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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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HHER, BRXEOERE, BERAZLAELRE, B3I
T—MARANINR: ¥50E. HHE. AN EHRAS T,
FREEFPRNAETFNALT; FRXFTELLHER
WET, BEEALAEMELAG ST, REFUR N E 0,
FAREFPNABTENUTZHA, HTHAERANE
Vg i RPEER, FEXHB — B BEHT. B THH
NRREFRRETARE, ¥ AWE, REXE, ML
RENEHFMEFENA S —RXR (URENBE¥S
B2 R F 2 CE Do

XEEH#BELS4FIEEXRE, CHETETEER
HETF 282X EH, BHPRRNGLA BT L+ 25T
REFAZEHEH KM, HRXBANENETEERA
BEEFLAG, REREBEEF RPN EREREAB RS —
Ko

AN, WEMLAFLR? Bk, RHEHE
BRTWE-—RERBENET, EHLZR, Bi—24
Kb BB AN E BTG, R — M AN T Ao iE
ARAEREER, BEEH,

KMNFEREANXERBEAHE — 5 H 550 FH ¥ %A
FONEAN; RMAFLECRRANER YR EE T EE S,
BEARATEMETHFT AR E NS RAE; RNF
2, ATEES, BE¥5RRETEL LN 45 &R A %
WAATH; RNFLE, BLEXEH, FEMEHFAME.
REFRAARRELEARE, ERAEFHT A,

WERKNMWEZ, TREAAEEER, RAXER
TENALEGHLER? RNEB, REARE-TAHANE
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WER, BB XEHFESAENER, BUARXRE £ —
=X T I

BRNBIFLEA—F, ANBEBANSERFRIETFS N
FEEFARRRGEERN, EREVBFAREZAUEETE,

EEEARITE, AAEIEEEF AKX EH, XiEE
EHR, REHMTEHMEXNER, CERGEE, T2
EENIIHTHEEX, THELHMAL2HENRE, &R
EERTAFER, ARENNES, HLEBENSOERSKA
AR, RTHARESTHAAFTE,

EEFERTE, RINAHTE -—BEFEH, FLET4A
W, AAR, 1957 FM A I RAZAH L2 ERIET ¥,
HA) % # & Chomsky; #H A#t, i85 48 H 2 X 3%,
EHAR, REEHARAAEBALTEA RN EFE, Y
EAE/—#,

KESNEHF, FRUEEMERLUT /AL TN, &
AAARGHFERERH, FEEE, A AU N HKEE
BEHZAR, FTE0E, ELNREXHEZRETE, ¥4
HARE, RENLE; AN ARBEFRRERZE, XFLEF
Bt ERRTEK, WHEEFAAL,

xS E, RNEHFH, AELRNENAE, &
MABEKHE, BUABRELTART . ¥ T%#, NG5
FESNAHER, FLESNAERFEE. RAT XA XE,
BREBMNETXKREWER,

EREXANXER, RNEFRFETTH X,

—7E, EHHE, RINK4L, X#F, KAREUEHT
B, BN RE —KZLEF, WA RK—FAIEBHEREZH,
BEFENABE YW ETE*RERZATNANEN, 2
XEHTHULAN, ERNEFTF. BERITERTAL¥H,
BMUNT £ %E; ¥, BXERLAAHFE, BIN4R
ATHXMEFEE,

A—7E, BNEFTEARALNELLERH, Bl 4
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TRABHEX R, A EFXHTESE, EEFPEAES
YEERMTEE, WFLERRTREBEL LS, AT H
W —Eh, AXETE-—RIKNHIFELRET -7 F
EEWIEM . B A P AR EEL, BREEZESH
E-TREMK, EFEEMBAEE &, —EHRFHEREL,
¥FEBE R

