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FEATURES OF SPEECH FORMATION PROCESSES IN A MODERN
CHILD

Annotation. The article examines the problem of delayed speech development
in children in modern society. The authors discuss the standards of speech development
identified by linguists of the last century, and consider the points of view of modern
researchers on the factors influencing the delay in speech development. Particular
attention is paid to the role of the presence of brothers and sisters in the family on the
development of speech.Based on a study of the causes of speech delay in children and
an analysis of the responses of interviewed respondents, conclusions were drawn about
the importance of the factor of a large family in stimulating speech development. The
survey results showed that the majority of parents do not consider the late development
of children's speech as a serious problem, but rather attribute it to the characteristics of
genetics.
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Maintaining

The purpose of the article is to describe the features of speech production,
studied and described earlier by psycholinguists, to consider possible reasons for the
late production of speech in a modern child, to analyze the experiment conducted - a
survey of the population of different ages. The stages of speech production in children
have been studied in detail by A.A. Leontyev; This problem continues to be studied in
the 21st century. Despite the fact that each of the scientists comes to his own
conclusions, they all adhere to the same point of view regarding the timing and
characteristics of speech generation. The study of theoretical literature allows us to say
that in recent studies, based on the results of experiments, the authors have identified
trends in the violation of the timeliness of speech production in a child in the modern
world.

Materials and research methods

This study is based on the views of A.A. Leontyev on the stages of ontogenesis

of children's speech, analysis of theoretical literature in recent years on the problem of
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stages of speech production, and the causes of late speech production. The method of
survey and its system analysis was used.
Research results

The unique feature that distinguishes a person from an animal is speech, but a
child’s speech does not arise by itself and does not enter the human body as a
component. This is a human feature that is associated with many processes occurring
inside the body and psyche of a still fragile person - a child. With the correct
development and formation of the child’s physiology and psyche, his speech begins on
time, and this process proceeds “painlessly” and with pleasure. If one link in this chain
is broken, then the generation of speech undergoes special formation features.

In the last decade, the process of speech generation in a modern child has
undergone significant changes: it is slowing down and does not fit into the previously
designated and scientifically proven stages of speech development. We have put
forward a hypothesis that this feature may be associated with changes that have
occurred in modern society: with the process of communication between people among
themselves and within the family, with the influence of the increasingly widespread
distribution of gadgets and their frequent use by children during the period of speech
production.

A clear understanding of the stages of development of children’s speech makes
it possible to determine whether the child began to speak on time or not. T.B. Filicheva
and others consider several scientific theories about the stages of development of
children's speech: the first of them is the theory of G.L. Rosengard-Pupko, who
identified only two stages of speech development of a child (the preparatory stage up to
two years and the stage of independent speech development); the second is the
fundamental concept of A.A. Leontiev, who proposed in his theory four stages in the
formation of a child’s speech (the first is preparatory - up to a year of the child’s life;
the second is the preschool stage of initial language acquisition - up to 3 years; the third
- preschool - up to seven years; fourth — school) [1, p.5-7].

In the process of child development, if the process of speech production is
disrupted, it is generally accepted that the help of a specialist should be sought at the
age of 3 years and later. However, T.E. Braudo et al. believe that serious problems of
speech disorder can be seen and prevented in the first months of a child's life, since the
child's communicative behavior can be observed from the first days of his life through
non-verbal communication. It is represented by two aspects: the baby’s
sociocommunicative behavior before the appearance of speech and the actual nonverbal
component of speech communication [2, p. 41-42].

Before discussing what stages a child goes through in the formation of speech,
we should consider what is meant by the term “ontogenesis.”

Z.A. Akbarova gives a definition of the term “ontogenesis of speech”, denoting
the entire period of formation of human speech from the first speech act to the perfect
state. This term *“ontogenesis” is also considered by researchers to designate and study
the period of dynamic development of child speech (from the appearance of the first
words to the formation of developed phrasal speech); data on the disturbed or normal
process of children’s acquisition of their native language (vocabulary, violations of the
syllabic structure of words, violations of sound pronunciation, etc.) [3, p. 286].
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The model of the mechanism for generating a speech utterance by A. A.
Leontyev was analyzed in sufficient detail and described by V. P. Glukhov [4, pp. 111-
116].

