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The Aspect Hypothesis, the Prototype Hypothesis and the Usage-based Model:

A Response to Nativist’s Critique

Kazumi KUBO, Yasuhiro SHIRAI

Abstract

Over the past two decades a number of studies have been conducted on the L1 and L2 acquisition of
tense and aspect. This paper will examine the criticisms that nativists employ against functionalist
research on the acquisition of tense-aspect (i.e., the Aspect Hypothesis, Andersen & Shirai, 1994), in
particular, those by Casillas (2008) and Rothman and Iverson (2008), who argue against the usage-based
model of the language acquisition.

Casillas (2008) has criticised the prototype-based learning, relying on Olsen and Weinberg’s (1999)
argument to the effect that caregivers’ utterance is only used to decode children’s pre-set combination
between lexical aspect and tense-aspect morphemes. We argue that Casillas’ criticism is inadequate,
which stems from a lack of detailed analysis of the data of Olsen and Weinberg (1999) as well as from
explanatory limitations in how the combination between lexical aspect and tense-aspect morphemes is
raised.

Rothman and Iverson (2008) has argued that, in contrast to the input driven usage-based model, the
poverty of stimulus argument is supported because intermediate learners of Spanish display an
understanding of the subtle pragmatic meanings of an aspect form, despite the fact that these details
were not taught in classrooms. We suggest that this does not explain the differences observed between
the advanced and the intermediate level learners. Moreover, Rothman and Iverson (2008) have
overlooked the potential influence of the significant amount of input received by advanced learners, in
addition to the linguistic phenomena of the meaning extension.

Subsequent to outlining the limitations of the nativist’s critique, this paper, from the usage-based
model’s point of view, makes suggestions for future research on the acquisition of tense and aspect.
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2. REEBETIVICEDCBEH

£

RSB SIG S RIE L TE Mk
HAEE 7V (usage-based model) T, AV
7y P REBROHEE S LT, FEREMN
y—vERNLBPSEERENT I LV
5, Wbl 4~ OFEEHFSMmICET 51>
7y b OREEZELRLTED, 010K
SHEEBOSTFITBVT, FICRENHE S
LWwia¥Ttd s, 55— FiEE 1S (Abbot-
Smith and Tomasello 2006; Chevrot et al. 2009;
Dugua et al. 2009; Ellis and Fernando 2009;
Matthews et al. 2005; Tomasello 2003) D & 75
54, § 5% 15 (Ellis and Fernando 2009;
Wulff et al. 2009 72 &) It BV ThH, FEAE
ETFVICHED CFEIEMESITTONTETH D,
& 7 (Chevrot et al. 2009; Dugua et al. 2009;
Face and Alvord 2004), #ft#Z (Abbot-Smith and
Tomasello 2006; Ellis and Fernando 2009;
Goldberg et al. 2004; Kidd et al. 2006; Mac-
Whinney 1998; Ninio 1999; Rowland and Pine
2000), Fftaa (van Veen et al. 2009) 73E D
EREROEG L, b Zikicbic - TiTb
hC&f, HEEBET IV, SEOERBRME
EERT A4 EmEGTFRERECERLT S,
BB, WAV 7y FoTIRE N 20K
WhTh, SHEOEBMICLY, B—1FE
HEMiTbn s [l oEW ] (POS: Poverty
of the Stimulus) #IBZTHBO, 17 v + %
bl e EHEO BN EGZIEL 5
FRgE T VL3 TREFRICL TwW B (HE
JAE 7L O EHIC S W T 13 Behrens 2009;
Collins et al. 2009; Ellis and Collins 2009).

TV AT ANy NEEGER, Bk
TFMICBT B EEUIEEZET L TEe—>
DR THBELEE > THHEE TIEEWL. 90
FEARWEEIC 7T 2~ 27 b 3 (Aspect
Hypothesis) 2#2IB & L 72&ICid, < OREE
ZEL CTH_SEEBICBT s kAT T
WISHERBLTEILEB VR L, 7TANT MK
B3, FHSECEOSEYENIcBLT
BEIND, EENTARIbET VR T
2Ry MERRROIIERFRE £ LD b DT,
Mici@onsd L4 >0t 5k S
T AR MRERORBEESTTON I E L T,
F—FEEEIC BV TR HAFE T Shirai i
(Shirai 1993, 1998), < O fth T & ~ v 3 G5
(Aksu-Kog 1998), 4&3% (Shirai and Andersen
1995), © ¥ 73k (Stoll 1998) 7 &, 5
mEAIIT B VTR, F#iE (Bardovi-Harlig
1998; Bardovi-Harlig and Bergstrom 1996;
Bardovi-Harlig and Reynolds 1995; Collins
2002; Housen 2000; Rohde 1996), 7 5 ¥ &
i& (Bardovi-Harlig and Bergstrom 1996;
ergstrom 1995; Kihlstedt 2003), 1 % V 7 i&
(Giacalone-Ramat 2002), 2 < 4 ¥ &
(Andersen 1991; Hasbtin 1996; Ramsay 1991),
# % v =7 & (Comajoan 2002) 75 & NE &
naH, 4FHITO>VLTIE, EIKHE—-FEY
B sboT, FLEEEETRDEY
BEshTdwizwn,

