
Introduction

Linguistics, Language Acquisition

https://assignbuster.com/essay-subjects/linguistics/language-acquisition/
https://assignbuster.com/essay-subjects/linguistics/
https://assignbuster.com/introduction-44/
https://assignbuster.com/


 Introduction – Paper Example Page 2

Introduction In this paper, we will examine the Natural Order Hypothesis 

which was first introduced by Stephen Krashen in the late 1970s and 1980s. 

Krashen proposed the Second Language Acquisition Theory with five 

hypotheses. The Natural Order Hypothesis is a part of this second language 

theory. This hypothesis claims that learners of second language acquire the 

grammatical structures in a predictable way. It includes that some 

grammatical structures acquired naturally earlier than the others and this 

synchronization does not affected by the learners’ native language, age or 

any condition of exposure. Using a case study approach we will observe 

whether this claim is valid in Bangladeshi context or not. To examine that 

how the Natural Order Hypothesis works in Bangladeshi context, we have 

chosen some Bangladeshi people from different ages. Some the students of 

first semester and second semester of University of Liberal Arts Bangladesh. 

We have asked them to answer some certain questions which have added in 

the last section. This paper is divided into several chapters. The first section 

of the paper introduces with the five hypotheses of Stephen Krashen’s 

Theory of Second Language Acquisition. The hypotheses are demonstrated 

one by one because all the hypotheses are interrelated. This part is 

concluded with some main points of criticism about the Natural Order 

Hypothesis. The next section of the paper analyses our examinations about 

the hypothesis. It includes the Findings and Results of the study. The last 

section of the paper explains recommendations and conclusion where we 

have given our opinion. Krashen’s Theory of Second Language Acquisition 

Stephen Krashen’s Theory of Second Language Acquisition is well accepted 

widely in all areas of second language research and teaching since the 
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1980s. This theory consists of five hypotheses. These are the Acquisition-

Learning Hypothesis, the Monitor Hypothesis, the Natural Order Hypothesis, 

the Input Hypothesis and the Affective Filter Hypothesis. The explanations of 

these hypotheses are given below. The Acquisition-Learning Hypothesis The 

Acquisition-Learning Hypothesis states that there are two ways to develop 

second language proficiency for adult learners. One is ‘ acquisition system’ 

and another one is ‘ learned system’. According to Krashen, the ‘ acquisition 

system’ is a subconscious process. In this system, it is claimed that the 

development of the L2 proficiency goes through naturally. More like the way 

children acquire their first language. The learners acquire language without 

knowing about that acquisition is taking place. The main point is that 

learners develop proficiency through using language in meaningful 

conversations where the focus is on meaning not in the rules of language. On

the other hand, ‘ learned system’ is referred to ‘ knowing about’ language. 

According to Krashen, the ‘ learned system’ is a conscious and explicit 

process. Through this system learners learn about the language as a 

conscious study of formal instructions. That means the two systems are 

totally opposite. Krashen states that acquisition is more important to develop

second language proficiency. Learning cannot lead to acquisition. He adds 

that conscious rule of ‘ learned system’ only performs as one function; 

Monitor or editor. So the error correction occurs in ‘ learned system’ which 

affects in learning language. But error cannot affect in case of acquiring 

language because in development of L2 proficiency, ‘ acquired system’ only 

gives learner a ‘ feel’ of error subconsciously. To demonstrate the 

Acquisition- Learning hypothesis, Krashen also denies about Noam 
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Chomsky’s Language Acquisition Device (Device). Chomsky claims that 

humans are born with the instinct or " innate facility" for acquiring language. 