EERAXH, RNEBHEZHZENANBAEN, &
FERAHSAFEERMEK; RNEBEE50AME; BdEE
#ALEAXN, BRXABEAHBETR 2R, AREFTX
BET—RK, BHMBNOEEFHAR; BEEXRTRLSE
ARNHNMBRRNELHERAC, ¥—RETERNA
EEY, AR THERNHNETER, SRINW I EmLE
WEAMW. RNFHELEEN-—ARE, FINBEHE
o FZUE, SAHIMK,

e £
‘;Jh\

IR #H
HLARIF
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—. BEAEE

BERASEBERMARE, EWSEsSh WM, aEKbEL,
WRER—H, NBBULWE. BB HERWA, RERKFAEASH
R INGE, ERRERL I B RE, AEERABINNIES,

EE AR MER R L (ontogenetic development) , Il A Y 51l g 4
BE—H, A THHRERAEHRBRF. BEHE— % B EHE,
ATLIER, REAIESHT, maER; MEAAL KEYE; >
FRTHZSMB AR, MIEFRBERYE, MNE—Es A
HIFIE WM F KPS (babble), 21— % HBLS A 4], — % % 5= A4 7 g 4
&, BITHESHE, BEAEEBENEENE, RESMAH
ABEEBRENHBRNEARSHLR, BENERBRFE—BW,

BB RNERY R T A RS (species-specific ability), i& & &
—MEERNFERE, UL URES. Wid, A, EXETFER
G, BT REZALERFEN AT ZE, XM ERBRNGTE RS
AVFANTLAE BRI IE 2T B ofe 335 7 28 A 6 BR 938 41 FRL . AS5H
EHYHRNEEGESET ARG FERE R HGE,
M2 EHATN I, BAEMIEREBRINHY B LRGN, RE3
PEEHREUERT -~ RK AW MBEEREFAESHS (lin-
guistic sign), (HEMIRETLAEMLE, HERAS VMRS, B Xk
SUVEFZLRFMFNHB T LR R M ESH S WS, /|
BB LRE, BRUNBAANTH, ENARS B R M X 55452 ok
T3, XAREANIE N Y i A B A

BERAORBR—MERN ., REMNBEMR, URIBEHT “Who
did Tina meet?” i, 3% AE — N8 B m) A7), FRATT A9 K G 4 450 B
FH—RINEE . WE., A, 1B & ERE . A CIRE 2 20 1R
A RN MIESTER (phonological representation) . 1a] PN 2 ¥ i, (15
F (I did 2 do it 30) . WERIEX, WF:
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who: /mu/, BEFRGE, 8

did /did/ = /dw/+ 2 E£RX, BIizhid;
Tina: fine/, EH LA, EA;
meet /mit/, HiE, “BE7.

BEPAWREIERAEFET RN, MEFK (phone). & HFFIE
(phonetic feature) . B WHEMFRE, UAREBREMWTEER, BRIER
Hf s 7 (phoneme) . X BI4FME (distinctive feature), LA iX L4 1E
WA ETE®. BT IRICAEE FR LS, BHE Ak RER
(syntactic representation), 4 & ¥ f# ] 9 1) i8] 2 G H R K .
MEW, MAWMTHIEREX:

R
Spec c’
who2
C IP
did1
Spec I’
Tina
I VP
a N
Spec \%
A% NP
meet t2

KN EREERAXFENMERER, DMGAEEEE, MRAXEIRES
FWAHABRKES (v, V', VP; I, I', IP; N, N, NP) & X-fI
RIS LE MR, WIS AE XPEE—ESR X' M X HER
& (Specifier, B} Spec); #EH 2 X' 4K X ffhiE, EU LR
rRF, CHIMNER IP, 1HFMER VP, V AMER NP, BT X
FEBALAN, BN EA RAIBEFTOR, ENRIESNIEE TRIEZA,
FIELTHEIEZN, MARENERAERBENTBENEMNE,
AT L EAIERR, A REIEEERIA who BT if) 8] B A 4y B2 % R 3h 17 A4 2=
B, AR AFEENRN R x= A, Tina GF%) B x",
MEHEH, ARESEIKRBH—FMANSHRENE 2, R
NEFEAEEXMEREKR. ZWA (module) WLEH, 7T XA
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AHAZLBRFRAREMEN . SE=ZTFEMFERRTIEL, ME
AREE. WWHEHE S (vocalauditory channel) X @EHMIET, MAEMH&
MEFEENHETEER. XIRFME. TTERMNE, TLEEBUF
B MRAERBENRREIREEZ RN, B [FR]. WiR. A%, &
NEFREHINNGEH

