TP EMX IR R T LT3 Nol9 (1989.10.25)
GBIARLEEENEFSHBRMRRT

HECHETHIFEBEODRESEOLEEM
—EElM -

SmEEAE L& k&

. JFEHIC

ERYBEOTENERL ) OFREF->TWD LTS, WhY ZHHEROE LT H 1K
KEFARDLhD X9 >TALL D, £ LT, ZOBA»LOMENELCHNT, ¥H
FOFBISES, BMzFHUIRTWic L) hBE—DERRE LD DOTIEL, BROBRID
R EMR > TV D Z ER—BUBH ST &, BETE, PHISESEREDO12LLT
COERMEDFAENRBCITORTWAE, 2% b, A—EAAOPHBTEL, FA—FI
BOTWAWARERICE > TERYTRT I LB RCHR SN TOTH 5,

HESEOLTRDOER L LTI T D340, BENERESHENENLS %, Flzil,
Dickerson (1975) &, HRADRKEYXEHEDKEDOEFDOREDIERESH, S1bh 5FEOHE
B Lo TETHEEE2WOME LI, 2D, /2/ EWHFEEWT, BRARELVRE
EXAT, /¢/ (his dog [hi dogl) , /s/ (these books [biys buks]) , /dz/ (size [saydz)) , /1/

(She’s at home [siyt ot houml) @ X 5 il Li-FFam+h, BilifZE L (free speaking)
TAEBAEE, ZoXd BN L, ZOFORFTOEMINKRLELS LD H, HED
—EREEFTHHATE, BEBREENIRY, REOEHEINRIEL k), MEXLERT
AGETIE, TORFTOTEIITOFHEIMET S ZEhHErD LRI, ZhIZEEOERY
ML 5BEROFAERLICDDTH S,

Ellis (1985:83) i3, HEXFATWLRA—DFFHF BT, 3 ATREBRAE D SEFE N
ELBhBGEE, METIHEENDHDLT EREHLTV S, FlxiE, “Mr Smith lives in
Gloucester.”D & 5 i FE TR ZOIENIE LS EHEINE DXL, “Mr Smith who live in
Gloucester married my sister.”® X > EREECHVTRBELTLE >, ZhiZSIHER
CXBERDOEITH B,

DO, WhYAHHISENTTERY (variability of interlanguage) X, BRITDH

EEEBHRACE VTR ZEDOTERVWHERE L L> T b, BRO XM 73— Tk
, LedFl220fb &0 ictkiait 24 THHEE S h T %, Ellis (1985:76) XS FE
DEEFVED 2 1 TRERWHBERLIBRIORER T ETHEIL, T E2BEANRER (individual
variability) &IRIEIHZESR (contextual variability) &iwad, #BE2BHHBER (free variability)
EHEAMZER (performance variability) 450 TWv%, HANER LR, BE40¥TEHE
LABERCIBZERDZ ETH Y, RBHETRIZXSICSENRIREE (linguistic context) 1
L AERE, BEMAIRIE (situational context) X AEREICHSILE NS, BHERIZA
LrO—EDENRITELHEVWERT, WHhIXERFILIh33D0TH L. EMNERISHES
CERTLDOTREL, BNAFOBAG0 LY, AFOEREN2BEE IR EDTER

WIBEIELSBERTH S,

ZO/NHED B, ERHIS (formal instruction) %5 35 BEOTHSEOER LM
L, xOBHEEML, FROBRZGINTHZLICH 5, Ellis OFFCYTHLIE, &
BER AR EROFORBCIZBRIEEhEIZ LR EN, TOTHNRES & L'CBP)Z) =k
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ML EREBEN L ERBET 2R TCOBRRMERAT I L0, TOFERMHELT,
¥4 Bialystok (1982,1984) M BT 2 PHZHEOLRERZHEBIL, ZhE2 I b ERSE
BLEREST, HBLEFHFEEEHEOFHIGEOERY L W HEYCHNT AR A2 LML T
5o