e))

* Learners first use (perfective) past
marking on achievements and accomplish-
ments, eventually extending use to activi-
ties and statives.

+ In languages that encode the perfective/

imperfective distinction, imperfective past
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appears later than perfective past, and
imperfect past marking begins with statives,
extending next to activities, then to accom-
plishments, and finally to achievements.

* In languages that have progressive
aspect, progressive marking begins with
activities, then extends to accomplishments
and achievements.

* Progressive markings are not incor-
rectly overextended to statives. (Shirai
1991: 9-10)

LaL, 72X7 M SEPEMFICED
S WIEN S BEEEN D 5 L RS
TEH5LOTEABV, PIZE, HAZBOE—E
BT, YREBYIHOREIcs VT, Bk
2 sk sl b, RSN & 2 i
% (Shirai 1998) 7 &, 7 Z2~R7 MRiHD T
ANCREDITVERE « I IEAES 5 T &%
LEMICE->TW5b, LA, Chenand Shirai
(2010) BTV B K DI, 7T A7 bR
DOHME, <RS2 EHEEEZRGE L
THRL, EDLS5BEHE - &KFicbwTl
ORGP s B0, &L EKFrasni
WHAERGEL, S5, ToEEMBETN
LERICH 2 EEDOHANA Z T 5 &ic
bb, LFALLD.

Shirai {1 (Li and Shirai 2000; Shirai 1991,
1994, 2002; Shirai and Andersen 1995) &, <
OERITEIA Y Ty MRS Fa by 47
EkinE SkiET 2 ickBEd 57 v b4
A7 REAERIBL 2. 7 a b v A TG,
HBHT Y —@FHLHTE D HARS R E
&2 N PIADIFIRIR IS EIC & - THEK S
1% &\ 5 Elenor Rosch (Rosch 1973 75 &)
OIREL 7oty A 7HERE b EICL T
5. 2%, FEHEZFERFGAONLEHR» S,

ROMMP L HEEZREL, £0k, X0
PR ISR 2 B IS T 5 L WS IRGERT,
HEHEWA YT v b ST a8 AT I
LT CET LB ErsTTEEL
TW3, FHEHEF, F-5iE B _5EEE
KB D S FHIc B W TR ARREES L D
b LD HIR s A IR IS B O A & #H 155
BT EEB, FIAER, FEECBLW TR
Ty 75 8 2 © H i 1d [+punctual], [+
telic], [+result] T& © (Andersen and Shirai
1994; Shirai and Andersen 1995), &g
BOT, FEEGRATHEORP ORI
no O THEREZMEHT S L8200,
HL, 9 XCOFHEENET—DA VT v b %
BT, FM—o7ok s 4 7EKEITIEE
RELTV20TREYL, LA, Fuby
A7k s, 47 5 b ONEF (Ishida 2004),
REMS DA Y7y (WUlff et al. 2009),
& @ 5 % (Collins 2002; Sugaya and Shirai
2007), ¥ 4 23— A Hh 5 DOEFEELLE
(Bardovi-Harlig 1998) Z 47845217 T
BEEZONTVD, TOXHITEL OEHR
DIWIHA D BEFE 2> S il 2 D EHEH D BRI B
L T < Bi5 % Shirai (Shirai 1998, 2004) (&
“multiple-factor account” EWFEA 7S ([FIRED E
1k (3 Liskin-Gasparro 2000; Wulff et al. 2009 {th
bR B).

