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Preface by Halliday

Foreign Language Teaching & Research Press is to be congratulated
on its initiative in making these publications in linguistics available to
foreign language teachers and postgraduate students of linguistics in China.

The books are a representative selection of up-to-date writings on the
most important branches of linguistic studies, by scholars who are
recognized as leading authorities in their fields.

The availability of such a broad range of materials in linguistics will
greatly help individual teachers and students to build up their own
knowledge and understanding of the subject. At the same time, it will also
contribute to the development of linguistics as a discipline in Chinese
universities and colleges, helping to overcome the divisions into “English
linguistics”, “Chinese linguistics” and so on which hinder the progress of
linguistics as a unified science.

The series is to be highly commended for what it offers to all those
wanting to gain insight into the nature of language, whether from a
theoretical point of view or in application to their professional activities as
language teachers. It is being launched at a time when there are increasing
opportunities in China for pursuing linguistic studies, and I am confident

that it will succeed in meeting these new requirements.

M. A.K. Halliday
Emeritus Professor

University of Sydney
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NEX, BRXEE MY, BERTA B2 RE, BN
TR AAMAL . FHE, HAE. AIBEOAST;
HREEFMNRAEETFWNASLT,; FRXFTEBLLHERK
wE57, BEFHLAMBELELS T, REFUR I T &,
FIEEFMUABEEFHNELAZHA, W THEANEFRIANE

WHy R BEEA, FXHB M EHKIT, AT HEH
PEREFRHZITEBEE, ¥ AWE, REKE, K1N# L
KENBEHHFMEFENAF —R R (UREHNEFFS
BLHE & ¥ XD

XEEHBYE SAMAEAXEE, BHETEEEER
REBTEF20 M0 FR, IR/BRERNEELE A XL X H®
FREFRRZEKEH RN, BREFANERNIETFENA
BEFAY, XERBEE ¥ RN EHZRZB R TS —
Ko

RNEZAHFM, WEF2FER? ERU K, ZHEBEHF
WA THE-—ZFHAFTHNET, L2, #E—FFH
kg b E AT E A, BB S — RANE T H X IE
HRHEREEL, BREE,

BRMNAFZRXANXERKA* —FHEH M EHFRENH

FHERHN; BNFLERANERLIRAIEETFE®.
BERRTEMEZTHF T EREFTERNRERIE; RNAF
2, ATRXEH, BEsFS5NAETEL LA &R FA
HATTH; RNAFZ, EdExEH, FFMERTAHE,
KiEFRARRELEIRE, ERETHYT KXo

UMERBRNMWEZ, TREAN  AEHFEFR, IAXER
TEWNAHBEHMLER? RNA, REAXE-—TAHARMNE
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WER, X EFAATHENERN, BiLARE £E—
23

BNBITFLA—H, AVYEBAWSELZEREETFEN
AEEFARAREREERY, ERELBREZALEEFF.

EEEHRIE, FAELIRNEEFEAREH, RiEE
ERR, TEHTEMEXNET, CERGEEE, TEN
EEN #THREENL, THETFTHA L2 HEHN KR, &HiE
TERHFAFEHN, EXRERNRES, LBEHEFNAS0 FRHEA
A, KTTHHARBRESTHASARE,

EEFERLTE, RNTHFE -—LFrEN, FLT AL
W, AR, 1957 FM AT RA LA 2 ERE T F,
#4446 # & Chomsky; 8 A#t, 5 4B # 4 X Lg%,
AHEAR, BEEHARRAELT EZARBFEF X, EHF
ETEB R,

RESEHF, FREFEEHEZLAFERREN. &
AUIREHRFRETH, FEEE, WHAUIHFER
MEHRME, FEOiE, AWM RXHEIFEE, FEF
HA&, EENLE; BT AR ERARERAZE, dF4£F
LA ERTEK, WHEFREAL,

TRx kg E, RNEAHe, AERNENLRAA, £
AAoBEK#H, BEUFARLTART . ¥ T HK#, RINAFS
EESNEHER, BLESNARER RAXINME,
HARBMETKEHER,

ERBINXER, RNEFBFEBTTH X,

— 7w, ExHH, KMke, k#H, KAREKMEFW
B, ENTHE —XZ5, tFRAR—FXABEREZH,
EEFENAEEFNETHFBAERZEATRANEMN, 2
X¥EHTHFALEM, EHEFF. BEFRUERFTXNEH,
RINMBANT EE; AHE¥, EXFALHAHFR, RMb&
B THRMERFENSE,