2 . Bialystok OEig
Bialystok (1982) X2 SEFJ[HEOENERAB, TEOBEFCELWEREH T
B EWOEHMNEBNAET Te—F LT, [FOL5hEBEDLETEDOREETIEL
WEERHITE DS &S ENET 7 0 —F B8 U, SLRICAMREY TEELHS
WALWARBAIZ ThZhicB\W RN, S, S BERNERE->TEY, FH/HITE
C DERFESOENTCH LTI ENTELYREECTOLRI)T S| (1982:182—3) &5
BEBE, ZOXHEREBRESTS2O0FERLZHET D, 12 [HFHOFTHHEl TH Y,
Chiz THEHOAE L ZOWEZLOPFTHMMCERTE BRE] (1984:45) LEH/RZX
n, b5 12 TOEOREE ] © MEEEREFOZTEMBC LTS T 2 L ADESHED
HRRES] (1982:183) & EBF:EE N3, MiFHRESEHEMHCTI0MEOREIC L - TERL,
SR ORGR LB IoWEE, D% b —analysed DS IIE, EFD D EEHF 5L (encoding)
ThBOIRENE - WA G L n, B STMBASH Eh5 +analysed DFLIciE, HkD
A bFEEMR LT LCBO B ERONR L D, —F, HEDIRIEZ, 77w ANHBMN
T & h 54 (4automatic) &, BEMI TR W4 (—automatic) SWGHEh 5,
Bialystok 22D X 5k 2 2DKRILH D, RIZTFTEL TL > THHEISEDL >OTRLTH
T 5,

+ analysed . — analysed
+ automatic + automatic
(A) (B)

+ analysed — analysed
— automatic - autor_natic
(C) (D)

M1 SHEEEr X5 PEIEEOLER (Based on Bialystok)

BREIDERERDOLAMCS TR E D LT RN A FTHEHOWE DD L, KO LI
%o

A A VA 2—OHFLIRLEOMBENLIEEIZERT S
B:#mEEEs

C:XDEEFELLLES

D : XxTERTEOEREHRTE €2 (1) OfRHRITERRD W)

DFEY, 4V 2 2 —HROBEME O R CRIBCHENLERETE2RD S &, ERE DM
AL TRADEAL 7LD, &K HRHEHAZPO®BE, BOLXATLiD, SERROHRA
TELWEZEWALESEEHELZDPLRE, COx47bith, XERmETEFOXEROH
Wia kW, ho, B0 OEFOEHPEOITELRDEGRIE, DOXATEicb,
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DX NEMEROSE L EMEO BB L 28 AE LERGR, PHESEOLREDHEM
EAWEETLLDOTRHLY, MERE DD LEbh5DT, UTTCohvighEds,
FHIE, FRORPMEEPBROBEHOAC Lo THREEINTED, FREIVELFEHON
FOBEARBED IR TWEZ ERbIbID, Flxi, Bialystok (23X O HEMHIK 2k
ZALT A FEBWTh, RICFRTLOE, SHERRLNERE -2 TOHBIFHIRS
Eik~5,

&1 XDOEBRDLZHET 5 — (— analysed; — automatic) .
&fE2 P XDB T HEH%IEHET 5— (+ analysed; — automatic)
GlE3 P DB S THWBEMEEIIET 35— (+ analysed; — automatic)

LR ZThOFENBTHEUTIMFZ LM 7L, TOERCYLLECELADEH
HFHDOEATTHBERET2LDN, FEHEONKEERZE ZhE, WThofEE Y3 T
LI/ IR 2 A TR LAEGE LW EELZDORE LV, 2Fh, £E1DBETL,
FEEFETY > TP EEREENZTWA I EbTHIELNR S, M, EY OEHOIERH
FTEERBWTh, FWE2{HLTEENC IR RTS8 A 5L bR b, C hil Bialystok DB
B, FEEOLEREEVIANLREAL L LU LAFERERE W IAN LS, LPEED
BREELZEDETHIDTHEIZENLHTLDHE/RTD 5,0

