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Abstract

The origin of language, subject for many scientists since Ancient Greece, source
of many opinions and theories, has caused intense discussions. These discussions
have led to so many theories as a result. We could say that the question of how
language is learnt is related to the origin of language and how it is produced from
the stand point of both the individual and the society. In this study, the purpose is
to bring attention to the discussions on the origin of language and how it is learnt.

Keywords: Language, Origin of the Language, Process of Learning Language

Ozet [Tr]

Antik Yunandan giinlimiize bir¢cok bilim insaninin ¢aligma alanina giren, hakkinda
cok sayida goriis ve kuram gelistirilen dilin kokenine iliskin bilim diinyasinda ¢ok
sert tartigmalar yasanmistir. Bu tartismalar ¢cok sayida kuramin ortaya ¢ikmasina
neden olmustur. Hem birey hem toplum agisindan bir 6grenme siireci olarak da
ele aliabilecek dilin nasil 6grenildigi sorusunun dilin kdkeni ve nasil tiretildigi
sorusu ile yakin iligkili oldugu belirtilebilir. Bu c¢alismada amaclanan ge¢misten
giiniimiize dilin kokeni ve nasil 68renildigine iligkin yiiriitiilen tartigmalara dikkat
cekmektir.
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The Origin of Language

The Origin of Language

The origin of language has been a source of curiosity and research since oldd
ages. In this perspective, we could state that countless scientific or philosophical
thoughts, thesis and theories have been proposed. These views also expressed by
Agop Dilacar (1968), an Armenian linguist specialized on Turkish language, vary
from theories arguing the origin of language as a divine blessing, conformed
people spirit and a spontaneous reflection of it, a reflection as it is the product of
evolved devices brain and language, a product of mimicry and cues, to a product
of strong emotions because of its random appearance. Generally, we could say
that the philosophical source of these views are theology, empricism, rationalism,
intuitionism and positivism. In terms of the relation with learning, according to
theology, language is an unlearnt God-given gift; according to empricisim, an
accumulation of emotional experiences; according to rationalism, a result of
developing people mind and logic; according to intuitionism, a result of intuitional
knowledge; and according to positivism, it is learnt through evolutional
development.

It could be stated that the first known opinions regarding the origin of the
language were expressed by philosophers of ancient Greece. To give some
examples of these opinions;

............ Language, according to Herakleitos, is a system resulting as an extension
of the existing order of the nature ..........

............ According to Demokritos, words were just there like other creatures in the
nature at first. However, this feature was later lost, and words in today's form have
become the tool for people to communicate......

... Parmenides was the first philosopher to stress the importance of language as the
essence of man. Ploton considered the language as the base of knowledge ....

...Epicurus, on the other hand, claimed speaking is based on an unintentional skill,
and language, like other senses, is natural and mandatory.” (Inal, 2012, 45-46)

Initial Observation

Hewes (1993) states that the first research on the origin of language was
conducted by Egyptian King Psammetichus. Hewes (1993), stating that
King Psammetichus, curious of which language was the first, tried a
psycholinguistic experiment, through Hedotus, “King Psammetichus,
ordered that his two children would be abstained from language-spoken
areas for two years. Two years later one of the children used a word
“Bekos”. King, researching which language the word belongs to, learnt that
is was Phrygian and meant “bread”. Therefore, he assumed Phyrygian was
older than Egyptian language (Eco, 2009; Hewes, 1993).
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The Origin of Language According to Religions

The origin of languages is mentioned in Torah (Old Testament), in chapter
Creation, within the title of “Tower of Babel”. According to this, God is the
creator of languages. According to the mentioned title:

“1- In the beginning, all people spoke the same language, used the same words. 2-
While travelling o east, they came across a plain in Shinar region, and settled there.
3- Thy said, 'Let's make bricks and cook them'. They used bricks instead of stones,
tar instead of grout. 4-Later, they said ‘Let's build a city for ourselves', ‘Let's build a
tower that will reach the skies. Therefore, we shall spread around earth.” 5 -God
went down to see the tower and city built by peoples. 6- and he said: ‘If they had
done this by becoming one nation and speaking one language, they shall know no
boundaries.7- 'Let's go down, and mix their language, so that they shall not
understand each other.” 8- Therefore, God dispersed them around the world and
stopped the construction of the city. 9 - So the city was named Babel[e] as God
mixed their language and dispersed them around the globe.”(Holy Bible, 2014)

In Christianity, "word", "kalam" notions are mentioned in holy scripts. On
the first versicles of John's Gospel: “1 In the beginning was the Word, and the
Word was with God, and the Word was God. He was with God in the
beginning. ® Through him all things were made; without him nothing was made
that has been made.” In him was life, and that life was the light of all mankind”
(Holy Bible, Gospel of John). Aydar and Ulutas (2010) mention that the "word"
in the beginning of the Bible, John's Gospel, might be related to language, and
Christianity, in terms of how the first man learnt to speak and name creatures, is
based on the information in Torah.

On Aydar and Ulutag’s (2010) study on “The Origin of Language: Notion of
Language According to Holy Qur'an and Other Holy Books”, there are 3
approaches to the origin of language in Islam. According to the first approach,
languages were imposed by God. Islamic scholars defending this approach (Abul-
Hasan al-Ashari, Abu Ali al-Ciibba, Abu al Kasim of al-Abdullah al-Ka'ba,
Muhamad B. Al Hassan ibn Furedi) present some Qur'anic verses as evidence
including a verse in Baccarat sura “God taught Adam all names” (Baccarat sura,
31. Verse). According to this approach, the creator and teacher of the language is
God. Man taught the language, they learnt, to their next generation. According to
the second approach (Abu Hashem), man is the one naming every creature in
accordance with their meaning, not God. Those with this belief, use a verse in
Abraham sura“We sent every prophet to every nation in the language they can
speak to explain the truth” (Abraham sura, 4. versicle). According to the third
approach, "God is the one teaching and imposing what man are in need. Man can
only know this through the science created by God. Other than this, it is possible
the rest is named by man himself." (Aydar & Ulutas, 2010).