A—FH, BENEETEA AN E LT LR, i+ 4
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FHALEFRX T, AREFRTER. BEEFPMUAES
FEEFRFEE, VFFERRXRTREBELLHE. HT B
el —&zh, AXEFE-—FFARNTFEFELXET T F
EHNSEMH. PP AEERmEe, BEREAESA
E-TRuEmf, sHERMHEE &, —THFFKE,
FEE L

EERAXH, BNARZHFZRAOANRANAEN, &
EAMHLAFEEMAR; RNEEFFSHAME;, EdiEF
#AKAX N, BXIBEE#BERELR; AHET X
BET—RK, #BEMNGUEXFHRER; BFXARTRER
ERMNEAMRMEANETLINERAC, ¥— L ETFPELA
EEY, AR THEREMNWEFTER, d&MNWITERELE
HWEAMNSH, KNAHELEELN-ATEH, FINETHE
B HXUE, SHHK
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il

—. IBE AR
EEREASAERMAR. EWSES KA, BEKPHF L,
WRER -, ARBURE EMEHEFHA, RERKTAASH
IR IAEE , #RRE AL FE R Bl AT B AR R TE T o
1B S ABRTE MEM & (ontogenetic development), 1A K 51 B9 A
RE—F, A - THWHREMMEMKBERF . B&iEL % e,
AREINIES, REAVS%T, aER; NELARSKEN; L
R T2 S B R ERAERIE, SRS RIERE, MM REY A
LG MERE & A (babble), 29— % i BL8 I 4], — % 2 7 A i /9 41
&, BT RS e, CREAERBEAFEZAR RE8 A
ATE S R AH B BARES [|) 2547 22 5, (A A AR —3 .
EE NN FPETEEA BIEE S (species-specific ability) . 15 & A2
—PMEENFSRE, UFELLAESE . Wid, A%k, EXEFEFR
g, BT REZNEQ RN AT L/, XMZRKETS RE
HEUFATAAEBRAIE R F Bk R MR LR EDRMIRE. AS5H
EHPMHREN F R EE T ARMEHIE-IHFS RERHETINHE,
mE Har ik, &BEETIEE S R s B &EFRERGE . RED
WG SR EUEY 7 A K AW nRBERESHESHS (lin-
guistic sign) , HENRER AL IR Ay, (3 RE F I @8, RPffiixX
FEHYETZEREFHNRHE T8 - HLAMESHSHREN, A
ML, R A AT, BENAS AR X AT S kit
B, XA EAIE Y R A B
IEERERB—RMERN . REMBERR. URIEST “Who
did Tina meet?” A, 2P IXAE— A 8 m] A), FRATT Y K ik 40 200 L
F-RVNESE . M AL TR XSE A IRE . WIS 2 4 4
A AR B IE S AL (phonological representation) | i8] PN 55 44 A% # 1
#£ (W did 2 do wyid £50) . WK KIE X, T
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who: /huy/, BERMCIE], $5 A

did: /did/ = /du:/ + 33 230, Bhghia);
Tina: Mime/, TH LI, FEN;
meet : /miit/, s, “#lF W,

IEE A RIKIER A EE T LA, MFB (phone) . & &1L
(phonetic feature) ., F &M EFIRE, UASBEREMER, PEiER
Bt %7 (phoneme) . X HI4FME (distinctive feature), DA S iX $FFAE
R BLAEE &2 . B T ENC AR & RR LS, B AU ) kR ks
(syntactic representation), A RE B 7] P a2 T H Rk,
AL, A G0 R Rk

