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KuiBchbkuii HaIllOHATBHUHN YHIBEPCUTET TEXHOJIOTIN Ta TU3aiHy
3ACBO€HHA VS BUBUEHHSA

Yu nerxko onmaHyBaTH iHO3eMHY MOBY? Bij 4oro 1ie HacnpaB/ii 3aJI€KUTh?
Uu € «4yaoiiH» METOJMKH, 10 J03BOJIIOTH BIIHHO 3arOBOPUTHU 1HO3EMHOIO
MOBOIO 3a Tpu Mmicsii? i Ta iHIII MUTAaHHS POKAMHU XBWIIOIOTH 1 Oa)Karoumx
3HATU 1HO3E€MHI MOBH 1 MMPOBIAHUX BYCHHUX-JIIHIBICTIB YChOTO CBITY.

[ToroBopuMO CBHOTOJIHI TPO METOJIOJIOTII0 3aHypEeHHS Yy MOBHE
CepeloBHILE, L0 TaK BAXJIMBO Ha TMOYATKy 3aCBOEHHS Oylb-AKi 1HO3EMHOT
MOBHU.

[lle nanpukinmi 19 cr. aMmepukaHCbKUIl Ta HIMEIILKUN JIIHTBICT 1 MeJaror
Maxkcuminian bepiinnr po3poOuB momyssipHy METOAMKY, sIKa 3acHOBaHAa Ha
IUIKOBUTOMY 3aHYpPEHH1 y MOBHE CEPEJIOBHIIIE.

VY 70-x — 80-x pokax 20 CTOMTTS MOGAYHIN CBIT POOOTH aMEPUKAHCHKOTO
¢inonora, daxiBug 3 npukiaaHoi JiHrBicTuku CtiBeHa Kpaiiena mono napuau
3acBO€HHS 1HO3eMHO1 MOBH. II’sTh rimore3 CriBena Kpamiena, siki MIBHIKO
CTaJld BIJIOMHMH Ha yBECh CBIT, a CYNEpPEYKH HABKOJO HHUX HE BIIYXalOTh 1
J0Ternep.

1.  T'imore3a 3aCBO€HHS MOBH VS BUBUEHHS MOBH.

ABTOp moBOAMTH, 10 BuBUEHHS (learning) Ta 3acBoeHHs (acquisition)
MOHSTTS BOYEBUIb HE TOTOXHI. 3acBOE€HHsS, ab0 OmMaHyBaHHS MOBOIO
B1I0yBa€ThCS HECBIOMO, fK, JO MPUKJATy, MAJCHBKI JIITH 3aCBOIOIOTH HOBI
CJIOBa Ta MOHATTS MPHUPOJHO, TaK 1 JOPOCII 3aCBOIOIOTH MOBY 4Uepe3 Meperyisi
¢GiIbMIB, YWTaHHS, CIyXaHHS, TmepeOyBaHHS Yy BIANOBITHOMY MOBHOMY
cepenoBuii, tomo. Came 1€, Ha JAyMKY BYEHOIO, 1 € €(QEKTUBHUM MJIs
3aCBO€HHSI MOBHU Ta IMPHU3BOAUTH JI0 BUJILHOTO BUCIOBJICHHS AyMKH. HatomicTb
BHUBUYEHHS JIOTIOMArae 3po3yMiTH CTPYKTYpY MOBH, 3HATH IpaBHiia 1 CJIOBa, aye
HE JIOTIOMO€ TOBOPHUTH 1HO3EMHOIO MOBOIO 1 HE €(eKTHMBHE Ha MOYATKOBOMY

erar.
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2. ['inmore3a penakTopa, MOHITOpUHT (monitor hypothesis).

