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Abstract

The Universal Grammar of the Generative School has exerted huge influence on early cognitive
trends of second language acquisition studies. This paper chooses the Principles and Parameters
theory of the Generative School as its perspective, to inspect those second language acquisition
theories and research under the Principle and Parameters framework, and to summarize their
theoretical background, focal topics, theoretical hypotheses, and empirical studies.
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1. 518

AR, ZiEIEH ARV PIRES B SUAESR, A2 EENAL:. Bt
R N B0 8 S 3 R 20K 40~60 Fli(Long, 2007) [1], HIERBT S KB RGIEL. HAEE S %
FREACHE ., SR NANE T FE AU, JF HEEE XU g R, AT AR B A R )
TG R R UE. Larsen-Freeman (2007) [2]H13CAK 55 (2008) [31IAA, A% il SJ45 BRI AT 73 4 I RN
SRS IR SHESUR, TRV RIRMN IZ RS . EIXFEIE SR, 8 SIS A R R T R A
FATM, AN R BEMICTE. Larsen-Freeman (2018) [4]iAN, AR ETE AL BT, T
TG B BT %% B PRVR S T 5. AERIAFIIRIVEAEE 52, AR BCEUR 1) i 1592 (universal grammar, UG) Xt
PR A BRI 96 3] 1 EE S 01 BRE A B2 (Larsen-Freeman, 2018) [4], A AT BRI AR HOE = W0 2 H
SHSIRIMRA . A RSIEETE T B SIS, SeE2 3 7RSS S R R A
HOR R, T4 2k UM B AR L. ASCEIUE NS S8R A, SN EIRE 5. BR [,
B SCUERF ST, RAREZHELS N 1) 38 /3 R KA
2. BipER

M 1957 4E (hjikgifg) — it fE, Chomsky FTGEEIIEL IS KRR TF A T EREMIE S 0, WA T
BRI, R T SR Fd. EHZar, B8 IEMRKAIT N E L EE. 1TRhEFAS
5 RS, YO ARIRIOR A — B iR, 155 AR 5 R A W 5l - K™ 1 143,
MBS 5B A AR, S IEIEVEI AR A 1E F IR ok T B Kb

Y EFN N, JLERE S A SR AL, I3 00T Be R S M R AL S I A .
Bl ) LB AR AR AR U AT R, ERIIE A LA T RA GBI, X RIE S S5 RZ 5
(logical problem of language acquisition), EGFRHIFEFE = 18 (poverty of the stimulus). [Elitt Chomsky AA,
NI RA B A8 S WL (language acquisition device), Akt B L THIE SHE, SIEES 508 HAb
HREAE, BF R E5EMEKRN, FRIOHRE R Z MR, 15511532155 T 6e(language
faculty) TEAMTE 5 BRI TR B . 85 B ReMAIGIRA (initial state, SO)FEHL TSI 1T A5
TR K, B2 S 5 E . 745 S ST, WIEIRESE AR R M B (S1S2 . . . Sn),
IR B Fa e IRES (stablle state, Ss). 1EH HIJLEARE 15 S, EAFMIMSE S BN B AA S5
()22 42 ST AN ) BAIE 5 . Dulay & Brut (1974) [5]ECER 1 BB N BHE AP HE 15 N RRE 985 2 )
RIS = R 11 AT RRIA FIRHE, Z5 AP AN /NE 2 21X 11 AT RETR BT & —FE . A ATIA A,
BN ENE TR I M T RS IR S R AL

A eE 70 AR 80 AW, AR RUEIAHE N B T RS 25 (government and binding) EE 8 i H, $RH
T JEN 5 2% (principles and parameters) (8 A, ZHEISIAN, ANRIBSAENM, FETEIEL. BfF
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MR BN, %1532 A2 R R RSBmO, B0, MEE b 5 0 G a5 0 i
(head), {ELZ R [A)3E &5 v A% 0 171 (60 7 B AT BN F), Sn0e3E i CoaAl JE AT, 1 F 35 9% 001 J2 J5 (Cook, 2007:
44) [6], XAbEMEEL S, ERGEEAESE T M 38 S R B AR IR R, 78 B
A H T AN A 35

