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Acquisition of English sounds by

Japanese child

Okuda, Sachiko

1. BHIC

1970 ERZHLICLTEREZE -FE L) L729ROFFRERNRE LIFAESKEELB
Thbh, FRICFIEREBAICLIZEFELHSE L2) ET2FERIIOVTHHEIEA
T&7, L2LEEZL2L LCEBBTATHOETHEMEICHET AR IZELE+STHS LI
Wz W, Ellis (1994 : 333) i3 ’As Leather and James (1991) conclude in their detailed survey
of studies of L2 speech acquisition, only ‘preliminary results’ are available.” & 38 X T\ 5, L 7z
PoTEEBICETAMRIICALL D FLELELINATNS,

loup & Weinberger (1987 :xiii) ¥, FEEIZL > CTHEISEE (interlanguage) (2B HHEE
NRLRD, 72824, 160/, s/, 13/D3/,2/ Lo TBEEZONDLZDELEN? L2
F 87 T &£ ?D developmental process 238 Z 5 %, %EdH 5E 1213 L2242 H # 5% developmental
B X D b transfer ZiF ey, EORE, HILVEORRP L2EEFEZEICL > TEEINLI DR ED X
) R RBROBENE 727 SAHL LI LTS,

AR TIIEHRDORETLLE LTOEFRZERHPOSRIBADWHRKE W ARIZEDL I, £
LTEDREENS (native speaker) WOBEBBET P2 RABHTAIE2EELE L. T

AYAFEEFDO6 AAMICT - 2KoTwAE, T—FBEEXTAVIABRANEDAL V555
YaviBELTWEHE, HBREN—-ATHIEEEZERTHEPZR)BON-HBEOIEL 2o
TWwb, 67 AMICRELALDIX, ZOMBIZ7 + -2 VL EBEHEL2ZT T HROBRED
FTHB IO T2 L, BBREOTHHMSIZMIBEINTE Y, BEHERIESIZ
HHINDREDETHRE DB LEEZII2OTH b,

F=IhbRBLAROBBRNY - VIZLITHLHEAFEOTEHHBEDORLEN PR Y ELET
%Y, ZhhMfbo L2 TH R oM 5 X ) IZFEPHERM (epenthesis) ZEAHLTWS Z &AF
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Hbhb, KB Tid Piper (1984) THLNIZE N7 3 DDEBF LD 7 T+ X substitution, syl-
lable structure, assimilation D25 A BOEFEZTHBBELIY LT 5,

2. VY—=F.9xTva>r

FRTRRZE I ICEZEEVSHRITE SN VI BRBICTHIBLINL L E, EDLHILHE
BHRERLETSE2%, TROLI LRIV —FHELZREL TER %,
1. ARDEESTHHEBRIILIEFA LD, =5 —D23% — id, developmental Tdh B, Fh
& transfer IC L 2DAE VA ? WOENS EOFEZEHT 500
2. BEBZLIETAFMHIE, FLE) LEBEARZ R, MOEFLLILTHHEEE
HEREEUL T B, FRE20
3. NSHEDOEFZFIZITFTTARDOBH L7 strategy iDL H b D0 ? KRALTFHDE
W, BIUOERICIAFBRDONNY =R ED L) RE DD B
FELT1REFLZLIETH L DB EH Y, 23 AREFAULITAZEZELRS LIZHFD
FHEOHE, 3RIRKAETFHOER[ Y - OREBEZK) -

3. RFAE

F— YR OEEBBEMELTVET AV I ALEFEILLLL v a—-ERTiIrbh
72 Adult Session (AS) 2HH6N7e 6 WHAMOD ASIZBIFARFER2GHK LA —T 44 - 7—
THhOEZDVH LN UOFIHRE LTRFEZRINL, BIRENZELZSLIIT—TITREL 7
BIRS N2 REEIL 6 /7 AR O AS THEDYS R S h-EE, BICBRELHOICASTE
FENSETHY, FORFEIHAINBICOVTAZTEDBLEZRANR Tbb, 7AY
HEELDABDPS 6 W ABRE TIURESINELHELAIIDT, TOEOBBEREALD
Thb, TOERET—T2HRANEHZLRBROH LT AV HAN2 ANIZHCTH DV, NS L[H
LTHALHMTELNTELRVADZER—ZRDOTD Loz, T2, LIWRLDA DI
LTHHo, TOTF—YDGHERPOMOLYEO L2BBLZHEL, AROERBRELEZLS
k&I B,