F 2, Bialystok B#iiké LT, SEDREDH A% +analysed & +automatic DERIT
BBHEBRD, THIEFELFEEHLVCLRBRLBECRBI 28 2 5FBHBLEVWTRE IR
MTREELTHHON, EBLFCBOWTERRBIZ2TF 3 EHEOLRAII, WHhrieYyT
BELRVWHDTH A,

H31, SENBOSIIEEBEOHEEE VWS 2 OB AR TRERDBRIN T+ TH
RitWE Wb ZERHIFbNAS, FixiE, Bialystok ic LhiE, KICRT I 2DEETCIREL %
1 7OHBFEHEhLZ it b,

X%ﬁ*ﬂ%ﬁ‘"f A b (&f1) > (— analysed; + automatic)
HED N o g} — (— analysed; + automatic)
OYc & 2K — (— analysed; + automatic)

COLH oM, ThZhOfFECHROVALEEHEONNEBRETLALRZ R
{, ELHTHREMEBRCESZELBLLETTOSMICEELWZ EEHPCERTLDOTH
b, 2%, TORKATE, XEMOHKEMER D L AEMIITE SN, OB L AEHIT
TERVWEWLIBH T HIE—BICHEIREBIEN, < RKIBEHATE LD TH 5,
Prlozéux&BickE, UTTR, PRISECER, HRERLEE AT 2 EHEOHH
SELROHE AW L MCT XL, Bialystok OFERICH LWEA, 2% o EHNOLERSE
L VOB AERML, FILOREAOREERAL S,

3. XEHAIOCEHEREY

S SER ORI S TR EN TWB L ED ZEMNTEDR, ZOXHEHA
12, FREEMRTAIEORC L > TRE-TBHE2 S OB Eitkb, 2D i, #
C, BREhAESE SEFHFZOABEEWTLEMICELE LTV 350 & oEotH
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EBWCHECBHN A LD EBLX A EMNTE D, Bz, BESHERCETI IO, REK
BEIh D REFOMEZACI VA OTHRIE, Thidvwbd 3 REOEERES, 2xh, R
FROWML 7ok A OREMLHERE LTHR T 28 L2ER T ek b, 85T, 8
SO T A EHANE, WEROBREFDOLOTREL, FOERESWIERLILDT
By, XEROPNIRBRIESYT5E, 2%, DHEWEEL LTOXELTERNCIZN
FBliswbotinsd,

—7, Chomsky LTI AFHTEYTIE, WHhO L2EMEMNASEMERAEZECHET 5 SERE
DOGEBEHIBEL TS, ZOWHIIE, BEMNEHEPEEMNEBETFENRD LD D, T
hizL b, xZTlhd&n3 301, SEEHAZOHTBIRMLLDOHTEET S LD T TR
thlcnwsHEZOLRTWS, ZOBEKTIE, Chomsky DX LEMNEREE LTOSEHRN%
WETHLDEFE > ENTES, LrL, AT S L, Chomsky I EHIIRERNKLEKRTL
PO RAEE WD ZEFEF TV EWI T EDHNE LD, ZOERIDPRTOIT
CEFHHaORM L, Hocimf L3 b, SERNO.CHEAMEZE L Chomsky
(1980:191) XKD L > ik <TU 5,

Our investigation of the apparatus of the language faculty, whether in its initial or final
steady state, bears some similarity to the investigation of thermonuclear reactions in
the solar interior that is limited to evidence provided by light emitted at the peripery.
We observe what people say and do, how they react and respond, often in situations
contrived so that this behavior will provide some evidence (we hope) concerning the
operative mechanisms. We then try, as best we can, to devise a theory of some depth
and significance with regard to these mechanisms, testing our theory by its success in
providing explanations for selected phenomena. Challenged to show that the constructions
postulated in that theory have“psychological reality,”we can do no more than repeat
the evidence and the proposed explanations that involve these constructions.