3. Higja)gn

JR I 5 Z AR HELE T 1 35 S A3 8 T AR DUT DUAS B8 i)

B, WmiEEAE A E T ] K 1 (availability, access). M 80 4EACHR, TiESI{S0IEHE G| K
TWEIR . B 1B SIS AR IR W 1, B A ZAE SIS R S AR AR 8 ) [ 7 0 i
EAAE IR I e e, FER U T =R A 1) 5820 i, W8 IS AR
iR, ARSI IR AR B IFAR AR E A FHREHIE SR . ZiEIR 5EHE A
T3, RS2 RERE N2 2) An] R, W ZIE /A —EISEeAR, iEH
N2 S ST A S AN, B, A2 EmiEiEmmZ); 3) Manl ki, i
TAAE ZABIE T RIER, H2 T B ERHER S

B, MBERIPILEARAS (initial state). APMARIFM A : AT MERIVIEIRES R EHE: AT
I TE AR IR & e 75T

=, HMESE ] E E Y (parameter resetting). K TR MEITEEE T RASE, A HMAE KM
e 1) W IEAZ T ERIEEGIL), WARAZSH: 2) DT E R EEIEEN S XA
SR A BB AR A NI BRI ST E S, R AR T EHENSHE . AR
BWNZE: 55— MU ER ST DA E O B RE S S

F0U, BRI RS (steady state). & T A E BT A KA B R IR S A AR 4 1)
AN TEZ B W EERL), SHTHRE, RARESTRBIARBEENAKT: 2) WATMERATES
FIATRE KT o XA S AP A, — B R B4 2 i 1A 2, BN AR eI B A IR
FH K, B EREM “AF” [)iE%(a “possible” grammar), FIAERL S T REE . iEMHARIE S
M AR, PAEAZEA TR LG WIEER L), A8, REARERSTTREIHAEERE
F I A EL T (wild) 4 A
4. g

BT LA EPUAS ) A RIS B, RS S A S R 1) A AR ES AT A T BN E AR
HAAFRG Pl RV B R 1.

1) HRAZE 7B i (fundamental difference hypothesis)

Bley-Vroman (1990) [7]#2 iR AZ UL, VOB B IGERAR T )LEHE 5L, JLE
BHE > 15352 B R 1A ANE = & S IR F#14), 38 152 BHE U — R SR AR 7 #1240, R
P2 IEE R . TS B REREE R AT R A3, —18% 1 & Bl s S LIS G A T
TAEF#EH . AN ZEE A FH T REE R R CAMERE T B, B o) iR I aeil i B R —
PR ) S, DRI e A 7R R MO B

2) 4l AmiEik BN (full transfer/full access hypothesis)

Schwartz & Sprouse (1994, 1996) [8] [9]#2 th 4xiE# Al B U, IR 1B 21 f5id /8 5 BHE )15 58
AR, SZEE R TEE R . R TE IR BEE S TR AT I SARE, A EEE B 1R .
FEZAE AR T, IR ZABEVEATEN, MG EERIEAZ R m AL . SHIVIME IR
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BONEHERME, AR B A S BRE TR BRI R A JE I, 8 SI159 3 AT LIOR B 1 1A R
B 72 T (0 S B FOH BOE SRR IEE . 38 SIS R OIS A W REB BIA RS 10K, HE A 5
BHERW, A —E 5L E].

Table 1. Seven second language acquisition hypotheses and their standpoints

% 1. BISSEIER T4 I8 IS Bt RS
ANSE B A
w1 s P AR
S S - § o .
o E S i e ek RREARAT
LIRS N 2} i 3/2 BA
I i E v EHE ~ i
pa X WE AT ik UG Ak UG
S R % om =R KE e e
HRA 22 57 oA J N
SERARER N N N
B J y N N
TR AMAERE VN J
STk (5 2 Y J J N
R M L v J J N
M B N v J N

3) H/MHHE N (minimal trees hypothesis)

Vainikka 1 Young-Scholten (1994, 1996a, 1996b) [10] [11] [12]3& H fe/IMHE UL, N AR Z 38 IHT44
RENBHBERSL GBS, MAEIEIIREIESR. E BB , 005 s sy s rl
B 1A TN RS SIBIIREES, eI E TR IP ARSI SR A) iR RAE CP. ZiESI RIS
N RIS B 5 ARG FIFERKT, Bl A7 D RE TR 2R )7 1

