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(1988). They are not arguing merely that a particular aspect of our linguistic knowledge must be innate because the relevant data is not available to learners (poverty of the stimulus); they are making a different argument, which Slobin (cited in Van Valin, 1994) refers to as the “argument from the poverty of the imagination”: “I can’t imagine how X
could possibly be learned from the input; therefore, it must be innate.” Appeals to lack of imagination are not very convincing, however. However, nobody disputes this, so in the passage quoted above Chomsky is fighting a straw man. J., Post, K. Neurological Separation The fact that certain parts of the brain—specifically, the perisylvian region
including Broca’s area, Wernicke’s area and the angular gyrus—appear to be specialized for language processing has led some researchers (e.g., Pinker, 1995; Stromswold et al., 1996; Stromswold, 2000, p. The Cultural Origins of Human Cognition. 2, 42-58. A First Language. D. Berwick et al. Further progress will require empirical research and the
coordinated efforts of many disciplines, from molecular biology to psychology and linguistics. London: Penguin Books. (4) The girl hugged the boy. The Construction of Reality in the Child. (2000). “Williams syndrome: an unusual neuropsychological profile,” in Atypical Cognitive Deficits in Developmental Disorders, eds S. They start by putting
together content words, producing telegraphic utterances such as there doggie or doggie eating. Skept. In fact, they get vast amounts of language experience. Figure 1. 286, 1999; Guasti, 2002, p. Species Specificity “To say that language is not innate is to say that there is no difference between my granddaughter, a rock and a rabbit. This was later
generalized to do you ACTION?; but for a long time, Naomi used “do support” almost exclusively with second person subjects. Linguist. 102). In the constructionist approach, constituency is an emergent property of grammar rather than something that is present from the start, and it is sometimes fluid and variable (cf. “Introduction,” in Explanation
in Linguistics: The Logical Problem of Language Acquisition, eds N. Mem. A., Hesketh, L. (1975). Bizzi, P. The structure of the argument may be summarized as follows: (1) Children know certain things about language. Corbett (Oxford: Oxford University Press), 17-36. Universal Grammar is usually defined as the “system of categories, mechanisms
and constraints shared by all human languages and considered to be innate” (O’Grady et al., 1996, p. 5, Expanding the Contexts, ed. First, the language functions are not strongly localized: many other areas outside the classical “language areas” are active during language processing; and, conversely, the language areas may also be activated during
non-linguistic processing (Stowe et al., 2005; Anderson, 2010; see, however, Fedorenko et al., 2011). Typol. Tomasello et al. A Dynamic Systems Approach to the Development of Cognition and Action. Shlonsky (2010) also suggests that “[e]very feature is endowed with its own switchboard, consisting of half a dozen or so binary options” (p. K. False
starts and filler syllables: ways to learn grammatical morphemes. Language and Mind. Newmeyer (2008) surveys some of the relevant literature and concludes: “There is no way to answer this question that would satisfy more than a small number of generativists. 22, 183-197. Some children learn to inflect words before they combine them into larger
structures, while others begin to combine words before they are able to use morphological rules productively (Smoczynska, 1985, p. Kemmer (Stanford, CA: CSLI Publications), 1-63. ~ It should be emphasized that these styles are idealizations. 29, 311-332. P., and Ferro, J. Google Scholar Fedorenko, E., Behr, M. Capturing the evasive passive.