What theological approaches have in common in terms of the origin of the
language is that it is God-given. These approaches were questioned in 17th and
18th century, in the age of enlightenment. New approaches and thesis were
developed in search of different responses to the question "What is the the origin
of the language?" With Darwin developing the evolution theory by 19th century,
many views claimed that language emerged with the man's evolutionary
development.
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Animal Sounds

According to Wundt, the first stage of language is composed of animal sounds
with physical and spiritual meaning generated by sound tools (As cited in Aksan,
2000). Wundt states these symptoms first occur on instinc, and in time evolving
into a conscious action, and later develop into an expressive tool. First
screaming/yelling sounds develop later into tonal patterns (Aksan, 2000). Wundt,
also studying the language development of children, draws attention of "animal
sounds" when children first start to learn a language (Aksan, 2000). It could be
stated that the approaches claimsng the origin of language is the animal sounds,
are based on biological evolution. Similarly, Darwin also mentioned the origin of
languages could be the sounds animals make (Corballis, 2003).

Strong Affectivity and Melodic Languages

Rousseau (2011), stated that in the beginning the only language people has was
gesture and unattached sounds. Rousseau, claiming that necessities imposed first
gestures and strong affectivities stemming from people, rejected the thesis
suggesting that the oral language emerged from basic requirements, instead he
suggested “strong affectivity and melodic languages™ thesis. According to this
thesis, the first sounds of peoples did not emerge from basic necessities such as
hunger or thirst, but from strong emotions like love, hate, pity and anger. In
Rousseau's own words (2011, 10):

Fruits don't slip through our hands, we can use them as nutrition without talking; we
watch our food quitely, but to excite a young heart and an unjust assailant, nature
imposes stress, screams and echoes: This is how the oldest words were found, and
for this reason first languages are full of strong affectivities and were first sang like
a song, rather than being simple and methodical.

While suggesting the first sounds peoples made emerged from strong affectivities,
Rousseau (2011, 57) also mentions first expressions of peoples were loaded with
verbal art.“First expressions were first songs: renewed and restrained spins of
rythm, melodic tone changes in stress, have created poetry and music, as well as,
language” Rousseau (2011), mentions the first meaning was figurative. He
suggests the real meaning was created at the end, he claimed at the beginning
people  were talking in poetry, and only after a long time they were able to
reason. With the increase of necessities, Rousseau (2011) believes melody loses
its old energy, rythm is replaced by calculations, and language goes through a
change in terms of quality. He also suggests, in time, strong affectivity is
replaced by ne ideas, and language appeals to reason rather than the heart. A
similar assumption to Rousseau's thesis was suggested by his peer Vico.
According to Vico, the earliest way of speaking was monophonic and poetic
(Hewes, 1993).

The Sudden Outpouring of Mind
Renan (2011) suggests language reached its current form during the evolution

process gradually, and language emerged instantly and simultaneously in every
race's prodigy. According to Renan (2011), language is not created within a pre-
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plan lacking purpose and tools; the birth of language emerged at a stage of
psychological development of life, compulsorily and blindly.

Renan (2011, 3) suggests the metaphor that language, since its first
manifestation, is a complete bud rigged with essential parts similar to other
creatures in nature : “Just like the bud flower being complete with its all essential
parts, even if does not blossom completely, everything exists in the first language
and this existence is blurry and uneroded”. Renan (2011,121), suggests the first
characteristics of language resemble to those of first thought, and defines it as
"unlimited or more of a irregular wealth, a hazy and versatile synthesis that
elements interwine with each other and cannot be distinguished”. Renan (2011,78)
also mentions, “In this hazy synthesis, only progress of time and people's
intelligent soul had been what assigns the roles of every element and divides
them.”

In the development of languages, Renan (2011) stresses the importance of
people, and suggests people are the genuine artists of languages, that languages
are not a product of mighty creator or individuals, but of people's spontaneous
mind. Every language has a strong connection with the intelligent soul of people
that created it, and language provides border and expression for the intelligent
soul that created it(Renan, 2011). Renan (2011) defends that the reason for
diversity of languages should be seeked in the diversity of races. In this
perspective, he suggests that people's lives in historical process affect their
language, grammar structures and words they use, and affected the development
of languages.

Proto Language

Towards the end of 20th century, it could be stated that several comprehesive
researches were conducted on our closest kins, chimpanzees and bonobos. On this
basis, experience gained from the linguist Derek Bickerton's bonobo Kanzi and
proto language thesis is remarkable (Corballis, 2003). As Corballis (2003) quotes
from Bickerton, “proto language could be defined mostly as a primitive syntax
allowing different combinations representin objects and actions” (p.48). Again
Corballis (2003), says, Bickerton’s "the ability to connect proto language, gesture
and mimics meaningfully does not only pertain to Kanzi, or bonobos, but also
many big monkeys, several chimpanzees, a gorilla and an orangutan." In addition,
Corballis (2003) makes the deduction that Bickerton, on this basis, “it is
reasonable think at least big monkeys (an of course us humans) common ancestor,
has the potention of proto language 16 million years ago while wandering in
Africa.” (Corballis, 2003, 48-49)

Corballis (2003, 49), stating that proto language is not exactly a language
but a beginning “...if we think that such a proto language emerged in our
ancestors, t wouldn't be wrong to think that this is the pioneer of the languages we
use and speak today.” As an addition to this determination, Corballis (2003)
mentions we sometimes resort to this proto language while; writing a headine,
sending a telegraph, learning a new language, locals and tradesmen using the
'pidgin’ for communication.
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Gestures and Mimics

Corballis (2003, 53), while accepting Bickerton’s proto language thesis,
emphasizes “the closest/most similar communication to the human language is not
the sounds, but gestures and mimics made by human-like monkeys.” He starts
talking about this topic with a quote from Gabriel Garcia Marquez's, One
Hundred Years of Solitude. The world was so recent that many things lacked
names, and in order to indicate them” (56). Corballis (2003), argues that the
liberation of hands and arms from lifting the heavy body and standing on two feet
have an important effect and stage of developing body language. “Having two
feet probably gae our ancestors the opportunity to express themselves better with
gestures.” (Corballis, 2003, 98) Corballis(2003) argues this expression could not
surpass proto language, and whether based on gesture or not, language did not
leave traces in archeological remnants. On this basis, Corballis (2003) suggests
we should not be looking for evidences indicating the transition to today's
advanced language, and draws attention to cooperation that is the most important
survival technique our ancestors came up with. “ Extensixe cooperation is
specific only amony creatures with large body, and in this aspect, at the core of all
our comprehensive mental capabilities, including language, must lie this
behavoural pattern (Corballis, 2003, 107).” Beginning to proclaim his thesis with
more precise statements, Corballis (2003), argues that language holds a social
structure in terms of its origin, and mostly is used to build a coalition or to
perform a current coalition.

