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Nika Kolomiiets
BENEFITS OF A YOUNG AGE IN LANGUAGE LEARNING

In Linguistics, the effect of age on second language learning ability is still

anunresolved subject. However, thereis still a popular perception that young
children are better at second language acquisition (SLA) than adults who are
new to the language. Additionally, age has been identified as a key element in
predicting language learners’ success in learning a foreign language, which is in
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line with the Critical Period Hypothesis and Neurological Hypothesis
assumptions [3]. The purpose of this essay is to provide evidence for the view
that language learning is more successful for younger learners.

Children havea significant advantage over adults or teenagers throughout
the essential period for first and second language learning. The term “critical
phase” refers to the general phenomena of decreased ability as exposure age
increases. In a nutshell, the crucial period theory holds that language is best
learnt during childhood, and that after the first twelve years of life, everyone
faces certain limitations in their capacity to learn a new language.

Younger learners are better at structuring of language that is being
learned. Thesurvey of Keshavarz showed that 15 % of adults madeerrorsin the
use of possessive construction while the percentage of such mistakes made by
young learner was 0 % [5]. The explanation for this is that younger learners’
background knowledge of their L1 was essentially non-existent, therefore they
were subjected to less interference than adults. That is why teacher of adult
learners are suggested to teach grammar deductively by comparing and
contrasting the structures of both languages to demonstrate whether they are
similar or dissimilar.

The word “lateralization” was coined by Lennebergto describe a period
of time when the localization of language-processing abilities in the human left
hemispherewas linked to biological change/development [7,p. 176]. Thatis to
say, children’s brains are more adaptable than adults’ when it comes to language
learning. Krashen also claimed that the lateralization of the human brain can be
completed by the age of five [6, p. 65].

According to this belief, childhood is the best time to learn a second
language. Young learnerswill acquire language effortlessly and successfully at
this time, but it appearsthatacquiring and yielding a second language after this
time will be difficult. As a result, the CPH expects that children will be the
better language learners.

Accordingto Johnsonand Newport, in their case study test of Chinese and
Koreanswho were first exposed to a second language before or after puberty,
theage of arrival was a major predictor of success [4]. They discovered a robust
link between an early start to language acquisition and second-language
performance. They claim that beforethe age of ten, thereare little disparities in
their second language abilities, and that older learners will not have native-like
language skills and will be more likely to differ considerably in final attainment.
As a result, most experts would agree that there are disparities in the end
outcome of second language acquisition between children and adults. Singleton
and Ryan [9, p. 85] discussed the importance of phonetic/phonological
performance for early learners. The critical time hypothesis for achieving full
native-level command of a second language can be concluded. When children
areexposed to a foreign or second language at a young age, they will develop a
native accent.
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Early and late L2 learners are represented differently in the brain.
Younger learners have deficient phonology and grammar, and early and late L2
learners are represented differently in the brain, accordingto Herschensohn [ 2,
p.141]. Older learners will use their first language learning strategies to learn
the grammar and achieve good performance thanyounglearners, according to
evidence from late LIA and L2A research. However, based on the Critical
Period Hypothesis, it should be acknowledged that if young learners are exp osed
to second language learning earlier in their development, they will have a
superior position in second language learning than adults and will achieve
ultimate achievementin second language learning. Childhood is said to be the
best time to learn a new language.

Human memoryis vital in theacquisition ofa second language, just as it
IS in other types of learning. “The ability to understand spoken and written
language, and to produce it in speaking and writing depends on the ability to
recognize and retrieve information stored in memory” [10]. With the passage of
time, the flexibility of the adult learner’s brain has naturally decreased,
according to neurology. As a result, younger learners have a biological
advantage in learninga foreign language than adults.

Sadia Margoob displayed that, young students do not haveanxiety about
their language performance. In contrary, 15 % of adult learners posses such
feeling while putting linguistic skills into practice. This anxiety — which arises
from learners' perceptions that they are not progressing quickly enough, that
they are hesitant to talk during English sessions, or that they are afraid of
making mistakes —is directly linked to the risk of losing face, which increases
with age [8].

