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Empirical Studies of Syntactic Theory on Nominative Case Marking of the Subject
in First Language Acquisition: From the Kumamoto Dialect in Japanese

DANSAKO, Masahiko
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Based on the fact that morphological marking of nominative case differs
between the standard Japanese and Kumamoto dialect according to topic/focus interpretation, this
study proposes “ A parameter on morphological realization of nominative case in Japanese” and
conducts its theoretical verification. As a result, two important findings are shown: (i) Erroneous
genitive subject in child grammar realizes regardless of the discourse factors such as neutral
description and exhaustive listing. (ii) Erroneous genitive subjects are not attested in
non-canonical (0)VS order in contrast to canonical S(O)V order. This leads to the conclusion that
adult-like sentence structure with full TP projection activates in child Japanese only if the
subject moves higher than the TP projection. The theoretical consequence of this study is that
movement as the syntactic operation drives the licensing of nominative case.
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Tablel S(O)V
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Tablel. Number of Utterances for Case Markers Attached in the Right-Dislocated Position
and the Proportion Used as the Subject
Nominative -ga Dative -ni Genitive -no
Aki 4/4 (2;6-3;0) 0/6 (2;6-2;11) 0/5 (2;6-2;9)
Ryo 717 (2;6-2;11) 0/7 (2;6-2;11) 0/5 (2;8-3;0)
Tal 11/11 (2;1-3;1) 0/30 (1;8-3;1) 0/5 (2;2-2;7)
Jun 90/90 (2;3-3;0) 0/22 (2;3-3;0) 0/14 (2;3-3;0)
Sumihare 58/58 (1,11-3;0) 0/5 (2;2-3;0) 0/4 (2;2-2;3)
Tota 170/170 (100%) 0/70 (0%) 0/33 (0%)
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Table 2. The number of production on the nominative case particle -ga
according to verb types and word order by a Japanese-speaking child Jun (2;2-2;9)
Unaccusatives Unergatives Transitives
S VS SV VS SV VS
+GA 98 (32%) 50 (61%) 26 (39%) 17 (68%) 62 (81%) 39 (98%)
-GA 204 (68%) 32 (39%) 40 (61%) 8 (32%) 15 (19%) 1 (2%)
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Table 3. Number of utterances on epistemic and utterance modal with predicates according to a position
occurred in a sentence by a Japanese-speaking child Aki (1;05,07 — 2;03,00)

Sentence-initial (Interjection) Sentence-final
Epistemic Modal 21 0
Utterance Modal 0 23

(FET, two-tailed p<.01)
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