Bilingualism & SiEH

A Study of Bilingualism and Language Learning

1. Bilingualism
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bilingualism |z

I would define bilingualism as “demonstrated

ability to engage in communication via more

than one language.” This definition is careful
not to restrict bilingualism to any particular
level of “demonstrated ability” or to any par-
Indeed, this

definition strikes many people as being unduly

ticular kind of “communication.”

permissive, so much so that students have often
told me that “even they would be bilingual
under this definition.” It is important, howev-
er, to realize that under certain circumstances
people can be bilingual without knowing it,
just as many people can speak prose all their

lives without knowing it.(z)
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2. Speech
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If the child attempts to say the word “stand,”
he is likely to say something like [téen] in
which he drops out the /s/ in the initial /st/
cluster and drops out the /d/ in the final /nd/
cluster. If he attempts to say a word like
“flower,” he’s likely to say something like
“fower,” dropping out the liguid in the fricative-
liquid cluster. This sort of simplification is
found both in children with normal language
development and in children manifesting lan-
guage-delay, whether the delay results from
A child may

attempt to say the word “dog” and produce

hearing loss or other factors.

[da];he may attempt to produce the word
“can” and say [k"#]. Final consonant deletions
are particularly evident in very early child
speech and in the speech of certain language-

delayed children. @
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Particularly common are regressive assimila-
tions of consonant position or of nasality. For
instance, there is a regressive velar assimilation
which results in the production of [gok] for
“dag” or [gak] for “duck.” And there is a
regressive nasal assimilation process which
results in the production [nZ&m] for “lamb.”
All these assimilations result in a simplification
of the child’s output by reducing the total
number of different phonetic features which
are produced in any utterance.

For example, one of these processes referred
to as liquidation in Oller ‘and Kelly accounts
for the substitution of glides for the liquids [r]
and [1].
has heard some child attempt to say the word

For example, I am sure the reader

“rabbit” and produce something like “wabbit.”
Or the reader has heard a child attempt
“ladder,”

means of this liquidation process, the phonemic

producing instead “wadder.” By

elements [r], [1] and [w] are all collapsed or
merged into one category, a w-like glide, in

the child’s speech.(S)
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It can be concluded that as a rule childhood
phonological processes result in reduction in
the raw number of phonetic elements in the
child’s speech. The infrequent exceptions to
the rule can often be accounted for by nothing
that such processes may result in production
of preferred sequences. These preferred se-
quences can be independently determined by
examination of other processes which do re-
sult in reduction of the number of elements in

the child’s speech. ©

3. Construction
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The true grammatical relations which hold
among the words in a S are not expressed

directly in its surface structure.

The syntactic structure associated with a par-
ticular word is at variance with a general

pattern in the language.

Restrictions on a grammatical operation apply
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(a) John is eager to see.

(b) John is easy to see.

11T, John | sentence DEFETH

V) [EIREIZ see DEFETH D, L Lants(b)0d sentence

28T, John (3 superficial 7 F3FET deep subject

i3, to see Johh TH b, > Th) sentence I,

EWVnHE

AR LDTHD, DM construction A3 Ff
SEUB LR TH R EBbN D,

(a)> sentence |Z

What is easy for someone to see John.

(a) John told
(» John promised Bill to shovel the driveway.

Bill to shovel the driveway.
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(a)» sentence

NP,+V + NP,+to inf vb
assigns NP, as subject of the infinitive

verb.
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NP, + promise + NP, + to inf vb
assigns NP, as subject of the infinitive

verb.
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(a) John knew that he was going to win the race.

() He knew that John was going to win the race.
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Acquisition hierarchies of English Syntactic
structures that are of a higher level than
functors must be obtained. The presence of
such structures within an acquisition hierarchy
should make the relationship among items in a
group more apparent than they are now.

Effects of native language phonology and se-
mantics on second language acquisition must
be clarified along with the relationship of
these aspects of the acquisition of syntax in

a second language.®
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