Studying language at the young age does have its own benefits.
Behavioral and cognitive characteristics described in the essay, presented that
young learners have more chances of acquiring language successfully rather
than mature students.
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JIroooB KocTiok

OCBITHIIHCTPYMEHTHU PO3BUTKY KPUTUUYHOI'O MUCJIEHHS
HA YPOKAX YKPAIHCBKOI MOBHM BHYIII

OnmHe 13 KIIOYOBHX Ta BaroMux TMHTaHb ChorojeHHS: «Hagimmo
BUKOPHUCTOBYBATH TEXHOJIOTII0 PO3BUTKY KPUTHYHOTO MHCICHHS B HaB-
JarpbHOMY Tportieci?». [IpoaHani3yBaBIIK CIIUCOK aKTyaJlbHUX HABUYOK, SIKi
HEOOX1/IHI JJ1s1 yCHIIIHOI Kap ’€pH (3a1p ONIOHOBAHUN EKOHOMIYHUM (OPYMOM Y
JlaBoci), MM p03yMIEMO, IO KP UTUYHE MUCTICHHS MIIHAI0CA Y peUTUHTY 3 4 110
2 micg. HaBHUYKY Kp U”THIHOTO MUCTICHHS CTAIOTh Ha TIEp €0B1 MICIIS.

Mucnenns — 6a30Ba KaTeropis, 110 XxapakTepHu3y€e po3yMoBi 3/110HOCTI.
3ajdeXHO Bl TOTro, SAKI IIIHHOCTI 3HAXOMATHCI B OCHOBI MHCIICHHS
BUOKPEMITIOIOTh JOTMAaTUYHE Ta KpUTHYHE MHUCIeHHS. [l mopiBHAHHS,
JOTMaTUIHE MUCIICHHSI — CJIila Bipa B CIOBA, aBTOP UTET JIFOUHHM, BiJICYTHICTh
CYMHIBIB; TOJI1 IK KpUTUYHE — THYYKICTh, HASIBHICTh CYMHIBIB, IMOITYK TOKa31B
Ta X 00T YHTYBaHHS.

HaBudyku KpUTUYHOTO MUCICHHS HEOOXIMHI BCIM YUYHSAM, a 3aBIaHHS
BUUTEIIS — TP aBUJIBHO, TOIUIBHO OpTaHI3yBaTH OCBITHIM IIp O11€C, CTBOP UTH Ta
BUKOPHUCTATH TaKl TEXHOJOTIi HAaBYAHHS, fAKI COPHUATAMYTH PO3BHUTKY IHX
HaBHYOK.

JlocuTh yacTo Mu yy€eMo 1p o po3BuTok KM Ha ypokax YuTaHHs, aje He
MEHIII BaKJIMBUM € YPOKH yKpaiHChbKOi MOBH Jlesiki BUMTEN1 HEAOOIIHIOIOTh
HOT0 TOTEHITa]l Ta MOYKJIMBOCTI. AJIKE IIe HE TIPOCTO MPEIMET JJIs1 BUBUCHHS
NpaBWI Ta BIATpaIfOBAHHS HABUYOK IMHChMAa, aJDKE TaKOX MICTUTh y COOi
MOYJTUBOCTI JJISl pO3BUTKY KOMYHIKATUBHUX HAaBUYOK, KP UTHUYHOTO, Kp CaTHUB-
HOTO MUCJICHHS, HABUYOK KOP UCTYBAaHHS ME1aIp OCTOPOM Ta 1H.

Mu np onnoHyemo 1001pKy 3 5 IHTep aKTUBHUX BIIPaB Ta METO11B p00OOTH,
SAKI CIHPHUATUMYTh PO3BUTKY KPHTHUIHOTO MHCICHHSI Ta MOXYTh OyTH
BUKOPHUCTAaH1 Ha yp OKax ykpaiHcbkoi MoBu y HVYIII.

1. Csimosexage

Mema: cnipusatii 0OMIHY 3HAHHSIMH, IOCBIOM, TYMKaMH; 0 CJI1)KyBaTH
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