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Abstract
Reconsideration of Ga/No Conversion Based on a Quantitative Analysis
Satoshi Nambu
Graduate student, Kobe Shoin Graduate School

The purpose of this article is first to verify the language change hypothesis of
Harada (1971), but also to identify the factors which affect GNC. Taking
advantage of previous research, | consider how potential factors affect GNC, and
clarify the degree of their effects on GNC based on a quantitative analysis. The
data used for this study comes from the Minutes of the Japanese Diet, and | use
cross tabulations and logistic regression. The statistical analysis clarifies not only
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which factors affect GNC, but also provides values allowing a comparison of the
degree of each effect. The result shows that there is an ongoing change in GNC—
as hypothesized by Harada (1971)—where the use of no is decreasing in favor of
ga. Finally the result shows that of 12 factors considered 9 have a statistically
significant effect on GNC: birth year of Diet member, adjacency, transitivity

restriction, animacy, predicate type, subject NP type, head noun, fo yuu/to no

clause, and no precedence environment.
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