Ferguson and D. Collins and S. Things are no better when we consider substantive universals. (1990). Google Scholar Lasnik, H., and Uriagereka, J. 17). Google Scholar Vicari, S., Albertoni, A., Chilosi, A. The schemas in the third column are even more abstract, in that they contain two slots, one for the activity and one for the agent; they can be
derived by generalizing over the low-level schemas. 2, Theoretical Issues, ed. 3). This results in large differences in error rates (Maratsos, 2000). The left hand side of the figure shows the starting point of development: formulaic phrases. Google Scholar Tomasello, M. “The cognitive neuroscience of language acquisition,” in The New Cognitive
Neurosciences, ed. Because of this, human brains show a high amount of plasticity, and other areas of the brain can take over if the regions normally responsible for language are damaged. (2) Every mug has a toothbrush in it. Consider, for example, Jim—one of children studied by Sachs et al. A Developmental Perspective on Cognitive Science. In
contrast, in other questions (e.g., the formulas What’s Nomi do?, What’s Nomi doing?, and Where’s Nomi?—45 tokens in total) she always refers to herself as Nomi. Google Scholar Piattelli-Palmarini, M. Handl (Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter), 151-170. “Language development after focal brain damage,” in Language Development in Exceptional
Circumstances, eds D. “Explanatory models in linguistics,” in Logic, Methodology, and Philosophy of Science, eds E. As expected, the SLI children performed much better than the WS children on all non-verbal measures. doi: 10.1515/cogl.1997.8.1.1 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Langacker, R. Processes 16, 177-217. For the functionalists,
universals are inductive generalizations about observable features of language, discovered by studying a large number of unrelated languages—what some people call descriptive, or “surface” universals. Evidence children use: learnability and the acquisition of grammatical morphemes. “Analytic” (or “referential”) children begin with single words,
which they articulate reasonably clearly and consistently. Google Scholar Miiller, R.-A. “The learning of weak noun declension in German: children vs. Kibort and G. The Martian scientist might reasonably conclude that there is a single human language, with differences only at the margins.” (p. It is possible, then, that the cognitive mechanisms
necessary to learn about the periphery may suffice to learn core grammar as well (Menn, 1996; Culicover, 1999; Dabrowska, 2000a). There are other interesting restrictions on her usage during this period. doi: 10.1017/S0305000906007471 PubMed Abstract | CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Demetras, M. From First Words to Grammar:
Individual Differences and Dissociable Mechanisms. Slobin (Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum), 687-782. E., Paterson, S., Howlin, P., Davies, M., et al. Shatz (Oxford: Blackwell Publishing). Chavaillon (Oxford: Clarendon Press), 262-283. doi: 10.1046/j.0963-7214.2003.01263.x CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Temple, C. “Some notes on comparative syntax,
with particular reference to English and French,” in The Oxford Handbook of Comparative Syntax, eds G. If people believe that, then they believe that language is not innate. Beyond Modularity. Grafman (Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum), 23-56. [repeated 2x] In total, there are 56 tokens of this “permission formula” in the corpus, 25 with explicit
subjects. Google Scholar Comrie, B. Sarno (San Diego, CA: Academic Press), 451-480. doi: 10.1515/1ing.1983.21.1.87 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Corbett, G. Google Scholar Goldberg, A. Are developmental disorders like cases of adult brain damage? Pragmatic language impairment and social deficits in Williams syndrome: a comparison with
Down’s syndrome and specific language impairment. Since such evidence is not generally available, learners’ generalizations must be constrained by UG (Baker, 1979; Marcus, 1993). Children use verb semantics to retreat from overgeneralization errors: a novel verb grammaticality judgment study. Approaches Biling. doi:
10.1017/S0305000999004067 PubMed Abstract | CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Martins, I. At around 18 to 24 months, children learning morphologically impoverished languages such as English begin combining words to form two-word utterances.... Google Scholar Boeckx, C. Biberauer (Amsterdam: Benjamins), 75-10. More importantly,
studies of neural development clearly show that the details of local connectivity in the language areas (as well as other areas of the brain) are not genetically specified but emerge as a result of activity and their position in the larger functional networks in the brain (Elman et al., 1996; Miller, 2009; Anderson et al., 2011; Kolb and Gibb, 2011). As a
result, supplying even a provisional list of what the set of universal distinctive syntactic features might be seems quite hopeless.” (p. 6, 774-781. H., Johnson, M. F., Jones, R. doi: 10.1016/j.jml.2007.11.005 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Dabrowska, E. Language and Williams syndrome: how intact is ‘intact’? doi: 10.1006/brln.1996.0024 PubMed
Abstract | CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Tallal, P. Progressive schematization. 19, 9-50. 19, 440-444. (Oxford: Oxford University Press), 3-69. (1979). Google Scholar Peters, A. doi: 10.2307/413177 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Peters, A. (e.g., What'’s this fly doing in my soup?, What are you doing reading my diary?—see Kay and Fillmore,
1999). Google Scholar Lum, J., Kidd, E., Davis, S., and Conti-Ramsden, G. G., and de Villiers, P. The claim that language acquisition is insensitive to environmental factors is simply incorrect, as demonstrated by the vast amount of research showing that both the amount and quality of input have a considerable effect on acquisition—particularly for
vocabulary, but also for grammar (e.g., Huttenlocher, 1998; Huttenlocher et al., 2002; Ginsborg, 2006; Hoff, 2006). 734; cf. Ann. Most children say their first referential words at 9 to 15 months... and for the next 6-8 months, children typically acquire single words fairly slowly until they have acquired approximately 50 words.... The LAA participants
were at ceiling on actives, 88% correct on passives, 78% on simple locatives with quantifiers, and 43% correct (i.e., at chance) on possessive locatives with quantifiers. How children constrain their argument structure constructions. 2, Descriptive Application. 35, 97-118. The HAA participants consistently chose the target picture in all four conditions.