Chomsky i3, 5D 7 7 vo—F%KBEDONITORBIE % Bk m?éwﬂ%%m%nkt%
LATH#m L TR D, EOBRICKT 5 L0ENRER XD L O REENCRBELTHE L
b, ZDEYE D2, Bresnan and Kaplan (1982:xxi) X [Chomsky & & niX, HEMRS
FEOEINT & M EREENTET MO FRITHOHRMCERTHIE, LOBRIOLENEETS
0,%hMLDQ&ﬁM¥KL®T@60J&%@@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁbfbéo

#€ T, Chomsky DF > .LEHEE LI, FEEAZEONTICRWTREEELTWS &
WO BB ERCOOLENEETIR L, BLETLEF/VEShEBROKIEN D 1
DEVHMHRL DT LW RS, TDTE%, bo bTRFPFBRIEYTEIDTE L
X, BoW 524 TOEFEFCBT BN, TORBRIBERBATHh, REMCIZED L
HxHDOLADIWTITbALLHE ThIOLENRELTDOLDOTREIBLVWEVWI T ENTE
5. LIFTiE, BRBEEVEEIERMTHZDL 2L TOFE %D‘?;‘V&%EE:E"%"E’JQH‘% (linguistic
knowledge) &FELSZ 2T 5,
ERGEAEOPINIGBRIC B\ TEBCAF LTV 5 &\ 5 BB BIRkic 510 5 LI %AE
A EoSEME%Y LI S MM (psycholinguistic knowledge) &FELZ & &L, Zhé
Whw B A 2 SEMMEE (metalinguistic knowledge) & OBIEIZ>WTEFHRT 5, H1
EHEEARVT, FHIBHOSEENORELLAT, & LTOEVR, EKHOHE, 25
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ab¥, FRUEOHUMITRLED, Wb A X EENLENEHC 205, ZOENEHD TEH
ThE, TAERVLEERC I PHEFLASOSHEAREERMNCEST 58] (Mansy and
d’ Anglejan 1985:176) »5%\M3, [SEHEBIATREICT 58] (Cazden 1975, cited in Hakes
1980:1) &7c%, Hakes (1980:97—108) i3, ZDEENDRAENHEHE LTRD 3D HIFT
W5, 1L, ZoOBNIEEOHERAENLVRENERLZ &, H21F, ZOENE middle
childhood (2% ¥, 4 HhbH8FEAFTT) RIRETEI L, 31, ZOENIAANE
TERE N~ 2 ER T 5 —BEAENOSTENLFERTHL LW 2 &,

BT, TORIMNFEET ALK, BRBFOSEENEZRELCVWE2D0THDI b, Z0D2
o@%ﬂmﬂ DEDTRWCERWANTHE S, ZDOHEERIC(H - Cazden b, ZDHEDN
REEOHMPE A EETAERLRIRE > RANBBA - TWEE LTWE, A4S
SRR OFEARRIMEIR, S5E% 1 o0x5 (object) ELTH I EWvHHEKRHD (Levelt et al.
1980:2) , Zhit [RFH»SLMK—HiZleh T BETAADE7 B (Hakes 1980:98) o #-
T, TOLH A XFENAGIL, LTI FEBNLERCEO3.L0ENELEL LTOE
EHE, D0, XOERCHEMORILEBNCETA > LEEENMEE b5 ERCE L
THHERLTIDOE D, BN Z T LHESENAR L RE S BROTEH» Db TEHT D
&, DL 1Ll 3,

T - Bk - AR RFEE LTHSIL (encoding) %588 % 22 3 < HAlO 3%
R $EXE B (decoding) U TERE » HLA% T 588 2 REIC I < LAl

RS TN, R LABMENC LA, FOMEICEWT, SIREZ DB b DIk -
ﬂﬁt@%ﬁ#%ﬁf%%@LﬁLf A 2 ERENEROBIENC BT, 2 OREMRST L ER
Toichy BRI, LHEEENREEY, SEOHRLTAREIL>TELLDTHBETHED, 4
2 EEHERI R E L > TLHESENMRE R0 THD L\ 2 b,