There is a ‘ black box’ in every person’s brain and it acquires any language 

before puberty. Krashen disagrees and says that acquisition of second 

language can also happen after puberty. He further explains that LAD also 

works for adult but that does not mean that adult will always acquire second 

language as native speaker. He claims that LAD function also works for adult 

second language acquisition. The distinction between ‘ acquisition system’ 

and ‘ learned system’ can be seen in the table given below. Acquisition 

System | Learning System | Similar to first language acquisition | Formal 

knowledge of language | ‘ Picking up’ a language | ‘ knowing about’ a 

language | subconscious | Conscious | Implicit knowledge | Explicit 

knowledge | Stable order of acquisition | Simple to complex order of learning 

| The Monitor Hypothesis Stephen Krashen explains in the Monitor 

Hypothesis that how acquisition and learning are used in second language 

performance. This hypothesis holds the theory that utterance in L2 is 

initiated by the acquired system at first and after that the learned system 

works if there is any need of changes. Krashen includes that utterance of L2 

happens generally through acquired linguistic competence. The role of 

learned system is work as a Monitor or editor. To use Monitor successfully, 

Krashen gives three conditions. These are time, focus of form and know the 

rule. 1. Time: The first condition explains that the acquirer must have 

enough time to apply the Monitor. The problem regarding this condition is, 

during normal conversation one cannot look after the time. If someone tries 

to use the Monitor he/she will fail to utter in right time or if someone tries to 
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maintain the time he/she will fail to use the Monitor. The important part is 

that this condition can be applied only in case of advanced acquirers who 

use Monitor occasionally. 2. Focus on Form: The second condition instructs 

that the acquirers must focus on form of the language. The acquirers must 

think about the correctness of the form. But the problem is using Monitor 

with focusing on form is really tough. To maintain this condition one can lose 

the track whether he/she will Monitor what he/she is saying or he/she will 

Monitor how is he/she saying it. 3. Know the rule: The third condition is the 

acquirer must know the rule of language. It is very difficult condition to 

maintain because everyone does not know about all the rules. Even the best 

students may not know all the rules of the language which they are exposed 

to. So, these are the three conditions which drive to use Monitor successfully.

But later on Krashen has mentioned only about the focus on form and know 

the rule. He did not mention about the first condition ‘ time’. Learnt 

knowledge (Monitoring) Acquired knowledge Output Figure: Model of adult 

second language performance On the other hand, Krashen has explained 

about three individual differences regarding use of the Monitor though the 

difficulties of three conditions remain dissolved. According to him, there are 

three types of Monitor users. Monitor over-users, Monitor under- users and 

the Optimal Monitor users. 1. Monitor over-users: This type of people use the

Monitor all the time. They always check their output with the conscious 

knowledge of the language. Krashen claims two causes for this type of 

Monitor users. Firstly, they acquire language with the restriction of grammar 

instruction. Secondly, they may have acquired a good amount of second 

language but can not trust their acquired competence. That is why they 
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always try check and cover their mistakes by using Monitor. So, they speak 

hesitantly and try to correct their utterances at the middle of a conversation.

2. Monitor under users: These types of people whether acquire language not 

learning or they do not prefer to use their conscious knowledge. Actually 

they do not use the conscious knowledge even when the three conditions are

met. The self-correction happen only from a ‘ feel’ of correctness. 3. The 

Optimal Monitor users: The optimal users are the people who apply the 

Monitor when it is necessary and appropriate. They know how to combine 

their learned competence with their acquired competence. They never use 

the grammar rules in their regular conversation because it can interfere in 

their utterances. This type of users most of the time achieve like the native 

speaker in writing and planned speech. The Natural Order Hypothesis: 

According to Krashen the Natural Order Hypothesis deals with the grammar 

structures. The hypothesis explains that grammatical structures are acquired

in predictable order. This order does not follow any rules that the easier 

grammar rule will be at first and then the complex one. It claims that there 

are some certain grammatical structures which acquired early by the 

learners of second language acquisition and then the others and it is for any 

given language. Krashen explains that the claim does not prove as 100% 

always, but there are some significant similarities. Krashen actually adopted 

this hypothesis from the study of Dulay and Burt’s study of what they called 

the order of acquisition of grammatical morphemes in English by five to eight

year old children learning English as a second language (1974). They 

established a chart of morphemes for their study. Morpheme | Form | 

Example | Pronoun case | He, him | He works in a grocery shop. | Article | A, 
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the | A boy is standing infront of the house. | Copula | Be, am, is, are | The 

girl is my sister. | Progressive | -ing | My mom is cooking. | Plural | -s | My 

eyes are blue. | Auxiliary | be+ verb+ -ing | The cat is eating a fish | Regular 

past | -ed | He produced a speech | Irregular past | Came, went | Jimmy went 

to the Church | Long Plural | -es | I need new glasses | Possessive | -’s | He is 

my brother’s friend | 3rd Person singular | -s | The man eats slowly | Table: 