CP

Spec /\C
who2 N\
G 1P
didl N
Spec I
Tina
|

VP
tl yd LY
Spec Y
N
\Y NP

meet t2

KA E e 2 MX AR Ak Rk, LA mkiaek, B2 R HES
W ERES (v, V', VP; 1, ', IP; N, N', NP) K& X-fT
FFEEE AT R E R 20 B ANl XP FE SR — )2 0 8 XOH XTI 48 7R
17 (Specifier, B&A Spec); fE25 )2 X' XA X fikbiE . VL EHE
kA, CHFMESRN 1P, 1 HFMER VP, V #hEE NP, BR X
AL RRALAL, RN EA AR BT R, BB ShiE B TR Z AT,
FikFIREZA, MHRENERINERZSUTFTBE 20 EME,
AT ERIEGER, A REREE N iA] who BT i [a) & 5 63 BR A A Bl i) fG 52
W, AR AFHMD BB x= A, Tina (id %) B <",
MR, ABEBEBSHEIRKG —FANASHRENE M, &
NAETEAEXMZREK., ZH4 (module) MWLM, BT XF4
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AR TRBEEWEAN . oL = HERFIEFRIES, R
ANHFEE . TR B A (vocalauditory channel) RAEMIES, miEH&
MEAENMHETEER. XHIFFE. §FRUHNIE, TREBUT
B MEERMENRREFNER RN, BE [(BR]. W9, 0. F
T RGNS

N A RERS, PANMERESX-FEERNTS RS,
T HRHEFREXAARBRRE. YIS FERXAXESCHED
CHYREW AR A, mRKIIXE SRR GRERE — 5w e, M
BERERNE - TFEMEE X AMERERA THBEMAN., Hitk,
SRR TXETF A ERE L, R OHE, %, 118
PLBL S . KRR . AR eiEm 8, £ A 21 thee, EF
AT C BN 2E B AROAR) — D EE %

Z. IBsX®it (nativism) RETE=SHREWS

NI 5 R R Bk 7 Sk il & R A AR, 15
AAA KEIE S MR, BN /E S AErei R, KNS & s
FURR 51 g Ak R E S L flan, KERERARESCH TR
KCHIFFAE . 1026 . WA . X-FLAF RS A58 5 58, HARE b A A K
WS T AT AT REE B R 22 00, A0 b o R L ) AR A 0 U g R RS
oo AR, ANMNTER)RR RS R E ik, KA i & fiE 5
#HFFAE (linguistic universals), XSEFEIEHUE T AEIE F 19 3L A 3 K.
AL R RF AR AR — B, M EMA FEriES I MILE,
VLMK 3 ik H AR TR B9 A RE, NI & RE N fE TR i . X PR iE S K IWie J2 LA
Chomsky N B A BUE R FIR MG SR, NXFWREE, JLEE
BiHEIHE- [#0] R, m2 - KkanfrsEl. s A5
PRIE S MBI ZEETE R ERE RS R, Bt —&ms, H
[#£1% ] (acquisition) — i LA [2%¢2)] (learning) = [ ] k1G4

PSR, EEIFRIE AR A HREZ W R, 7518
7 WEFE AN FG B A B LS B R B), AR IR IATAT M E X (behavior-
ism) WA W, WL E R MR, 285 #8205 5 10 1 40 i
(operant conditioning) M3 b (reinforcement) Mi3RG1E & Lol N
B, /NMZ2FE Ly car XA, ATREA WY K AR X AR RS 3L [ ka:],
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RIGHES, BLABEE AR T, sEAm RIS, X4 RS 25k
fk.. 1% “Who did Tina meet?” X&)t 2@ o FIAEVLH T E/8. U
Skinner HAEMITHEXHIEIN N, KB -MEFTUAREFE—ElT
Fp I, AN AR A BEARBEAERMEHREX, THEX
WIiE S RIS R OE XA (anti-mentalist), B & A AN HI4SS
O BB, RATE FREATIE & F R, X RO Tk R
HEHIESHRBEYE, AILEESMHRPCHTIIREE .