3T, LEEENAERE A A ERPARRXCETEFHEORT S > THEETILOTH S
b, WIRLOLHEMICRETIHHBTHL LWL b, RItHDIE, FRENDHBOBEIEDH
F, 2% h, DHEALEEOLEHICS B, WThizLTh, LEMEEE LTOOBEEENME
& A X SERARRG, CORERO S TERFNNELRADLZ it D (ChomskyDE 5.0
BWEELBR > EBERIEEVWT) . UEOKREZTEDH L, FEOHBELTRDI D%
BINTHLHTE, ThZhOHFBROBLR2E 1L CRT LORIRETE D, (LHSENMR
PR & B &3 TIRRT 5)

S nooD A F
B = &
5l B
LDREEEE  + + + - EEEmE (RIER)
FofemeE + - - - Uﬂm%m%%(ﬂﬁ%)
(CRER (a0]7 30— + - = 2 2 E MM
BRAPIMEE - - - + M E R

#1 BHEABOHEELTORME
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PEDOX > nBRBMBCXTAEb2HEOBET, BEHTXELDE L TSorace (1985)
& Bialystok and Sharwood Smith (1985) D/ Y LiFBZ &M TC& 5, Sorace i, A
LS hichhBREe EFfaEt s, TOHBARBEOSESR TRV T LV 2iaTidom
% (Zh# procedural knowledge & & T3 TW5) #X 5135, Bialystok and Sharwood Smith
2, ‘knowledge’ & ‘controll’ %L, TRFhKD XD TEHT 5,

knowledge— —the way in which the language system is represented in the mind of the
learner
controll ——the processing system for controlling that knowledge during actual performance

Z @ Bialystok and Sharwood Smith DX JICEETXE Z &3, BEHDE L% Bialystok
HE R UDOHERC BV THEEMHROBHUOME L LTESF T EATh b, 2ED, §
BAGE AP EABE COTELHH L0 b T, FHRHFDLOPFTERENEE
RS, FOMBABEOFEHCRT L F BT IR RENIBOLDEEL X, FILL
BARNSHNERELTWEDTHS, LirL, ZD220FKRIIIE, 2 20N FEENT
ESBHRTION LV FEENRELLDOEBRZLTRTI TS, T, LD L, Sorace D5
MRS R & Bialystok and Sharwood Smith DR 2 % [40gk] Mt OEEREAE &
LTIEEI R TE D, ZhEREBEOFHFACEERMCED v 2 fF> LT 5 AIcgEinks, -
n, DBLFRE LTCOMRBMALTENL, REOSEMHLIESMFHLIL T THED
LOTHY, o, WEREZRNCRIBEECHF L TrR0EmEMANRLVIDHH 5,
FADIIE L Lz 4 Dz Rutherford and Sharwood Smith (1988) 3% %, Rutherford and
Sharwood Smith ZICEBLAI & W S EHED R DED 3 DDORIs - L FRE, KDL EHH
LTWw5b, :

L—Rule : A rule construct devised by the formulator-as-linguist and set down on paper.
Psycho-Rule : The psychological correlate of a rule devised by the linguist as L-Rule
and deliberately learned. -
psycho-rule : The outcome of intuitive psycholinguistic process whose existence we infer
from the principled spontaneous linguistic behavior of those who seem to
perform successfully.

BTHE->THENCHPTHhE, L-Rule 3EBFHEOEY LFLRAIT, KoLkieEx
FADLNTLDTHY, KILFED Psycho—Rule it, SEFZEOMFEY F-HAWCEMT 5.0
M HRAT, BN EER-3DTH Y, Hlxil, Krashen DF 5 “Monitor” 2B 5 3
DTHbo INIFD psycho—rule X AR AL SHEF AR L T 5 LIS BNLAHT, £0
BRIBEN LS EZEDEVLOTH Y, KXFD Psycho—Rule D & 5 ARz b DIk
DELLEVWEDTHS, ZDO3IDHOHADOHKER, BEFFCEWTHAENKAOhSH0 .
Thb, CDIFERLETHBBHLLELDEREAEAL T, L—Rule BEEFENHRCHE
M1, Psycho—Rule # * 2 EEMMFIC, psycho—rule AL EEBARC - F YT
%, BitsTWbHDIR, AABRE1SFEHBIET S 4 A SENMBOREEYTLIITR LD
*t LT, Rutherford and Sharwood Smith 2% 2 EEEEHC RT3 HEN L OB E L B3
TOREPBBEDTOIELH S, WThic LA, SEOMFBICEALTI 2ORE - tiil% i
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T2 EB3MEHETHWEIEVWIZENTEDLEELOLRS, H2IWRT LR, 203204
BoOBRGREY, SAROEEHALThEZESETETRTIENTE S, BORETAF RO
D 2 SDHEEF S DEREHR > TWA T EE2RT, :