3. Casillas (2008)

Casillas (2008) (3 JiBEFEGEE DB — S5k
HRico0we, EREROTE» LTI
Olsen and Weinberg (1999) DHfFE% & &2,
7o k% A 7 (Liand Shirai 2000, Shirai
and Andersen 1995) Zft#|L7z. L»L, C
@ Olsen and Weinberg (1999) D HFZEHE I,
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HNEloAy 7y P EFESDTI T v D
MG T I Wt 5 e b DO T,
OB E L THLD B 2icidggn Ay,
& 51T Casillas (2008) 73359 5 Bhiaa OiEHE
M7 AT M ET YR T AT OWED
HAELEREENTH 5 E VSN, 7
o by A TG AR T T & 2 BIRICR
DD B, DEDFFAINFHEHLE WS 2 HIT
BOCRHENH B & kT 5.

% 9" Casillas (2008) @ #¥]iZ, Olsen and
Weinberg (1999) Do #r#ERAS, #EDIRE
FOMANCBEL T, REREYIROFREET — 4
BECMERZRTbOTREEVELT, 1V
Ty bbb lIcL THENRTONE LT BT
ok & A T AREIC SR % I8 2 /2. Olsen and
Weinberg (1999) 73, CHILDES o ¥ iE %
FEE L THET 24 oM B ARATSEE T —
% (MacWhinney 2000) % 5 ¥ & « 7 A7
MERER LFERH T 2 X7 b OIERIRIC O
WTHHT L 78R, SiiliE Lo ER %= T
&L TRRA (telic) Bha &L T/
DICKLT, BHoOA YTy FOF =4 T
i3, [ERkoMEmsESNne, &L AIERAD
Rz - c8m s HEL TOeh 5 TH 5.
- % 1 Olsen and Weinberg (1999) <3, #
MoDA YTy b EFESORGEN—HHET,
CNRFEEOF =y i >V TRT & bicilk
DIFHES R LBRA (telic) Bz iE s & 21
o] % & % & 43 #r L 7c Shirai and Andersen
(1995) LiFHELBFEREB TS, L
LIEms, TofERoA—HIZ, Casilas
(2008) AiF5kd 5L 51T, 7o b & A TG
ORI EL 252 2 6D TIRW,
Olsen and Weinberg (1999) A3 eIz L T
W% 8 A® CHILDES 5 — # (Eric, Gia, Peter,
Allison, Adam, Eve, Sarah, Nina) ® 5 5

Adam & Eve (3 Shirai and Andersen (1995)
THENIINTVWET =5 ThH B, HED
T3 7 — & O TR R VA RS
1%, Olsen and Weinberg (1999) &, 7 — %
ZEAINHR, & ORFIEE R IcE
WicbDTh D, i~ DRI E IR L 72
Shirai and Andersen (1995) & E572 - TW
5.

Olsen and Weinberg (1999) THH v TV
BOMHIETIE, IRTOREOF -5 %21
ELRUTFESDERMICED S TEAMIC
-t kT, RGROFERBIOF — 5 & K
LT3, ERELT, H29NE1NZEDORHE
MOEEZF 4 7y b EOXHRBIRAAR
HHiETH 0, RERE YR OFEET — & I1c[E
ARSI WIY, 7ok ¥4 7IRGEIEE
Franimuw & w9 Casillas (2008) O F k%1
T SCFF S 2RI & 732 D 1575w, FEEE Shirai
(1991, 1994) Ti&, RFEDOII DI & <
DR OFEEI I ERIN RSN 5 T EAUR
TV b. flZiE, Naomi OREHIZ, fho
EEEIC HE R BEENG] & -ing & Sl & & 5 f]A)
i< (Adam & Eve OREEIAS 0% 12t L T,
Naomi ® F}#lid 3.8%), [FI#kiC Naomi (3, i
DANDIYI I, REEH)E % -ing &AL
SELMHPPBE SN 5 (Naomi 3.1%,
Adam 0.2%, Eve 0.5%). ToD X o1iT, (v
7y b EFGEROMWBR, F— 5 2EANIT
HTETRDIILKLKBELDTH 5.

Soiclal—oREltch - Thd, YHOE
- T ORFEORPHEALSETEY,
BEloAvy 7y b 7= 2REMNTIRkS T &
T, $hROFEEE L OMBABERIC > TS
NicdboEFsABO. FIAR, HAEOD
T = HITBT BRI T A VOFMHERT
A5 E, AKI (AKI 2 —/¥ 2 &[] 1995) A3
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FREFEEREL TRV L5ICB0VWT, &
Bk 2R 4 DATH > A AKIH
057 A Vo[RS SN 2,0 TR
T & B 146 fRic#nL < v (Shirai
1998), BBl PR OREICE-TED T v
Z e 7T AR MERXDFEH vy — v 2 L E
ETWB I ENbr s, Ubofirs, &K
AFEDTEF LD L, OB
B 5 —r)is 7 — 4 & 2 K9 5 Olsen
and Weinberg (1999) OO hiEIcE-o W T,
A7y b EYROFEBRGITHBES TV E
93, Casillas (2008) ®7 v~ ¥ A 7 i
HIIHEIWRIBEVZ LS, FoksA
TG AEIHIT B 721, &SIl Wi
FOXHGE T L 7ok R & U T OGRS HEE
ThHA 9.