Nationalist Orign Thesis in Language

As Perrot (2006) puts one of the most common views on the origin of the
language till the modern era, many people tend to show their language as the
origin of all languages. Perrot (2006, 75) argues this through an example: “Priests
of church, say the language of revelation, Hebrew's ancient form that kept its
vividness till the end of 17th, represents the original language of humanity and all
known languages emerged from it.” Eco (2009), on the other hand, argues that
Hebrew is the language of God, and the idea that it is the source of all languages,
continued during Middle Ages, an that it later lost this war with nationalism rising
in language. Crystal (2010), claims French is the root language by quoting from
Voltaire’s statement in Versailles court: ‘What a great shame that the bother at the
tower of Babel should have got all languages mixed up; but for that, everyone
would always have spoken French’. Crystal (2010) mentions, similarly, there are
supporters claiming German, Egyptian and Chinese are root languages.

Perrot (2006), arguing that all theories related to the origin of language lack
scientific base, states that there is no language that could help us witness the
history of humanity, or one at a level of primitive development of language; and
that is why we lack the witness of far past. Aksan (2000), arguing that we cannot
precisely present the reality of birth/emergence of language till today, similarly
mentions that people started living on earth around a million years ago, on the
contrary, the first solid documents regarding language only emerged after the
invention of writing, and this is inadewuate to explain the origin of language as it
only belongs to a newer phase of humanity. “When the writing systems, indicating
the beginning of history as 5000 years ago, were not created, there are no traces
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that could witness the language notion. There are only assumptions regarding its
development, apart from the written forms with different bases™ (Breton, 2007,
12).

The Process of Learning Language

Discussions on the origin of language were forbidden in 1866 by Paris Linguistics
Society (Ruhlen, 2012). However, as Bayirli (2009) states, especially in 1950s,
with great transformation in linguistics with Noam Chomsky, it could be said that
these discussions were flared out again over the questions of what kind of a
system language is and how it is learnt.

According to Bayirli (2009), the most accepted approach before 1950s on
how a language is learnt is behavourial approach. Behavorist theorists such as
Pavlov, Watson, Thorndike, and Skinner, approach learning as building
connection between stimulant and behaviour (Erden & Akman, 2004). According
to this approach, learning a language:

“... children learn a language like they learn every other thing. Babies, repeating the
sounds providing them desired results, learn the spoken language. When babies
repeat sounds, make sounds resembling words in daily language, they are rewarded
by their relatives around. Therefore, babies use the words repeated more often. The
frequency of usage of less repeated sounds diminishes. As a result, speech is shaped.
In addition to repetition, babies, imitating the sounds they hear, is important in

acquiring language.” (Erdem & Akman, 2004, 76-77)

Also according to this approach, and as mentioned by Bayirli (2009) language is
dealt with as a cultural phenomenon, and difference between languages is a result
of difference between cultures. Language is argued to be a tool of
communication. Yet, this school argues the human mind in its form since birth
"can be shaped in any way". Also the development of language is taken as a
process parallel with the development f intelligence (Aitchison, 1989, Akt.
Bayirli, 2009). According to Vygostky (1998), arguing language develops parallel
with thought, language is learnt as a result of the effect emerging from the
linguistic environment child is surrounded with. On the other hand, Piaget states
that language development depends on cognitive development, and for a
socialized speech, child needs to be in mutual interaction with people around
(Vygotsky, 1998).

While Social Interaction Theory takes behaviourist approach as a ground,
it also relates acquisition of language directly with imitation and modelling (take
someone as a model). In this theory, the effects of social and cultural environment
on learning a language stand out (Dagabakan & Dagabakan, 2007). Zollinger
(1994) depicts acquisition of language as a continuous, multi-dimensional, and
complex relational process between the child and the closest kin, starting from
birth to adulthood (As cited in Dagabakan & Dagabakan, 2007).

According to behaviourist psycholog B.F. Skinner, “language, is not a
complex behaviour, but is a process that could be explained with a pigeon beaking
a seed in the last instance, or a child learning how to ride a bicycle” (Corballis,
2003, p.35).
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Chomsky criticized behaviourist approach heavily. He suggested that the
development of grammar follows a different path than what is learnt from the
environment, that while some diseases cause mental retardation, language stay
intact, that the behaviourist school, arguing the development of language parallel
to the development of intelligence, does not seem likely to explain this, that there
is not a single person who does not have mental problems, and have not learnt and
developed skills of a language despite being exposed to language until now, that
rules of syntax in languages are far from random, that how the behaviourist
school, based on differences between people and cultures, can explain universal
resemblances between the rules of linguistics and the order in the structures of
syntax (Bayirli, 2009).

Chomsky (2001) mentions a neural program allowing language learning
and existent by birth. He suggests that this program exists in anyone as a universal
grammar characteristic, and it is structured and learnt in the same way. This
neural program defines cognitive base as "language organ". He argues every little
child is a grammar genius, and learn language howlingly, and language is shaped
on a biological base. He also notes that the differences between languages are
superficial, and along with this, with a broader research what could be defined as
a "universal grammar", exists in all of them. However, he rejects the
environmental effects completely. Chomsky, in the last instance, defines the
language more of a biological phenomenon than a cultural one (Chomsky, 2001).

It could be noted that Pinker and Bloom, like Chomsky, point to a
biological language base. According to Bayirli (2009), Pinker and Bloom offer a
common thesis on how grammar may have been composed, while disagreeing on
natural selection. Pinker and Bloom state that universal grammar did not just
emerge by itself, but that it developed generation by generation and evolving by
natural selection and as a result providing a more advanced use of language
(Bayirli, 2009).

