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1. BMERRICH TSR :

Howatt (®: 11 —16) I3, BMIEROEOEEFHE 3 25, €DV &L D& L Tinwhich
order 2% DEFIDOEEEH T T2, BIENIZLEDRALTREEIMTHAO>NM?2ZEN
i, BFELOANICE - TEERELRBT L ETHLEEIOND. T THMEERT
N3, ERICE > TOFFREABECIFEL T I EELL REDHEZEN[TLD S
ARUEHFLE 5T %0 2FD, FBEEFICE > TORBEBE CICEEL T E0EZELTH
2B B, THIC DT Howatt (bid.) 13, TEBEOREELBESELOHEDLS
49" % Mother tongue intereference 2 H T T 3. 51T, ChPATETIRBELZVO S BT TER
ELTUTO62%5, A LTS,

1. diffuse concepts

. problems of class assignments
. exceptions '
. apparent anomalies

“»h AW

. complexities
6. meaningless choices

%9, 10 diffuse concepts TH A, CNREEZEORFPETHELEDL I, ZHHED
WM THRICER L7 DFBA LD LIKKWIEBZE LTS 2 O pr vlems of class assignments
ZonTR, 7222137 5 v 2EDZFD gender 0, HEX LW TCHHECRETA L 20045
FEEBD, BEDXILI FRLRBITRADUBEDHBHLIdDEI LTS 3 D exce-
ptions i3, XEBVHNDT LT, 1-EZ01E go OBEEEDH goed L5 T went ITE 5
1EDTEAET. 40 apparent anomalies IC DU Tid Howatt DS EAE DL, “By anomal-
ies I mean unexpected features of a language,” &2 & T, &AL IEEBICB T 2 =AMREKE
TEDs 1L XD inflexion £2HF T Bo 5 D complexities iCBL T Howatt {2 2 BHA2EZ T
D, OEDRELWVXEDL YHTInIc—EBILE oVv—VEFRLZThERENnE S
&0, 7c&Zid Where does your father work? & VS EE LW EDL Wi onic, #EHRIT T
F B ODORIIC question-marker @ ‘do’ % H &, X HIKENEEFIC—KIET does IKEZLLZTNIT
12 5150 D complexity & i3, H< DABEHDOHHLSEL DERELLECTRESHVED
WIBAT, 1:&AET7 7 Y RFBEOYBEE ORI BICRERP KRR BRI TICE LWESE
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BRULLS TR S0 R&HERO meaningless choices &35 DI, 7c& Zid be fond of, be interes—
ted in, on purpose 75 & ICR 53 B FIEF DENF DL & T S semantic implication Z #7730
grammatical choice %X LT3,

PIED XS 6 DORESAEHT/I-DOH, Howatt REFNICEL > THIBEETONELERT
AL EDTXADII, mother tongue interference, diffuse concepts, complexities T3 2 &5 L T
W3e LLEDEI BRI L > THIEEE THFEREROHELHSPICT ET LD TEID,
ERICEM AERT 2883 L D@LV AETTTFHEL, UL T SENH 5. B3 285
PAVEGTELS, LOBELBHETEFERESAL TR - RRT IR EQL I BHENEZL S
N3E550:°7

