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LANGUAGE ACQUISITION: INBORN OR SOCIALLY FOSTERED
CAPACITY OF HUMANS

One of the most distinguishing human characteristics is that only humans use language to
interact with each other. We use it as a tool, and a process to obtain something, a desirable result. If to
dig deeper into where human language comes from and how it happens that humans posses such
advantageous capacity, we come to the matter of language acquisition. There are various definitions of
language, many of them either specify or expand on the general rule that language is a means of
communication. However, there is no definition of language being explained through_its acquisition,
that is why we consider it to be of a great importance.

Language acquisition and the proportions of inborn and social input components in it is a
complicated issue. For centuries there was an argument whether a language is a social product or not.
Many socio-linguists state that language is a maturationally controlled behaviour. Therefore, children
learn the language being in a positive adequate environment. There are various proofs of children
learning proper language due to being in well-educated families, being taught well in kindergartens,
schools, etc. Also depending on which society a child lives in, he/she will imitate the language of the
surrounding he/she is exposed to: being born to a Ukrainian speaking family, but living in the US
would make English his/her first language too.

On the contrary to the social approach there are natiivist theories that reveal the innate
prerequisites to language acquisition. In 1965 Noam Chomsky revolutionized all the studies about
language acquisition, saying that children learn through their natural ability to organize the laws of
language. He introduced his theory about Language Acquisition Device (LAD), an inborn mechanism
that enables all children to guide their language learning [4, 57]. Chomsky has got a lot of adherents: —
M. Baker, C. Snow, E. Lomeberg and others,- who investigate some specific aspects of the theory:
LAD, inborn capabilities or Universal Grammar idea (the idea proposed by Chomsky, stating that all
languages have the same basic underlying structure that builds up each specific language’s rule pattern
[3, 6]). One thing all psycholinguists agree on is that the children are not only imitating language as if
they were parrots, but the learning processes are much more complex. They became aware that
language is rule-governed. Child language is never a haphazard conglomeration of random words.
Instead every child at each stage possesses a grammar with rules of its own, of course, simpler of those
of an adult [2, 127]. One of the most vivid studies proves that conclusion in the sphere of English
grammar. This is the field where many norm-based rules and generalizations can be realized. A 1,5-4
year old age group of children can serve to be examplarary in our argument. Our own study that
included observations and recording of children’s language includes various cases of the following use
of Past Simple Tense formation: " I had this game and I /osed my batteries, so I goed to the store and
buyed another one....", " I am crying because Nick faked my doll...", " ... don’t know how it
breaked...". Children know that people add -ed and thus form past relations. They don’t care whether
it is an ending or suffix, what lexico — grammatical role it plays or whether it is correct to use it in all
contexts or not. Their own observations and imitations serve as assumptive rules for their own
language and not until they are corrected on each example basis do they learn to speak properly. So
children appear to be "small linguists" that rule-guide their own speech.

Even though it is not a question of innateness any more, but there is a discussion on what
exactly is innate. Content approach supporters believe that children inherently contain a blueprint for
language, that is they have a universal framework imprinted in their brains. Process approach
followers think that children are geared to processing linguistic data, having a special cognitive ability
to analyze and utilize it.

All of the scientific studies done in the recent decade prove about the innate component in
language composition and we definitely agree on it being a core stem of the language acquisition
process. Unlike some scholars, we don’t want to diminish or deny the social influence in that process
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either, implying that social factor directs the speed, way and effectiveness of child’s language
acquisition. Keeping this unified idea in mind, it is easier to look at the example of a Ukrainian child
learning English in the English environment as another first language. The role of a surrounding puts a
child into two-language exposition, with fluent English prevailing. At the same time, a child has
inborn universal capacity to comprehend and rule-govern a language, no matter whether the actual
codes.. are of English or Ukrainian language. Code- switching is a variation of some speech elements
within one language or a couple of languages [2, 120; 1, 564]. The other proof of the social element
being of a vital importance in language acquisition is a sequence of several milestones of language
development and is coherent with the biological and psychological development spheres. That means
that language acquisition doesn’t end in childhood, it is an ongoing process that doesn’t end, even
though the foundation is established by puberty. This is at he same time the most productive time to
learn a language, including a foreign language. This is the age period when the acquisitive functions of
the brain work most effectively. We, as teachers of English as a foreign language, should always keep
this in mind and use advice of psycholinguists on language acquisition as a guidance in the teaching.
Having analyzed numerous ideas and theories about various acquisition studies we came to a
resolution that the way and stage when humans acquire language is one of the most important ones in
individual’s language study. Keeping in mind that personal language of each language bearer greatly
depends on the acquisition process, we derived a conclusion that it should not be neglected in the
definition of the language. Therefore, language definition through its acquisition is suggested to be the
following: Language is a system of human communication, acquired through innate rule-governed
processes, influenced and shaped by social, psychological and various external factors.
References
1. Clark V., Escholz P., Rosa A.Language: Readings in Language and Culture. — Boston: St.Martin’s,
1998. — 788p.

