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Mative Tongues

YWe ALL SreEax THE Same Lanavaae
s langnages go, English and Mohawk could-
A wit be much more different. A single word in
Mohawk—uvashabotps tewitcheralietailis'w) for
example—ean mean an entire sentence—"He made
the thing that you put on vour bedy ugly
for her"—in English, But behind the cbvious
differences lie subtle similarites that suppert
a hnguistic theory
long hold but never
proved: Children
are bomn with an
imnate  knowledge
of langnage.

Mark Baker, a
professer of lin-
pgustice at Rulgers—
New  Brunswick,
uses the analogy of
A computet s help
explain: “Is the
difference bemween
a compuier with
nothing on its hard
drive and one that
already has a
womd-processing program. a
spreadshect, and other sofi-
ware "

Many linguists, including Noam Chomsky,
believe that children are “preprogrammed” to
understand language becise all children learn all
languages with relative ease, without explcin irain-
ing, and regardless of differences o inielligence
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Mohawk woids can be extn:m.el}- lu-ng and m'mg_'ul-;x,
while the language’s senterce sructure is simple,
loose, and thaid. In Mohawk. any armngement of
words within a sentence— Bahy ate meat™ or “Bahy
et ate”—is a8 fine as any other, whereas in English,
specific rules contd the placement of words in a sen-
tence, But when Baker examined the lusc hnguistic
principles governing the constrection of senience
structure in Mohawk and English, Iie fnand that they
were nearly identical in both languages.

Baker, wheo presented his research at the annu-
al meeting of the American Association for the
Advancement of Scence, believes his findings mdi-
cate that there i3 a set of linguistic prnciples uni-
versal o all languages, Savs Baker: "The shared
pringiples are part of an in-born, innate endow-
meni that is common w all normal human beings,”

Marriage Prospects

ge and Judy—like more than half the couples
whe marry in the United States—decided o live
wxgether befere they tied the kaat, Meither came
from a broken home, but they both knew people
whae i, and llu.-}- knew what the pain was like.
Cohabitating would help them gauge their counpal-
whility, they reasoned, and since they spent mos
weekends together anyway, the arrangement woubd
save on expenses like rent, groceries, and wilites. e
seemed 1 make sense in every way.

But by choosing 1o live together, Joe and Judy
diminished their chance of a lasting relagonship,
says a new report by the Nanooal Marriage Project,
a prvately funded research enterprise at Ruggers.
The report, “Should We Live Together? What
Young Adulis Meed o Enow Abour Colalitaton
Betore Marrizgge,” also warns that ehildven Tving i
cohabitating wnions are at a hegher visk of sexual
abuse and physical violenee,

“Living w_gelhe:- Lo marnage seems like a
harmbess oF ewen a progressive family trend antil
you look at the evidence,” says David Popenoe, a
prolessor of sociclogy ar Rulgers=Mew Brunswick
and coauthor of the repert. “The findings are real-
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