2. PHEBSOFHE - RBALCONT
INETOERT, FEREL D B TEMRE LT mother tongue interference & BESEZ
DEOWEEEORMEINDL BT LB SICE - 7o CO I BHEE, 37545 mother tongue
interference {2, FHEE L BEESER® contrastive analysis Ik - TH 23BRE T TFRAITETH
3 EBbh B0 T T Tcontrastive analysis , 3THHHIBMTO FRIMELBRICOVTELTAS
PEBD Ao
HNBAMTORREBZM ODIERICED AN B ENSEZHIZ, EH<I3 Fries (@: 9 ) iKW 3
[ OB EM I BEFOMNGT 2R EERE LR s/ BESHEOHFEERICE D
KEBHTH B0 | EOHI—XIXHIDMNITENBTES. CDEZHKIL Fries OHRME TH 2 Lado
KL oTHLED SNT7c b TH B, TOXIWEZHIIEE EOBESK XTHITX
R, FHOBOMENATHEEVIRERICRDIL>T . LL, BRICHERINEX
A, COLIRLTTFHMINAEHERRLT U EBRICEENBHLTED LR—FKET, £<
O error analysis HFIE H SRGRER S 2R LB o7
B ICHRAT AT IS, BEESBESEMOBEFOHESKESTRITAE DIREEEE
&> THRESHETEVHIEZILR, b OBMTHIEEDNE. E0IDIE, BELWHLHZ
ERFERUIEAI, 1 TERLALX) CRHEFELOHRBICK ARELUNCHEESEDOEBIEL
Db DHIFEFD complexities BEEL TNEZ L5 THS. LLLREDIS, 05 E0-THR
SITITE A FRAESLENERTVLENIED. BEROER, HOFETH A5 LB 5. 3
RBAMTOTRE T VICIE, BREICE S b OPRBELE I DR ENLNLEZ LN
%%, Buren (@: 279 — 294) i structuralist approach, transformational-generative account % L
national approach @ 3 DICDINWTER L, SEBEHFICE SEE T 5 DIidH % Dnational approach
TRV hENIEEREH LT3 . T national approach & 49 DiZ, Ihave been waiting for
sixhours. &S BERTHEHTEOX &7 5~ RFED Pattends depuis six heures. &4 HET 55
A1z, XOETHEEGPELRAUEZHET 20 TR BHRABICER L THRT 5L 10 d 4k
Th b0 TTHEORATZTETHEOESZST - BRE L, TNEFLVEIERDT I VR
B 775 5 I attends depuis six heures, & VI X ERET T 50 D F DIIRFETIT present tense & perf-
ective continuous aspect DFRASHHE T 7 R since TRbHTEZ A%, 75V XFETIE present
tense 75 X depuis THEDTE NI C EICH 5o AEBHEICHELS O IZMEICE AT RS
Fr&bd, EROLINFRCERFBNAHTHS EEDNZ.
PEDEC A5 TTHRMTOTRAMERRICOOTERL T, | THick IICEHE
it & 5> TDEEIT mother tongue interference PISMC & B OERMEZ o 2T THBEH 6,
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MBAICE 2FRLG TRURDC ELAMNORTRIELECANBTL 5. ZCTEALLNSH
A8 error analysis ( 38D OMT ) Thd. B OB HEEEZOWE EEL Bb->TH308,
EDARICENTEOIBEZ DPTODLEFERZ LKL > THREADFHELZHOOLICT BT &M
T&2L8bh 3. THEHOLHRIITERD DAL Nickel (@ 2 11) B8F EHTVBLHIC,
BEMHR LSS bOTRE ARBNIERICH B LEZ T ENTES. ZOTLRBELO
SFOUED SRROL SICEZ 5N T B. 2 &4 Richards (@ 182) 13820 0 BH% (1)
interference error ( BHEFEDT#IC X Berror) , (2) intralingual error ( BESEROTHIK X 3
error) , (3) developmental error (ZEEH BB ESHEORBAR - THRLILC LTk -TRZ S
error) O 3 FEEICH T, TODS BRMBATIC X o TTFHRIDHFRELDiZ(1)D Interference error 124
T, BOD2DRIBOOBTICL > THOLICEINE RTINS,

3. PEERACET

BRICEINAER, SEMTOEDOMTICL - TH OHIC SHic L BRESE DR
BLTOLDENICETHB. | TTTRERINL DI, TXTORESHHEFIPIZR
OLHLTEBRINBIDY TRV, UL, BRECLZTHPEESENOHETHO—ET
i, HEEET CREFTFEULCERBICEL o THCZEBTEZEBbN b, fc LA FEEIRE S
TRBELPT VOO LEI TN, TLREEOREWEBRONAIFRIZ—FICH  ZERT
505BIT, BAEB-T VERLIETRT 3, fi0IAB L ERN A E2 > X 5 IKiRRT 5,
RO TV, BUBREMOPTCIRERL TR EORETH 5. ALDbERECEIE
BABWUDORBOL THEM AT 2 12BN 3. HE(®:56 ) 0SEEE LHLI,
[THHELZLOLSEHLDIDON ] EVHRARZ, 22 =9 APKBERZCEOTHEHLORE
BERTE. LrL, ZORAIR, HEOKRICET 32hERRA—LOTRE. BEE5,
HEOKRRICAH SNZRMMNT B0 ) T3 60 110> b5 T Bistis b0 |
FTEELESD JEFTOZRDSTH B ... &iRZ, ZWEOH» SAENEFE S BIC, B
DREHEKRREEEL TOBETH B0, FEOMM AN, BRIIMICLD bHHB
BLEDTHD. | EWHTEiciid. 23 DELNICRZLMUORERD D, HZ A3 ZHh%E
S EZBBENSHEENDITETHSDo

HFbHOIC :
BMEIER T 254 DS - 2RIEE LT, FREMNERT 3 TH A O RESEZROFHL,
FNEBRFTILONCHDELENRDHE L, FHEDDIRFEBEOESMORELESL TS
VERD BT EBERLODNTRLETE oo EARORE TR, 2FMEERIKKD-TLEL,
[BRERLPT IDBIEL B ? ] WEDRERWERETIRWIc oot 2K, TOEER
EBXE, JVREKHEFANES > T & ER S,
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