Theories, briefly mentioned above, give clues on learning process,
regarding the origin of language. For instance, according to the first observation
on the experiment of the King Psammetichus on children; the first language
childre say is also the first word they learn. In theological approaches, on the other
hand, the dominant approach is that there is no origin of language and all
languages were created by God. However, it could be said that by stating that
God-given language was taught among mankind, the importance of social
environment is highlighted. According to theories claiming animal sounds as the
origin of language, mankind learnt to shape and give meaning to animal sounds.
According to Rousseau's theory of strong affectivity and melodic languages as the
origin of language, it could be stated that there is an intuitionl learning process.
According to Renan’s thesis, human mind remains in front while learning a
language , and psychological and environmental factors play a role in emergence
and development of language. According to all these approaches, it could be
stated that there are traces of behaviourist approach in terms of explaining the
learning process. In Derek Bickerton and Corballis’s theories accepting proto
language, it can be said that mainly Chomsky, and Bloom and Pinker's and many
other scientists' traces of universal grammar.
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Dilin Kokeni

Dilin kokeni ¢ok eski caglardan beri siirekli bir merak ve arastirma konusu
olmustur. Bu temelde bilimsel ya da felsefi sayisiz diisiince, tez ve kuramin ileri
siriildiigii belirtilebilir. Dilagar’in (1968) da belirttigi gibi bu goriisler, dilin
kaynaginin tanrisal bir lituf oldugunu ileri siiren savlardan, insan ruhunun
diizenlestirilmis ve kendiliginden igten gelen bir yansimasi olduguna; beyin ile dil
aygitlariin birlikte evrimlesip gelismesinin bir iiriinii oldugundan yansima, ses
taklidi ve isaret seslerinden dogmus olduguna; rastgele ortaya ¢iktigindan giiclii
duygulanimlar sonucu ortaya ¢iktigina kadar genis bir yelpazeye yayildigi ifade
edilebilir. Genel olarak bu goriislerin felsefi kaynaklarinin teoloji, empirizm,
rasyonalizm, entiiisyonizm ve pozitivizm oldugu belirtilebilir. Ogrenme ile iliskisi
baglaminda teolojiye goére insanhigin dili 6grenmedigi Tanr1 vergisi oldugu,
empirizme gore duygusal deneyimlerin kazanimi sonucu, rasyonalizme gore insan
aklinin ve mantiginin gelisiminin sonucu, entiiisyonizme gore sezgisel bilginin
sonucu ve pozitivizme gore ise evrimsel gelisimin sonucu Ogrendigi ifade
edilebilir.

Dilin koékeni iizerine bilinen ilk goriislerin Eski Yunan’da tarihe mal olmus
filozoflar tarafindan dile getirildigi belirtilebilir. Bu goriislerden bir kagina drnek
vermek gerekirse:

............ Herakleitos’a gore dil, dogada var olan diizenin bir uzantist olarak ortaya
¢itkmis dogal bir sistemdir..........

............ Demokritos’a gore ise, kelimeler baslangigta dogadaki diger varliklar gibi
kendiliginden idiler, fakat sonradan bu &zellik kaybolmus ve bugiinkii bicimiyle
kelimeler, insanlar arasindaki anlasmanin bir tiriinii olmustur....

...Parmenides, dilin insanin 6zii i¢in 6nemine isaret eden ilk filozof olmustur. Ploton
dili bilginin temeli olarak ele almustir....

...Epikiiros ise konusmanin insanda istek digt bir melekeye dayandigini, dilin
duyumlarin kendisi gibi dogal ve zorunlu bir sey oldugunu ileri siirmiistiir” (inal,
2012, 5.45-46).

ilk Gozlem

Hewes (1993) dilin kokeni tizerine bilinen ilk arastirmay1 Misir krallarindan
Psammetichus’un gerceklestigi belirtilmektedir. Ilk dilin hangisi oldugunu
merak eden Kral Psammetichus oncii nitelikte psikodilbilimsel bir deney
gerceklestirdigini ifade eden Hewes (1993), Hedotus’tan aktardigi lizere,
“Kral Psammetichus, iki c¢ocugun iki yasma gelinceye kadar, dilin
konusuldugu c¢evreden wuzak tutulmalarini emretti ve iki yil sonra
cocuklardan birinin ilk olarak ‘bekos’ seklinde bir ifade kullandi (s.7).”
“Bekos” sozciigiiniin hangi dilde oldugunu arastiran kralin bu sdzcligiin
Frigyaca oldugunu ve “ekmek” anlamina geldigini O0grenmesi {izerine
Frigyacanin, Misir dilinden daha eski oldugunu varsaydi (Eco, 2009;
Hewes, 1993).
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Dinlere Gore Dilin Kokeni

Dillerin kokeni iizerine Tevrat’in (Eski Antlasma) “Yaratilis” bolimii “Babil
Kulesi” basliginda da deginilmektedir. Buna gore dillerin yaraticis1 Tanr1’dir. S6z
konusu basliga gore:

“l1- Bagslangicta diinyadaki biitiin insanlar ayni dili konusur, ayni sdzleri
kullanirlardi. 2- Doguya gocerlerken Sinar bolgesinde bir ova buldular ve oraya
yerlestiler. 3-Birbirlerine, ‘Gelin tugla yapip iyice pisirelim’ dediler. Tag yerine
tugla, har¢ yerine zift kullandilar. 4-Sonra, ‘Kendimize bir kent kuralim’ dediler,
‘Goklere erisecek bir kule dikip iin salalim. Boylece yeryiiziine dagilmayiz.’5 -RAB
insanlarin yaptig1 kenti ve kuleyi gdrmek i¢in asagiya indi. 6- ve soyle dedi: ‘Tek
bir halk olup ayni dili konusarak bunu yapmaya basladiklarina goére diisiindiiklerini
gerceklestirecek, higbir engel tanimayacaklar. 7- Gelin, asagi inip dillerini
karigtiralim ki birbirlerini anlamasinlar.”  8-Bdylece RAB onlar1 yeryiiziine
dagitarak kentin yapimini durdurdu. 9 -Bu nedenle kente Babil[i] ad1 verildi. Ciinkii
RAB biitiin insanlarin dilini orada karistirdi ve onlar1 yeryiiziiniin doért bucagina
dagitt1”(Kutsal Kitap, 2014)

Hristiyanlik inancinda ise “s6z”, “kelam” kavramlarinin kutsal metinlerde yer
aldig1 goriilmektedir. Yuhanna’nin Incil’inin baslangic kisminin ilk ayetleri “1-
Baslangicta S6z vardi. S6z Tanri'yla birlikteydi ve S6z Tanri'ydi. 2- Baslangicta
O, Tanri'yla birlikteydi. 3- Her sey O'nun aracilifiyla var oldu, var olan higbir sey
O'nsuz olmadi. 4- Yasam O'ndaydi ve yasam insanlarin 1s181ydi...” (Incil,
Yuhanna) seklindedir. Aydar ve Ulutas (2010) Yuhanna Incil’inin baslangig
kismindaki “s6z” kavramimin dil ile iligkili olabilecegini belirtip, Hristiyanlik
inancinda ilk insanin konugmay1 nasil 6grendigi ve varliklara nasil isim verildigi
konusunda Tevrat’taki bilgilerin esas alindigin1 ifade etmektedirler.