4. FITHHR

Y¥—F - 7Ly ¥ ar1d developmental / transfer process (2B L Tl

‘The small number of pronunciation errors made by the children—children of five or six are ex-
cellent mimics.” (Piper, 1984 : 547) &L wwbh, HLHEE, BHEIOFKEL 74 (5, 6%)
DESHOEFERIEL T, DI VMEILZVEI THL, HEFTOBEBIIESLETITIRLL
DENIZE A Db 5 F[6 U developmental error patterns 733 % & EiR T HHFEE DL o H 21T,
So and Dodd (1995) ; Mowrer & Burger (1991) ; Ioup & Weinberger, (1987) 7 &, Tarone (1978,
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'80) DV 3b W % ‘systematic patterns of speech sounds crosslinguistically’ T %, % ® K, L1D
HEBIZXBBRVLRASNS (Mowrer & Burger, 1991) 2 % 9 .5 — |23 universal or develop-
mental &b D & transfer KL B DAEZ LN b,

Ellis (1994:112) &2 E® X 9 I1Z developmental sequences 232 5N 5 E\Vvs TV b, ‘Learn-
ers have a marked preference for open syllables as opposed to closed syllables in the early stages.’
¥ 7z Tarone {2 & 1LiE (1978) ‘a universal tendency towards epenthesis and consonant deletion’ A%
&5 &\ 9, Tarone id universal development processes @ KYJ & % influence of 3 processes on IL
(= Interlanguage) phonological development & L CTL1 & L2OBFRIZEESD 5 (Sato, 1987:249), =
D3D>DTaXALIX
1) reactivation of first language (L1)acquisition processes in SLA. 2)L1 transfer 3 )universal

processes T 5o

Ellis (1994 : 316) ¥ Major (1986) % Z&¥C transfer & developmental =5 — DR % KD X
9 12k X %, ‘Learners do not invariably transfer the phonological features of their L1. As is the
case with syntax, phonological transfer is governed by universal developmental tendencies’.

7272 L Sato (1987 :260) X Z IR LT %o Oller (1974) 3 vowel epenthesis occurred
frequently in SLA data but not in L1 acquisition data & L C L1&#& & L2BBAE) Z L 2 @#T
5o

Piper (1984) MO#i% CHBKEWIFZIX A R EIZIZFE CEROTHISA (456~5;2) &xt
RICIVACDLIEDF—F2IEFLI2DDTH S, 1 "AHBLEEBRODADFEDLI—DAES
WxgE L, £T5—D9 b assimilation (2 & % b D43%, syllable I2& % b D22%, substitution
WCHEERT 5D DIE21%, #1862 I NOHICHETELILE RO, BV DULIIBAK LD
DEED, ZOERPOBERIZLS, Lo TIDIEFZIZL-TIILALDOL T —HHHTE
5LEZONSD, TNOLHFEOHMLD 3ERIZ, EOLHICZT—NoEHENLPIIUTOED
T 5o (Piper, 1984 : 545)

a) Assimilation ([F4k) 12& A& L Tid devoicing (B2, z—s,v—f), THIZER
DEEWE S LT 5o T 72 consonant harmony % vocing b Z Z1Zidv %, LIz HES
FHMALTARLID Y SANIFHETH S, Devoicing 72 TEIZEL T —D40%IZH LB,

b) Syllable structure (F&itE) DIk b & L Tid4FIZ deletion of word final consonants, cluster
reduction BT 5N 5, FHlE LT grow % [gol, snake # [sek] &F 5 L HICHBEZE

T L%\, 72 epenthetic consonants X vowels b iF SN 5,

¢ ) Substitution CH F7-13E X # 2) OfF) & LT stopping, fronting, gliding 23 Fo5h b, =
D> b stopping 1L BDOV—FBFEH I N5,

