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Input T one type of exposure.

Universal agreement, thet exposure ie 9
neceseery condition for SLA.

Input hee been gtudied extengively
(e.g. Krashen's “comprehengiole nout.,

VanPatten ‘mout” —> “take’). ol

Por many students, their English teacher e
the mom source of put.
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Exposure to L2:
Additive effect (Cocer 2000)
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Con the lerge vocebularies of NSTe
benefit local students Englich?




Providing multiple exposures to
terget woroe

— Cognitive elsboration of the
form-meaning relstionshio
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Provioing systematic repested encounters
with terget lexie

(may require pre- ond n-gervice treming,
olue support of reguler teschers)

Developing control of their enormous
voceoularies







Levelt” ¢ (1999) Model of speech production
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Ple. Lesrners pref er |

oceseing ‘more meaningful’

A

or

morphology before “less” or| non-meaningful” morphology,







P? earmere Wil e0opt other proce °qQies for
gremmetloel role aesignment nly after thelr development
system hee ncorporeted other cues (e.9. cose merking,

a00UStio otregy).
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