50T, Casillas (2008) 2371 b ¥ A 7k
gt K%L & L T W % Olsen and Weinberg
(1999) DERKIT AT M EFV R+ T2
R MEERLEOMAGDEBERNTH S
EWVWIEIIE, 7o b g A TR G
MGG, 7ok v A7 EHOREE L TR
+4r i3 75w, Olsen and Weinberg (1999) (3,
WV AERHNCTER T AT P ETF Y R e
T AR MEEREDHAGDEER - T
52 EETRLTOVAS, LLEDXNSL, 2O
TR TEBNESHEAG DY | KO EN
BOG, HAESZ 5 ENTEEOV, F
ZE, BREBOH—-SHEEE TR, B0
REFR [ 4| LIEFRAEG < b 5 IREEH) G 3 4]
ek n 2 2 EBHS T > TV 5 (Kubo
2009, Shirai 1998). T @ & 5 NI HIH % 5
Z BT d, [HRENEHAEDLE ] Z2RE
550, o s ATRRED XS L&D

S, EAOBREICIFHRZ K 58 D573,

FVELOBHRICHPESEZ 22N TES

EFEZAOLND.

7272 L, Olsen & OB, B D 1~
7y b EGROFEET — 5 OB OV T,
CHILDES il sh T3 8>DF — 5 %
WL, KEEE S - s 02 lAlboT
HY, TR T AT P FHEHFTLOTEIC
FELTOVWB R, Tceisn s, 5k
RFEEFEEIC>\W\WTIE CHILDES Ic & 5 1% <
DOF =y DESNTBY, 5% 7ot &4
TG DRREE D 72 ¥ 1T KIS SHERL S 3
PITbNn b ENEEINS.

4. Rothman and lverson (2008)

Rothman and Iverson (2008) 3 [HI# D&
W (POS) dIEMEE TS 22 LT, 4~
7y P ERBICHEBS IO TV EVW S H
R E T VO EsRicoe U I 7S iR 2
# 0 ]S T\ 5. Rothman and Iverson @ 3
feBimmld, HERBEET VRT 27 ME
RERDR T BRI EEOEFIC O LT %
Bzclihotctwd T, £, Tho
DT ANy MEEROR SERNEEOE G
DFBHC 258 [RIEOER ] (POS) @ IE41H:
AFRLEBLIEVHITETH B,

Rothman and Iverson (2008) <Tid, ik
O B Fov b HOVEBEFEE EWRIC, ®EE
Seft (perfective) * A5EfE (imperfective) #H
DOXILARY, [£ accidental] S U FAFRAIH
HEOBEST OB >V CTHEMIE AT -
fo. WETEHE « REFEMHOXLIE (2a) &
@b it Ron b X HiT, FERHHE—EE R
RAEFRT 201 L T (22), REFEHTE
—fALS NIRRT E SN S (2b) T &8
HMonTHh, FHFEEIBENTHR
ez 51 Tw 3 (Rothman 2008).
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2

a. Quando a gente foi

4 universidade,

when  the people go-3PSG-PAST-PERFECTIVE to the university,

agente  estudou

na biblioteca.

the people study-3PSG-PAST- PERFECTIVE in the libary

‘When we went to the university, we studied in the library.’

b. Quando a gente ia

4 universidade,

when the people go-3PSG-PAST- IMPERFECTIVE to the university,

a gente  estudava na bibioteca

the people study-3PSG-PAST-IMPERFECTIVE in the library

‘When we used to go to the university, we would study in the library.’

o (2a) & (2b) RSN ARG [E0]]
& DRALEIG A Z M- o XTI KD,
[+ accidental] & L CTEN 2 T EMfERSN
T3 (Menéndez-Benito 2002). #lZ &, LA
o (Ba) & (8b) TlF, XHHIT Sempre que
(~DEIT « ~F B2V D) & W) REIFER)
MHBHtcw, (2a) & @b icionsd [—H

3

a. Sempre que nés falamos

(Rothman and Iverson 2008: 279 K73 %E#)

PEL » T—IER ] &V oLz EEhn
o, —57T, (Ba) T, \EETMHTE
bant Mhid] EVHIHEMEEDOENIC
L Tilg & 7o &R, [+accidental] D&
LEANA B DIk L T, (3b) D LR
HTHRDSNIEGEE, T0 X5 EEKGM
D573 ([—accidental]).

da morte da Maria,

always that we speak—1PPL-PAST-PERFECTIVE about the death of Mary,

eu comecei

pro start-1PSG-PAST-PERFECTIVE to cry.

a chorar.