FRE XKD X 5 7 imitation, deviance, resolution & U—shape % V> TH15 3 % developmental
sequence (BHERE) 2B HLEZZ 65N 5 (Piper, 1984 : 546-7 ),
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Stage 1 :imitation—Z D #FliZ few pronunciation errors Bl :/ 6 /X /3 / HIEL K BEH
SN,

Stage 2 : deviance—lEWAE L %o BIZIE, /d /% /dental d/ R° /d/ TEEIZ %,
Stage 3 : resolution—RKFEIZHEFIIEDL S, Bl . /d/ — /dental d/ — /3 /

Macken & Ferguson (1987 : 11) I LD I ENLRD X H IR O 5,

‘Phonological processes (PPs)operate in L2 acquisition-there are systematic phonetic relation-
ships between the sounds of the target language and those of the learner's interlanguage. Some of
the PPs in L2 acquisition are similar to those of child language development and may be inter-
preted as a kind of reactivation of L1 strategies and processes. Others are transfer processes repre-
senting interference from the structure of the learner’s L1. Still others cannot be accounted for by

either explanation.’

VHY—F - rxvary2ilBLT

B R et.al. (1999:51) WXHAANERZFEZOLEG, TEHRIRORY MHREIC K D ZEZ
525EdR%, FRICEET 7Y POMEBEOR) PROPFBEEZEL) L WIMEDH L
L% IBHT 5. F 7 Avery & Ehrlich (1992), Kenworthy (1987) 2B LT, TROLHIIFH
BEORESIZOVTEIF TV,

Is! % 13, 1t & 1ty TRET 2B HHAON0, V& o/ ORE, FBED w R Iyl DB, FRO

FORICEEZMAM, /160 /% /s/HBiE TRA, /1873 /w1 TRATS (p54)o

[ U L1Z2FOFEEIEHBOBFF Y — Y idA b5 LT 525 (Ferguson & Farwell, 1975),
PRARET RROBEES) 2FEFOIBELT, EEHE2 LI TL L0 L1 o T4t
B, MLBR/RNNI—VZRTTHHIN?

Macken & Ferguson (1987:5) i °...normal L1 phonological development in the child will offer
clues for research in L2 phonology acquisition’ & #i~XC\» %, ¥ 7= Leather and James (1996:278~
9) 12X & LI L2OEFFORE S % FiHll9% & L T Mulford and Hecht (1980) DAFFE% %
¥ %, (They) ‘concluded that while, in the context of the child bilingual, the L1 might contribute to
determining the relative difficulty of acquisition of the various sounds of L2, the phonetic strategies
and substitutions adopted for L2 were better predicted by those that characterize development in
L1 (the developmental hypothesis)’ & L1EFFEAS L2RFFEICRET HH DIEKE WV EF L, LirLi
235, L1& L20>0B1EAF U & 3 5 Bfi# “The phonological development of five-year—old ESL chil-
dren and of younger native language learners are essentially the same in the phonological develop-
ment.” (72& 213 Piper, 1984 :547) & 5 %%, BREOHEI LW L, TRISENS L HIZHE
RBEROLELTEY, TOLIITHRITZTHDICFERVLETHS EFERT 5o

7B Piper ©ZF 5 L1& L2B B OMEN (549-550) IO ED@EY TH b,

— 330 —



1) Consonant harmony is among the assimilation processes—most common in L1 but rarely in
L2.

2 ) The syllable structure processes—differ in L1 and L2.

a) Deletion of unstressed syllables and reduplication widely found in L1 learners were
absent in the ESL children.
b) The reduction of consonant clusters which is considered universal among L1 learn-
ers not widespread among the ESL learners.
i) The deletion of word—final consonants is common among ESL learners
ii ) In initial clusters with [s], L2 learners dropped the stop, while L1 learners
dropped the[s]in words such as ‘spot’, and ‘star’.