L., Fromm, D. doi: 10.4135/9781483327150 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Slobin, D. Google Scholar Slobin, D. 105: described it as “unassailable”), it is now coming under increasing criticism from a variety of sources. doi: 10.1017/S0305000900008059 PubMed Abstract | CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar de Villiers, ]J. doi:
10.1017/S0305000900004608 PubMed Abstract | CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Thelen, E., and Smith, L. Polish children’s productivity with case marking: the role of regularity, type frequency, and phonological coherence. Negative evidence can also be inferred from absence of positive evidence: a probabilistic learner can distinguish between
accidental non-occurrence and a non-occurrence that is statistically significant, and infer that the latter is ungrammatical (Robenalt and Goldberg, in press; Scholz and Pullum, 2002, 2006; Stefanowitsch, 2008). “Acquired aphasia in children,” in Acquired Aphasia, 3rd Edn, ed. Language learning disabilities: integrating research approaches. The
heritability of language: a review and meta-analysis of twin, adoption and linkage studies. “Linguistic universals and Universal Grammar,” in The MIT Encyclopedia of the Cognitive Sciences, eds R. (7)Uniformity: All children acquiring language go through the same stages in the same order. Austin, TX: Pro-ed. With respect to the auxiliary placement
rule, for example, Pullum and Scholz (2002) estimate that by age 3, most children will have heard between 7500 and 22000 utterances that falsify the structure independent rule. 28, 675-691. doi: 10.1126/science.286.5448.2355 PubMed Abstract | CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Pesetsky, D. (2012). A semantics-based approach to the ‘no
negative-evidence’ problem. S., and Thal, D. (10)Neurological Separation: Different brain circuits are responsible for representing/processing linguistic and non-linguistic information. Linguis. H., and Karmiloff-Smith, A. (2014). Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum. doi: 10.1016/j.jneuroling.2004.01.002 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Stowe, L. This
fact can be explained only on the assumption that these individuals employ highly restrictive principles that guide the construction of the grammar.” (Chomsky, 1975, p. doi: 10.1080/87565649709540682 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Bavin, E. Google Scholar Reilly, J. (2010). “Learning and using the auxiliary verb in English,” in Language
Development, ed. doi: 10.1162/002438998553761 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Ginsborg, J. Stanulewicz, T. Rep. Construction grammar began as an attempt to account for constructional idioms such as the X-er the Y-er (e.g., The more the merrier; The bigger they come, the harder they fall—see Fillmore et al., 1988) and what’s X doing Y?