Aydar ve Ulutag’in (2010) “Dilin Kdkeni: Kur’an-1 Kerim ve Diger Kutsal
Kitaplara Gore Dil Olgusu” bashikli ¢aligmalarinda Islam inancmna goére dilin
kokeni iizerine {i¢ farkli yaklasim oldugu aktarilmaktadir. Ilk yaklasima gore
diller Allah tarafindan vaz’edilmistir. Bu yaklasimi savunan Islam diisiiniirleri
(Ebii’l-Hasan el-Es’ari, Ebu Ali el-Ciibai, Ebu’l-Kasim Abdullah el-Ka’bi,
Muhamad b. El Hasan ibn Furek) Bakara suresinde gecen “Allah Adem’e biitiin
isimleri 6gretti” (Bakara suresi, 31. Ayet) ayeti olmak iizere bazi Kur’an ayetlerini
delil olarak gostermektedirler. Bu yaklasima gore dilin yaraticis1 ve ilk dgreticisi
Allah’tir. Daha sonra insanlar 6grendikleri dilleri kendinden sonraki nesillere
ogretmislerdir. Ikinci yaklasima (Ebu Hasim) gore ise her varliga, onun manasina
uygun isim veren Allah degil insandir. Bu goriistekiler ibrahim suresinde gegen
“Biz, her peygamberi, onlara hakikatleri iyice agiklasin diye kendi milletinin
diliyle gonderdik” (Ibrahim suresi, 4. Ayet) ayeti olmak iizere bazi ayetleri
tezlerinde ileri siirmektedirler. Uciincii yaklasima gore ise “insanlarin muhtag
oldugu kadarin1 vaz’edip 6greten Allah’tir. Kul bunu, Allah’in onda yarattigi
zaruri bir ilim ile bilir. Bunun disindakilerin ise, insanin kendisi tarafindan
konulmus olmas1 muhtemeldir” (Aydar ve Ulutas, 2010).

Dilin kokenine iliskin teolojik yaklagimlarin ortak noktasi dilin kokenin
tanr1 vergisi oldugudur. Bu goriisler 17 ve 18. ylizyll aydinlanma caginda
sorgulanmaya baglanmistir. “Dilin kdkeni nedir?” sorusuna farkli cevaplar arayan
yaklasim ve tezler gelistirilmeye baslanmistir. Darwin’in 19. ylizyilda evrim
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kuramini gelistirmesi ile birlikte dilin, insanin evrimsel gelisimi ile ortaya
ciktigina dair ¢ok sayida goriis ileri stiriilmiistiir.

Hayvansal Sesler

Wundt’a gore, dilin ilk asamasini ses aygitinin meydana getirdigi fiziksel ve
ruhsal anlamlilik tasiyan hayvansal ses belirtiler olusturmaktadir (Akt. Aksan,
2000). Bu belirtilerin ilk baglarda iggiidiisel oldugu zamanla bilingli eyleme
doniiserek bir anlatim araci olmaya basladigini belirten Wundt, bagirmali ilk
seslerin sonradan perdeli seslere doniistiiglinii ifade etmektedir (Aksan, 2000).
Cocuklardaki dil gelisimini de inceleyen Wundt, ¢ocuklarin dili ilk 6grenmeye
basladiklarinda ‘hayvan seslerine benzeyen bagirmalara’ dikkati ¢ekmektedir
(Aksan, 2000). Dilin kokeninin hayvansal sesler oldugunu ileri sliren goriislerin
temelinde biyolojik evrim oldugu belirtilebilir. Benzer sekilde Darwin de dilin
kokeninin hayvanlarin ¢ikardiklar1 sesler olabilecegini belirtmektedir (Corballis,
2003).

Giiclii Duygulanim ve Melodili Diller

Rousseau (2011), ilk zamanlarda insanlarin sahip oldugu tek dilin jestler ve kimi
eklenmemis sesler oldugunu belirtmektedir. Gereksinimlerin ilk jestleri dayattigi,
giiclii duygulanimlarin ise ilk sesleri insanlardan ¢ikardigini ileri siiren Rousseau,
sozlii dilin kokeninin insanin temel gereksinimleri sonucu ortaya ¢iktigi tezini
reddederek “giiclii duygulanim ve melodili diller” tezini ileri stirmiistiir. Bu teze
gore, insanin ilk sesleri aglik ya da susuzluk gibi temel gereksinmelerden degil,
ask, nefret, acima ve Ofke gibi gilicli duygulardan kaynaklanmaktadir.
Rousseau’nun (2011) deyisiyle:

“Meyveler elimizden kagmazlar, konugsmadan da onlar1 besin olarak kullanabiliriz;
yiyecegimiz avi sessizce izleriz; ama geng bir kalbi heyecanlandirmak i¢in, haksiz
bir saldirgani piiskiirtmek i¢in doga vurgulari, ¢igliklari, yakinmalar1 dayatir: iste en
eski sozciikler boyle bulunmustur ve bu nedenle ilk diller basit ve yontemli
olmaktan once sarkiyla sdylenen ve gii¢lii duygulanimlarla dolu dillerdir.” (s.10)

Rousseau (2011), insanin ¢ikardigr ilk seslerin gii¢lii duygulanim sonucu ortaya
ciktigini belirtirken, insanin ilk ifadelerinin de s6z sanatlar1 ile yiiklii oldugunu
belirtmistir. “Ilk sdylemler ilk sarkilar olmustur: ritmin yenilenen ve olciilii
dontsleri, vurgulardaki melodili ton degisimleri, dille birlikte siiri ve miizigi
dogurmustur (s.57).” belirlemesini yapan Rousseau (2011), ilk anlamin mecazli
oldugundan s6z etmistir. Ger¢cek anlamin en son bulundugunu ifade eden
Rousseau (2011), insanlarin ilk basta yalnizca siir bi¢iminde konustuklarini, akil
ylriitmeyi uzun zaman gectikten sonra diisiinebildiklerini ifade etmistir.
Gereksinimlerin artmasi ile melodinin eski enerjisini kaybettigi, ritmin yerini
hesaplamalarin aldigi, dilin nitelik degistirdigini ifade eden Rousseau (2011),
zamanla gii¢lii duygulanimin yerini fikirlere biraktigini, dilin artik kalbe degil
akla seslenerek gelismeye devam ettigini belirtmistir. Rousseau’un bu tezine
yakin bir varsayimi ¢agdasi olan Vico da ileri siirmekteydi. Vico’ya gore en erken
konusma bicimi tek sesli ve siirseldi (Hewes, 1993).
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AKlin Aniden Disa Vurumu

Renan (2011), dilin bugiinkii haline evrim siirecinde yavas yavas geliserek
ulastigini ve dilin bir anda olusmus gibi her irkin dehasinda ayni anda fiskirmis
oldugunu ileri siirmektedir. Renan (2011)’a gore dil, amag¢ ve vasitalardan uzak
bilingle, onceden kurulmus bir plan dahilinde yaratilmamistir; dilin dogumu
psikolojik hayatin gelisiminin belli bir raddesinde, mecburen ve adeta korlemesine
gerceklesmistir.