3) Certain of the substitution processes differed between L1 and L2 learners. Substitution of
stops for fricatives, but limited to [d] ~ [d]. #EED I b 4 ZIIRFTHETL AT
HIlEoTER2EZ S, AT TR [s] ~ [z] #% interdental fricatives DftH 1) 2
RS %,

& 512 gliding was found only occasionally in the data of ESL T&» A2 LI TIXIERIZA LN S,

R s LIFHOTRZLOFOBEBIII LIOFOERICHE SN, HEW LB TIE
%2\ So & Dodd (1995 : 474) &, /U ¥aE, &, FA VR, AL VERZ LI AT
LOFEL LR, YENELT— 1Ny -V LK TRLED I L RR LA, FIZIE, BAE
FEICIZEETEIC B EERIC D consonant clusters 172V DD FHOHIBRIE X 5, FFIZEEH O
BHETEITFELHIRL, =7-%&EL %,

So & Dodd (1995:475) i% ‘English-speaking children realise /r/ as /w/ (Smith, 1973) while Italians
tend to substitute /r/ with /l/. The difference comes from the highly restricted use of /w/ in Italian
and the differences between the phonetic characteristics of /r/ in English and Italian-the substitu-
tion patterns exhibited never violated the phonotactic rules of Italian.’ HA AL IR DOEHE I i/ & /d/
DORRIfTONE, 728 213, GLBREZAIIEH, FVFRF VA LREEENDITH LB
LIOBERIIRIZDATH S,

Eckman (1981 : 18) X H A A D& i A 122\ T “insert a word—final schwa after the voiced
construent” & #B-X, HAAIZD schwa PREEENDLZ L 2R L7

Julie Roberts (1997) DRFRETIE 3-4 KOFHII LIBBIZBWTERED M/, // ZHIBRT 5 Z
EHLPII R o7, TNHIFARICHDEONDZES ) e ARDIERIZIVDOLE S AHBICREE
ENTWE, 72& 213 gold D /d/ IFFEEITHFIVHWE LTV B DT Tid & v,

VHY—F - Ty g r3ZELTIE
Scarcella, & Oxford (1994:224) FEJHF IR LACEL-ERMIPEETHHLIERT L, Th
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ZKFEOIFREDRD TWED, F£HIZL o> TIEEINE L S, ‘The findings of these researchers
(Oyama (1976), Krashen et al (1981), Larsen-Freeman and Long (1991), Fathman (1976), Asher
and Garcia (1969), Tahta, Wood, and Loewenhart (1981), Major (1987))suggest that nativelike
pronunciation in a second language may be impossible unless exposure to the second language is
begun very early, possibly as young as age 6. Our own view is that most adult learners are incapable
of acquiring nativelike pronunciation skill in a second language.’

Ellis (1994:493) & ‘In the case of phonology, some clear process differences have been reported,
suggesting that children and adults rely on different mechanisms.” & ¥t & KA DEFHZDEWIID
WTERD, THIZERRETOER, BRACREFICL2BHRIBRHTH L L ERL T2,

Bruck, M & F. Genesee. (1995 : 309) T FHtiZ EFE % RAICFEMET 5 & £5RT 5, ‘children
first develop awareness of syllables, then onsets and rimes and, finally, phonemes’. #£-> T A JB® X
I, WOETHLINHBIZ L 2 EHEENAONIOEEH 2 BANCEET L LICLBLE
ZoNBEDTH ) D%

Elis (1994:486) Ti¥, HALZERETOBBL 7+ -~V LEEL D TG0 /EXNT
%o ‘Only child learners are capable of acquiring a native accent in informal learning contexts.
Adults may with the assistance of instruction’ (Ellis, 1994 : 492) ¢ HRRRETOFHOZTEED
BEALME L formal instruction & Z 7K ADHEOHEMRE HIT S (Ellis, 1994 © 611-63)