B TS KIS AT b E A, HXNEF KRB MR, &A% =
PO, RS B AN RO KA 8 NS, NEIR SR X s g
WA M B p g E R, MRS IE S . HiX A A —E iR
B OARGEIRA (B SR, TR AN RE ). B, NEEAEE car
XA E B AR, BER “who did Tina meet” X # [n] 7] 4] 5
o, WE—EMHER . HER . S H. KRR SR EIA
FNRE 1, L/ EEREAE car X BT B ia], {54 ] RE 1 2 3 W] 4] AR AR
WEIFARE . B8, HER. BEEE . SN AIER O 2 /N BN RS
AR TR, AU E S KA T, XM WE, MK
Hii %) 46 B B N g5 4, IR AR E W XFDAF FOE AR IR S AR, TR
— RN H U B L ARG 2R R Piaget MiIEF KRG EERE T
XFP AL . Ik, EEREIEN R ARSI RE S IFAEE R L
ARTAEE, TRIJLEN RS T — & AN B, #id5% Wit 7
) 42 fk 1T 52 A0 AR R I DhRE, IBS RB SINMARAE RV LR,
17 LT & LA Rtk SR A o 5 X Pl W R 1) °F 3 1] T A 9 R 28 A R
RESI SRS TE FRE I ORI R, A, DEMIEEENE (ob-
ject permanence) HJIAYL, 5 {1 4a] B I 46 4 B 22 7 T 2k 193] AT BB A BX
F., XW/PNEH - DESDBRHEELSD —DEDHFEHNNES (nesting)
IWHIBES), ST T A4 (embedding) H K.

NEK IR ) B B B B B & il S MR, RIS KWt S ER%S
RO B AR, Hh W RO R YE (modularity of mind)
0] &, #% 88 Chomsky MIFE L, KIBHITFEZ FRGEHM, WAFRR 2K
ARMERGE . TRARS . S GUMHEEEERESE, S TRAEW
HAJZN AT REBA A, MHP P FRERLET. WRIEFRZ—
A IS, A4 R ST B IN RSt A, 1B 5 K1
WAL R BTE & AR A, AR, a0 RASARGAIE 5 BB 4 5R
ThERE, MaES KRE MBI AR — 13,
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FoAt 236 TA A AT A K AT S K i S R X 7 T s 1/

‘/H
1315

AN REn G = R (the poverty of stimulus argument ) , N 3K 1
G B e A IS RS T BT Y 2 4 MR (the logical problem of
language acquisition) , s AL M B (Plato’s problem) . faf e, A
(038 5 A 00 R b BT A B A R A S AT R AR R, A
APRBIIE G RAENERE Fwm. NEARERERE., REIMT
T ESIHE T . EIERIB AT Z N oL T A/\%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ]ﬂﬁﬁkyl& EREBtY:
F R LURETS e . A8 1 KIIIE 5 Jil s Bif 5 K158
ik
B AR A A S 2 R AR RR, AT RTRA R B ey
L, WA TEAREAL P 2 E A 0 & A )5, W " The man who lifted
the cat which the dog that chased the moues bit was a policeman™ X >4
PR T SRBXRFN, X RN R A L2 xH MAE KA
PLEMIE S b SR, AINMEA AR X P R R, X R TN
fi y b 2 52 A ) U RE T OF A58 0ok (LI RE. RIS B3 &5 L o 9%
Z SR, ] ATTH B UE AR A RS ) Ak
i HLE AL B 1 AS A ik Bl S0 1 NRE FIBT “Tina wrote the po-
em”™, “The poem was written by Tina”, LA “The book costs ten dol-
lars” #BJE LM BB F, i * * Ten dollars are cost by the book” 4l
AL RifT, A R GREEE, fEiE S R AR
HUESEAANAAAER o X LIS S A R, BRAE/DZE R
BRGNS 2 Lol B NME A Gk e ) o BRI
I, A4 6 % Ten dollars are cost by the book” X Fh A 5 1 0] F 10
AL T A7 B SR A — S A e 1 28 5 [ﬁﬁﬁﬁ"ﬁﬁ%]‘? ) 7 R A
SR BB AR S L K SRR, s RB#E — & TR K
R Sk EFHEENEY X R IBEFHEIERN CP oL {fE % AE T 4R
WA, R S RS R R A FRERIILEER D
B B ) KB il v e A, K TR L A Ao fer DLE R RS A AL, R HE
brif fh Rk RN AR L. MMM R ML E RIEF MR AR, JA
b il Ao 151&3’3% AN TE R, B KA U 5T B e O i ] A B
FILEiE S S RIS AR i 5 KR B M AT [RlAE,
JLEE 5 R K RRHESNE S ISR AR
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=, xEHEE

