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Rearrangement and Activation of Linguistic Forms among the
Processes of First-Second Language usage

The present study is done within the scope of psycholinguistics and
sociolinguistics. It deals with the study and interpretation of topics related to
multilingualism. It is preoccupied with topics and difficulties that the interlocutors
of two languages encounter during the usage of two different languages and the
speakers try to have an access to a specific code of the first language and they do not
have ability to retrieve the linguistic units. This means that how Kurdish children
can trigger and activate the linguistic forms and when the second language will be
the barrier to retrieve and continuation in the conversation. It also tries to find out
how this psychological aspect interacts and has relations with the other levels of
language.
Generally speaking, this study highlights the linguistic differences and features
among languages, particularly those differences that can be found in the usage of the
first language and it influences on the fluency and national identity. As a result of
the previous factors, the   study tackles the following questions:

 Dose Kurdish Educational system (studying in Kurdish) has influence on the
reinforcement of the Kurdish language?
 What are the linguistic barriers and their relationships with multilingualism in the

multilingual environments and are they biased   to national identity? In other



B  

words, relating to using and acquiring the second language in the schools or in external
situations, can the first language resist and protect itself ?

On the other hand, this study examines a set of hypotheses which are pertained to
second language acquisition and learning in the multilingual communities. For this
purpose, the researcher tries to provide examples from the language itself so as to
reveal those obstacles related to interferences and intersections of two languages
from the linguistic point of views. In addition, the study attempts to shed light on the
effect of the environment and the way of comprehension from the conversation
through pragmatic and sociolinguistic means. The study includes both theoretical
and empirical scopes of language. It accurately   analyzes the linguistic data of those
children who are multilingual and they acquired other languages through their
schools or environments.
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