Morpheme rank order based on Dulay and Burt (1974). So, Krashen adopt 

the idea of English morphemes and established his Natural Order 

Hypothesis. Krashen believed that there was no difference regarding the 

synchronization of the grammar structures. But later on Krashen develops 

his own idea about the order. He examines the study with both children and 

adult’s second language and illustrates the natural order of grammar 

structure according to his point of view. Table: Average order of second 

language acquisition in English. In further description about the Natural 

Order Hypothesis Krashen explains three facts. * Krashen claims that natural 

order cannot be changed. Teacher cannot change the order through drills or 

exercises. If a teacher tries to drill a certain rule for several weeks the result 

will be zero. Because the acquirer will only acquire language when it is ready

to acquire the certain rule. This fact is very much related to the Affective 

Filter Hypothesis. * The natural order of grammar structures do not depend 

on any obvious feature. It can go through complex to easier or easier to 

complex. Some rules acquired later which are quite simple. On the other 

hand some rues acquired earlier which seem to be difficult in structures. It 

shows that curriculum designers might face problem that which one they 

should put earlier and which one in later. * The third fact is that the natural 
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order is not the teaching order. So, if someone predicts that through learning

the grammar structures he or she will acquire language proficiency, he/she 

might wrong. Because Krashen applied the Natural Order Hypothesis to 

extend the idea of ‘ the Input Hypothesis’. The Natural Order Hypothesis 

actually helps to know how the comprehensible input can be acquired one by

one. So the learners will acquire the language in a natural order as a result of

getting this comprehensible input. Criticism of Natural Order Hypothesis: 

Krashen’s Natural Order Hypothesis faces many criticisms about the 

predictable natural order in second language learners’ acquisition of 

grammatical structure. His using of English morphemes as a model also 

causes criticisms. There are some important criticisms which really force 

linguists to rethink about Krashen’s Natural Order Hypothesis. These are, * 

Krashen claims that all L2 learners adopt the same nature of acquiring 

language to attain proficiency. However there is some individuality between 

learners. Every learner does not go through the same order of morphemes to

learn grammar rules. Some adopts the -ing form at first and later on go 

through the other rules step by step. On the other hand some adopts the 

pronoun case (he/she, his/her etc.) at first. So, Krashen’s hypothesis does not

concern about individuality. * Another criticism explains that all languages 

do not have the same morphemes. Some languages do not have the function

of Copula or definite/indefinite article. So as a result the learners from this 

type of languages face problem acquiring the morphemes though these are 

the simplest one. The learners pick up the morpheme according to their first 

language acquisition. Here, Krashen actually totally overlooked the 

possibility of the influence of L1 on L2. On the other hand he also ignored the

https://assignbuster.com/introduction-44/



 Introduction – Paper Example Page 9

role of negative and positive transferences. * Krashen claims that his model 

of natural order works for both adult and children. Critics raised questions 

about this generalization. That how did Krashen judge it as the both applied 

natural order for adult and children. Did the judgment was from instrument 

and task specific? A critic named Larsen-Freeman applied Krashen’s natural 

order model for both the adult second language learners and children second

language learners and she found that the model really works but when she 

put it in some different tasks using different instruments, she could not found

any similarity between adult learners score and children learners score. So, 

Krashen’s claim proved itself as unreliable because it does not work for 

every situation. So these are the criticisms regarding Krashen’s Natural 

Order Hypothesis. To evaluate our case study we have taken the help of 

these criticisms and we also found some problems in Bangladeshi context. 