EINMERSRES, PANMERESX—FEELNTS RS,
B—TEBE¥RBEXHIARBERE, YRESFFFALEFTC/ED
THYBERMHER, WREMGESHORGEIRE — S mAE, B
BERERNMNE-TFEMEEX AMEFRERE THBMIAR, Hit,
BERBMRBRTHESFAERBE N, WROHEE, #i¥. 18
LR, KRR, ARZEELRPLENNEE, A 21 e, &5
RBE BN ANFE2ER RN — N EES X,

Z. BEXKEiL (nativism) REEESHKEUNS

ARESHRENFERK? RN HESRANARE, SEK
WABERBHEZFT AR, NBEESEMRE, KNE A& —®iEs
FIR AR AL B E S W — e, B0, KIEMARSERSTE.
KAIFFE ., W2, HH . XATHERHFIES AR, HARNLEE AL
EEAMREH I ZES, WiEMRE . PSR, AT RS 8D 4 AL RS
Fo BAEY, AREMBRERA L REE, HPEBEHIESY
WHFEAE (linguistic universals), XE4FEME T ALKBESHWREA K E
MAEBILHKBIFARAR—, MREEAFEEHNIES HIRMILE,
PAMGOR £ fih HARE I AT BE, TR R NAEIE R . XFHE S KWt U
Chomsky N E KA MIBEE¥IRMWIES HKEW, MXFMWAE, LEXE
BIESIHE— (%] WOR, ME DRk, 2 HHE
FRESHHEABZLERBERBEESRENIRE, Bk—Bms, A
[(#£18 ] (acquisition) —iAltL A [2%: 3] (learning) B [ 18] K814
£

A, BEFRBHFAR-—MAAREZHN—FWE, HEiE
O AN RO B FEF AL R B, BB R AT/ 8 E X (behavior-
ism) WA, ARAJLEFEREGRARER, 28 4E 5 0440 %
(operant conditioning) X i&fk (reinforcement) MIKBIET ., LLFEIE R
B, /NEFES car XA, ATRERER T T R ATE X Rk Bt [ka:],
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RIGEAT, RBHRERARERN, RESBREER, #xA R 6NEDR
o B “Who did Tina meet?” X Fh )=t & 3E it FREHLH T B 8. LA
Skinner HRERATH EHILIAN, KE—MBESARREES—EF
NI, ARBREARBEEEARBEAENMBHREL, FHEX
B8 SR HIE B R 08 F LM (anti-mentalist), T & A AR 8145
WEOEREE, RIETEHAITEPLED, XHBALEREL
BHIESREFEL, EILEESHRIECHBIESE.
BRTIEE KRB MATHN E S, M ESREBHER, FASE=
M, XFAWAHAANKEAE EERINNEH, NEKSE X5
R AER, NMRBES. EXEANEH R —F LB
FRAMA KRS AN, WiRk—BAREE S, B, INBEEZE car
XNFAMERMAEE, HEE “who did Tina meet” X FE Y 7] 4] ) &
B, WE—ERBA . HEF . B, A9, KN ; BRI
FREST, ib/NEEREIE car X BT B3R, 6 1t B8 1 2 2 ) A0 B R
HEIEFRIAR .. B, FA. BIE. RS AFEDZDNZINRS
R AT, FAUHAEETREB T E. HXHWE, ML
iFI e B BE BN S5 4, AR A I XATAF B RAIE S MR, TR
—RARUR N RSB . AHOD ¥R Piaget MBS HBMNEERE T
KR AR, BFREAEN—F S W H A7 8L T
HBRAFTE, MERILEANNMERE T —ERBME, @550t R
MM T E 2 A RR IR, BEERBS5ANEREEFINEER,
Ml ELRT 3 UG 3 R St 5t o 7 33 7o L 20 49 2 2506 1) 0F 2 W6 2 A 60
REN SRS BRMEXRXRR, T, MEXYEBEER (ob-
ject permanence) HJIAIR, 5 b fIT4a7 B FF 46 5 F 3 1 2k A4 R AT Bk A B
Ro NWPMBHE—MEDRUEES —DEDWENMWES (nesting)
IWHIBE S, SMATAEAFHZ (embedding) 4 3%,
MNERBEHERBEREREEES IR, BIESARIEE FRE
SRR BORLE, HR W R R E M A M (modularity of mind)
M. %M Chomsky B, KMMiFL FRGHEM, kB2 %
ARG, MHERE, LHGENEREERES, §FEREHN
AL AT EBA AR, MEF— N TFREREIES., WRIESRE—
TRARE, BAE MRS MNGHIANERATE, BSHER
WMASER MBS IR AR MR M, IR ARG S 4 M
WA, MEBESRKEEREEANNE BN Y,
Fl6