Bci HaneBHO mam’siTaEMO BHMIIAJKH YM TO 3 BJIACHOTO KHUTTS, YU TO
no0OayeHi, KOJU € CTpax I1HO3EMHOI0 MOBOIO CKa3aTH IIOCh HE BIPHO, 1 B
pe3yabpTaTi MPOCTO MOBYAHHS, a00 XK KOJM MPUCITYXaeEMOCS 10 cebe micis
KOXKHICIHBKOTO CKa3aHOTO PEUYEHHS YU CJIOBA, 110, HA >Kallb, 30BCIM HE CIIPUsE
’KMBOMY MOBIIGHHIO, a HaBIAKWU CHOBUIbHIOE #oro. OTXe CHOHTaHHE >XUBE
MOBJICHHSI MOJKJIMBE JIMIIE Ha OCHOBI HECBIJOMOIO 3aCBOEHHSA, a BUBYEHI
MpaBWjIa MAalOTh HAa METI JIMILIE MEPEBIPKY Ta BUIIPABJICHHS BJIACHUX MOMMIIOK.
BuBueHHs rpamMaTHYHUX MPaBUII Ta 3ay4yBaHHS HOBHX CJIIB HIOM BMUKA€ y Hac
«pellakTopa», KOTPUN JHIIe T€ 1 POOUTH, IO KOHTPOJIIOE IIOMUTI, HE JAI0YU
BUTbHO ToBOpuTH. CTiBeH KpaieH 3a3Havae, 1o JIOIU, KOTP1 HNPUCBIYYIOTH
OuIbIIIe Yacy BMBUEHHIO, & HE 3aCBOEHHIO MOBH y PE3yJbTaTl CTPAXKIAIOTh BiJl
HasiBHOTO MOBHOTO 6ap’epy.

3. ['imore3a BxigHOoro Marepiany (input hypothesis).

JlioguHa 37aTHA OMAaHyBaTH MOBY, SKIIO BXITHHM MaTepian 3po3yMuTuit
(comprehensible input), iHpopmalis Mae OyTH JIMII Ha TPOXH BHUILOMY DiBHI,
aHDK pIBEHb 3HAHD JIIOJMHU. Y TEKCTI YU ayJ10 MaTepiajii HOBUX CJIB Ma€ OyTH
He Outbire 10-20%. BuBuenHst 6aratbox CIiB UM MPaBUI 32 OJUH Pa3 MOXKIIUBE,
asie TXHE 3aCBOEHHS Hi, BEJIMKA YaCTUHA BUBUEHOT'O MPOCTO OMUHUTHCS y MACHBI
1 30BCIM HE 30araTuTh MOBY.

4. ['imore3a npupoanoro nopsaxy (natural order hypothesis).

€ meBHUN NPUPOAHUN MOPAIOK 3aCBOEHHS MaTepiaiy BiJl MPOCTOTO [0
CKJIQ/IHIILIOTO 1 BUBYEHHS MPABUJI MAa€ CEHC JIMILE TOM1, KOJIM HACTaB MOTPIOHUIMA
JUTS IIHOTO Yac. B iHImomy BUMaAKy — Iie BTpaTa yacy i BUKJaaada i CTyJeHTa,
a/uKe Ha 1€ NpUPOTHUM MOPSIOK HE 37aTHI BIUIMHYTH >KOJHI TOSICHEHHS
BHKJIaJlaya.

5. INnore3a adextuBHOrO (emoritnoro) ¢iasTpa (affective filter
hypothesis).

EdexTuBHE 3aCBOEHHS 1HO3EMHOT MOBHU 3aJI€XKHUTh CEpEJ 1HIIOrO 1 Bij

EMOIIIHHOTO CTaHy IiJi Yac HaBYaHHS. SIKIIO CTYIEHT Ha 3aHATTI BiIUyBae
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CTpax, COPOMUTHCS YU Ma€ OyJib-sK1 1HII1 HETaTUBHI €MOIIii, CIIPUMHATTSI MOBHU
OnmokyeThcs. Ha 3aHATTAX 0OOB’SI3KOBO Mae TMaHyBaTH JIeTKA JIPYXKHS
aTMmocdepa.

Bci Bumiesragani rinoTe3n KOPUCHI JIJIsl BUKIIAIA4iB Oy/Ib-1KO1 1HO3EMHOT
moBu. Illomo BuknagaHHs YKpaiHCHKOI MOBH, SK 1HO3€MHOi, BaXJIMBO
HacaMIiepe]; mam’siTaTd, o JUisi OlJbIIOCTI CTYIEHTIB MpaBwWia HAIIOi MOBHU
IUIKOM HE 3pO3yMidi, a/uke B IXHIX PIAHMX MOBax HE ICHY€ BIJIMIHIOBaHHS,
3MIHM 3aKIHY€Hb Yy CJOBaxX, YepryBaHHS TOJOCHUX a00 MPUTOJOCHUX 1 T.iH. 1
TOMY CaMe 3aHYPEHHS Y MOBHE CEPEIIOBHIIE - HA/[3BUUAITHO Ba)KJIMBHUH acCIIeKT
MOYaTKOBOTO €TaIly 3aCBOEHHS HOBO1 MOBH.
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