Cognition 106, 87-129. The great challenge is to understand exactly how genes and environment interact during individual development, and how languages evolve and change as a result of interactions between individuals. doi: 10.1515/tlir.19.1-2.185 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Scholz, B. K., and Goldberg, A. Lingua 120, 2080-2094. Genes
do not interact with the primary linguistic data: they build proteins which build brains which learn to “represent” language and the external environment by interacting with it via the body. eds E. Google Scholar Baker, M. Conclusion As we have seen, contemporary views on what is or is not in UG are wildly divergent. Developing linguistic flexibility
across the school years. (in press). Foundations of Cognitive Grammar, Vol. Psychiatry 20, 265-276. As their systems develop, the fillers gradually acquire more phonetic substance and an adult-like distribution, and eventually evolve into function words of the target language (Peters and Menn, 1993; Peters, 2001). Sauerland and H. doi:
10.1515/lingty.2007.011 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Haspelmath, M. Children with Specific Language Impairment. (2005). Google Scholar Langacker, R. Aust. Secondly, the age ranges she gives (e.g., 9-15 months for first referential words) are quite wide: 6 months is a very long time for an infant. The LAD goes to school: a cautionary tale for
nativists. The schemas contain a slot for specifying the type of activity; this must be filled by a verb phrase containing a plain verb. “Evaluating models of parameter setting,” in BUCLD 28: Proceedings of the 28th Annual Boston University Conference on Language Development, eds A. (1977). Consequently, there is no general universal-grammar
model for which [Everett’s claims] could have consequences - only a wealth of diverse hypotheses about UG and its content.” (p. Google Scholar Kaplan, D., and Berman, R. “Parametric versus functional explanations of syntactic universals,” in The Limits of Syntactic Variation, ed. Neuropsychol. Zeno of Elea was an ancient Greek philosopher who
“proved,” through a series of paradoxes (Achilles and the tortoise, the dichotomy argument, the arrow in flight), that motion is an illusion. Ochs and B. (1993). “Developing linguistic knowledge and language use across adolescence,” in Blackwell Handbook of Language Development, eds E. There is a growing consensus, even in the generativist camp,
that the “big mean UG” of the Principles and Parameters model is not tenable: UG, if it exists, is fairly minimal, and most of the interesting properties of human languages arise through the interaction of innate capacities and predispositions and environmental factors. The development of children’s interrogatives: from formulas to rules. A., and Snow,
C. Clearly, one cannot argue that language is selectively impaired in SLI and intact in WS if we find that the two populations’ performance on the same linguistic tests is indistinguishable. The Generative Enterprise Revisited: Discussions with Riny Huybregts, Henk van Riemsdijk, Naoki Fukui and Mihoko Zushi. 5b Will the boy win? (1981). Google
Scholar Karmiloff-Smith, A., Grant, J., Bethoud, I., Davies, M., Howlin, P., and Udwin, O. Google Scholar Chomsky, N. Changeux and J. However, children learning languages in which the passive is more frequent and/or simpler master this construction much earlier—by about 2;8 in Sesotho (Demuth, 1989) and as early as 2;0 in Inuktitut (Allen and
Crago, 1996). (2015). Google Scholar Berman, R. (1) Every toothbrush is in a mug. The human ability to read and share intentions may not explain subjacency effects—the existence of other differences between humans and other species does not entail lack of UG, just as species specificity does not entail its existence. U.S.A. 108, 16428-16433.
Google Scholar Karmiloff-Smith, A. doi: 10.1353/1an.0.0107 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Nippold, M. Constructions SV1-SV11, 1-23. doi: 10.1080/01690960042000076 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar van Hout, A. Thirdly, the passage describes typical development, as evidenced by qualifiers like “most children,” “typically,” “often”—so the
observations are not true of all children. Hornstein and D. Child. Implications from connectionist modeling. As construction grammar developed, it quickly became apparent that whatever mechanisms were required to explain low-level patterns could also account for high-level patterns as a special case: consequently, as Croft (2001) put it, “the
constructional tail has come to wag the syntactic dog” (p. Negative evidence and negative feedback: immediate effects on the grammaticality of child speech. Syntactic theory and the projection problem. The Atoms of Language. doi: 10.1016/S0911-6044(97)00011-0 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar van der Lely, H. More individual differences in
language attainment: how much do adult native speakers of English know about passives and quantifiers? 10, 107-124. Suppes, and A. Corbett (Oxford: Oxford University Press), 522-524. From first words to grammar in children with focal brain injury. doi: 10.1177/014272370002006001 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Saxton, M., Kulcsar, B.,
Marshall, G., and Rupra, M. Stojanovik et al. (1994). 40, pp. The process is depicted schematically in Figure 1. Google Scholar Asimov, I. 64, 215-230. (ed.). (2011) appear to assume that the four types of factors are separate and isolable: a particular principle can be attributed to factor 1, 2, 3, or 4. Google Scholar Johnson, C. Google Scholar
Stromswold, K. Ellis (New York, NY: Routledge), 341-371. In other words, the fact that we are the only species that has language does not entail that we have innate knowledge of subjacency. Language Learning: The Debate between Jean Piaget and Noam Chomsky. Children’s overgeneralization of fixed-transitivity verbs: the entrenchment
hypothesis. 1, The Data, ed. Google Scholar Culicover, P. Early reports of the double dissociation between language and cognition in Williams and SLI were based on indirect comparisons between the two populations. K., and Tiede, H.-J. 39, 45-64. T. Let us return to the poverty of the stimulus argument. Gartner (New York, NY: Mouton de Gruyter),
1-29. 1; Pesetsky, 1999, p. Language 77, 647-723. without limits on the toolkit, UG is unfalsifiable.” (p. 148) consisting of “various subsystems of principles” (p. Chomsky (2000a), for instance, claims that the Principles and Parameters framework was “highly successful” (p. Plasticity and reorganization during language development in children with
early brain injury. For the quantifier sentences the pictures depicted objects and containers in partial one-to-one correspondence (e.g., three mugs, each with a toothbrush in it plus an extra toothbrush; three mugs, each with a toothbrush in it plus an extra mug). Towards a lexically specific grammar of children’s question constructions. Nelson and M.