Dilin, ilk tezahiiriinden itibaren, tabiattaki canli varliklara benzer sekilde,
biitiin asli kisimlariyla donatilmis oldugunu ve tastamam oldugunu ileri siiren
Renan (2011, s.3) tomurcuk metaforunu kullanir: “Tipk1 tomurcuk ¢igegin biitiin
asli kisimlariyla tastamam var olmasinda ki gibi, her ne kadar kisimlar1 agilip
serpilmemis olsa da ilk dilde her seyin var oldugunu ama bu varligin bulanik ve
ayrismamis bir halde oldugunu” belirten Renan (2011), ilk dilin 6zelliklerinin ilk
diisiincelerin 6zellikleriyle ayni, “sinirsiz veya daha ziyade kuralsiz bir zenginlik,
biitiin unsurlarin i¢ ige gectigi ve ayirt edilemedigi puslu ve ¢ok amagli bir sentez”
(s.121), oldugunu ifade etmistir. Ayrica Renan (2011), “Bu puslu sentezde her
olusturucu 6geye tek tek roliinii tahsis etmek suretiyle ayirma islemleri yapan ise
sadece zaman ve insanin akilli ruhunun/tininin ilerleyisi olmustur” (s.78) tespitini
yapmistir.

Dillerin gelisiminde, halkin énemine vurgu yapan Renan (2011) halklarin
dillerin hakiki sanatkarlar1 oldugunu ve dillerin yaratici kudretinin bireyin degil
halkin kendiliginden spontane akli oldugunu ifade etmistir. Her dilin onu yaratan
halkin akilli ruhu/tini ile gii¢lii bir bagi bulunmaktadir ve dil kendini meydana
getiren akilli ruha ifade ve sinir kazandirir (Renan, 2011). Dillerin ¢esitliliginin
nedeninin 1rklarin ¢esitliliginde aranmas1 gerektigini belirten Renan (2011), bu
noktada insanlarin tarihsel siiregteki yasamlariin dillerine, gramer yapilarina ve
kullandiklar1 sozciiklere kadar etki ettigini ve boylelikle dillerin gelisimini
etkiledigini soylemistir.

On Dil

20. yiizyilin sonlarina dogru primatlar ve 6zellikle en yakin akrabalarimiz olan
sempanze ve bonobolar {izerinde ¢cok kapsamli arastirmalar yapilmaya baslandigi
sOylenebilir.  Bu temelde dilbilimci Derek Bickerton’un bonobosu Kanzi
deneyimi ve ondil savi dikkat ¢cekmektedir (Corballis, 2003). Corballis’in (2003)
Bickerton’dan aktardig iizere “On dil i¢in en fazla, nesneleri ve eylemleri temsil
eden sozciiklerin degisik kombinasyonlarina izin veren ilkel bir s6z dizimi
denilebilir.” (s.48). Yine Corballis (2003), Bickerton’un ‘6ndilin, jest ve
mimikleri birbirine anlamli bir sekilde baglama yeteneginin, sadece Kanzi’ye ya
da bonobolara has olmadigmi, pek c¢ok iri maymun, ¢ok sayida sempanze, bir
goril ve bir orangutannenin de bu yetenege sahip oldugu’ ifadelerini
aktarmaktadir. Ayrica Corballis (2003) Bickerton’un buradan hareketle “su an en
azindan irit maymunlarin (ve elbette biz insanlarin da) ortak atasinin, 16 milyon y1l
once Afrika’da dolasirken ondil potansiyelinin bulundugunu diisiinmek mantikli
olabilir” (Corballis, 2003, 5.48-49) ¢ikarsamasini yaptigini belirtmektedir.
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Ondilin tam olarak bir dil olmadigini, ama bir baslangi¢ oldugunu belirten
Corballis (2003), “...atalarimizda da bdylesine bir 6ndil yeteneginin ortaya
ciktigin diisiiniirsek, bunun giiniimiizde kullandigimiz ve konustugumuz dillerin
Onciisli oldugunu diisiinmek pek de yanlis olmaz” (s.49) tespitini yapmaktadir.
Bu tespite ek olarak Corballis (2003), gliniimiizde bile kimi zaman bizlerin ondile
bagvurdugumuzu dile getirmekte; manset atarken, telgraf yazarken, yeni bir dil
Ogrenirken, yerlilerin ve tiiccarlarin ortak iletisim ic¢in ‘pidgin’ dilini konusurken
agirlikli olarak dndile bagvurduklarini ifade etmistir.