The evaluation has given in the Analysis part. The Input Hypothesis: The 

Input Hypothesis gives the answer of the question that how we acquire 

language. Regarding this hypothesis Krashen states that, the learners 

acquire language by understanding input which is slightly beyond their 

competence. He also adds that when the learners understand the messages 

of a language, they acquire language. The main theory of this hypothesis is ‘ 

i+1’. Here ‘ i’ is learners’ present competence and ‘ i+1’ is the input of the 

language which can be understood by the learners. Krashen calls this ‘ i+1’ 

as the comprehensible input. He not only states that but also strongly claims

that ‘ comprehending message’ can help to acquire language and there is no

other fundamental process of language acquisition. Another point he claims 

that listening and reading comprehension are the primary important function
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of second language acquisition. There is one important point which should be

noted that the Input Hypothesis and the Natural Order Hypothesis are 

interrelated. These two are combined to answer the question of how we 

move from one stage to another of acquisition. That means, Natural Order 

Hypothesis works for analyzing the Input Hypothesis that how learners move 

from ‘ i’ to ‘ i+1’. The Natural Order Hypothesis helps to decide that which 

one should be the comprehensible input or ‘ i+1’ in the classroom. There are

two corollaries in the Input Hypothesis. These are, 1. The first corollary is 

that speaking is not the cause of language fluency but the result of language

accuracy. It cannot be taught directly. It is acquired through comprehensible 

input. 2. The second corollary is, if there is enough amount of 

comprehensible input the learner will automatically acquire competence 

from the teacher. There is no need to use grammar structure. That means 

there is no need to be finely tuned input which means the exact next 

grammar structure as ‘ i+1’. It can also be roughly tuned input, like the 

nearer structures from the ‘ i’. So, from this hypothesis we can understand 

that there is no need to use energy in acquiring language. The main 

important part is just to understand the messages. When we understand the 

messages of second language, the LAD starts to work. This is how we acquire

language. The Affective Filter Hypothesis: The Affective Filter Hypothesis 

describes us that how people face obstacles to acquire second language. It 

tells us about a filter named ‘ affective filter’ which works as an obstacle in 

the way of acquiring language. The affective filter does not work directly as a

barrier but creates a ‘ mental block’ in brain which prevents to acquire 

language. Krashen explains that if the affective filter is down then the 
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comprehensible input reaches to the LAD and acquires competence but if the

affective filter is up then the input does not reach to the LAD and acquisition 

does not happen. Krashen includes that there are some ‘ affective variables’ 

which control this affective filter. The affective variables include motivation, 

self-confidence and anxiety. This variables help to acquire second language 

very easily. But if someone has low motivation, low self-esteem and 

debilitating anxiety the student will face difficulties to acquire language. 

Because these low motivation, low self- esteem and anxiety will ‘ raise’ his 

affective filter and form a ‘ mental block’ which will become an obstacle to 

understand the input and acquire language. Filter Input --------- Language 

Acquisition Device acquired competence Figure: Model of how the Affective 

Filter works. So, the Affective Filter Hypothesis helps to determine that why a

specific learner faces problem in dealing the comprehensible input though 

he/she has reached a native- like competence. The main point is one should 

have motivation, self-confidence and low anxiety if he/she wants to acquire 

second language. Many critics raised question against Krashen’s Theory of 

Second Language Acquisition. Some of them are reliable and the rest of 

them are from anti- Krashenites. From our opinion, though Krashen has 

applied many statements to prove his theory but the Natural Order 

Hypothesis really lacks in reliable informations. The hypothesis could not set 

with our Bangladeshi context. The discussion has given in the next section. 

Analysis To analysis the validity of Natural Order Hypothesis in Bangladeshi 

context we have chosen some students who are Bangladeshi. The students 

are from the first semester and second semester of University of Liberal Arts 

Bangladesh. Broad Objective: Broad objective shows us the way to reach in 
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our goal. This declaration tells us about our path and what we have to do. 

Through broad objective we came to know what type of work we have to do. 

So in research work broad objective plays an essential role. The Broad 

objective of the research will be to - “ Apply Krashen’s Natural Order 

Hypothesis and see how it works in our second language acquisition". 

