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The current study aimed to extract criterial features of pragmatic
competence of Japanese learners of English at different proficiency levels (i.e., the CEFR Al, A2
and Bl levels), investigating the NICT JLE Corpus. The author constructed annotation schemes to
extract and analyze linguistic features of requestive speech acts and the utterance functions in
shopping role plays. The study confirmed the results derived from the past studies which adopted the

predominant approaches to investigating requests using the elicitation tasks: the use of
conventionally indirect features (e.g., ability modals "can™) tended to increase and that of direct
features (e.g., ellipses and desire verbs "want') decrease with increasing proficiency, but Bl group
showed some pragmatically deviant performance. The use of the NICT JLE Corpus allowed the author
not only to profile what learners can actually do pragmatically at each level, but also supplement
the non-corpus-based past studies with corpus evidence.
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basketball shoes. And its color is black. And err size er is Japanese size is err twenty-four

size.” want
Al 25 12 48%
A2 32 1 3.1% A2
“And uh I want a suit which co whose color is uh gray.”
want
“Now, so | want to uhhh um um could you show me ahh some um wire
key?” Al 18 2 11.1% A2 52 12 23.1%
Want A2 Face
Threatening Act FTA  Brown & Levinson, 1989 want
3) Al A2
515 59.2% 1,006 55.03%
355
40.8% 822 45% B1 7 0.65%
1072 99.35% Al A2 A2 B1
X2 =333.72, df=6, p<.00001, Cramer’s V=.3
Al 45 1268% A2 151 18.37%
B1 459 42.82% B1 FTA
Al 150 42.25% A2 302 36.74% B1 123 11.47%

verbosity Faerch & Kasper, 1989

“Well oh maybe we can give you ten

percent discount.”

“Oh. Ten percent discount.”

the waffle phenomenon Edmondston & House, 1991)

(4) 3
Al A2 A2 Bl xX2=395, df=1,
p<.00001, Cramer’s V=.12
Al 68 A2 114 B1 66
454 (52.18%) 1005 (54.98%) 721 (66.82%)
363 (41.72%) 763 (41.74%) 344 (31.88%)
32 (3.68%) 39 (2.13%) 12 (1.11%)
19 (2.18%) 20 (1.09%) 2 (0.19%)
2 (0.23%) 1 (0.05%) 0 (0%)
(5) UAM
CorpusTool
24 20
B1 So why can’t you exchange it?

20

10
10

W= .64 (p < .0001)
W= .75 (p < .0001)
W= 56 (p < .0001)

W=.5 (p<.01)
W=.73 (p<.01)
W= .41 (p<.01)

W= 41 (p < .0001)
W= 47 (p < .0001)
W= .38 (p = .0004)




(6) Al A2

B1 4)
Al A2 40.32%
43.23% 50% 53.87% 54.15
Al A2

54.74% 55.26%
28.47% 34.2%

“I want to buy it,” “I'm looking for ur pants, too,” “I'll buy it.”

“The color is black.”

Al A2
X2=17.26, df=4, p=.00172, Cramer’s V= .18
Al: 44.2% 32.6% Al
12.6% A2 53% A2
15.8% 25.3%
(17.4%) A2
)
NICT JLE Corpus
FTA

DCT

Archer, D., Aijmer, K., & Wichmann, A. (2012). Pragmatics: An advanced resource book
for students. Abingdon: Routledge.

Edmondston, W., & House, J. (1991). Do learners talk too much? The waffle
phenomenon in interlanguage pragmatics. In R. Phillpson, E. Kellerman, L.
Selinker, M. Sharwood Smith., & M. Swain (Eds.), Foreign/second language
pedagogy research (pp. 273-287). Clevedon: Multilingual Matters.

Blum-Kulka, S., House, J., & Kasper, G. (1989). Investigating cross-cultural
pragmatics: An introductory overview. In S. Blum-Kulka, J. House, & G. Kasper
(Eds.), Cross-cultural pragmatics: Requests and apologies (pp. 1-34). Norwood,
NJ: Ablex.