HARZBRBEIBOWTHUADHAADFRE2UADKRAD 1/ & [V DEEF X % FFFE L 7= Co-
chrane (1980) TIXFHOBUUENERIN TS, ZOFETHAIZ24RRE, EFIZZHSh
727, 193 LEERIZ S S SN Do L FHRHOFPHEEITER TV V) FRIB T 5,
RANOT - FH L Y28 BB < i/ &/ DEEERE 21T 072755, FHROFVEMICKFIATE
72 L Lahs, Z0RICBI LN ERTIIRNO#HRENS S, Ellis (1994) & FHRIZ for-
mal learning situations TII R ADHE P FH L VBN E L 5, FRIZL22DOLT FHOFTEEFD
BAHEIZIR S 25T, FRICHARLRERE TIE younger is better TdH 5, E#MDOADN T EHBIZHET S
DI TIE %L, BPOERNEEET XX THS LT 5 Coppreters (1987) DR & age H¥E1H
WCRIZTHZBICOWTHAWN LR AT H 5,

Z 9 L7-BERRSL (Critical Period Hypothesis) 12K 3 % Bf3Eid imitation test D& E, KA
b NS E DT % HITSH L &9 Neufeld (1978) % Coppreters (1987), H#&7% Julie D7 — A %
- 72 Toup, & others (1994) FIZR SN b, & 512, Russian immigrants (23 5 %2 T Thomp-
son (1991) AMEEFIZHNZ T L1 maintenance 25F FE DB ICEFRH L L ER L2, LA L, &
B IZ4E#51d ‘more significant in the case of pronunciation than grammar.’ (Ellis, 1994) &\ 2 5,

ERTLLEFBEOTOER (PPs) E3212biF5N5b (Macken & Ferguson, 1987 © 8 -10) o

1. Substitution—— [f, v, s, zlreplaced by [p, b, t, d], BEFTORBIIHAHTOREI R &
b, o TEEEIZMHT LY more marked TH 5 L VW2 5. A RDHF T birefly for
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firefly, 74 W7 ¥ FADOVEDHITIX developmental & transfer @ interaction A3 5.

2. Assimilation——assimilate to neighboring sounds fl guck for duck /k/ {Z 6] {t. Developmen-
tal and transfer processes operate. Consonant harmony is uncommon in L2 acquisition.

3. Syllable structure——omission of segments or syllables, FEHFEIRM-L1L ) v, F&H + 5
T OEHMEEIZ & 5 universality (Tarone, 1976) % don't = dot nd = nn—n

4 . Other processes——L2lZ 3 1T 5 other PPs — not developmental nor transfer, may be univer-

sal or language-specific constraint.

5. Discussion

WIAEHRMASBELDICON A ROEERFIINS ICEVEAW I NDL L)X hoTE, AR
DFEENNS PO R THEBEETHA LM S NEHEE TILIZEIT 5,
Z855 L \ERE X (acquisition of native-like sounds) DE|&

1M, (5/7) 125%( 1/ 8)orl4.3%( 1/ 1)/ D& 2"M. ( 6/ 7) 20.1% (13/62)

3“M.  ( 7/10) 70.6% (36/51) 4", ( 8/ 9) 77.8%(21/27)

5'M. (97 3) 81/3% (13/16) 6"M.  (10/11) 86.1% (31/36)
WEHCBI2RBOLHEXHEIIRT D, Y95 72HWTZOMEEERDLT,

ZOT7T7THLRLE)ICHRI A HEIRDLLEHIZIZIAROEFIZIINSIZEL BT
E7oo WADIHHHAERTT2EII A2 L L2EBHNIOE L VERSHERR LELZ LIRS
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table 1

L1E & Itoh’ DHEERE
(Moskowitz, 1970) A T

/f/ (p] [w] (h] (h]
Wi [b-1 [£] [-b-] [b] (b]
/s [d]l [¥] [b] [s] (5] [ef} [£] (d3]
I2/ [dl [z [dz] [s] [t/] [s]
/8/ (p] (8] L] [£] [s] [s] (p] [&] [t] [£] [s]
/8 / [d] [d] [z] [dz] (d] [z] [d3]

E lel=0t] []=1[dz]

o

N5, %73 5 McLaughlin (1984:103-4) 2YR$ X912, ZORHIZIIMOFHEIC D B
REFEDPRONDL I Lhbh b, |

HAEZ LIETAHAABRT (2% OEFBEHF DEH %M/ Itoh & Hatch (1978 : 81)
WEBETOLT—IZUTRTLIICEEZLIETET AV IANDNNY - LR ULBEEDLH
DHERINCRR D LERITIONATVYE (EKOAIZ, table LIZARDEEEAND),