Jestler ve Mimikler

Corballis (2003), Bickerton’un 6ndil savini kabul etmekle birlikte, “insansi
maymunlarin dogal ortamlarinda ¢ikardigr seslerin degil, yaptigi jest ve
mimiklerin, insan diline en yakin iletisim oldugunu” (s.53) vurgulamakta ve bu
konuya 6zel bir yer agmaktadir. Bu konuya Gabriel Garcia Marquez’in, Yiizyillik
Yalnizlik eserinden bir alintiyla baglar: “Diinya o kadar yeniydi ki pek ¢ok
nesnenin adi yoktu. Bir seyden bahsetmek gerektiginde isaret etmek gerekiyordu”
(s.56). Corballis (2003), el ve kolun bedenin yiikiinii tasimaktan kurtulup
serbestce beden dilini gelistirmesinde iki ayak {izerine dogrulmanin 6nemli bir
ozellik ve asama oldugunu belirtmektedir. “Iki ayaklilik muhtemelen atalarimiza
kendilerini jestlerle daha iyi ifade etme olanagi verdi” (Corballis, 2003, s.98) bu
ifadenin 6n dil asamasini gecemedigini belirten Corballis (2003), ister sese ister
jeste dayansin, dilin arkeolojik kalintilarda iz birakmadigini vurgulamaktadir. Bu
baglamda bugiinkii gelismis insan diline geciste farkli kanitlar da aramamiz
gerektigini belirten Corballis (2003), atalarimizin gelistirdigi en onemli hayatta
kalma teknigi olan igbirligine dikkat c¢ekmektedir. “Genis capl isbirligi iri
govdeli yaratiklar arasinda sadece insanlara o6zgiidiir ve bu haliyle, dil dahil
kapsamli zihinsel yeteneklerimizin kdkeninde bu davranis kalib1 yatiyor olmalidir
(Corballis, 2003, s.107).” Bu savin1 daha kesin ifadelerle dile getirmeye baslayan
Corballis (2003), dilin kdkeni itibariyle toplumsal bir yapiya sahip oldugunu ve
genellikle koalisyon kurmak ya da mevcut koalisyonu yiiriitmek i¢in
kullanildigini ileri stirmektedir.

Dilde Milliyet¢i Koken Savlari

Dilin kokeni iizerine modern doneme kadar en genel goriislerden biri, Perrot’in
(2006) ifade ettigi gibi, bir¢ok halkin kendi dilini tiim dillerin kokeni olarak
gosterme egiliminde olmasidir. Perrot (2006) bu durumu ornekleyerek: “Kilise
papazlari, 17. yiizy1l sonuna degin canliligini korumus olan, vahiy dili Ibranicenin
antik halinin insanligin orijinal dilini temsil ettigi ve bilinen tiim dillerin bundan
kaynaklandigin1” (s.75) ifade etmistir. Eco (2009) ise, Ibranicenin Tanri’nin dili
oldugu ve bilinen tiim dillerin kaynagin1 olusturdugu fikrinin Ortagag boyunca
varligint siirdiirdiigiinii aktarir daha sonra da dilde gelisen milliyetgilik ile bu
savagl kaybettigini belirtir. Crystal (2010), Voltaire’in Versay mahkemesindeki
‘Babil kulesindeki kavganin, dili bir birine katmasi ne kadar aci; o olmasaydi,
herkes hep Fransizca konusurdu’ ifadesini kullanarak Fransizcanin kok dil
oldugunu ileri siirdiigiinii sdylemektedir. Crystal (2010) Almanca, Misirca ve
Cince’nin de benzer bir sekilde kok dil oldugu yoniinde savunuculara sahip
oldugunu belirtir.
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Dilin kokenine iliskin biitin bu teorilerin bilimsel temelden yoksun
oldugunu ifade eden Perrot (2006), insanligin uzak ge¢misine tanik olmamizi
saglayacak, dil gelisiminin ilkel evresinde olan herhangi bir dilin bulunmadigini
bu nedenle insanligin uzak ge¢misine dair tanikliktan yoksun oldugumuzu dile
getirmektedir. Dilin dogusunu/ortaya ¢ikis gercekligini bugiline kadar kesin olarak
ortaya koymayacagimizi sOyleyen Aksan (2000) benzer sekilde; insanin
yeryliziinde bundan yaklasik bir milyon yil 6nce yasamaya basladigini, buna
karsilik dile iliskin somut ilk belgelerin yazinin bulunmasiyla ortaya ¢iktigini,
bunun da insanligin ¢ok yeni bir evresine ait oldugunu ve dillerin kdkenini
aciklama konusunda yetersiz oldugunu belirtmektedir. “5000 yildan daha az bir
siire Once tarihe kesin girise isaret eden yazi sistemleri daha yaratilmamisken, dil
olgusuna taniklik edebilecek hicbir iz yoktur; onun gelisimi iizerine elde sadece
yazili olanlardan farkli temellere dayanan tahminler vardir” (Breton, 2007, s.12).

Dilin Ogrenme Siireci

Dilin kokeni iizerine ylriitillen tartismalar 1866°’da Paris Dilbilim Toplulugu
tarafindan yasaklandi (Ruhlen, 2012). Ancak Bayirli’'nin (2009) ifade ettigi gibi
ozellikle 1950’lerde Noam Chomsky ile dilbiliminde yasanan biiyiik doniisiimle
birlikte bu tartismalarin dilin nasil bir sistem oldugu ve nasil 6grenildigi sorunsali
tizerinden tekrar alevlendigi belirtilebilir.

Bayirli (2009)’ya gore 1950’lerden once dilin nasil 6grenildigi konusunda
en ¢ok kabul goren yaklasim davranis¢t yaklasimdir. Pavlov, Watson, Thorndike,
Skinner gibi davranis¢t kuramcilar 6grenmeyi uyarici ile davranig arasinda bag
kurma isi olarak ele almislardir (Erden ve Akman, 2004). Bu yaklagima gore dil
ogrenimi:

113

. cocuklar konusulan dili, herhangi bir seyi Ogrendikleri gibi Ogrenirler.
Bebeklerin, kendilerini istendik sonuglara gotiirdiigiinii kesfettikleri sesleri tekrar
etmeleri ile konusulan dil 6grenilmeye baglanir. Bebekler sesleri tekrar ederken,
giinliik dildeki sozciiklere benzeyen sesler ¢ikardiklarinda, ¢evrelerindeki yakinlari
tarafindan 6dillendirilirler. Boéylece bebek, soyledigi zaman pekistirilen sesleri daha
sik kullanmaya bagslar. Pekistirilmeyen seslerin kullanilma siklig1 ise azalir. Sonugta
da konugma sekillenir. Pekistirmenin yani sira bebeklerin siklikla duyduklari sesleri
taklit etmeleri de dilin kazanilmasinda O6nemli olmaktadir” (Erdem ve Akman,
2004,s. 76-77).