AR ABIMTAAANESAEBRERRBESHNIR? XFTHERBRAE DK
—MIEM R Z HI ¥ L (the poverty of stimulus argument), A ZK78iE
BRI ERB—AE T KT REME 9B A8 (the logical problem of
language acquisition) , BAHHIE A& (Plato’s problem) ., &b, A
EESRBHIRTHIEINEHRARER,. B, REMN, AR
RIRBHRETREHNEFEEETN. NEAREEERE, K21
ffsRliE R, EERBARZHBER T AABT RN HIKBIES? Xk
HERRBERE -4 A—EAXRNESHRE BESHAEY
#HE,

BEERBRBASREZEMOAXHR, THUTHFREHA., Ly
W, RABERRBLEZEQRME LML, M “The man who lifted
the cat which the dog that chased the moues bit was a policeman” X%
BATHRAET=ZEXRTH, XMHATFIERSEISEIE KA
SMILERET . R, MEHBKRELEXRHE A, XRBT A
MABEERAXMENH AT LEAEN., KEBWIESHRTBITR
ZHER, BT AANTHIERGE, BERAH A EEA TS e,
mHEEEERFHAEEE. HIEIENX AGEHB “Tina wrote the po-
em”, “The poem was written by Tina”, EA®& “The book costs ten dol-
lars” #RR-GLM BT, M “* Ten dollars are cost by the book” ]
RAGEELN, R, AXBARAGEENIEE, £ESHKETER
HEBEAAGLEN, XREANILEESHERT, BRENMNETEEW
BRAEE, BA—BASEZYUENBROASIEENA T, HERW
B, AiITHX “ * Ten dollars are cost by the book” XFf A4 B4 FHy
BRI ? BRE —SARFE T LR MHANIES BN ZERER.,

—BRAANRWHERESRAERIES HR, MeEH—FH THIES
BRRGESFHEHRNEYXR, BES¥ERNP LIS ETIHYE
WIEW, MRS, BEREGMANASIEFRERILEES S
BB E KB E RS, REATHILEN U RIEENES, FEE
WIEMBREMNTE IR, BHBFRHUERESMIRINE, BF
WEFFHESMERNER, WiE S KB EHE LR E % 0Tk
FTILEET. B HUEHECEEWIESKEZHOBEMSN; R,
ILEEFHHRAEHEDESEILHRE,
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=, FEHEE

ABWIEE HEHEILEE S €K Helen Goodluck B, —MTTE
WE2ENRE, TRAESENNARBREILEES, KiEsH
W REE A S KA., EESETRXRTFAMAMESEN
W, EXHEENELZ, BRESSHLHY (BEFHR5ES
3%48) (Linguistic Theory and Language Acquisiton ) (1981 &, KA H
T2 i) —4, BILEBSHN—FAZMRIBENE,