psycholinguistic

linguistic metalinguistic

K2 3-o0FEAEEHELEk

FTRTDEE ﬁﬁ%ﬁht@i%@ﬁ%m,C@So@ﬂ%%ﬂ%#@?ﬁtxbfﬁﬁ?é
Zéithb, L L, FREROHBOFEEDH MM, F1SHEBEHABER LTS 21
TOH2EEFHECRAMNCREL S, 2% ), F1SEEBCROEBSENMBS,SLTRE
L, RiC A 2 SEODHIFEEZ, SEEINRE—BRECTEETOBEREL LTERTL %,
Zhicx L, #ECEFAHANLE 2 FEEE TR, —BPUCE-T, R SHFNES
MLTA2EBEHMBLERL, ZhzLbiRS e LTOESEN S35 &ic
th,

4. SERAMBOBHEORE

FEWRBEEP DTS4 5 1 oORER, MROBBC> W TOREBROMETHZ. A
BIOBBRABENCIBAND Y, HMELZL2TO>EDCRTOELOEFT AL TE .
RhiE e bisw & TAHHAERER» b, SHMtmROBER IO HCHELT, Ritd
U5 L5 EERLTIENREFRTL 5, McLaughlin et al. (1983) X hiE, FFgi1e, Kk~
DEHBUCHERA L TW 2 HERITXT, TOWMBCBWTRAEBN TR, EENEEZ M
B THiE ‘control’ | EnRETHOFEHATHLLEDBDHTFONE, FH21, THOHEIH
12821, ROHENGABRNEEHT IO AN REEZRLTLEVWOZETH S,
3T, HmEEhicRES, L AEB{EADOBITIR, BRPHEELERISLERDBZETH D,
BREOEEL ZOHBMBERORNTERIhAREEADLDTH B, LTHXRILI DD
TREY, TRTCEHEOTFHBCIYTEE S, R, SBHHOTEO1IOBERLLT, £DH
LR A ME ST B ENHETH D EHEL D, ZDOX ) BEFRDBRDOEBLER~DBIT
BEREOFER, H2SHFJHCBVWTREERERTHDY, BELEC VW1 SHERLEY
THHURDZ EHFLET S, T, —BPULE-T, SHRABOBFBOFRCEVTEDHINE
HEELT, TOFHREY, BRLIFHIAIRErOEL2CHEEIhCREBLES ¥ TD1
DOAGRNLBTARR TR T L TARAZR P ENNE LR D, COHANLT S E, K2
KRLESABOETE TR UILARD > 5, Pind &b ERBFHABHUNOMHOTFERAC
BLT, BELHHIRCRE»LELCABEERIREBLES $T°O 1 >OBTHEREES
LD LnTE S,

5. HEICHH 3 EELBEOTMEBEREZOER
LED#HSELE S LT 5L, HETERMERLZO 5 FBHCET 5 UK 2 FHOMHRD
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REBRBRlbLAERE LT, SHEAOBOERE, FOMBOHHLORELIET S ENT
&%, 2%, TOXHREHHL, SHEPMME, A X SENNE, LESEMMERENS 3
DR SILEEAGE, ThThRE>TBECRWTHELLTAZENELLA, D, T
D5 H A REEMBEOBEBEMMARCHLT, Fh2EFORETTHRHLLTWAMNEWVD A
CEWTRE>TWBLDEELL I LNTES,
ZOXHBEIBThIE, CK—BOUCE-T, HBILBI 5 SHEBHOTBMBROFE
BRELTRMMFER, o, B3IV EHIMERPROIS>KEETIZENTE S,

