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Yang, Hyun-Kwon. (2001). Universal grammar and foreign

language sentence structure acquisition. Foreign Language
Education Research, 4, 31-48.

Universal grammar has exerted meaningful influence on the
development of second language acquisition theories. SLA researchers
working within UG have addressed the question whether second
language developments are constrained by universal language principles.
This paper reviews current developments in UG-based SLA research
with a view to providing a better understanding of the role of UG

principles in foreign language sentence structure development.
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ojZol sgatel odolg FAHQ AAR spekele ol@d AZE,
1980 thell So, ¥} Wl o] Z(Principles and Parameters theory)
(Chomsky, 1981, 1986)8] E°lA do] §5—E=xo] §5, A2x &5
4 950 TgF—& olsfstH = HME T3 FAHAAH olEH FAE A
UA =z HZ9 HAF9(Minimalist Program) %42 (Chomsky,
1995)0] 4Z+3t Ao 5 o]BoME FHHLE &5 Yt}
g5Ake] AolE FHAAHola A} Al
49 9)=o] By o] EE EFo] FE5 olEME F
o]24 H|AZF AZNHA Hed, ole tE obd “YFo[Exo]] F
QoA =g A A (logical problem of language acquisition
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(1) How do learners come to acquire the complex properties of their
language in a relatively short period of time on the basis of

input that is not sufficiently rich and precise?
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(2) Human beings are equipped with an innately specified language

faculty consisting of a restricted set of highly abstract universal

principles.
z 92 W By Ex HaFo o2 AHE AXE do] 5
2xSo] W2, do] FSo] 7H5d 2R olfE doje /2B A
S BH A Aast LE Ao AEHo T Folxy] yFola
Aot}

g, “=EE BEA” (DS (QolHe o] oldlst: BHAME o
4% m= 9o #52 =Zz7tdel HAHo R olFITE AL AUE
b, olod AZHe Qo] 5o AxE 49 AR o] 4sherod(idealize)
ghobgk Zlolth, @), o] H5 Ei 90| 4g olgh o] Z7A
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QA HHoz osstE BHAME Joj7t AAR oue FHE B F
EX = 7tebE wg o] E A (the developmental problem)eol thafd = A 4]
A =9 & AFetA xgo
HA ¥y #BAHAAN Q=] g5 dd dAE =9ste dFE
1980 d o) =%t olF ofn Qe HHEG A&t gted, ol dAFdAAME
T2 A2 5 92 3ol gFed Yo 2A FHe Z& s
(accessibility)oll =2lo] 23S Fo] ¢t}

(3) Does UG remain available in non-primary acquisition and to

what extent does UG mediate L2 acquisition?

O wele ForEe 7wy
de Wt sl Fad Fol 4
Aol £5 2 9

5 9 9o 4y vdE ATANE BE Ty B
FsAsh gAstel oel 44 Aol kelsel shid, thee

(4) =] ggoMe] B T 9

a. UG is accessible in L2 acquisition and functions as it does in
L1 acquisition.

b. UG is totally accessible, although L2 learners initially transfer
the settings of the L1.

c. UG i1s accessible only via the settings of the L1.

d. UG is accessible but does not function exactly as it does in
L1 acquisition.

e. UG 1s not accessible in L2 acquisition.
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(5) Some of abstract linguistic principles are invariant while other

principles vary along certain parameters.

—

i

—

O
K

Gl

._MH

™

5

ol

—

wir

—_—

0

o
7
Ty

|

o

0}
41
all

Py

NI

!

2u} X-39

A EA o

A Y=
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a. XP -> ZP; X'
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(6) X-

Ao FAF > 2 Qo
b. X' -> X; YP
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YP % 4ol ZP2 o] %ol

(7) & wj7) Wl (Head Parameter)

(Head-initial Parameter)

<!

A
1. XP -> ZP X’

2.
b. & %3 Wl (Head-final Parameter)

<1
oH

a.