4) JoiL s 4l iA B it (no transfer/full access hypothesis)

Flynn #1 Martohardjono (1994) [13]LA % Epstein %5 A (1996, 1998) [14] [15]#2 th | Joil# 4@k i i,
WRHAE FIPIGRAS & iEy, mAERE . B I8 A2 25 m iE vk H 2. MBS 5k
WEVEM AR AILEER, #8 TIESH, MEABHESHI TR . 18 ISR LIRS TR ER
KREH PR

5) JCMAAE FF AR it (valueless features hypothesis)

Eubank(1993, 1994, 1996) [16] [17] [18]# t WA RFAEAR UL, N IEKIBIARIR A N BRHE T (R
S SGER G IIREIER), TMEREER A BE, T —MEHRES(nert), 24892810 & TS FFHE
WSBZ G, TABRFEEA IR T . iR SIS RA AL R 5 A RIE S R KT

6) JRkFEASE U (local impairment hypothesis)

Beck (1998) [19]17E JoM B RFAE I 15 () B Ailt b4 th 1 J= EB B A% {Ee %t (local impairment hypothesis), A4
FMBRAE— B TEMIRE, BYSHCKR KAWL E, Lk HE IS & B E A REE P B i
AT
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7) ¥ H ik (no parameter resetting hypothesis)
Hawkins £l Chan (1997) [20]4& 1 T 2 2 & B AR UL, I\ /1B IRIAEIRES B 5 IR ES — B2 BHE,
HMMERISEA T EER, HEEZRTRHEN S5,

5. SCUEffFSR

SRS ZHERRBEOR TSI ZOE IR ER RS, PR TEGAANE AU, AT TR
2RI TS LT A SR S DA I AT A 18, DRI SRR AT ORHR ] SR DY A i)
T Fod, il iEE e RS S5 eI R B, TR R — SR RAE . 1T R R TR RS
HRawREs, Kt dnde s #i .

1) M A ] RS S0 T i IR A

A BLUE W R BV AT K, TR E B ) T I A S AR BRI I BN AR A BREEEVE R
k. ARG TG —H—EA 0, HIENESHOR B A, Gy ) 358G 7 B e,
A2 AF AT UE B 38 3G R R sz B 1 SR E R L. i, RS RS A AT LA B ([+wh- movement])
AR, POERGAE 2 BUE IR A e, DOE R 5E ] 17 223 81 S5 A7 ([-wh- movement]), 40 R & XcifE”,
T ST () 5 0] 1) 75 R A5 3 ([+ wh- movement]), 411 “who do you like” . Qi M iEVELE 1% S fE R A
A J, B ABRHENDOE R SEF 213, AN R & IHERE A SR BTl B4, Er e
WL ), HA M EM ST E 5N i8IS

White & Juffs (1998) [211%F Hp [l {1 35 1 2% 2] 5 >J 45 4558 1] 1] 8 21 (1715 4T S Ml (subjacency  principle)
HEAT THEFC. MR ATIE ], BEAia— IR e sl il — /N4 515 i (bounding category, fH/NA) s*Fl4
T4 E NP). #idn, fEA)T “*Which race did John believe [NP the claim [s’ that [s Mary had won t]]]” 1,
race MIEIE t AEFSPRANT m ' A NP AT 3, R ARVE R A) T White F1 Juffs 5 H B 9515 2% 5] %%
PABIAMTSS, 38— MES 2 A 60 AN T2 S ATk, XHAF 30 MMEAVER, 30 AN AR JE
o 55 ZAMESS RN 19 ANFRIR A R 2638 7 B A7 ¢ ), Horb 13 ANE) 1A AT e 23 T B0E Sl <0 R ) (1 &€
)4, Xt “John believe the claim that Mary had won the race” BEATHE IR, 452 =) %A 38 570 40 S5 U 1)
BRI, e WAEEma)r, RUREAEH “Which race did John believe that Mary had won”
KIBEAGVERI = . SRR, S H R T AGENA)F, HFHEAEH RN AT, X
B, DUE 25 [-wh- movement]7E 15 > #5313 A2 H 4 5 B [+ wh- movement], 5 ik 175925 (U 40 i ) 7E
AR THRIZAER.