According to the model of A. A. Leontyev, this process consists of five
successive stages: the first stage is the motive, since it is the motive that gives rise to
speech intention; at the second stage, based on the motive, an idea arises, transformed
into a semantic scheme of the utterance, i.e. the theme (subject of speech and/or its
topic) and rheme (situation, fact, phenomenon of objective reality) of the statement
arise; the key stage of speech production is the third stage - internal programming of a
specific utterance and/or speech whole; the fourth stage is the lexico-grammatical
development of the utterance, which can be schematically represented through a chain
such as “meaning — word — word form”; at the final stage, the speech utterance is
realized, carried out on the basis of a number of interrelated operations (phonation,
sound production, syllable reproduction, word production, rhythmic-melodic and
intonation organization of speech, etc.). The first steps in the formation of speech
differentiation are considered by N.I. Zhinkin from the point of view of the fact that the
child’s brain is a system capable of learning, without meaningful connections. The
scientist believes that a child is able to learn to understand and reproduce without yet
understanding speech, since he is able to repeat certain words after an adult if his
anatomical and physiological analyzer is ready for this. In his reasoning N.I. Zhinkin
comes to the conclusion that a child’s speech consists of isolating parts from a whole,
and not assembling a whole from a part [5, pp. 39-41].

Although psycholinguistics considers four stages of speech generation, where
the last is the school stage, for our study the first three stages are sufficient, since we are
considering the late generation of speech in a modern child from one to seven years old
and the possible causes of late speech generation. The scientific hypothesis of our study
is that we assume the cause of late speech production in modern children is insufficient
communication between parents and children during the periods necessary for the
correct formation and development of speech perception.

To go through the process of subjective awareness described by T.N. Ushakova
in the monograph “Child’s Speech. Problems and solutions,” it is important that the
child discovers his subjective state early. The scientist suggests that this natural ability
is manifested already in the first cry, the researcher considers the subjective state of the
infant at the initial stage of life “preconscious”, and the expression in the cry and other
vocalizations of the content of his sensation is “presemantic” [6, p. 15].

Modern society is represented by new features; bilingual families are so
common, which, in our opinion, is a kind of obstacle for the child in the process of
speech formation. Also, gadgets have become active elements that have entered all
spheres of human life, which, in our opinion, are also an obstacle in the process of
forming a child’s speech. Our assumption was that in large families, younger children
begin to speak faster, but in the process of studying the views of the scientist G.R.
Dobrova and other scientists of the St. Petersburg scientific school of ontolinguistics, it
turned out that this is not so [7].

This study makes an attempt to analyze public opinion on this problem among
children. Two questions of the questionnaire were compiled based on the point of view
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of scientists about the role of adults in the formation of a child’s speech, since, in their
opinion, a child’s full-fledged speech can only be formed under the influence of the
speech of adults, and its productivity will depend on sufficient speech practice and a
healthy speech environment , from proper upbringing and training, which is important
to start from the very first days of a child’s life [8, pp. 164-165; 9, p.110]. The other part
of the questionnaire was compiled taking into account the views of representatives of
the St. Petersburg School of Ontolinguistics S.N. Tseitlin and M.D. Voeikova about
referential and expressive children. Their reasoning was reflected in the review
scientific article “St. Petersburg School of Ontolinguistics”, in which they consider
referential children as children who calmly form their speech when the process of
speech generation is stable, excluding expression and spasmodicity. In contrast to them,
expressive children are considered, whose speech is formed through active contact with
a large degree of inclusion in the process of expression [10, p. 184].

The study was conducted online using the electronic resource Google Forms. In
this format, a questionnaire was compiled of 9 questions with 3-4 answer options. The
ninth question was open-ended.

103 people took part in the survey; of which 12 (11.5%) were male, 91 (87.5%)
were female. Age category from 18 to 60+ years: 31-40 years — 39.4%; 41-60 years old
— 30.8%; 18-30 years old — 21.2%. A smaller percentage consisted of respondents aged
61 and above. 60.6% of respondents were people with higher education, 19.2% - with
secondary education, 183% - respondents with secondary specialized education and
1.9% - university students and respondents with postgraduate education. 71.8% of
respondents are parents of one to three children, 22.3% of respondents are not parents,
5.9% are parents of four or more children.

In the list of questions in the questionnaire, we asked the question “Do you think
that in a large family, can the youngest child speak faster?” The opinion of the
respondents was distributed in such a way that 74.8% of respondents gave a positive
answer, 24.3% noted the answer “No, this does not affect the production of speech.”
This question is, in our opinion, very relevant, since in the last five years there has been
an increase in demographics, and the fact of large families is considered frequent.