X ->XYP

1. XP -> 7P X'

2.

X' ->YP X
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(8) Language acquisition is a systematic process whereby the
learner sets each of the parameters of Universal Grammar at a
value that is correct for the particular language being learned

on the basis of input.
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9) o138 b FAF
a. [vv N XP]
b. [vp V XP]
c. [pp P XP]
d, [ar A XP]
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B 7l Myw 72 284 71%E she WMFEEA olkde i,
BEA 9 AAA Bol XFHEH olEL I Hu FARA 2HLT
HELT 2 AXNLTE A |

a. [p I XP]
b. [cp C XP]
C. [Dp D XP]

COF AD2 X-59 98 R A vif Wdel we} Foje 2 =
o] &5 AAIT Aol

(11) g9 &4 #+x
[p DP [ I[vp ...V ... ]l

ADAA 2A2T P AEAY FFEAAE Sol agels Aoz,
3 Aol 2An @5{—01 Ao Qom, Fol Ao st 24
79 AHo] PAole AEA WA thale] A xTo} At gl
=3

M. 298 #9339 54 32 5

1=

HA FRe EoA gxo] £5& w=oste HHAAN FHE
o] 53 Q& A7 A 7h&d

55 Z71RYy #Z8& s AJdvtEe oedw #
Vainikka and Young-Scholten(1994)el| w=H

Ao o3 ¥ 2 ofF) HF FAapgle] && 7hg3t
T (FADE &8 7hsshA] |

o9 FAL& &3 HA +Z 74 (Minimal Tree Hypothesis)®] gF il
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wejed, ool =elv A2dlel saalel 27] Aol AAT AT Aol
of wzo) sHAbe) flo] Aok AHeE BERE wad A2 9
t}, o]So] wWaw, A29lo] Hxe] x7] o] AAE o]F WFulo]
RREL o5 o8 BEE 8ede] wRololq delHrin e

(12) Our claim is that only lexical categories are present at the
earliest stage of both L1 and L2 acquisition, and that during

acquisition functional projections develop In succession.

dE, o5 A2 sFAte] 27 Ao AA v WF7E #FHA
B AMdl 7%, BHE 9 AAZE A2do) 27 s dAdAE
Z47h5skx] ¥ota Ak ol gA AU £ Y AHL, IFo] 2

7] &F DAl B2 FHel &8§ Jhesitd 27] Yol shaabe] wat
AA 715 HF7F #EEoF &7] wiojt}2
Vainikka and Young-Scholten(1994)2] 38 ¥o]7]o] @ 3F=o]E

Exmolg st Yol st Ad wshe #Edg 2 &

< Hoj7|olE Exo R e Yo gFate EE &7 & A

(13) Oya Zigarette trinken.
Oya cigarette drink-INF

'Oya smokes cigarette(s)’

Vainikka and Young-Scholten(1994)¢] W= o} oAlH F7F o]
HES OS5 Held ve & EAS A

(14) A GANA #2EHX e T4 =E
a. A 14 (verb raising)

b. 2&A} W ZFA} (auxiliaries and modals)
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c. 9% A (an agreement paradigm)
d B
e. 9

4 (complementizers)
7
i

Ab olE (WH-movement)

ZAE GA M E, olE AF 7bed], 53] HA} A verb raising)o] #
ZEjx] ety o]l EA Y, Vainikka and Young-Scholten(1994)
SoME olE TAMT ©AY 7MY EAJ] SEHE gt 99 o
(13)8] #+z+ ©S (159 Zol Yeld + 3l

(15) [vp Oya [v Zigarette trinken]]
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o] FZxole w3t 7|5 BFE YEY A om, oje o] WIE o
gF A7t AT A S qu_;;: 57i Aot

Vainikka and Young-Scholten(1994)x= FAFT: ©2 WAz HA+
(IP) SAE 4Ag &2 Hodolg Exo= st 5do shaate
b o] T3-L Vainikka and Young-Scholten(1994)l A 74 2 Z 9]