schema about 6 months before she started to produce Will you VP? “Approaching UG from below,” in Interfaces + Recursion = Language?: Chomsky’s Minimalism and the View from Syntax-Semantics, eds U. Recycling utterances: a speaker’s guide to sentence processing. (1996). Brain Lang. ©~ The Manchester corpus is described in Theakston et al.
Google Scholar Goldfield, B. Gleason (Boston, MA: Allyn and Bacon), 317-347. These include collaboration, cultural learning, the use of complex tools, and—surprisingly—the use of pointing and others means of drawing attention to particular features of the immediate environment, such as holding objects up for others to see. Syntactic Nuts: Hard
Cases, Syntactic Theory and Language Acquisition. (1986). Mogford (Hove: Lawrence Erlbaum), 203-219. Poverty of stimulus: unfinished business. We do not see this sort of approximation in work in the UG approach: what we see instead is wildly different ideas being constantly proposed and abandoned. Cognitive Grammar: A Basic Introduction.
Nevertheless individuals in a speech community have developed essentially the same language. Phonological short-term memory and its relationship to language in Williams syndrome. Finally, on the far right, we have a fully abstract Y/N question schema. (1991). “Cognitive prerequisites for the development of grammar,” in Studies in Child Language
Development, eds C. Processes 16, 143-176. Related to this, children do make overgeneralization errors—including morphological overgeneralizations like bringed and gooder and overgeneralizations of various sentence level constructions (e.g., I said her no, She giggled me), and they do recover from them (cf. (Or perhaps a better question might be:
Was it a fruitful approach?) It was certainly fruitful in the sense that it generated a great deal of debate. For example, Nevins et al. “A dynamic usage-based model,” in Usage-Based Models of Language, eds M. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press. “The acquisition of English,” in The Crosslinguistic Study of Language Acquisition, Vol. doi:
10.1037/0012-1649.19.3.440 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Langacker, R. For example, Street and Dabrowska (2010) tested adult native English speakers’ comprehension of simple sentences with universal quantifiers such as (1-2) and unbiased passives (3); the corresponding actives (4) were a control condition. In Chomsky’s (2000a) words,
“...in their essential properties and even down to fine detail, languages are cast to the same mold. Google Scholar Grant, J., Karmiloff-Smith, A., Gathercole, S. The Acquisition of Complex Sentences. Compass 4, 417-429. Pourcel (Amsterdam: John Benjamins), 201-223. Pap. Acquired childhood aphasia: a clinicoradiological study of 11 stroke patients.
(1972). Baltin and C. (1992). “The acquisition of romance, with special reference to French,” in The Crosslinguistic Study of Language Acquisition, ed. doi: 10.1353/1an.2011.0012 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Brooks, P. V. Lima, R. (2)Convergence: Children are exposed to different input yet converge on the same grammar. London: Weidenfeld
and Nicolson. Google Scholar Hawkins, J. I turn to this question in the next section. 2; 0.3 could I throw that? PubMed Abstract | Google Scholar Stojanovik, V., Perkins, M., and Howard, S. (1962). Clark and I. “The acquisition of Hebrew,” in The Crosslinguistic Study of Language Acquisition, ed. (2004) gave SLI and WS children a battery of verbal



and non-verbal tests. Appl. Note that this is a rather conservative estimate: we know that language development begins before age 1 (Jusczyk, 1997; Karmiloff and Karmiloff-Smith, 2001) and continues throughout childhood and adolescence (Nippold, 1998; Berman, 2004, 2007; Nippold et al., 2005; Kaplan and Berman, 2015); moreover, children are
exposed to language—through utterances directed to them, utterances directed to other people present, radio and television, and later school, reading and the internet almost every waking hour of their lives. After more than half a century of intensive research we are no nearer to understanding what UG is than we were when Chomsky first used the
term. Language 69, 742-777. (3)Poverty of the Stimulus: Children acquire knowledge for which there is no evidence in the input. Aphasiology 7, 489-495. (6)Ease and Speed of Child Language Acquisition: Children learn language quickly and effortlessly, on minimal exposure. From formula to schema: the acquisition of English questions. 45, 337-374.
