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related to communication research-with increasing frequency.

The problem

with this is that the term "communicative competence" commits us to a
major departure from Baconian science, the same departure which has been
taken by Chomsky's linguistics.

Baconian science, the science of causation,

focuses on explaining the occurrence of events,

very different orientationname
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t is such an account that Choms

Now, Chomsky's linguistics entails the premise that speakers and
hearers "know" the forms =inherent

their language--such "knowledge

is called linguistic competence.

Use of the term "communicative compe-

tence"--ostensibly coined from the jargon of Chomsky's linguistics-implies-a very strong claim: that we consider communicative behavior topermit creativity and to reflect inherent forms which communicators"know" and base perceptual judgments on.

If we do not intend such a

claim then our use of the term is misleading, if not vacuous.

Whether or not we intend such a claim, the fact is that at present
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This is a new kind ofquandry: how to make a well-

motivated choice between. competing sciences.

Fortunately the choice between these competing sciences doet not.
depend on metaphysical speculation.

There are empirical differences

between phenomena which can be explained within Baconian science, and
First, and most

phenomena which require us to account for their form.

obvious, it would be absurd for -us to depart from Baconian science if
there -is= no inherent form in communicative behavior.

another way, we

Or to put this

cannot -just

forms of communicative

t

o

arison

wi

the question

Whether the acquisition of conmunicatiVe behavior reflects innate

past _summer is relevant at this point because it focused on the acquisi-

tion of commicative behavior and was intended as an inicial treatment
of the question of innate mechanisms. We decided to introduce this work

here not because we feel it is conclusive but because it suggests some of

the problems this kind of research is likely to encounter.
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years old do not sustain mature commicative behavior.
Yet it was clear from observing the children that there were
behavioral differencei among them, and that the differences were related
to age.. The younger children consistently made little or no effort to
alter the actions or attitudes of others, whereas such efforts were

common among the older children.= Two anecdotes will illustrate this:
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at other carnivals. And then he announced there would
be a carnival there the next day. Within seconds, M and
N left off swinging and the three boys went to get a
better look at the truck.
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interest in adult conversations, but so had 60% of the =younger children;
and continuing this pattern, five of the six children over 3-6 had

exhibited preferences for particular people, but so did half of the
the younger children wtkich we had associated with speech-using behavior

toraise doubts about the existence of a specific age when such behavior
emerges.
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The most significant difference =in

children's environments,

however, was in =the_ = ways = =that= =the = parents==helped

their c.hildren out of

difficulties with playmates. In some cases the parents discussed

-problem-situations_ with the child, trying to _explain what had_ happened.
Other parents -tried to distract-the= child -by- offering new activities.

Still other parents Uti-litedfbothisapproaches.
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confidence that the question of =innate mechanisms -can be empiric.ally

has a well-motivated direction, unless we are certain about which science
is adequate to explain it.