LA

oy
re

(16) Der kleine geht Kindergarten.
the small one go-3SG kindergarten

"The young one goes (to) kindergarten’

Vainikka and Young-Scholten(1994)o] w2 FAIF ©AE Ad &5
2ol F7+ o] B FEAME, o Fxo oAlE kel FAL
A 2ol EH(trace)S 711 =84 fAE A4 dT

(17) [acwe Der Kleine [agr geht; [ve ti Kindergarten]l]
T 3z (159 (17 AleldiE F s Aozt ded, 1A
5 5

(FAh7F EA 84 ‘3%-‘&13] dkste] (17l 7Is®F (FAh7h

=
A= Aotk Vanikka and Young-Scholten(1994)0] w2 o) =



HAE FHY QT & TR F5 39
o] &Fate FHRE g 22 dAE AAH L,
) 9j=o] shgate] X g
FAFH(VP) > 2 4 4FH(IP) -> HEATFH(CP)
39 Schwartz and Sprouse(1996)9] A9+  Vainikka and
Young-Scholten(1994)2] A<t} HF&gldt =& o]F<H|, ol&d wWEd
2o o] Ao F2 Ao 7] AMAE Aot ok = A2

Aol FEAEL A2 E HaA He 271 AFAAM ANEL B9
Aol A # A4 Fgdvhe Aot o] dTE ¢ o]
o] Earo] ALEA7E HUAE AH2d R sgate AldE el .

Schwartz and Sprouse(1996)9| A= B 7|9 ++22 dS 7HA
gt

1) lecp e T Lvp . ..V .. 1

o]Eo] w2 Vanikka and Young-Scholten(1994)¢] A= &y =
WAooz FALTFI BFAHA] Fe FRAMNE FAF olFo] Bod A
o7 #AMEY. F o8 2& B3 200944 FAE 1 22% Ao
Ae AL YAZ o] FstEH,

(20) spater der Charlie wollte zum Gefiangnishaus
later the Charlie wanted to-the prison

'later Charlie wanted to go to the prison’
ol 2008 FZE FAH o2 dAZ FE (219 F =gy
(21) [cp [spater der Charlie [ip wollte; [vp zum t; Gefangnishaus]]]

of Wl FAZF HeE AL, olwHUYL EAHE FA dHErt 24
(infinitive form)elgks= Zolt}. o]d] tha] Schwartz and Sprouse(1996)&
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S BAE B BAHEo R Hole 7Ee oA sgHatEe] 2dY A
& Yl 29 JHLE F58A X7 diejgtn s
Schwartz and Sprouse(1996)¢] &4 o] o]} o] Hto] <o A A<
T 238& Fv w8, ol&d waW A2 FgFaee T3 A
v AP A2 E ExAE AMEstE Ak do] AAY, AHolx %7
dAAM =, HE Furel glth &8, g5 27 GAE AYUEA, A2d

of dFAEL Y TR dg AAE 88T + UA Hed, 535 A
20 ggatel maro} AATE i A2dele] AAE T 1
$-o] o]e}st JheAdol EEHT

T 72 2 7l HFY F5o S vAY #HS=F Epstein
Flynn and Martohardjono (1998)2] =#|<¢to] it} o] S w2, #2910
ggate] S Ao dde] JdojM Exoje stFe J¥ES WA FE
thal Stk o] Fo] W2, A2doje] x7] TF GAMAMEYH BH &
o] && 7tFaty old met FAAT Y HEAT T T HE 9 7
F5 Z7|dAAEYH &8 7tesita s
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(22) 392 9 g8 F3
a. Modal
The little girl can see a tiny flower in the picture.
b. Progressive
The clever student is inspecting the expensive basket.
c. Negation
i. The elderly grandfather is not picking the blue flower.
ii. The happy janitor does not want the new television.
d. Topicalization
i. Breakfast, the wealthy businessman prepares in the Kkitchen.