‘Whenever we spoke of Mary’s death, I ended up crying.’

b. Sempre que nés falavamos

da morte da Maria,

always that we speak—1PPL-PAST-IMPERFECTIVE about the death of Mary,

€u comengava

a chorar.

pro start-1PSG-PAST-IMPERFECTIVE to cry.
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‘Every time we spoke of Mary’s death, I would cry.’

S oA LEER) (TR 2E) 2 -7 X
2B T @A « RSk OXNLE, %
g ) o fEFIC b &N 5 (Menéndez-Benito
2002). SEASHH SRR 7S IR 2 5F & 37, &
ESNIEHZ TR D A 23 DITxtL

T ([-generic]), RSEAEMIERRPRV 7S BN &,
FEE S 7o B2 R oM 2874 ([+

@

a. Sempre que 0s romanos precisavam

(Rothman and Iverson 2008: 281 K73 5#)

generic]). lZIE, (4da) DARTEFEHNEN 5
XicBW\WTlE, [a—< AL}, a—< ALK
AR TR RIS, 25 EDn —< A
DEMZIR TR OM S HES N 508, (4b)
D5EFEMNFN B I BT 2 EdaHE LD %4
h) le—<ANfcb] T}, 2 EDD —
~ NOHEMEfRTRNO AT SN 5.

de mais terra,

always that the Romansi need-3PPL-PAST-IMPERFECTIVE of more land,

a conquistavam.

it proi conquer-3PPL-PAST-IMPERFECTIVE.

‘Whenever the Romans needed more land, they would conquer it.’

b. Sempre que os romanos precisaram

de mais terra,

always that the Romansi need-3PL-PAST-PERFECTIVE of more land,

a conquistaram.

it proi conquer-3PPL-PAST-PERFECTIVE.

‘When the Romans would come upon the need of more land, they wound up conquering

more.’

Rothman and Iverson (2008) %, (3)—(4)
RSN B AR, HFEICBW THIRINICE
ZoNB T ENEL, PRFEEEICE > T
ik DD DIZNT EMTRIN S 72, h
WFBENR NS OE®REFHEBL TV EL
o5, ThEIC L < RO AR (POS)
DOIEMENBEHONSE EEZI. 2F0, #
NTWinW Embhrslnd T Eid,

Z5
RSB CEOBNLF L EVWSIEZHTH

(Rothman and Iverson 2008: 281 KF-(3%E#)

5.

ZzZTHEN N HNVEREELE (N=19), &
Vb HOVEERRFEE (N=14), R kAL
By EE N=17) L <, 3—@W
NIRT & 9 IS TERER & RTEREM 3 H < Bk D
KT DWT3 D DEREIT- 2. EERLE,
[*accidental] 2~ 7 7 Z M ITHIN 2584 -

SEREHICHXT L C, ERZITIC 5 B <l
ZATO M (2 (e s~L v), —1
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(BLW), 0 (bA5EW), 1 (BW), 2
Gt ric BW)), KR 213 [Faccidental]
IV T RAMICEBY S, o« REMEO
THR—E, FEER 313, [Egeneric] T v
T AN EGRALZIRIC, FERSINB5ER R
SEREAIC DWW, FEER 1 & [ERRIC 5 EEPREHIT
ZITHOMEETH - 72,

Z DR, TRTOERICBVTHE,
W, FEEEED 3 >0/ v —FICHEEN
o1 (ANOVA p<.05), HEL )L DZE)
NS OEROPBICHELEZ TVWE T L
DAL TS 7, ZO—HT, TRFEEE
DEEEHER, [+perfective] % [-perfective]
DOfEROBICEEZEPED SN (p<.005).
Z® T & » 5, Rothman and Iverson & Hiflae
B b ek LORTEREME & X2 BHIGL,
[+perfective] % [+accidental] 12, & 51T
[ +perfective] & KEPRIY ISR D PEER ICHE
15 oW HEENEATV S, &F
LLTCWE, oFb, RN AY T b2
HZ 5N Tnig WK 2R Z il el EH
P EE LERRICERL TV B EFERTE
% FidofERic kv, MlEoEK] (POS)
OESHSIFH SN RS T b0 T
b5,