W SRR, IWREEEEAT L h MBS S WA A SGE. WA, A EE
SR AL, T R — S84 R B A E ASRHE BN R G (cluster) fE—it, BRI A s /iR TR VA
Fp i/ 3K i 58 A R4S (clustering effect) IAIERH HW 5. & Clahsen 11 Hong(1995) [22]iA A, (EfEIEREE
JE T, —HIE T8RN, FAFHREHIS FERE, R SR ([+agreement]) 5 G
7 FIE IS E([-Null subject]) & 5A 1Ko 1% 52 6] R 405 2% 2] 35 R AT 5L 00 R, | T RE A & o i = £
([+null subject]), =345 1 — 5 )5 )5 [ 5 =) & A TE VR TR AT SR B 2 TR IRRE, 1X 1 B Hh B
BIRZRHERZ), AW IRIEEHL, AT FEX S8,

2) B RIVIGEIRS SR RS 7L

ST B FIRIAER S G AR AT, R RRE B w5 . X R NBRET B AT,
A el W] A8 SIS WIMEM BOFE BREIT RS, WUCAHPIEEIRES A ERE, RN AR EEIEE. FRERER
WIS AL, #5 R UEITE G IR AR B I B FAEE BB R, MICRIE R T AR 15 5 /KF,
RZ NN AR IEE], MIRIX R AR RE A i —F .
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7€ Yuan (1998) [23]HIF 7, ik B IGE . BRESR HIBIEE )24 S F i T R AR KRB [
FOER, FIanfE “ EARS MM E RS HAMEA C” XN T, ik IRk “ga”
Fria ARG . SRR, HARZE I ZEMPOEATES B IEZ LT —FE(90%LL L), 9% 36 %52 2] & A 28
TE(h Y217 53%, Mg 1#H T1%). X2, HERDGE 2 KRS0 R S A R, 1o
BARYE. FILOZE AN, XARER T RREX B4R, T BNVIGEIRE R BRHE; R SR
PR ENER TGN, A IBFEINRE, BHEITR IR IZHRN, SRS RA 7] e
FIARE K o
6. INGE

JE U5 S EASAER — TTHOL G 5 5800, HEWARREEE, HAmENAE . 230 DU
LRI RN AR, AR S T RVFA AFENSEOE, 15 B BATBAE RIE R RO R )
Al BT T T I i B PO RN R, DECE rER A RIS S Bt T 5k, 28
BWERNAMES AR, Xt 7 TSI TTRE, gl 1 A2 W TT 3 AN F A1 EER X U AE
SEEGEDy, MZEIRES T AR AT T R .

2R NS ZHE W T 0 AT, RSO T RN 5 S MR ka2 B, Pkl
ARG TR A SRR R S SEEE N TR F A, —HRURIBZ B D s,
AHARROIREE, B IEER AR, MIRIESE, Hrh R R BB AR AR T I E kPG . IR 55—
B F PR B AR AR A b, X T IR AR 5 AR S ] R B PR (S 0 i A AL B
E#BET, ANEBREGNS S AREERE, NTEER LR FRN, BEAS A . ]
WSS HEE T K IE IR, WA RN B S R R AT S, AR RS Bl 1 VA
EPRPER . R BN A, AEA B TEVE T M, B TR — 26 RN T K, (A8 B i A AN T]
Loy SARE T R BERRAE BB . IXMEGE S BN FIRT U T R A R AR R AR, JF R IR

B IUARZE BB, AHA — MBS RS R TEA K I SR N R BT A 18 5 AT 2RO B R 15 46 i,
PRLE ARG Fr i e LR, R g WG IR AN AR R RS R 1) — B2 B 401, T e ZOIRAS RE 7538 B AR
FKP, B ARSI RIS, ANRE TS R A T Rt . S BN TR B IS R R AR ARk, A
R R IARIHIZI R 2

E&WmE

AT 7T i o Je R SR A Rl 4% B 5 T % 42 B S 0 H (31620202 Y QA1) “ A4 5 BUA T I TR %
SRR S

S CHk
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