Ayrica bu yaklagima goére Bayirli’nin (2009) da belirttigi gibi dil, kiiltiirel bir olgu
olarak ele alinir ve dillerin farklilig: kiiltiirel farkliligin bir sonucu olarak goriiniir.
Dilin temelde bir iletisim araci oldugu iddia edilir. Yine bu ekol, insan zihninin
dogustan geldigi haliyle “her sekilde bi¢imlendirebilir” oldugunu sdyler. Ayrica
dilin gelisimi zekanin gelisimine paralel bir slire¢ olarak ele almir (Aitchison,
1989, Akt. Bayirli, 2009). Dilin diisiince ile paralel bir sekilde gelistigini sOyleyen
Vygostky’e (1998) gore dil, cocugun i¢inde bulundugu dilsel ortamin diisiincesine
etkisi sonucu 6grenilir. Piaget ise dil gelisiminin biligsel gelisime bagli oldugunu
ve toplumsallagmis konusma icin ¢ocugun cevresindekiler ile karsilikli aligveris
icerisinde olmasi gerektigini belirtir (Vygotsky, 1998).

Sosyal Etkilesim Kurami davraniggr yaklasimi temel almakla beraber dil
kazanimimi dogrudan taklit ve model alma ile iliskilendirmektedir. Bu kuramda,
dil 6grenmede sosyal ve kiiltiirel ortamin etkileri daha ¢ok 6n plana ¢ikmaktadir
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(Dagabakan ve Dagabakan, 2007). Zollinger (1994) dil edinimini kaynagini
cocukla en yakini arasinda dogumdan hemen sonra baglayan iliskilerden alan ve
en karmasik sekliyle eriskinlige kadar devam eden ¢ok boyutlu, siirekli bir siireg¢
olarak betimlemektedir (Akt. Dagabakan ve Dagabakan, 2007).

Davranis¢t psikolog B.F. Skinner’in gore, “dil karmasik bir davranis
olmayip, son kertede bir giivercinin tohumunu gagalamayi, yahut bir ¢ocugun
bisiklete binmeyi Ogrenmesine benzer sekilde agiklanabilecek bir siiregtir”
(Corballis, 2003, s.35).

Chomsky davranig¢1 yaklasima yogun elestiriler getirmistir. Gramerin
gelisiminin ¢evreden Ogrenilenlerden farkli bir yol izledigini, baz1 hastaliklarda
zihinsel gerilikler yasanirken dilin hi¢ zarar gérmedigini, dilin gelisimini zekanin
gelisimine paralel diisiinen davranis¢i ekoliin bunu agiklamasinin pek miimkiin
goriinmedigini, su ana kadar 6zel bir zihinsel sorunu olmayip dile maruz kalan ve
bunun neticesinde dil yetenegini gelistiremeyen hi¢bir insanin olmadigini, dillerde
s0z dizime dair kurallarin rastgele olmaktan ¢ok uzak oldugunu, insanlarin ve
kiiltiirlerin farkliliklarindan yola ¢ikan davranis¢r ekoliin dilbilim kurallarindaki
evrensel benzerlikleri ve s6z dizim yapilarindaki kurallilifi nasil agiklayacag:
sorunlarin soru isareti oldugunu belirtmektedir (Bayirli, 2009).

Chomsky (2001) dil 6grenmeyi saglayan ve dogustan var olan sinirsel
programdan bahseder. Bu programin evrensel bir gramer niteliginde herkeste var
oldugunu ve benzer sekilde Ogrenilip yapilandigini ifade eder. Bu sinirsel
programi, zihinsel alt yapiyr "dil organi" olarak adlandirir. Kiiciikk yastaki
cocuklarin birer gramer dehas1 olduklarini, dili ¢cok biiyiik bir hizla kavradiklarini
ifade ederek dilin biyolojik bir temel iizerine sekillendigini ifade etmektedir.
Diller arasinda var olan farkliliklarin yiizeysel oldugunu ve bununla beraber
detayli bir inceleme sonucu bu dillerin hepsinde “evrensel gramer” olarak
adlandirdig1 ortak bir gramer oldugunu belirtmektedir. Fakat ¢evresel faktorlerin
etkisini bir biitiin olarak reddetmemektedir. Son kertede Chomsky, dilin kiiltiirel
bir olgudan ¢ok biyolojik bir olgu oldugunu ifade etmektedir (Chomsky, 2001).

Pinker ve Bloomun, Chomsky gibi biyolojik bir dil zeminine isaret
ettikleri sOylenebilir. Bayirli (2009)’ya gore Pinker ve Bloom gramerin benzer
sekilde olusmus olabilecegi tezlerini paylasirken dogal se¢ilim konusunda farkli
aciklamalar getirmektedirler. Pinker ve Bloom evrensel gramerin birden bire ve
ekendiliginden ortaya ¢ikmadigini, nesilden nesile geliserek ve dogal secilim
yoluyla evrilerek daha gelismis dil kullanimina olanak sagladigini dile
getirmektedirler (Bayirli, 2009).

Dilin kokenine iligkin yukarida kisaca deginilmeye calisilan teorilerin
ogrenme siirecleri hakkinda da ipuglar1 verdigi soylenebilir. Ornegin Misir Krali
Psammetichus’un ¢ocuklar iizerinde gergeklestirdigi ilk gdzlemin sonucuna gore;
cocuklarin ilk seslendirdikleri sozciik, ayn1 zamanda ilk 6grendikleri sozciiktiir.
Teolojik yaklagimlarda ise, agirlikli goriisiin koken dil diye bir seyin olmadig ve
biitlin dillerin Tanr tarafindan yaratildigi belirtilmektedir. Ancak Tanrinin
yarattigr dili insanlarin birbirlerine ogrettigi ifade edilerek, dilin 6grenme
stirecinde sosyal ¢cevrenin dnemine vurgu yapildigi sdylenebilir. Hayvansal sesleri
dilin kokeni olarak gosteren teorilere gore de insanlar zamanla hayvansal seslere
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sekiller verip anlamlar yiiklemeyi 6grenmistir. Giicli duygulanim ve melodili
dilleri dilin kokeni olarak goren Rousseau’nun tezinde sezgisel bir 6grenme siireci
oldugu sdylenebilir. Renan’in savina gore ise, dilin 6grenilmesinde insan aklinin
on planda oldugu, psikolojik ve c¢evresel faktorlerin dilin ortaya ¢ikmasinda ve
gelismesinde rol oynadigi belirtilebilir. Aktarilan biitiin bu yaklagimlarda, dilin
Ogrenme siireglerini aciklayan davranisct yaklagimin izleri oldugu ileri siiriilebilir.
Derek Bickerton’in ve Corballis’in 6n dili kabul eden savlarinda, o6nciil olarak
Chomsky’nin ve daha sonra da Bloom ve Pinker gibi ¢ok sayida bilim insaninin
ileri siirdiigli evrensel gramerin izleri oldugu sdylenebilir.
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