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Based on the comparative analysis of Japanese and English, the research

first identified three constructions which may affect Japanese learners of English (JLE) negatively:
illicit object drop, relative clauses, and passives. Then, two surveys and experiments were

conducted to confirm the prediction. Transcriptions of Standard Speaking Test were examined and
numerous illicit object drops were found in the intermediate level JLEs interviews. Essays written
by Intermediate level JLEs at the tertiary level were surveyed and two types of grammatical errors
concerning the relative clause construction were identified. Furthermore, two experiments revealed
that three types of JELs exist regarding the acquisition of passives. Finally we have provided the
ways to instruct the constructions in question exElicitIy demonstrating the contrastive features of
the constructions in each language and tasks which may help JLEs to use the constructions.
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Standard Speaking Test(SST) Bl

(DA: ... why don’t you buy a computer at home?

B: of course, I want to buy___, but I have no
money.
(2)...there are the cats, a little cats... Maybe,
someone put ____ on the street.
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(3) The monkeys were born in the jungle were
afraid of the snake video, but another monkey
was born in a laboratory didn’t react.

(4) . ... if you see_shooting star which you can
repeat what you want three times, you are

extremely lucky.

(5)

(Izumi & Lakshmana 1998
)

(5)a. *Mr. Tanaka was stolen stereo.
b. *I was eaten final cake by friend.

c. *Taro was cried by his girlfriend yesterday.

(6.2)
(6.b) 2
(7.2)
(7.b)
have
(6) a.
b.
(7) a. The bicycle was stolen.
b.*Taro was stolen his bicycle.

(8) Taro had his bicycle stolen.
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Grammaticality judgement task

(1) John found the student who wrote the report.
(2) This is the book which Mary wanted to buy it
yesterday.

(3) This is the man used to rent a room from us.
(4) Charlotte bought the dress which she will wear
at the party.

(5) Bob sent his boss a letter which he complained

about his salary.

(€))

(9)a.
b. *Taro was stolen his bicycle.
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