong-distance 0 7~ AIHE

0§ T 2N

BEDF LD

- B4 A & 4G G D T I REEAS 2 H A7z > Yuan® Tensed-
infinitive Asymmetry | ZFHFRA G721 T2 <ARAFIC S 2 Tix E
b, Z O S OJFIKIT R F T/ < PROZFFE(LT 5720
DHGPVETHD Z &, R AAFTICE L TXHARGEDOE
FEFRE (subject orientation) 2345 L TV A AIREE D B 2 b b,

- IR S AT OB B/OZETR 5z d o7 > White (1998)
DIRRE T LFFT HAER L In o T2y, IEfRZ BT YBRE O¥n D
20D TH 9D LEREDEWEET ZRHET DUERD D,

- tell-type D J5 D3want-type L D 5 LW & W S FERIIHE L0 o
Too FEio. WERBEVEDtell-type LRI L L S b d Z & b72ho
Too D HEEHIE BE DORWFEFFIT & > T, want-typeD £ =
v b — VI AREFSNICE Z 5 BRISRBEOR Y OJRK & 172 -
T2\, Urano (2000) OFERICE b - BEIZ AT, B0
ZRBLIESDTIERLS, ERFEEDOA NI T V=% LT
D0 H LIV,

- ELL ATl R E CE R 27256 b BASFEICHFE LR
N—NVEMET 22 LiFlenoTe > MRS ESUEZBRSEOR
Al & L CHRET 5,