L 7» L 75435, Rothman and Iverson H& &
ADTWBE LI, AR & NEEGE O
EROMICIE, RFEROTXTOLEMFITEWL
T, FEEE S NEEET ORI RS g
WHEZENS DY, HiRFEE OB &R
SERGAH DRI OB G, REEEIEE P Bk
FEHFBLFELC L NV ETIREREL THED
TEERLTVE, ZnZT TR, s
DR D E 5, Rothman and Iverson 53
FiETB LI, 1vT v MckBbDTIR
12 <, THIEOEW ] (POS) @ IE4H: %o

HIRME 2 2 ARSI N TV,

Fric, EREO#EREOHICIZRITERERS
THRNMHNVEEEGLIFEHE G 4NEE
nTHY, o7 2 ) HENOKRFORE
DHRTHHRITZEL 7o BEF IR, Z2{DH
RISA Y 7y b &2 T0 5B T &3 B
K3, bLZxH2ThsELIS, ATy

b OED ERFEEOBERIIHSL T
BEVE S m\WwW &1t/ 5. & 51T, Slabakova
and Montrul (2003) (%, fFFEILS NI
MARGTEAE & LT 2 & W H BRI HEANT
HIZRINICHA 5N B T E1F8 T, Rk
AR 4 EE (habitual) O FHEICEIL T,

BRI S NI ZERS P & L T2 < Bt
OFPHEETE/RINSD T E2EHL TV 5.
2%, INSOHENRHEICTE VTR
KHAONIB W &, FEENZT 51

7y FDHIREN 2 EEMTLLEKT S

DFTERV, KT, Av7 v F OB
L2 EEORESETE S, [FERkic [
HMOEIN | (POS) DOIEXMH: %389 2RI & 72
5750,

Rothman and Iverson &, FEc® [+ perfec-
tive] f [-perfective] 1Z 515 & 5 0L
HEEiz>WT, AT v L 208
ElEmMESATIH L LI
(Rothman and Iverson 2008: 291) L T W 5,
L2l CofEZ0b 0> TidfithTn
BWboD, L 0iEHR TR S ik
NHFRP I HEORICER SN S L 595 Tk
I3 Shirai (1991), Andersen and Shirai (1996),
Shirai and Andersen (1995) %> Andersen (2002)
BETT vy AT IRGHEK B HRIC BV T
Bafshcwn s,

& 51T Rothman and Iverson(2008) Tld, <
NS OEEMHOIILICB Y B Ll oA



T ARIMGR, T ey A7 REEE R E TV 23

F, FEEFIC L > THSENE W C & 2RI
CERSEM STV 20, SEREE [+
accidental] DITIZEWRIIZEN DA D O,
INBTHENOHRTH 2 &0 I RREF-
&, SEFHNCTHSNE6DTDH 5.
Menéndez-Benito (2002) (%, Goodman (1947)
DEFRZFRH L, [+ accidental] 2 (5) DX

ICZDRERZMTFHIND 20E S D—ik
@ﬁ%é@%ﬁﬁ%@ﬁjéTﬁé BT
5.

)
[+accidental]: “are accepted as a des-
cription of a contingent fact after the
determination of all cases, no prediction of

any instances based upon it”

[-accidental]: “as true while many cases
of it remain to be determined, the further
unexamined cases being predicted to con-
form with it” (Goodman 1947: 26)

70, SR

cribed by the clause as having temporal

“... presents the situation des-

boundaries, as being a single, unified, discrete
situation (HRZENHIRAMED H 5—>D F
tEoBlfob o sl TRET B)
(Bybee et al. 1994: 83) T & »Z <, 5SEEAH
SR IS AR DY & B
(Bybee et al. 1994). F 7z, TERHR & % HR

DEEDEEZRTILHOICHVON S T &1
LELBRONSEZETH S (Bybee et al.
1994: 57). PIAFHAGEICB VTS, 5ERkHH
Fvwold, WL BEIRTEROTEK
ROZNDPFEERTHL TOcHERTE VD
EERT. PlAE (6a) & (6b) DV,

(completive) & @ &

(6b) D [EAMBIENS ] H3, (6a) ITH,

i OEMEBITEI TR, Fllang, -
rtEVWOHIRZEBA B TH 5.