Thus, speaking about the four factors of speech acquisition, G.R. Dobrova
highlights the formation of speech in a child with a sibling as the last one [7, pp. 97-98].
In her reasoning, she refers to a study by A. A. Zolotareva, conducted in 2010-2011,
which revealed that a child’s active and passive vocabulary is influenced by the
presence of an older sibling, and even the gender of the sibling is of great importance.
Based on the results of the study, it was revealed that the presence of an older sibling
has a negative impact on the formation of the younger child’s vocabulary, especially
boys in a sibling-girl pair are at a disadvantage [7, pp. 97-98].

Considering the reasoning of an ontolinguist, one can think about the results of
the answers received to the question about the development of a child’s speech in a
large family, because 74.8% of respondents gave a positive answer. 96.1% of
respondents responded that they experienced a feeling of joy when their child began to
speak; 3.9% experienced anxiety during their child's speech production process. This
may indicate that parents are not always attentive to speech problems in children. Most
parents do not immediately notice the existing problem; some attribute it to the fact that
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someone in the family started speaking late or spoke poorly for a long time. It is these
opinions that we tried to prevent in the answer options for the next question in the
questionnaire, “What do you think is associated with the late generation of speech?”
Three answer options were offered and a free option, where the respondent had to make
his own assumptions, guided by personal experience. 35% of respondents identified a
psychological factor, which meant fear, nervous disorder of the child, 24.3% believe
that the social factor (Internet, gadgets) is to blame; 19.4% of respondents concluded
that this is a genetic feature of the child that is precisely the factor in the late
development of speech in someone from the family. Parents in such families do not
immediately pay attention to the problem with the child’s speech production. 21.4%
chose the “Other” option.

The respondents' opinions were divided almost equally in answers to the
question “What role do parents play in generating a child’s speech?” 46.6% believe that
constant contact of any family member is important for the generation of speech,
regardless of who carries it out; 44.7% believed that it is contact with the parent that is
important in the formation of speech ontogenesis.

The last question of the questionnaire asked the respondent to share their
experience or the experience of their loved ones about the problems of delayed speech
production in their families. The answers to this question are different: “No, it wasn’t. |
think there are different reasons: pathology of pregnancy, the influence of heredity,
insufficient communication; did not work as expected with the child; probably an
individual feature of the child’s development; friends have a reason: parents don’t talk
to children, there is no communicative contact with parents; there was one case”, “My
aunt gave birth to a baby late, he spoke at the age of 5. But this did not affect his future
in any way.

At the moment, he graduated from college in Prague with excellent marks.
Therefore, my opinion is: it’s not scary if a child starts talking late”; “There was no such
case, all children began to pronounce sounds and words at about 1.5 years old,”
“Children are destined for themselves”; “Child with ASD”; "Yes they were"; “In
particular, due to genetic characteristics”; "Nature's Solution™; “Probably an individual
feature of the child’s development”; "No"; “There were no acquaintances or relatives”;
“Constant communication contact from all family members”; “Yes, there are many
reasons”; “Yes, they were, son. | think the reason is a lack of communication with the
children and us (parents)”; "No, it was not"; “The reason is gadgets”; “There was little
communication with the child”; “The reason is both in gadgets and in parents”;
“Insufficient communication with the child, gadgets”; “Quick birth, poor development
of motor skills and, in principle, each child is individual”; “You need constant
communication with the child”; “The youngest son started talking at 2.5 years old, was
lazy, did not want to teach or tell anything.”

When answering this question, respondents argued that late speech production is
possible for various reasons, returned to the answers that were proposed earlier, gave
examples of extremely late speech production at the age of five, but also did not call this
a problem for the child’s intellectual development.
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Conclusion

Having analyzed the classic of psycholinguistics A.A. Leontiev in the field of
speech production in children from several months to seven years of age, we can
conclude that the classical norms of speech production described by him are an integral
part of monitoring this process, the framework and guideline when studying this issue.
But in the 21st century, many linguists, psychologists, and defectologists are again
raising this issue, considering the features of speech generation in a modern child. This
time shows us the problem that speech in modern children is generated later than this
process occurred earlier, in children of the 20th century.