Brown, P., & Levinson, S. C. (1987). Politeness: Some universals in language usage.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Faerch, C., & Kasper, G. (1989). Internal and external modification in interlanguage
request realization. In S. Blum-Kulka, S, J. House, & G. Kasper (Eds.),
Cross-cultural pragmatics: Requests and apologies (pp. 221-247). Norwood, NJ:
Ablex.

Flores Salgado, E. (2011). The pragmatics of requests and apologies. Developmental
patterns of Mexican students. Amsterdam: John Benjamin Publishing Company.

Granger, S. (2002). A bird’s-eye view of learner corpus research. In S. Granger, J. Hung,
& S. Petch-Tyson (Eds.), Computer learner corpora, second language acquisition
and foreign language teaching (pp. 3-18). London: Longman.

Hawkins, J. A., & Filipovié, L. (2012). Criterial features in L2 English: Specifying the
reference levels of the Common European Framework. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Hill, T. (1997). The development of pragmatic competence in an EFL context.
(Unpublished doctoral dissertation). Temple University, Tokyo.

Kasper, G., & Blum-Kulka, S. (1993). Interlanguage pragmatics: An introduction. In G.
Kasper & S. Blum-Kulka (Eds.), Interlanguage pragmatics (pp. 3-17). Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Kasper, G., & Rose, K. R. (2002). Pragmatic development in a second language.
Malden: Blackwell Publishing.

Leech, G. (2014). The pragmatics of politeness. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Miura, A. (2009). A study of L2 spoken corpora: The gap between productive skills of
Japanese EFL learners and the corpus-based ELT textbooks. OnCUE Journal,



3(2), 136-159.

Rithlemann, C., & Aijmer, K. (2015). Corpus pragmatics: Laying the foundations. In K.
Aijmer & C. Riithlemann (Eds.), Corpus pragmatics: Handbook (pp. 1-26).
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Trosborg, A. (1995). Interlanguage pragmatics: Requests, complaints and apologies.
Berlin/New York City: Mouton de Gruyter.

4
@ Pragmalinguistic features of polite and impolite requests produced by
Japanese English learners at the CEFR B1 level 67 2018 pp. 68-69

https://www.taishukan.co.jp/book/b427687.html

Aika Miura Annotating the functions of learner utterances from a spoken corpus and
assigning the degrees of their grammatical accuracy and discoursal acceptability
Proceedings of Asia Pacific Corpus Linguistics 1 2018 pp. 317-324
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/332865315_ Annotating_the Functions_of Learn
er_Utterances_from_a Spoken_Corpus_and_Assigning_the_Degrees_of their_Grammatica
I_Accuracy and_Discoursal_Acceptability

Aika Miura Assessing politeness of requestive speech acts produced by Japanese
learners of English in a spoken corpus Language Value 9 1 2017 pp.184-217
DOIl:https://doi.org/10.6035/LanguageV.2017.9.8

UAM CorpusTool Version 3.2
18 2017 pp. 48-59
http://pragmatics.gr.jp/content/files/SIP_018/SIP_018 2016 all.pdf

6
Aika Miura Reliability and replicability of annotation schemes for learner corpora
44 2018
Aika Miura Annotating the functions of learner utterances from a spoken corpus and
assigning the degree of their grammatical accuracy and discoursal acceptability Forth Asia
Pacific Corpus Linguistics Conference (APCLC 2018) 2018
Aika Miura Comparing polite and impolite linguistic patterns of requestive speech acts
produced by Japanese learners of English  11th International Conference on Im/Politeness
(Sympol 11) 2018
Aika Miura Extraction of unsuitable pragmalinguistic features of requests produced by
Japanese learners of English with low proficiency 4th Learner Corpus Research Conference
(LCR2017) 2017
2015
LET 137
2016 2016
Aika Miura An annotation scheme for identifying types of 'repair' in requestive speech
acts produced by Japanese learners of English, Conference of the European Society for the
Study of English (ESSE Galway 2016) 2016

NOMURA, Mariko