6)

a TOHETFHRVWEEALE, b
KHAMBIEIND.

b. TOHEF B VWLEEAL L, Hbd
EAHMTIFhTLE .

DL IHEHBIDER DT EFRDT T & &,
FGICE > TEOHEEM TN TH B0 EN
DM DIEFRANLD B &\ 5 —fEH 15 SFED
HHEDS, FHEICBOWTREU £ 5 Bl £ 2
SfffHICRFEVWEINRV, LirLBEAs, H
AEOBEDLER [4] 0FEFICBVTH
56 T DEWRPBLEDERE D bEiTL THIS
Sha, LV EBEMNLFAROEMNNRS
1% & W5 (Shirai and Miyata 2006) & &
¥, Rothman and Iverson ® FiRICH 51 % &
HT, FEEDOT AU h OEWRHEEDE
wﬁrﬂﬁ®§lJ@mD®Eéﬁ@EME
5 EEFFEZITW,

L /L 75535, Rothman and Iverson ®f54f#
MO IR B 75 R FH L D 2251 B9 5 3
FEHICEINETH S, 5 THUERMHT 3
3, JRRI ISR R O BRI, BRI
BOTH, »ROHLVEETHL EED S
NTETV5. HEWBICEBT 5IERER LG5
BT AT N OB ZREROMIFE TS |
AFIHENTCTE 2D, Thoo7T 2~<7 MERE
FHH S IEIA S B O BIGREHE S
NENEWIERETH Y, TnE2Y LT
WEHICBVWT IO REERRENEEZS
na.
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b. SHBDF VR« TARY FBE
s

LR oHEREZS, HEEgETVICKS
TV R e T AT b OFEHTII SR, B
BEREICH 2FHEOHFEREEZ R TV
L, FYR T AR NPHOVS BEHRN
15 EIRA & O T IS BEIR D FFED > D
S OB RrEIEVWEEZ LN S,

7, L0EHRFEEOREER TS
ek ons, HREET VG, H%
DOFEBENBREIILU T, fho—i2MmmiT
FoEG L ERE, SiETE SRR ISEE %
HuTHEHBEL TV LV itV
Wik s, LVWHIEFLTHY, S¥EED
ENETNOBRENEETHLEELTVWE, £
DI, e BEREICBIT 325 EEOEE
BWREER T T &N, SEHEA =X 2L
DI Y S < fedIT B HARIFEL 155,
TV R e T AT MR E {fThTL T
STHRES A 20, PIARHARBEOE—F
EBEICB T 3RO T — 513, T
CHILDES (MacWhinney 2000) (ZIX#k S 7
3-o07F — % AKI (& H 1995), RYO (&= H
1992), TAI (Miyata 2000)” IR 5N T & 72
BE, SO b LI BT — SR, FEEIC
BFIRONAFEOGZ L., g, v R -7
2R MR FICEE 59, HEREN
EFUDPOLDT o —FLBICEALET
b5, Fi, HELREBICEASINEDH T
Z, FHEB—K@EA YTy 8 ELTHD
ANTWBEDMIZOVWT BIFELNLIETH D,
SLIELDF — 2T L BRI HBET
& %. Abbot-Smith and Tomasello (2006) (%
(7) DXSICHERBHET VicBT 285
MRS E - 7cld 0 Th 2 EEBEDOIER %

T-CTW5,

(7

There are very few experimental inves-
tigation of the abstraction/generalization
process, and its relation to input and input
frequencies of various types, and so there
remain many unanswered questions
regarding exactly which elements of
events and constructions are most salient
to children in the initial phases of
grammar learning and how they use these
to make generalizations. A great deal of
research will be required to determine
exactly what features of events and
linguistic constructions children find so
similar that they are naturally led to
generalize (Abbot-Smith and Tomasello
2006: 287).

BAT, 7TV R e T ARY FHEPIEITB L
TARELTOEDE, TV R T AT MRS
AR W s ol (OSSN R A B I RGNS
ODMETH B, PlAF4TW LT«
Rothman and Iverson (2008) (&, M€
FO ORI EREREIC >V TEBERL 72
bMWD EELTD (8) DX 5t
HIL TV B,

(8)

Although, in our view, it seems to follow
from a functionalist view that production is
considered to be a ‘sufficient’ means to
gauge knowledge in the sense that it pro-
vides a window through which an under-
lying system can be tapped, this is not
overtly stated in most of these studies.
Nevertheless, many (not all) of these

studies focus on the use of morphology in
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an array of experimental modalities (cloze
tests, elicited and spontaneous oral
production, elicited narratives, etc.), but do
not couple this procedure with an exami-
nation of related subtle semantic entail-
ments that fall out from the acquisition of
the syntactic structure that the morphology
represents.

