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Abstract

This paper proposes how language acquisition is significant in terms of teaching English in
elementary schools. As well as junior and senior high schools in Japan, elementary schools can
be where people need to learn English from 2020. The year is one of the eras when learning
English is acceleratingly globalized. Such a globalization, however, is not necessarily fruitful
enough to teach English. This is partly because a pedagogical role in teaching English in
elementary schools has not been played by language acquisition. The theory can lead to one of
the answers that help teachers to teach both spoken and written English; furthermore, first and
second language acquisition can function as the linguistic joint between preschools and junior

high schools. The consideration can be a sort of references to child English for teachers.
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REFIE, PNFREEHFICB W TUMMIC LT [SiE¥815%i] (Language Acquisition) %34
HETHLONEREL TWD. HADHERR EEFRE FRRIZ, AFERTIE 2020 45 X ) 3

EFET DLEMENE LTV D, 20 2020 KRR FEAMBEERIZ 7 17— 9vqL (Global-
ization) ~L L 1 DO EF 5> TOBFTEL V. LALENS, To7a—rOUkided
LI EEEHRZ 2D HHRENVDLDOTIE RV, TOHHD 1 DI ENLDIE, [Fif
Bt ANFREEHE I CHBENREHEZ LTI e ho/c2bThH b, COMmICE-T, 1R
BMARELFLI LY FEI LR L THALBOFRFER 5, HIZ, [HEEERH
(First Language Acquisition) ®° [# S

nU

H155%] (Second Language Acquisition) DA
5, NERIEFEHE IR E TEFERNOSHEFNENY L LTHEHT L I EDPTRTH
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5o &oT, [B#EEFE] (Child English) %12, HAAPESH 2R 2BICER L 2L T
OBV TH L DD 2RET S,

2. SEREEE - SHEREMOREA L EETEREOBE

2020 4EFED ©H OB FGEEH CCHRHEA, 2017) TlE, NFRHEEAE 3 - 4 4L TRAVERE
HE L LT, W% 5 - 6 SR TIIAMERRF CGEFROBEAME) & LT, EEISEETHDNS &
NZoTWhe ZNFETIEIEEED - 6 FETOAIEGEREIC, BAEMNLAE ORMIZBT
2 FEBBFEE OB e L THBRF 2 LML TSN DH 5,

X)) BYEOHBE LTI, EHFEHOWERMILSEA TS0 TH L, [ Skt
Bl 2B W T, Input Hypothesis (IH) (Krashen, 1982) 23Z1F S5 n, BEWEER A > 7y
b4 525628 T, BML, A LS, KBTELLH Lo TWL, 2L YTy M
[i+1] TREN, HEDOLNVTH S [il 12, LLEDLNVTHS [1] THIUIHFTHET
HHLEVWIEZTHD, UARTIEDH LD, 17y MIEIHLIBEEORDLETH LD, HoHK
BEOHHLIETH S,

—7F, WBORFZIE, Output Hypothesis (OH) (Swain, 1985) »ZF SN 5, HFEWEEZ
A7y FETTHE, SHOBHREIAELETHY, EBRIIEATLICESHERATLEIH L L
W)L THD, COTINTY MDA Ty PEFAKICHLIBEORDELLETHLI LD
BIRTH 5o

T/, IO LA 51, Interaction Hypothesis (IH) (Long, 1990) »ZF o5, 72778
T b7y IATORNERVWE W) 2L TIE% L, FHLHFIVL I ETRFEOF v v FK—
WMZEoT, A7y b7 M7y PABRITREIZZ> TV I LEEZRL TV A, 2RI [HE
FIE R LFRLFIGEET 20 TIE%L, MEFXOEHLALTELLRWI LICE
BoTwb, LoT, [FEFIE] & [FFE] ZUcidnid, [RHeh] BLETHHILICH
BRLTW2,

3. SEFEEE - SHAEFEFORKAR ESEBFHRE OBE

il

BENEL LTI, SAERRGEECTIEEFPOORIEE 2, SEGEF CIEAERRGESE) o & 5
DORFERFERIEDD, LFHLOKELINY) ANDL I ETHb, 4PRES HR (B 2L,
MU L, BTIL [V ED] WTIE X ELZL) TR, AIFEOSEFEE) T
T, @92 (RhEh], Sy R PEELRY, BFOHEFERTIIHEZ &,
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T EDHBICHEISMbD > TV, HHRHLOEEENSFHE - LEORENL YT P LTWYL
WMNTHb, 2O [HFIFEDP S CFIRBEA] ICHL T, XFHHOREREL (&%,
2018) (ZBHE L, BRROBERIEICTEN LRI SE, 2ok, XFRERHOCFFSELIET
NY N FIEOREBR G MBS B LD THS LI TRHIHL T2,

COE)HBIE LTE, AR TOM - AF VRS LREEEHE L d#EY, APRT
B E L E L72b D e > T0E72OTHE, 2O [HAALVENS] LI EZTIE,
LFBRBEI DB EFBEVEATT S LIRS, [FHFERE» O XTHREA] LMET L L
Wb [HEEE S ] 128 W T, Native Language Magnet (NLM) (Kuhl & Iverson, 1995)
BETFONL, £6 r AETIIHFHOEFRBARRIZTTH5L ) bDOTHL, METHIL, &
FAFES RS L% o> THO TXTFHHESERL LI n) 2L TH D,