ABVEHE MEEILEIE H % K Helen Goodluck ##, — i 7+ i}
Wik F IR IEIE &, KRR S A A0 R LE & iR S A
IE I R A EE S AR BT . MR E AR OC R T ) Al gl il #h 1 25 H
ks, X FHEMLEEZ. WYESSHRIEH GEE eIt 5iIES
1Y (Linguistic Theory and Language Acquisiton) (1981 4F, FRE H
et st ) — 85, JRILE RS0 AR g 0

A B AR Chomsky BB (paradigm) KBF50JL#EIR 5 AR, A
Wi s Rie, AKNEF &KW — DM8H, E4 07 TR0 &R
BASHTES BIPAGET . Bk B S A SCER I, —
HEIR S IE A R BT R B B B L Dy Jy OGRS R, DL R
W EAE LR S T a R B A B AR R) Ak A SR ) SCRR
TABEER, HEAMIE (Government Binding Theory) K i iRt ify
RS TISIBEE RSN E TR AE T B F B (suprasegmental )
Mg

BEAR A RERE S KBt , ABARIE S, WAL
il AR E R, RESIMK . AN, BR TSN ERAT RS,

AN SRR TR S RE U S A RN RE T B EK R L il TR R R
AP ER & A —ERE T A, X RE R AU LB

Ryt E, F-ming Ay, $ = S W, R&EL
LS AR KA O 8, BN ST AA IR £, L
WEFEILERE ST 0. RA 2% 1 E Lk %

B I EYESESEHRMAT TIEE F S (linguistic compe-
tence) FE H 174 (linguistic performance) X 41 & B &, Gk
M5 /Ay GEE . e . w)ik o 18 0, IR E S RS e e PR
% 5 ]

H R CIEHREMNKMST A4 Roman Jakobson % 1B ¥ & M
IF i 2B (discontinuity hypothesis) o I aof 52 1) 158 1, R4 L
FRE SMAARE, BTN AEEEREZHRGENE, 2B 6 2y
& LB 7 A B 22 S DL B ol 3 09 3 8 o R 3 B 9 R iE L]
It (feature geometry), 58 & R 27 B0 & RIS 0F 98 69 & 21

BN W AR N T R F (Lexical Phonol-

F I8



ogy) A XK HIE LN A A, TA A #4 1E) KON JE JE AT (inflection) =R 4=
(derivation), VAR HLW (9 BE 7= M (productivity) 52 W € K A 19 )2 X,
i — 26 )L BEMFIEUESE 7 iRk 2 KM (level ordering) EoOHEBLE & X,
A A O R B O 5 WE AT 00 E S, 4 b S R T R A T
EAMES, LM EIEN - LRI LEERE, Y
IR EA B EE A K,

PR AR ARERE, RAIBRMAR KRR, 48T
XF FE X A (Principal Branching Direction) B8, LKA X
LT FilE (pro-drop) MBI . B K = FEARL/NEZH AL TER, fEHV
IS TR, gahhy. B a) . shiaMESRGRAAE . KIGEVTE
TILEREMIEER SRR EH, U E X3 31 (semantic bootstrap-
ping) R,

FHHE R BEXRBEAH -PERRT FEREEWRSG. F
HEE A AN RS (verb movement) M)A HT, B AALHE T Bhahial )
HAG, AANA XK ILEIERGHIE [ 3hia 688 0 50 8. B oh, if A B A
M7 EEW . REEEBY I . B AR BR A ARG UE AT . RS,
REEIR TSR] A B R B A — S DL K — S B R AR L B s S
AR

FANE CUAH, AEHIEF G NES RKENEEM G S K
58I (critical period) RiTISW S ARE, M 7 HZ H8ie, ik
W MR TR TR SRR MER . AENHE T SHEREHRIE (pa-
rameter setting), FH#EH FER N (subset principle) %] 5, LU
FILEE S R ESER S, o, fE&E N 7R EX /N ZIE S
(motherese) AT REAS I IE WA T /E R Ba vhie 7 AR AL (modu-
larity) & Praget XTINHUK & AUE 5 & & 090 5 .