Specific Objective: After assigning the broad objective we are now going to 

focus on specific objective of our problem statement. Because specific 

objectives will make our research part precise and clear. The specific 

objectives of the research are - * To determine the natural order grammar 

rules in Bangladeshi context. * To determine the reliability of the Krashen’s 

Natural Order Hypothesis in Bangladeshi context. * . T o evaluate whether 

Krashen’s Natural Order Hypothesis creates any problem among the second 

language learners of Bangladesh or not. Research Model: In this paper we 

have arranged some questions which would be shown in chart with their 

results. There are two types of interview questions for the University level 

students. From this result we would decide whether our specific objective 

meet with our broad objective or not. Cross Tabulation For 40 University 

level students Age (19-22) Q1. As a second language learner make a list with

serial numbers in the given chart according to your point of view. Morpheme 

| Form | Example | Serial no. | Progressive | -ing | My mom is cooking. | | 

Plural | -s | My eyes are blue. | | Copula | be, am , is, are | The girl is my 

sister. | | Auxiliary | be+ verb+ -ing | The cat is eating a fish | | Article | a/the 

| A boy is standing infront of the house. | | Irregular Past | came, went | 

Jimmy went to the Church | | Regular Past | -ed | He produced a speech | | 

3rd person singular | -s | The man eats slowly | | Possessive | -’s | He is my 
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brother’s friend | | Pronoun Case | He/she | She doesn’t read novels | | 

Evaluation: 47% of the students ranked the pronoun case as the 1st one. 

32% students scored the third person singular and article as the 2nd and 

3rd. 28% students ranked plural, copula as the 4th, 5th . 23% students what 

to learn the progressive and auxiliary at 6th and 7th place. 19% students 

preferred to learn the regular and irregular past at the end as the 8th and 

9th rule of grammar structure. Q2. Look at the chart given in Q1. and tell me 

which grammar rule seems to be difficult for you at the time of speaking in 

English language? Ans. Evaluation: 57% students claim that they face 

problem regarding irregular past and copula. 39% student says that they 

face problems regarding regular past, progressive and auxiliary. Rest of the 

grammar rules seem to be familiar for them Q3. Do you face problem in 

classroom when your teacher teaches you grammar rules of second 

language? a. Yes. b. No. c. Sometimes Evaluation: 68% students go with the 

answer yes. 27 % students answer as ‘ sometimes’ and 5% student answer 

as ‘ no’. Q4. Do you mix up the grammar rules of your native language and 

second language? a. Yes. b. No. c. Sometimes Evaluation: 80% students 

agreed that the mix up the rules. 17% students say that they mix up the 

rules sometimes. 3% students say that they do not mix up. Findings: From 

the responses of the students we came to know that the structure given by 

Krashen does not fulfill the requirement of Bangladeshi second language 

learners. Students prefer to study the grammar rules from the need of their 

own way. Krashen’s natural order does not go with our context. From the 

previous study of the criticism of the natural order we came to know that 

Krashen overlooked the L1 influence in L2 acquisition. It is also proved in the 
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study. Krashen’s Natural Hypothesis is interrelated with the Input 

Hypothesis. So, in acquiring the comprehensible input of morphemes most of

the student fails to acquire because of affective filters. Krashen’s Natural 

hypothesis is limited in only English language. Here, we observed that most 

of the students face problems regarding some grammatical rules like copula,

irregular past etc. because these rules are not present in our language. 

Moreover, the applied chart of natural hypothesis failed to help the second 

language learner of Bangladesh. Conclusion In conclusion, we would say that

Krashen’s Theory of Second Language Acquisition is a very controversial 

theory. Some main point of the theory explains that Krashen has claimed 

about LAD, Comprehensible Input, Monitor and Natural order in morphemes. 

These all have some importance in acquiring second language. In our study, 

we found that the Natural hypothesis is related to both the Input Hypothesis 

and Affective Filter. So, if the second language learners are provided with 

best comprehensible input and the classroom environment is very friendly, a

Bangladeshi learner can over come the difficulties of acquiring second 

language. The classroom environment is very important because it helps to 

low the affective filter so that the learner can acquire comprehensible input 

properly. Nowadays in Bangladesh teachers have very concerned about the 

environment of the classroom. So, that the Bangladeshi second language 

learners can achieve their goal. 
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