I/, [BSHEBEGW] FFC &5 - BB S5 ] (Phonetic and Phonological Acquisi-
tion) 12BWT, [ ] (Segmental Features) & 1 & [B4HiZE | (Suprasegmental / Pro-
sodic Features) O8I 2= —3a VISEENELL L W) ZEHMHLNIIRoTETY
% (Pennington & Richards, 1986), FBi&IZBERTHEEZHEL, BEHEFZV AL VA=V 3
YEIET, 1DV EOOEEZIELSEETES LHICTHI L LD D, Wy, Kb mikzED
FEFBEORD [HEFHES LE] R [HMEFNOEHR] ([TB3), BRLLTWIEELZEGTE LR
BIZB2DTHEbo MNARIZBIT 5 EHREEVRBZIEZ, ) ALICEDETHRRF v vV 2l
MIZ3 201, 2o [FFEEPOHEADEDIEEN] L) FEEESEEN THENZR b DOT
HHEEZOLND,

4. NEREBHEICH T2 EEBRROMEE

Pbo X512, ANARIC BT ARG E) - SHERERE O Rl & IENE 2 5 € O SRk
HffiFE LTEX NS [SilB W] OLENEDND L, [EHIED S TIREN] & [HZ
LHEVEND] OFEZTZEMNMTFTTVEID, [HEHEEMMERS] (Sound Superiority Hy-
pothesis: SSH) (K1, 2015) 252 5N 5, JTE41E [#EE | (Juncture) OICRRIFIED 5 5
BLZ2DOTHS (Kl 2011), TR T, [#HEFEFS] (Pedagogical Phonetics) (Togo,
1999) 2B % [FELAEEBZE, BERIEDLL] 720, [FTREANDHY, 2o LITKEE
BhHod] EVHUBITBNT, [120FFBEOAERIZE T, BHRFZEZRL, XFELT
ZOMUEPEENL] L) —#OFTND S, FRILFL) QEBETH S &) HERIIFH A
EEEL TS, [EFREXTEESTHICRZA WD TH L] LGN E, [HFICIEE
Dlhol#rd s ] 2L a2mbbitrd s LIZHRLTW 5,



114

Mz <, FEFEREEFEEO [EBIE] (Intuition) 75 [HEFEZD D D] (Nativeness) & ZJET
HULERLBZTONS (KL, 2020). FERERGHE 23FE - Tw % Metrical Segmentation Strategy
(MSS) (Cutler & Norris, 1988) AS#FED Y X ADWBEZ KL T DH I ehd, ELFELLTO
NG [PR—ZAOHF - I LEFEE LTOFENL [EFH— A0 - £31] 12
FECYDH L EERBL TBL I EDPVETH L, MNAREEHE BT, 254X
Ehb] SEICEEABE D, WiE [P - R 50801 CUERgd)) Lh#E [EH
IR - KB B8] (EARET)) 2 BERNICHRET 2 LB R A, RN [3#ES Lwv ]
(Nativedike) FEEFHEL L H 2B oTH DLWV EWVWIFHVEH LU L, ZETLLERD
HEEZLND,

BAELART O PH B R R COREERE T, FEER,S [HFES L] BE L) b BEE
BERL [HEFEZOD 0] ORELZE[/TELWREZRE V. LA LR, HEiHFE O
fLAEATIRVE DD, ETOFLELN—HTEROBEEHONLDIINANL L) T
ETHNIRL, HFFIHHEFRGE) - SHEFER CHRE T 2D 1 2D L T 5 DN BENTH 5,

F 72, NFRUBEO R AR EEA TR, EHEOMBR ATV EHGT 5 2 L EESIR
TV R o TV B ELE, ZOHIERETH /MR TIE, #EFHT [HRBLTEETLZ L (K
5] (Experiential Acquisition) 2SHETH 5, O [HKE] 121, FREMHT [FHEEEI S L
FHEEA] 2EAL, TP [ IVHEND | 2 ETWREE 2%, [HEREEIRE:] (For-
eign Language Teaching) ® 12 Td» % [ & HKIG##Z#:] (Total Physical Response: TPR)
(Asher, 1965, 1966, 1969a, 1969b) & DML T A EA DD, T [KEF] T2k
o T [Eillfiam] oMLY PEETH), TOMEILELTRKTHLEF>Thi#h
BTIEEWEEbNRS,

5. ¥

INFRIEFFRE B TAMIC LT [SiE W] PLETH 2002 RB L TE 7, B
Bl & SR ] 2 SO ERREE) - SHEREROMA A L ERNE L D ThETh ol
fREMEREZ R L, [Af] 2@k L7z, BRI, FEEMEEE T L L, LEXAARN [F5
& LTo¥FE] (English as a Second Language) Tid7 <, HHEZEE LTo¥EE] (English as
a Foreign Language) & LT EAMITTWA2E LT, MHEGEESG] (Foreign Language
Acquisition) Tld7% <, [BSilEMAW] PEE LD, FROE L 2 35 H ORI &
WY B & [RERES] 25K TH %,

FEIRED O LFIREAN] & R IVENL] 2L ) TFEL AV EDIZETIEDL
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BITIE, BRI CO RN L BECTh S, [SHERMR] B LA L
T ELOMDERRAED LD b DThHDONEHNOBS SHHA LA TkA DA
W,

LD EFEE S - SVEERFC oML 2 Hi 3 720121, 250 I, OH, NLM, SSH.
MSS, TPR 2% Loo, £Mlzkats L, 645 LCO  BEND 5o KO NS
DINFRH B ~DOHE G IHIRTE 5 L E L b A,
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