& B Chomsky TR (paradigm) FRBIFEILEIET KE, N
FHEE XML, RINES R AR — M4, EF ML THEAAER
GG S, BN RIER . Ak, 1B DT E K SRS, —J7
WERSZIEA R T R BB, B — EEEIEE RS, UkER
EEEMNEJLEES R, ABXHE. Ak miE CRE SO
NBEBHER, AE%#® (Government Binding Theory) X ik &
A, WM ESEBNETBNE T —HBHF K (suprasegmental )
ik,

BRAEBERNIES KRiSHE, ABRRIEFTHEME, BT
WIESHWHLER, RESHEMN. Wi, BRTEBSERETES,
—BRABRAESRA SN NNEKR, B TRAESFHEL,
ABEREEE —ERBSFIR, MAEMARLELE,

LfNEE, F-ETREMES, £2. = W, AFEL
EEAARBAMEE N TE, EAEHRTABEMNNER, FLE
MREIILENEST N, BERASEHEREIBE-,

W ESEH5EFKE” ITRIBES S (linguistic compe-
tence) FIEZIFH (linguistic performance) XA B EZHE, N HIBE
A AR GEE. WiA, A, B0, HAHEFRETREER
258 R R,

HoF “BERLEMNEEB” A4 Roman Jakobson X FiEH KER
LB (discontinuity hypothesis) o I EE i LB, REIL
HERESRARRE, BAMIOAEEERESRRGEME, ZAUH L,
Ve H i T A AL I 2 3 UL 35 BN E 105 R A X S 0T B AR AR JL AT
& (feature geometry), RIEF REFEMASHEFTREA RNV ERE K.

wmoE HERNRBAMAE” MATHEICEH RS (Lexical Phonol-
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ogy) A XM KR, AN EHNEE T (inflection) BIRA
(derivation), AR LB BB ™ ¥ (productivity) %W €M H K E K,
— JLERFTIUEL TiREE KM (level ordering) HOIILELE L,
AEXRBABESHROEEM, 18500 B ENE & EEE T
EAXMEB, RSRAREN LB EEBRBMBILEEE, s
RIBESABEER KX,

FNE “AEKIKRE” AFREL, RIEPHERREN, TAT
XFFEE4 X HE (Principal Branching Direction) BB, UKRE X
FFi& (pro-drop) MR . BER=ZFEANS/PNERNAEEBER, EE&EIT
WTARB®W., Bahh. g, ShiEEEFRBRAE, REEITRR
TILERHEERA B EAIFEA, L KAIiEXE 31 (semantic bootstrap-
ping) B

BHE ‘A%, BXRBAH-PHER FEREBFANKE. £
EHEBNFAALHE (verb movement) WIABEAT, EAITIR T BIshEK
B, WAFXRWILEBEHIHE T ShEAMBH ST, b, & FIEN
ATHRER. EBSA., BHH ., AEFAEEFENRENE. &5,
RGRTLHFEREN —LHEPUR - LA XEZEERNIILEES
HE,

_BAE AL, BRREEFEIR NESARNBEERMAES
BRI (critical period) RITIBIEE AHE, IWMLR
PHERFREESRBABPHER. AENMBTSHREER (pa-
fa;n;t:,rsetting), FHEHBFERNM (subset principle) Z3 /M, MU
FILEES KBV ESZERE, Wi, EEFERTEEMNNKES
(motherese) FrREEMEEMFIEM. REWHR T AREHME (modu-
larity) M Praget X IAHI A BAIET KRR o

_BLEE BETANER” ERIESHRAISESTAZEMEER,
T'é‘:':l:':EH?5“3@@??%/%5&9@&*Wiggﬁjﬂ&ﬁxﬁﬁfﬁﬁfiﬂ
T ELIE B8 & AR o) ME % BT T — 266 F )L 48 1) T S W 9 SCRR
INHRHF 5381 (syntactic parsing) REXEHARE R A E. I+,
BAAT —EJLEAHEEELSWIEEEEHEE
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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. I 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
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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.

I 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
5 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.

I have been helped by comments from students 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. I am grateful to Philip Carpenter and his co-workers at Basil
Blackwell for their help, including their kind but persistent reminders about
deadlines.
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