ii. The pencil, the talented architect says is expensive.
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e. Relative Clauses

The lawyer slices the vegetables which the father eats.

f. Wh-questions

1. Which young girl erases the tiny picture in the notebook?

1. Which secret message does the young girl find in the basket?

. d e ¥ = _/"::;1 HE o

"“’44 AANAME dEQ g
wsl Al s+, Epstein ol
oFE o},

(23) . . . the Japanese speakers we tested had little difficulty with
sentences analyzed as containing functional categories. They
produced sentences involving complementizers (CP), and

sentences involving IPs.

48 A 2ed, ot 9T o
oM n Byel Uzt B AL we] Frie ZolT

3l E B BYE o|EH 2AZ At o) AZdA sTo] 23
F29 5% o9 olddn YEANE ABHA oA weld 23
S Rls mEolZ St wol BeAZ §7 WA B 839
G0 Hae] 27 BHE HabnQ00)02HE $A & Aelch

(24) Sally orange eat
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Hahn(2000)0] W& olg W3l AFA FALS Ao g =
olg doMe= THAY Ao BAHZR Fon (24)= tSH} B A
&5 AYe Ao olsfgin

(25) [vp Sally [v' orange eat]]

SAFE @Al &3t AoE EAMEE o]zt wale] 542 Hahn(2000)
N FAALT AR B4 oS dojA] AzdE= EZFE T3 o
=g ot

(26) he likes salad

Hahn(2000)o] wWEw (26)37 & #3)
Ut A9 dad, ded 2e 72

) [ip he [ likes [vp t salad]]]
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@NAME= FAF likeZd A4 AR olFsdey, 1
427 39 FHE ey 3

3# Hahn(2000)o1 A A A" olglst +=9]=  Schwartz and
Sprouse(1996)°] wWzw oS3 #Z& oFS A7IstA ok

) 93} o (25)ol M BFAAF QokE FAAH FAE FAeAs

, ol HiE RELE Wl o (24)d 2HAVF AR 0E (HEA &
= Aol (24 =3 7b et

(29) [ip Sally [ [ve t orange] eat]]

(29) A& FAF eat7t 2E A AR o]Fstdn (273 (29)¢ FoF
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(30) 1 am like apple

olgigt w3l= ojEul FANF WA o]de #FHE Ao BHIE 9
T} o] W3le] EAAQ FAMA ALA LS o] wElolA ZFHAo zdo] #
FEtk= Holoh & AE200D) wEw, 302 gy & FERE A
Ue Ao olsdn

(31) [p I [ am [vp like applell]

GhllM e st G0 715 HWFEH a7t ?_74]'5}{— Row 013115]01

Aok o] EH ™, Gl AHEE ‘be

Sl wEel geEY B4
ook

— I I 4 [e] o il
FeF (B0)ell diRk B 2L E4c] BEd Aoz Hlelgoliny,

"o

ol
W r



44 AROILRAR H 4 T

o]&= Vanikka and Young—Scno]ten(1994)9]
Sprouse(1996)2] A E A A 3= Aoz o

2
oE e Mo
¥

= A 1,
=¢ G0 FqFas 7] GAAAMFEYH 7)F ¥FE 5534 O]ZﬂTo:
= 559 27|FYH 7l HFd dist $50] 7tsdtte Schwartz and

Sprouse(1996)2] +=2]& A A|d= Ao Z AR 4 Auh= Aolu
Ty, olE g =9 1 B FRY oA e AE A%
o] v X stok. uketd, woF FAR o)A WA YA #AFHE= (31
2e ool 715 WFE AATIE SAT @A F3ke 44 % 7]
T & Aol she, dolA ’%3 Wz 24+ 7l HF<
TEE ojus I e FFEHA ) “H—E*O]‘:‘r. 22, ol g A A o
3le], Schwartz and Sprouse(1996)2] A|otS wat (24)9F 72L& o)A
Z-hAre BAYPo] ol APl FHE & US Holth F, (24)
o o)

oA BAt Y RAROE Hol: shg

A

A %‘Io;z'fl 1.