3

SRR
| LR E
A 2 ZEEMAE (controlled)
{ BEiL
A 2 E5REWIEEE (automatic)
| BeBE(L
LI EEMHAEE (controlled)
| B8t
LI EEERYHF, (automatic)

o)

TIPS, SR ARBEBRNTRENRD ZEDEVCEEFHMERCHNT, ZhxvbiX
—FOMIED & 5 ITHEE I T, TOHBOLENREEL L TN T S A 2 FRENMHE BEE
®5, FLTRIEZ, ZOAZEENMEL S - EHEENLERTOLENEREEL LTERES 5,
2F D, SEOIALEHN LT—HEMAE -1 A 2 SENMEEIC LT, Bk Ma%2 S0
& LTHEAt (encoding) Lz v 51t (decoding) 35 2 & #EPAC L fpEIA IR 5 LI
SEMRABREHC ST T WL, ElFAESS b A 2 SEMMBA~OBITE, LHPREL -
58805 [LLFML (psychologization) | & FECF, 2 2 BREMIAEED b OLE S ENHMER~OHE
B%, TthZhoBokEloins, [k (functionalization) | &MEEZ LT 5,
DX D ERABOEHOENVCRI ABMARKCINL T, A 2 SEMMHE L O S FEHMER
EoWTiE, ThZThAB{boRBEC L2@EWEMRLEGhiERbiVv, 2Fh, ThZTho
MET, RLHEBS nicRES SEECABL IR REE TCORER>OTH S, T ZTHN
T RGEDEHZ, BN LOTHY, BROBECRRERLUTLENEFLTHHLDLE
bhb,

HEDEIC, BANCiihl: Bialystok DRARERTHS &, B OIET 5%
EIZEAD I DOOFRERE L TMABZ ENTEDL, LEL, FHikoE{E IO LT, A%
SENMBTOVWTE, TO#ELFELALZ LR TESR, LDESHEMARCELTIChE
WMDY ZERFYB TRV, 2D, A 2FHEHNEIL, Zh2EBENREEDTE 5 RER
B, ZEIXTHRUTEIREST COWEEL S ENTE BN, LEEEMMERIIFCIET D
Thbo ZOMTELTIE, KD Levelt et al. (1980: 6-7) DISFMREE T B,

...neither the adult, nor the child, can become aware of the biological or mental machinery
involved in language use.... Awareness seems to be restricted to the outcome or results
of such [mental] processes, and if people do report on processes, this is—they contend-usually
a logial reconstruction of how such a result might have come about (often in the form
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of a motivation) rather than a memory trace of the process itself.

HEDHECHESNT, # 4 BEOMIRE LEEBONROBRE, ThEITEL LI
HEMEOREECHEHETHIE, R3DXHILh b,

A B . : E
+analysed —analysed —analysed
+automatic +automatic +automatic

metalinguistic || psycholinguistic | |
knowledge . “knowledge

+analysed —analysed : - —analysed
—automatic —automatic —automatic

C D F

X3 irts, BB L EREASOSH

ERABROLEHCOVWTOU EOERER I ZHICLTEET S L, FB2FEOENOHKA
wBhFE, ThZThic B THELR/PMREOSHENMROBEE L 2P AED L &N TE
%, LTz, “How long has he been looking for a job?” &\ 5> REEXIMEL, HETHE
DRI 2 ZFBFEERNCH LTRTWL DhORIG A 22— Y20 L, #hFhic
BVTHI LA DELHBO 24 THELMHCTET, ok, 7477y MIE3 OMB X 1
TOGECHTT 5, UTRBFARIL A2 — V2, BANFEECH > THERR L {BES
h330ELDTH %,

1 : AW THRAMCHEFCRETE %,
(BB OHEEENME) E GGILN)

2 OATHRMICY - h EEHTE S,
#HHEh-LEEEVAE) FOGERN)

3 flvCERETE S, -
(HEM R LESEOAR) E GRAF)