TOF—=FIERKADRELAEERIELTE ) r—20OBIZERES N (p.80),

1. SOF—LRTEA M RADEVWEHRPEROTFEHERIRE SN E VW,

2. RO M/ IEBERTHEREHLERICEE I NV,

3. FEBRIEMILINSDY, FEOELZY ZRITL-OFFFIMENS, HZIE, /epulw
(apple) & CHIZLIOEE /S —o0FH @) CkbeEZbhshb LN
2\,

4. BEFIIEEIEE, CHAILITLRKETH >

TROZLS —DFHMIZ3ZDEL L ARICIEROAZ V. 2D /1/DOHIBRIZARDER LT A

DAFEBIZFDEDERVOT, ABEEF LD -7
AROHBEITRIVERIS V-0, BAENPECRATLIEDRIET-EL TV,
ARLETRBIUTAVIANOTFHLZRBELTASL L, ARDEORBIIALZY, $§2bbR

MizbZnirbhd, BL{»poNRFLEHALLZLEEZON S,

RIZARDF—=5ICBIh /22T —ORBEA L.

1. Substitution ((XH) OBIE LT/ & VOREFRE B, 1/ IEFRELVELSHSIERE
ICRFEEND, AP LA BT Tred R EREICE 9o OBV 1E 1/ TRET
5o Yellow, black, blue, ball, flower 2 &3 XT i/ AT %, LA L 24 A HTlook
DN A3FEFE SN, Laurie DFEHEO VI 2 # B L10H72oTNSHEE HF s iz, £D—
FTIE, RS DABICR T, small 25/ TRE SN D, FBRO NV IEEHD I X
DBEBIVRETHLEDLEZONS, Piper OWEREELERL LI, M/ %MD, 10 1%
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/s/ CEEHRZ 2D, S51213/3 /% /d/ RO /dz/ TRIT %, Bl 21X, seven, vegetable,
very, thank you, this, that %, L22L ZOREIZIZL AL DHE, 7 CHRBRT 5. BB
M3/ % v CBEBRZZN, 3HAKCEHNOFIEB SRS, —BHOZVWED
ROIZOVTH I A SN L S, 72L& 214 this, that's, this one IZR SN BHICFE L
/9 /THoTd thisid 2 7 FHITITEB I NIz L KB S 17295, that’s, this one Tid
2 NDFFlE OHI2sh a7z,

. Syllable structure @ & \» 12 & 5 [ & \» 13 IEH 12 %\ Blue, pink, green, ball, broke,
small, band aide, Grover, dress, gray, brown, big &% &, 3L A L DFEIZI LIOEHEH /(Y —
YTHHTE+EE (CV) - TREL TS, COMEVIZ1IPAHLSALR,
6 WHPEBELTHEX chair DL I 2 FEMTRIESI NS5V DY, ZoMHoHL
BWLT—DUEDERH>TV D, BRICHEIRMENLHECIZ—FL V. i1
HAL 6 HBEABLTREEI N zbal DY — FRZNEHEIOREIN TV, BHiE
EDLT—E LTHEHEOEELEZONA, EHZEIZE L T Piper (3412l T iz
WAL, L2 6 OfERFEE LIOBEZ AV TRET 5258, LLCRWHLVWEOBEB LY b
L7 —%BETOICREM»»25 L9 THS (Major, 1987:1092H), #l21Z, ice cream,
ball, Christmas, band aide, cake 7 &' FF DHIRIZAE Z % 4T five % /fai/, apple % /epw/
FRLNB 2T TRERII v,

. Assimilation D #ix A7 vy, H 2 1E devoicing & L T mammy’s TIXFEED [z] & [s]
THEREEN, voicing & LT firefly A% birefly & %7E &b, Z O birefly i3 LIE 5 A
Iha,