FddA. (200D). = P Akl “be"el WFAH d, S
59-79

Adjemian, C. (1976). On the nature of interlanguage systems.
Language Learning, 26, 297-320.

Bley-Vroman, R. (1989). What is the logical problem of foreign
language learning? In S. Gass & J. Schachter (Eds.), Linguistic
perspectives on second language acquisition (pp. 41-68).
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Cancino, H. (1977). Grammatical morphemes in second language
acquisition, Unpublished manuscript. Cambridge, Massachusetts:
Harvard University Press.

Chomsky, N. (1981). Lectures on government and binding. The Pisa



E‘ v

2
Mo
i)
i)
o
H
2
Shl
o3
-+
IN
fy
i
&

lectures, Dordrecht: Foris.

Chomsky, N. (1986). Knowledge of language: Its nature, origin, and
use, New York: Praeger.

Chomsky, N. (1995). A minimalist program for linguistic theory. In K.
Hale & S. J. Keyser (Eds.), The view from building 20 (pp.
1-52). Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT Press.

Clahsen, H. (Ed.) (1996). Generative perspectives on language
acquisition, Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Corder, S. P. (1967). The significance of learners’ errors. International
Review of Applied Linguistics 5, 161-170.

Corder, S. P. (1981). Error Analysis and Interlanguage. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Deprez, V. & Pierce, A. (1993). Negation and functional projections in
early grammar. Linguistic Inquiry, 24, 25-68.

Deprez, V. & Pierce, A. (1994). Crosslinguistic evidence for functional
projections. In Hoekstra & Schowartz (Eds.) (pp. 57-84).

Davies, A. C. Criper, & A. Howatt (Eds.) (1984). Interlanguage,
Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press.

Davis, H. (1987). The acquisition of the English auxiliary system and
its relation to linguistic theory, Doctoral dissertation. University
of British Columbia.

Dulay, H. & Burt, M. (1974). Natural sequences in child second
language acquisition. Language Learning, 24, 37-53.

Epstein, S., Flynn, S. & Marthardjono, G. (1998). The strong continuity
hypothesis: some evidence concerning functional categories in
adult L2 acquisition. In Flynn, Marthardjono & O’Neil (Eds.).

Eubank, L. (1991). Point counterpoint: Universal grammar in the
second language, Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Eubank, L. (1993). On the transfer of parametric values n L2
development, Unpublished manuscript. University of Texas at

Austin.



46 AFNWEAL K 4 &

Grondin, N. & White, L. (1996). Functional categories in child L2
acquisition of French. Language Acquisition, 5, 1-34.

Guilfoyle, E. & Noonan, M. (1992). Functional Categories and
Language Acquisition. Canadian Journal of Linguistics, 37,
241-177.

Hahn, Hye-ryeong (2000). UG Availability to Korean EFL Learners:
A Longitudinal Study of Different Age Groups. Doctoral
Dissertation, Seoul National University.

Halle, M. & Marantz, A. (1993). Distributed morphology and the pieces
of inflection. In K. Hale & S. ]J. Keyser (Eds.), The view from
Building, 20 (pp. 111-76). Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT
Press.

Harris, T. & Wexler, K. (1996). The Optional-Infinitive Stage in Child
English: Evidence from Negation. In H. Clahsen (Ed.).

Hyams. N. (1996). The underspecification of functional categories in
early grammar. In H. Clahsen (Ed.).

Krashen, S., Houck, N., Giunchi, P., Bode, S., Birnbaum, R., & Strei,
G. (1977). Difficulty order for grammatical morphemes for adult
second language performances using free speech. TESOL
Quarterly, 11, 338-41.