4 1@< Y EFATHEHRTE 5,
(FHE h o LDESENAR) F GEEYN)

5 BAETERLYELLNT, BIEIZEL ZENTE S,
(B8R OB SENME) E GG _

6 : BAFRTENRLE 2 ONT, BHZITTHLL ZENRTE S,
(HHE W DHESENAE) F G

7 P XOXHEEOHMIMEBILTE 5,
(BB TIESHI 2 2 SREMNMER) B

8 I XONEME LI BEx B THETE 5,
(HH S R IES IR 4 2 SEEMER) D

9 I OB ABICHHTE 5,
(HEMTHPIA X 2 SR A

10 XDBRSIEF2EZLEDBLBHPTE Do
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(#H S TR 4 2 3B C

11 HEXH LEECRE2ED 2 LM TE B,
(HEWTHIEhi- 2 25BN A

12 HEXLLELERORMXEELZ LN TE D, -
(FHE oW A 2 SENDE) B

13 XHEEXRRLRMIAELZ LN TE B,
(B m+rmm)

Bz, 10 [OECARICRICEETE S, | £20 (W< D ETHRERINTE S, |
DEVIE, EEHELFORNTHY, 110 [HEEXHSHBECRENIE DK B ZENTED | o
DORBELERENIDZA TRAT, 120 [ExhRLRETLZ 2B IENTES | PBEDE
hIBTHBHERNTED, ZOX)IHERZYN L RN, BESTHETHORRI2E5 4
A, BAWEHETREBIATWIL0LEN, JOWUEHETRENLD L SR HATHEY
BREV, Iz, IMEXE LTELBECEELAEIMNERETEDLN, O TRETAHAL
3, BELXDPHEENRSLWZ ENE, 2F D, A—D¥HHECEWT, A—0HEHRA%
HBOBETYL, FREZRTTHRECLELABOBEHL R EDOBR VI L - T, RHERCERMN
Anzzticics,

6. &L

FELONE, B, F2ERFEEHEOPHET IR AERCL > TERERTHY, HE
D¥EFFED L H>CIERLEE LTI HH 2 FEFEHRL, SHEENHRE £ 2 SENMEE O
SEMNABOFNEFROMNHEL F N FROBELBWTHIES2F230EEL LR, ZhiZinz
T, HECHT AR XU OB OBBHOERECET 5L BEEINDLDT, FE
OEROM A FRTHUESELNAET A LLRBLEEDZENTES, ZOZ R, Z0DXH1K
24 FOXEHEOHRSER ML VEBRERONR 2~ v 2 ET LI ERL, B—0¥EECH-
Th, 52O AFEREOMBENBIT L » TAEBIL R > L SENROEELRT Z EMNTF
HMEIND, f-T, FHEOEERENOUEL L NTIE, EOXd BG4 72AUELTWS
DMEVD REDAEbD TEEL v b, BIANEL LS BilhgEhTil, SEDH
DEREH BIRT 5 R,

iz, Flynn (1987) ZBAAFELEA 35 LT, “When moving up and down, the red
square shoved the yellow circle.” D & 5 A X% AW TEZORILBGROMFOTHHRT %,
FH#EH (reproduction) FHEMHI K IZBAR L > THEL, TORKEL DL, ZOMEITE
EEBINTWEWEREBR ST TS, Lhl, TOXdAFERNBTLEL EhBMHEL4 T
i1, ETERLERRTIRERYY, FErBENCLEIrOMBEAA TEREDIDOTRIEV. o
T, Flynn OFRIZ—BLINBAETEY, BELLTE2 0, HLOBWIcARAHR
FZREDZA 7OAFBREILELEDETHAEVWEWIZ EEF T, FRBRCOBTELDESR
HEEH->TWATHEERS S L LETRIERED RV, KTz &3, 2D Xd FEFBENRT
BHOFMSEOEREZDER2 o b ¥ 2, EREYL - TED 214 T OMEREBIE ST
BEOhEVH REDETLHZETH S,
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