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SUMI4ARY

Twenty thnee Englíeh-epeaklng monolf.ngual childnen

between the ages of 6 and 11 yeans, úJere matched fon age,

sex, echool gnade, intelligence aa meaeuned by Ravcntg

Colouned Pnogneeeive Matnicee, and the occupationaL

statue of the fathen, with ZA Latvian-Eng1iah speakLng

bilfngual children. The penfonmance of both groups on

tl¡nee lJ.nguíetic taeke , i. e. ¡{ord naming, speed of
neadLng and Eentence conetnuctl.on, trae companed. The

cognitive developnent etage reached by the two gnoupa

wêB aaeeesed usíng Siegelman and Blockta (1969) fonn A
of Smedslundts (1964) Concnete Reasoníng Sea1e. The

foun íteme on thLe ecale measure undenstandlng of
concepta of consenvation of díecontinuous quantÍty,
nevensal of epatial onden, conservation of length and

tnaneitLvity of length.

Thene wene no signifJ.cant diffeneneee between the
monolingual and bilingual subJects on any of thc thnee

linguistic meaeures. The Bconea of the bilingual
eubjeote exceeded those of the monolingual eubjectg on

every item of the Concnete Reaeoníng Scale, but the

dLffencncea wene not statlEtLcally signíficant.
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The bílingual sarnpJ.e wae divided ínto concurnent

and coneecutive eubgnoups on the baeie of the age at
whfeh the second language had been intnoduced. The

concurnent gnouprs mean age at the tí¡ne of intnoduction
of the eecond language wae 2? monthe, and the coneecutive

grouprs mean age at the time of intnoduotion of the
gecond language wae \7 montha. Thene $rere II eubjects

fn the concunnent gnoup, I0 boys ancl t glnl, whil-e the

consecutÍve gnoup had 12 subJects, ? boys and S gfnls.
Although it was not poeaible to match the gnoups on

cnitical var5.ables, statisticaL analyeis ehowed no

eignificant dlfferenoeË o between the concunnent and

coneecutive bíLlngual samplee, in åge¡ Ravenra corouned

Pnogneeeive Matníces scones, gnade attended at echoor on

the oecupational status of the fathen.

The concunnent and eoneecutLve blllngual gnoups l¡ere

companed on the 6ame thnee linguietic EkilLe taeke as the

monolLnguars, but 1n both Latvian and Engllsh. Diffenenee

acores between theín penfonmance on theee taska ln both

languageÊ geve measuneg of bilínguar balance on pnoficLency.

Fonm A of smederundte (1964) concnete Reasoníng scar.e wae

used to asaeee cognitive skflle.
Although the eoneecutl.ve bíIlnguals perfonmed bettcn

than the concunrent bfrlnguaLe on armoet alr the rlnguigtic
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tEeke, ín both languageen thene wenc no eigníficant
dÍffenenoce betwcen thc gnoups on thesc neaau¡tcs.

Slnilanly, thc bLlingual balance mGaBurGE, i.€. the

diffenenee eceres between penfonmance in Latvian and

in Englieh, ehowed no aignff,lcant dlffonêncco botwaen

the two groupe.

The nesulta from the Concnete ReaeonÍng Sealc

pneeent the aame pictune. 0n all but the fJ.ret iteno
whene both gnoups sconed to cnÍtcrion, thc oonaecutive

bilinguara gavc raorc connect anahrGrs, and DorG adequatc

¡rcason6 fon thoae answenE than dld the concurrent bi-
língua1e, but none of the dl.ffenencea ncachad

aÍgnif,loance.

The ¡roasible neaEons fon thesc f fndlnge, end thel.n

furprfcationa fon theonetLcar rnodela of blrfnguarien, aro
dLscuesed.
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