Lakshmanan, U. (1998). Functional categories and related mechanisms.
In S. Flynn, G. Martohardhono, & O'Neil, W (Ed.).

Lasnik, H. (1994). Verbal Morphology: Syntactic structures meets the
minimalist program. In P. Kempchinsky & H. Campos (Eds.),
FEvolution and Revolution in Linguistic Theory, Georgetown
University Press.

Meisel, J. (1990). Inflection: subjects and subject-verb agreement. In J.
Meisel (Ed.), Two first languages: Early grammatical
development in bilingual children, Dordrecht: Foris.

Meisel, J. & Mueller, N. (1992). Finiteness and verb placement In

Early child grammars. In J. Meisel (Ed.), The acquisition of verb



28 S o=o] 2 7%

fy
J

47

placement. Functional categories and V2 phenomena in
language acquisition (pp. 109-138). Dordrecht: Kluwer.

Mueller, N. (1993). Parameters cannot be reset: Evidence from the
development of COMP. In J. Meisel (Ed.), Bilingual first
language acquisition - French and German grammatical
development. Amsterdam’ John Benjamins.

Nemser, W. (1971). Approximative systems of foreign language
learners. International Review of Applied Linguistics 9, 115-123.

Phillips, C. (1996). Root infinitives are finite. In E. Hughes, & A.
Zukowski (Eds.), Proceedings of BUCLD 20, Somerville,
Massachusetts: Cascadilla Press.

Poepple, D. & Wexler, K. (1993). The full competence hypothesis of
clause structure in early german. Language, 69, 1-33.

Sano, T. & Hyams, N. (1994). Agreement, finiteness and the
development of null arguments. Proceedings of NELS, 24,
543-58.

Schwartz, B. D. & Sprouse, R. (1996). L2 cognitive states and the Full
Transfer/Full Access model. Second Language Research, 12,
40-72.

Schwartz, B. D. (1996). On the Hypothesis of 'Transfer’ in L2A:
Minimal Trees and Absolute L1 Influence. In S. Flynn G.
Marthardjono & W. O'Neil (Eds.).

Schwartz, B. D. (1998). On two hypothesis of "Transfer” in L2A:
Minimal Trees and Absolute 1.1 influence. In S. Flynn et al
(Eds.).

Selinker, L. (1972). Interlangauge. International Review of Applied
Linguistics 10, 209-231.

Shin, Jung-sun (2000). Functional Category Acquisition by Korean
EFL Learners: The Role of UG in Foreign Language Learning,
Doctoral Dissertation, Seoul National University.

Stromswold, K. (1990). Learnability and the acquisition of auxiliaries,



48 ARHW=FEAS M 4 &

Doctoral dissertation. Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT Press.

Vainikka, A. & Young-Scholten, M. (1994). Direct access to X'-theory:
Evidence from Korean and Turkish adults learning German. In
T. Hoekstra & B. D. Schwartz. (Eds.). \

Vainikka, A. & Young-Scholten, M. (1995). Tree Growth and
Morphosyntactic Triggers in Adult SLA, Paper presented at
GASLA Conference. New York: CUNY.

Wexler, K. (1992). Optional Infinitives, Head Movement, and the
Economy of Derivations in Child Grammar, Occasional Paper
#45. Department Brain & Cognitive Science, MIT.

Wexler, K. (1994). Finiteness and Head Movement in Early Child
Grammar. In D. Lightfoot & N. Hornstein (Eds.), Verb
Movement (pp. 305-350). Cambridge University Press.

White, L. (1989). Universal Grammar and Second Language
Acquisition, Amsterdam: John Benjamins. .

White. L. (1990/1991). The verb movement parameter in second
language acquisition. Language Acquisition, 1, 337-60.



	I. 중간 언어와 보편 문법
	II. 문장 구조와 관련된 매개 변인과 보편 원리

	III. 보편 문법과 문장 구조 습득

	IV. 한국인 외국어 학습자의 기능 범주 습득

	참고문헌