(Rothman and Iverson 2008: 291)

COIE, FEEEERE T 2R ED
LhfEfENTVWAIETHD, TV R T
27 MEREERIC L - THED SN 5 BR-PfiF
REBETE2hE I DT ENREELAE L L
WerBE T BIRENTENTH S ELT,
SoRBHZMEOMBEWNRDOEN TV S
(Andersen 2002: 100; Salaberry 2000). 4 %
&, TERERLFERNT 2 R7 F EOFEUH &
A T, BWHEOILS DI W THii
FAEEMEDENETH A,

KRIC, 5% BERISHFRHEEOF & L
T, HEZEDF v R« 7 A7 FFFEIZDON
TEKT 3. HAEIZBWTIE, REkET
ANWHFERIT ZR7 Mtk -THRbah 3
Bk 5 (FlA1E, B (achievement)
o & L oS A RIREE, iEE)
(activity) Ehad O & S EEFGi A Kb 9)
TEDD, TANMDERDTEROFEPE,
Hi— =257 15 (Shirai 1993, 1998), & 7
CEBHBICBVTEATH S (A 2008 ;
Ishida 2004 ; 5 %} 1995 ; %% 2007 ; Shirai and
Kurono 1998; #1997, 2000, 2002;7E % 2001;
Sugaya and Shirai 2007). Z 1 5 O WL T
GH I3 E D 2002 210), BIEOFiE /R T
i D F IS IEER MO BEINAF B iT1d 545
GBZVHEOD, HFLETRTHZ I TR
75 < (Ishida 2004; Shibata 2000), & A JIf

(Ishida 2004) Bl (B4 2001) 12 & 55
ZHROoNTVS,

AR, X EROHBINREE T H kD
R [4] OoBFHITBVT, FRHCHRsE
ATEI., B—EilElRIcsBL T, Lo
DNISERELTRET O [4] RN,
zokBEOEKEL T[] BEBsH
(Shirai and Miyata 2006), & S5 IZHR DR
HO%BOIRIERRT [5] BEHEh2 T &
(Kubo and Suwa 2007) 2sffiishcnwb, %
2, WbWws [A—FDy ]| LEbNIEHE
DEXAE/RTHEICBEL T}, BEETH 5%
YT & FH A58 L W (Kubo 2008, 2009). —7,
HEOSEEETE, BEENIDREIEBE
h, &7 OEROFFICNESEFhP TV
Z & (Kubo 2009) mfgfiiannTcw sy,
NoOEROHRBICHAL CEA V7 v b ED
- EE, EREEASMPShTOLRL,
g, [ 100 Ok LIk EFERENT
AR b DOEXD SIS MR TES T,
LHINS OB ES T T, HABT v
AT ARy FPEMEDHIEST, T R
T A b EHERO 2 EFIT oW T OEE
WERE L ENMRFEN S,

HEE
ARONER, H_FE (OH B&EEE
KPR FBEEB B RN K BEE & L
THAER (20094E8 H~12 H) icfrbhic
MERICBY AEMmIC—E b EDVTWV S
CCICEHOBEEARL W,

E

1) Olsenand Weinberg (1999) & Shirai and Andersen
(1995) DI (F, Bl OFERNT 2 <2 + D5



26

[EIBEBHFERFE 7 4 — 5 & 41 (2012. 3)

MR E, AR B 2580 b 2R
FEELTHE D, WMEOHEROE N, SRIHED
I a0 AEOEVIC L s TOAEE IR
7oEid, ¥FLLEFABV. TD7YH, Olsen
and Weinberg (1999) OWIFEFE RN IEYS TH %
PEPIZOVTE, AEREROTREEL T
WgW,

2) Fif - BEEGEEHE TR, EBR2-309XT
DEBETFTTHEEETRD NS >z, {HL,
FEh% 1 Tld [-accidental] ® 2 ¥ 7 7 2 MITBIF
% [-perfective] S&IF T TOAEEENED S
N CTW 5 [p<.001[0] ] (Rothman and Iverson
2008: 301-304).

3) ZofthtEZEEVICHT (1982a, b), Clancy
(1985) b HAFEDOH—FEHET — 7 2Lk
LTway, LidoF—sREHNTRSV,
72347y~ EOBRAIHA TR O,
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