. Purple/people, star/store/straw FMEIF L2 L2 TRET S, ML LI LMD TTA
YTy PENLEBFEFOBORFAIRETCVWIKRTHL, BHALLIZEZ LN, pur-
ple, girl FIZMEA SN B85 (FRIC schwa) HWEGEEZL 72D, AT LEORFATRY
NEEZOND, o THRHADVDEDDHSK L BV X B,

CDEHIIATLBE, ARDIT S — i Piper DF— % L HET 5 L FICHEHEZEOENIL
DEE, RASL L2V OREMAINSL, CVEHBEDEWVWIZL SIS — 2DV T Sato

(1987:249) iZ ‘Errors in syllable structure——categorized as vowel epenthesis, consonant deletion

and glottal stop insertion——were noted for an average of only 20 percent of the total number of
syllables attempted by each learner’ & BB XTW 52, ARDBEII LT —DOELERIEZ OEH
BEDOENIZIL S, bot b —DFERIE—DIRETELVDT, Sato DEIWELEZ LI B
A, TRIZLTH ARDEE, LIOBTEHEIZ LZERIII L) EEEELZ5Z TS L) Thb,
L2OE B R BIEIXE D transfer, 12 developmental TF7 —3HE U B L Wb TWwADY (Major,
1987 : 111), CVOEHI/NY — 2 HAFEOMEIZL 200, Thi bEENHEE LS00
12 & o T transfer/developmental DEEDEH o TL 2D TMajor DEIRDIE LW EED LN L H
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Eddidbarbive LALLIOEEBISEIEBRIELIIONGE 2o T HLIILKRERL
hko.

AV bR —=Ya D TCHBEICMNG, 412 A= a ZVIZEREPH L) v, HOEH
ELTCEKRIICE S ZEMETAEANALONS, THRYRICL 2 ZHEERTMORHDOV L
DThbHEVbhb, FHZ holistic approach T2 & T D L LTEHERETH, L7 T
AV MR —=Ya iRy, 728 2E, AV A% (wait a minute) N7 £ 4 V3= — X (How
do you say in Japanese?) D& ) LW ERET S, THIEINSORELXZDEFTENR/ADDOT, &
L EDE#M%EDONATWS, Whatre you doing? ASEI U HIZWAWADNNY LA ¥ a v THEEHE
ENDL (CHIEZHGSTHELTVEDTRVD), 7272L ) LARHAOER bINrYII 2=
F—2a VICERTELIIEREIE 0 h 5,

6. Conclusion

FHRIEIEFE/VRVEVDOIY, FREVZELSFOBFBRPENLE LW b o7,
NSHEZHFEZBF/THDIIVOTHL )2 FEHEF6AALEOENSIZEVREETZTHLEEL
T\ 72, McLaughlin (1984 ; 103-4) 2 & % &, Kenyeres (1938) D #E&# Eva it ‘By the end
of the 3 rd month she had mastered the French sound system’ & g ST\ 5, % LT Valettre
(1964) (3 E DO #ERE 1X ‘By 9 months he had acquired an authentic French accent’ Td - 7z & ik X
TWwb, b AREER, L2OREICA-> T3 ALS 6/ AMTHEEICHBIEAL, L2EE
I AZERKREVE VDS, Evaldd DSt V22, RO L2BRICNTHET 4N
A a VIFEFICEDI > EHRE IR TIEW A%

ARDEEZ6 WA TH, FEITRTOEFEOEFL YA —LTHEEVI R, NSHED
BEHLY, ZRLhOANTY LT RLETEEOLLVWREEZ LTV, EEOFHELD NS
BOBFEZFRTHINITRTT OREIDL2E 2 &b o7z, 1EMICEST— % 2 R,
AROEEETZHBOFMI LN ETHS 9 FHER6 DAL L LNFRTOEENHBED,
ESLTOE¥XLHoZOTEEFIIHTIHENRORAONLTHS )0 XFDOBEADPEEERIC
MEHTHDEVITFED H A, ‘Awareness of phonemes is most influenced by the introduction
of literacy skills.” (Bruck, M. & F. Genesee, 1995 :309) . A iERIEDILATY, peer HDAL Ty
FRAET o arBhbY, EOERIrOIFTIEILERNIMbS L, NSHEOFHEBICMD > T
Gz oh b,
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