Heine (Oxford: Oxford University Press), 257-283. Psychol. 8), that it “led to an explosion of inquiry into a very broad range of typologically diverse languages, at a level of depth not previously envisioned” (Chomsky, 2004, p. 24, 633-665. Strikingly, most expositions of the poverty of the stimulus argument in the literature do not take the trouble to
establish the truth of the premises: it is simply assumed. Understanding and sharing intentions: the origins of cultural cognition. Thus, while both groups of children eventually acquire similar grammars, they get there by following different routes. The CHILDES Project: Tools for Analyzing Talk. Individual Differences in Comprehension of Passives
and Universal Quantifiers by Adult Native Speakers of English. Google Scholar Clark, E. Langacker, 1997). Language learners must generalize beyond the data that they are exposed to, but they must not generalize too much. Barlow and S. But these structures may not be found by linguists of other theoretical persuasions because these structures are
defined differently, or not recognised at all, in other linguistic theories.” (p. This indicates that the participants were not language impaired, and that their poor performance on the pre-test is attributable to lack of knowledge rather than failure to understand the instructions or to cooperate with the experimenter. (2005) put it, “saying that only
humans have language is like saying that only humans build skyscrapers, when the fact is that only humans (among primates) build freestanding shelters at all” (p. Back to Poverty of the Stimulus It is important to note that the way the poverty-of-the-stimulus problem is posed (e.g., “how does the child know that the auxiliary inside the subject cannot
be moved?”) presupposes a generative account of the phenomena (i.e., interrogatives are derived from declarative-like structures by moving the auxiliary). Five weeks later, we get the first question with a subject other than I: 2; 0.28 can you draw eyes? Questions with other auxiliaries follow different developmental paths. Piraha exceptionality: a
reassessment. “Features: essential notions,” in Features: Perspectives on a Key Notion in Linguistics, eds A. Stromswold (2000), for instance, observes that “Within a given language, the course of language acquisition is remarkably uniform.... doi: 10.1515/tlir.19.1-2.147 CrossRef Full Text | Google Scholar Laws, G., and Bishop, D. Croft, 2001;
Haspelmath, 2007; Evans and Levinson, 2009). (1973). Schieffelin (New York, NY: Academic Press), 167-209. Amsterdam: Benjamins. Longer-term effects of corrective input: an experimental approach. Howard (New York, NY: Plenum), 85-96. These were gradually integrated into a network of increasingly general constructional schemas. Do children
really recover better? Google Scholar Smolensky, P., and Dupoux, E. Google Scholar Haspelmath, M. The complementary role of the cerebral hemispheres in recovery from aphasia after stroke: a critical review of literature. With respect to parameters, very few scholars have even attempted to give a reasonably comprehensive inventory of what these
are. Consider an example discussed by Asimov (1989). Google Scholar Wells, G. Google Scholar Bates, E. “On the role of parameters in universal grammar: a reply to Newmeyer,” in Organizing Grammar: Linguistic Studies in Honor of Henk Van Riemsdijk, eds H. Regularity and idiomaticity in grammatical constructions: the case of let alone. Bhatia
(San Diego, CA: Academic Press), 33-54. Street and Dabrowska argue that the experiment reveals differences in linguistic knowledge (competence), not performance, pointing out that the picture selection task has minimal cognitive demands (and can be used with children as young as 2 to test simpler structures); moreover, all participants, including
the LAA group, were at ceiling on active sentences, showing that they had understood the task, were cooperative, etc. J., and Oroz, M. 12, 206-211. J., and Tomasello, M. What they disagree about is the conclusion that is to be drawn from this fact. Fletcher and B. Social class differences in preschool children’s comprehension of WH-questions. 15,
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