As a result of the survey, we can conclude that society considers the fact that a
family has many children to be an important aspect in the productive production of
speech, although according to the observations of scientists, the presence of siblings
slows down this natural process. The survey also showed a low percentage of people’s
concern if there are problems with delayed speech production. Our society is not ready
to perceive this as a serious problem, often attributing it to the peculiarities of the
child’s genetic development and not seeing this as a problem for the child’s intellectual
development.
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Yrerenosa K. T., Capoacosa I'.H.
KA3IPT'1 3AMAH BAJIAJIAPBIHBIH COMJIEYIH KAJIBIIITACTBIPY
MNPOLUECTEPIHIH EPEKHIEJIIKTEPI

AnpaTna. Makanaiga Ka3ipri KoraMarbl OallaliapAblH CeWiey aMyBIHBIH
KeIryl Maceneci KapacThIpblIaabl. ABTOpJap OTKEH FachIpAAFbl TUT MaMaHAaphl
aHBIKTaFaH COWIey/ll JaMbITy CTaHJapTTapbIH TAJIKBLIAI, COWUICY JaMybIHBIH KEIliryiHe
ocep erTeTiH (QakTopiap Typajbl Ka3ipri 3epTTeylIUIepAiH  Ke3KapacTapblH
Kapactelpanel. OtOacbiHna ara-iHUIepAiH OOJIYBIHBIH pejiHe epeKile Hazap
ayJIapbuIabl, OJAPBIH COWUJIEY TUTIH JaMBITYFa ocepi KapacThIphUIaibl. bamamapmarbt
ceiliey/liH KeIryiHiH ce0enTepiH 3epTTey *KOHE CyXOaTTacylibl PEeCOHIECHTTEPIIH
KayanTapblH Talnjay HeTi3iHAe Ceilyiey/i NaMBITYyAbl BIHTATAHIBIPYAAFEl KO Oaaibl
otbachl (haKTOPBIHBIH MaHBI3JIBUIBIFBI TYpalbl KOPBITHIHABUIAP >kacanabl. CayanHama
HOTIKEJIEePl KOPCETKEeH,IeH, aTa-aHalapAblH KOIIUTIri 6ananap/islH ColIey TUTIHIH Kell
JIaMybIH KYpZeJi Mocelie JIeTl CaHaMai Ibl, KepiCiHIlle OHbI TeHETHUKA ePEeKIIeNIKTepiMeH
0aliTaHBICTHIPAIBI.

Kiar ce3mep: ceiiney; ceilieyai KalbIITaCTBIPy; COUIEYIIH KENIryi; ceiey
OHTOJIOTHSICHI; TYBICKaH/Iap; cayalHaMa, PeCIIOHCHTTEp; MiKipIep.

Yrerenona K. T., Capoacosa I'.H.
OCOBEHHOCTH ITPOHECCOB ®OPMHUPOBAHUS PEUN Y
COBPEMEHHOI'O PEBEHKA
AHHoTanmsa. B cratbe uccnemyercs mpoOiiema 3alepXKKA Pa3BUTHA peud y
7eTeil B COBPEMEHHOM o0O0IecTBe. ABTOPBI OOCYXKAAIOT CTaHAAPTHl Pa3BUTHS DPEUH,
BBIABJICHHBIC YUCHBIMH-JIMHTBUCTAMU ITPOMIJIOT0 BCKA, U PACCMATPUBAIOT TOYKHU 3PCHUA
COBpPEMEHHBIX HccienoBareneil Ha (pakTophl, BIMSIONIME Ha 3aJEPXKKYy B Pa3BUTHU
peun. Oco0oe BHUMaHHE YIECIEHO pPOJM Haluuusi OpaTheB M CecTep B CEMbE Ha
pa3Butue peun. Ha ocHOBe nccienoBaHus MPUYHMH 3a€PKKH peUd y JETe U aHalIn3a
OTBCTOB OIMPOMICHHBIX, ObLIH CACJIaHbl BBIBOABI O 3HAYUMOCTHU q)aKTopa MHOI‘OI[CTHOﬁ
CEMbBU B CTUMYJIUPOBAaHUU pA3BUTHUA pedd. Pesynbrarsl ompoca IMOKa3aiad, 4YTO
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OOJIBIIMHCTBO POJUTENCH HE paccMaTpUBAIOT TO3JHEE pa3BUTHE pEUYM JETed Kak
Cephe3HYI0 IPOOIEMY, a CKOPEe MPUIHICHIBAIOT €0 0COOEHHOCTSIM T'€HETHKH.

KuroueBrble ci1oBa: peub; OPOKIACHUE PEUM; 3aJIE€PKKa PEUYH; OHTOJIOTHSI PEUH;
CHOJIMHTH; OTIPOC; PECTIOHICHTbI; MHEHHUSI.
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