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A. SUBSTANTIVE FINDINGS
Natural IL progression in the expression of time (in bold are the stages that Bardovi-Harlig proposes on the basis of the present data):

1. Chronological order >   2. Adverbials >   3. Morphology

4. Moderate stabilization of tense system (80%-90% past tense SOC)

5. Emergence of ROR contexts (with optional drop of past tense SOC)

6. Emergence of morphological marking of morphological contrast in RORs

7. Stabilization of past tense marking (mostly 87%-92% past tense SOC)

8. Emergence of past perfect in ROR contexts

B. THE STUDY
 N=16, IEP adult learners, mixed L1 backgrounds (Japanese & Arabic, Korean & Spanish); selected on the basis of length of enrollment in program and completeness of portfolio

 Longitudinal data collected over an average of 9.8 months (up to 15 months per learner)

 430 texts: written daily journals (87%), written narrative retells (13%), written film retells (9%), other assignments (4%)

 Coding process:

1. Identify past time contexts

2. Code all verbs in them for supplied morphology, then count only types (e.g., go, went, was, be = 4 types, regardless of how many times each form was supplied)

3. Identify all adverbials (adverbs, adverbial phrases, and conjunctions) and code for time, duration, frequency

4. Identify all RORs (82% Agreement Rate for two independent coders)

 Corpus for analysis:

103 RORs, 100 marked as RORs through single or dual adverbials, relative clauses, complement clauses, or because (only 3 of them not marked in any way as RORs):

- 40 unmarked for tense/aspect contrast (and no past perfect in them)

- 63 marked for tense/aspect contrast (66.7% with past perfect, 33.3% with other contrast tenses)

B. RESULTS
1. Communicative success in attempted RORs:

 17 ESL teachers judged RORs in questionnaire form (about 50 per teacher) as “YES” (good), “OK” (I prefer something else but I wouldn’t correct it), and “NO” (unacceptable)

 Even when no morphology was used to establish the tense/aspect contrast, the following types of marking were considered successul by the teachers: because... before, after, and last...
 Relative clauses and Complement clauses which contained RORs but weren’t marked with a morphology contrast were accepted less by teachers (“YES” only 50% and 42%, respectively).

2. Developmental progression in the acquisition of past perfect and effect of instruction:

(development = emergence; instruction = form-focused instruction with review)

+Past perfect = 10 learners

6 Instruction, then ROR, (then morphological contrast,) then past perfect

3 ROR & Past perfect, then instruction

1 ROR, then Past perfect, then Instruction

-Past perfect = 6 learners, in spite of instruction

2 produced ROR after instruction but did not produce past perfect

2 produced ROR before instruction, but remained at low past tense SOC (71% and 69%)

2 produced ROR and had stable past tense system, BUT no past perfect in spite of instruction

3. Developmental findings for acquisition of past perfect: see A. SUBSTANTIVE FINDINGS.
www.hodderplus.com/linguistics Published by Hodder Education © 2009 Lourdes Ortega and Mark Sawyer