2. Aitchison J. Linguisitcs. — Boston: McGrew Hill, 1999. — 245p.

3. Piker S., Language Acquisition//An Invitation to Cognitive Science. —2004.- No 1. — P 2-14.

4. Villers J.Language Acquisition Device//Gale Encyclopedia of Childhood and Adolescence. — 2004.- P
54-58.
Davidoff L. Introduction to Psychology. — Boston: McGrew Hill Inc. — 1987. — 874p.
6. Crystal D. The Cambridge Encyclopedia of the English Language.- NYC: Cambridge University Press.

-1996.- 489 p.

(9]

Anacmacia Amuwyk
Hayk. KepigHux — ooy. M.I1. Pesyyvkuii

3APO/’KEHHA I PO3BUTOK I'PADITI

VY crarti aBTOpKa MOKa3ye MpPOLEC 3apOPKEHHs, CTAHOBICHHS Ta PO3BHTKY "BYIUYHOrO"
MUCTENTBa — rpadiri

Baxxko moBiputu, mo mepmi rpaditi — Hanumcu (Bin itamiiicekoro graffiare — nmpsamati) B
MEPBUHHOMY 3HAuUCHHI CATUPUYHOTO 1 KapUKaTypHOTO XapakTepy Oynu BHUSBICHI Ha aHTHYHHUX
nam’ATKax i cTapojaBHbOMY mnocymi. SIk mposiB "Hu3bKoi" TBOpUoCTi "rpadiri” 3amikaBuio 6aratbox
XYIOKHUKIB, KOTPi MParHyJin 3BUIBHUTHUCS BiJ] yMOBHOCTeMH Ta crepeotunis. CiioBo "pok" (B 3HaUeHHI
"nons"), HakpecieHe no-rpeusku Ha cTiHi Cobopy [lapusbkoi boromarepi, miamroBxuyno Bikropa
['foro Ha HanMCaHHs 3HAMEHUTOTO POMaHy.

Ane cporomHi rpadiTi acoLiIOETbCA B IMEpIIy UYEpry 3 aJIbTEPHATUBHOIO (POPMOIO BYIMYHOI
KYJIBTYPH.

Tepmin "rpadiri” 3acTocoByeThCs AMsl Kiacudikalii, Sk MpaBHUi0, 3a00pOHEHOr0 3aKOHOM BUIY
MHCTELTBA, B PAMKax SKOTO POOJSATHCS CIPOOH BCTAHOBUTH PI3HOBUA 3B’SA3HOI KOMITO3WIII UIIXOM
MOEAHAHHS MAJIOHKIB 1 HAAMKCIB, KOTPI CTBOPIOIOTHCS IHAMBIAyaldbHO a00 rpynaMH Ha CTiHAaX 4u
IHIIMX MOBEPXOHB Bi3yalbHO JOCTYIHHX ITyOIiL.

I'paditi MOXKYTh IPEACTABIATH COOOI0 HANMPOCTINII MalIOHKK Y HAAIKCH, aie 3a3BUYail me
JOBOJIi CKJIaJHI MOHOXPOMHI a00 MYJIBTHKOJIBOPOBI KOMMO3ULil. ABTOpiB rpadiri Ha3UBAIOThH
"nuceMenHuKkaMu". Yomy He xynoxHukamu? CrpaBa B TOMY, 110 KOpiHHS rpadiTi KPHIOTBCS caMe B
HaNMCaHHI CIIiB Ha MOBEPXOHb, Tail He BCi rpadiri BukoHaHi (apbamu. CriodaTky B Xia Huum Bci
MiApYy4Hi 3ac00H, MOYMHAIOUM BiAg Joporux ¢apd i 3aKiHIyIUM OJNIBISMH, KpEHI0I0, HOXKAMH 1 T.JI.
HagiTp nanbiem pyku MoxkHa Oyo HanucaTh rpaditi Ha OpyJHOMY BiKHi.

IcHye Bepcis, MmO MiATPUMaiX PO3BUTOK BYIMYHHX 300pakeHb MiANPHEMIIMBI TOPTOBL
HApKOTHKaMH, KOTPi 3a JOMOMOIOI0 MaJIOHKIB 1 3alM(poOBaHUX HAAIMUCIB, Hi PO LIO HE TOBOPSUHX
noJinii, Hi BUNIAJIKOBUM I1E€PEX0KUM, TIOBIIOMIISUTH MiAITKaM Micie MpoAaxy "TpaBu", LiHW Ta iHLIE.
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