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<Abstract>

A Study of Grammar Theory Accepted
in School Grammar

Seo, Duk-hyun

This thesis is studied on the grammar theory accepted in school
grammar.

The present writer have positively studied an educational
contribution to grammar theory as the background theory of the
school grammar on assumption that it would be acceptable a
grammar theory as an useful method so as to give a description and
explanation of language knowledge.

The various grammar theories included in text books were
diversified in accordance with a development of learning, however the
accepted phases are equalized and they have many problems awaiting
solution.

The school grammar should not to be leant to one side between
description of internal language or one of outer language. we have to
descrive and explain grammar organically to use the merits of the
various grammar theories as the background theories of school

grammar in order to contribute to promation of skills for language
use.