BLAE “IBSEITANKE MRS DSIESITNZEN LR,
e THMAER T, ILEALR PRES T A EEARE T L
AT B IE G RR L MR R - 2 O LB P R R SR 1Y) STRK
N AT 2y M (syntactic parsing) R HXLEHM B H N EE A,
AT S L B Kb PR A A R R A PR
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Preface and Acknowledgements

This book is intended as a text in language acquisition for use in linguistics
departments and courses in cognitive science. | have used various versions of
the manuscript over the past few years as the basic text in an undergraduate
introduction to language acquisition, and as background reading in graduate-
level courses. The book is subtitled ‘a linguistic introduction’ because it
focuses on the acquisition of aspects of linguistic knowledge that are of central
interest to theoretical linguists: phonology, morphology, syntax and seman-
tics. The prerequisites for the undergraduate course in which I use this book
are a one-term course in syntax and a one-term course in phonology. A back-
ground of this kind will certainly make the book easier for the reader and will
make him or her more capable of reading critically. However, I have tried to
include enough basic detail to make the book usable for those without that
background. Undergraduate students from psychology and computer science
have sometimes taken the course for which I use the book as a text without
the prerequisites and with great success. Introductory and semi-introductory
texts that may be useful to the reader without a background are, for syntax,
Cook (1988), Radford (1988a), Van Riemsdijk and Williams (1986) and Sells
(1985); for phonology, Halle and Clements (1983) and Goldsmith (1990);
and for morphology, Jensen (1990). Kempson (1977) and Fodor (1977) are
clearly written elementary semantics texts. They do not deal with recent
developments in semantic theory, but the background they provide covers
most of the semantics-related topics in this text.

Language acquisition, broadly defined, covers far more than the topics in
this book. Little or no attention is paid here to the role of language in the
child’s development of other skills: social skills, reasoning skills, mathematical
skills, etc. None the less, the book may be useful to specialists in such fields
who want to get a sense of what the child has achieved at the level of core
areas of linguistic knowledge at a given point. That said, it has to be added
that it is scarcely possible to write a comprehensive sketch of the childhood
development of knowledge in core areas of language structure. In the fol-
lowing chapters the reader is introduced to the ‘logical problem of language
acquisition’, the ‘projection problem’, the ‘no negative evidence problem’, etc.
To these we might add the ‘yawning gap’ problem: namely, that there is in
general a large disparity between the level of detail provided by linguistic
theory in the description of adult languages and that provided in language

F20



Preface and Acknowledgements

acquisition studies of the development of that adult knowledge. So it is easy
in teaching a class or writing a text on language acquisition to find oneself
stopped short when it comes to saying how the facts of this or that linguistic
analysis relate to children’s linguistic behaviour; the detailed, theoretically
well-informed studies of language development very often are just not there.
There is no way around this problem (apart from giving up) other than to
work harder at using the insights of linguistic theory to model and study the
development of language. Many recent studies have done just this with con-
siderable success, and it is such studies that I have placed some special
emphasis on in the text.

[ have been writing this book at an average speed of one chapter per year
for about as many years as there are chapters: so some chapters will seem
more in tune with this or that (once or still) hot topic in the particular area(s)
dealt with in the chapter than others. Chapters 2 and 3 are of about 1984-5
vintage, with some revision in both; chapter 7 was written in 1987; chapter
S was written in 1990; and the remainder were written — and often substan-
tially rewritten — on and off between 1983 and 1990. It is easy to see new and
potentially interesting directions in each area; for example, the last couple of
years have seen quite a spate of new discussion, pertinent to the topics in
chapter 7, of the interaction of pragmatic and discourse knowledge with early
stages of syntactic processing. However, my impression is that there are no
new results so basic that they do away with or solve the problems and
questions discussed in that chapter or, indeed, any other.

[ have been helped by comments from studenrs in classes in which I used
the manuscript text, as well as comments from colleagues who read longer
and shorter stretches of the manuscript at various stages — Patrick Griffiths,
Paul Hirschbiihler, Ann Laubstein, Geoff Leech, Doug Pulleyblank and Peter
Schreiber — and those of a reviewer from Basil Blackwell. Janet Fodor, Tom
Roeper and Larry Solan provided a great deal of help by way of encourage-
ment and realism. And numerous others provided stimulation and infor-
mation. | am grateful to Philip Carpenter and his co-workers at Basil
Blackwell for their help, including their kind but persistent reminders about
deadlines.

H. G.



