AAAL 2003 INVITED COLLOQUIA ABSTRACTS

Invited colloquia abstracts are listed in order of presentation.

Classroom talks:
A conversation analytic perspective

Numa Markee (University of lllinois at Urbana-Champaign,
nppm@uiuc.edu). Saturday, March 22, 2003, 2:00-5:00pm,
Commonwealth South

This colloquium will respecify the currently monolithic
conversation analysis (CA) construct of classroom talk as a
nexus of related, but observably different, classroom talks;
explore whether these various classroom talks provide different
qualitative opportunities for SLA; and identify an agenda for
future CA-for-SLA-based classroom research.

Interactional competence and foreign language learning: The
first few weeks. Gabriele Kasper (University of Hawai'i at
MAnoa, gkasper@hawaii.edu). In adult L2 learning,
interactional competence serves both as a resource and a
learning goal. This study explores how beginning learners of
FL German accomplish interactional activities with limited L2
resources and demonstrates how the double role of
interaction in L2 learning can be understood through moment-
by-moment activity-based analysis. 2:05-2:30pm

Classroom talks, discourse identities, and participation
structures. Junko Mori (University of Wisconsin-Madison,
jmori@facstaff.wisc.edu). This paper examines the moment-
by-moment shift of participation structures and relevance of
particular identities evolved in a Japanese language
classroom task. It reconsiders the nature of language
classroom interaction not as “limited” data vis-a-vis real-world
interaction but as complex practices to which learners are
regularly exposed in this institutional site of learning. 2:30-
2:55pm

Interactional resources for constructing multiple learning
activities in Chinese heritage language classrooms. Agnes
Weiyun He (SUNY-Stony Brook, ahe@ms.cc.sunysh.edu).
This paper examines how displays of and reactions to certain
acts and stances construct multiple yet compatible, blended
and blurred cultural and institutional identities in the context of
Chinese heritage language schools. It explores the
construction of expert-novice relationships in the classroom
as well as the construction of learner's language competence.
3:10-3:35pm

Zones of interactional transition. Numa Markee (University of
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, nppm@uiuc.edu). This paper
uses conversation analysis (CA) to describe the structural
properties of zones of interactional transition (ZITs), or talk
that occurs at the boundaries of different classroom speech
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Modes of moral and medical reasoning in genetic counseling
discourse. Srikant Sarangi (Cardiff University,
sarangi@cardiff.ac.uk), Kristina Benner (Cardiff University,
bennert@cardiff.ac.uk), Lucy Howell (Cardiff University,
howell@cardiff.ac.uk) & Angus Clarke (Cardiff University /
University of Wales College of Medicine,
clarkeaj@cardiff.ac.uk). Genetic counseling involves
“medical” components (test results, clinical symptoms, family
pedigree) and ‘moral’ concerns linked with disclosure of one’s
genetic status. Conflicting demands arise from the
imperatives of patient autonomy/confidentiality vis-a-vis
counselors’ professional ethical stance. We report preliminary
findings based on interactional and thematic mapping of 50
sessions covering different genetic conditions. 3:25-3:50pm

My masculinity or my life: Moral stories of surviving prostate
cancer. Barbara G. Bokhour (Boston University,
bokhour@bu.edu). Men who are diagnosed and treated for
prostate cancer often find themselves facing devastating side
effects. We explore the narratives of men as they manage the
dilemma of having chosen treatments that result in significant
challenges to their masculinity. We discuss the narratives as
identity constructions and moral stories. 3:50-4:15pm

How the terminally ill talk about dying. Roger Shuy
(Georgetown University, rshuy@montana.com). This paper
reports on an ethnographic study of terminally ill patients: how
they got the bad news, talked about death and dying, and
described the quality of care given by their caregivers. Open
versus closed awareness, reflected in their talk, measured
how well they made meaning out of this experience.
4:15-4:40pm

Instructed SLA: Advancing the research agenda

Catherine J. Doughty (University of Hawai'i at MAnoa,
cdoughty@hawaii.edu). Monday, March 24, 2003,
8:15-11:15am, Commonwealth South

Still not remedied is the lack of coherence among studies
investigating instructed SLA. Problems abound concerning
instructional treatment design; linking learning conditions,
difficulty, and SLA processing; and measurement. Presenters
address these issues with a view to establishing a common
framework for future investigations. The audience is encouraged
to participate during question periods and a concluding, 30-
minute discussion.

Designing psycholinguistically valid instructional treatments.
Catherine J. Doughty (University of Hawai'i at MAnoa,
cdoughty@hawaii.edu). Psycholinguistically valid L2
instruction is grounded in SLA theory, delivered true to
theoretical constructs, and successful at engaging the
intended L2 processing. In this paper, | present the results of
a detailed analysis of these three components of L2
instruction validity, with illustrations from a range of treatment
designs in current instructed SLA research. 8:25-8:55am

Operationalizing learning difficulty in instructed SLA. Robert
DeKeyser (University of Pittsburgh, rdk1+@pitt.edu).
Examples discussed in this paper show that L1-L2
differences, various forms of salience, abstractness of
meaning, and surface distance each play an important role in
determining the degree of difficulty involved in language
learning. Furthermore, | discuss how learning difficulty
interacts with instructional design features and individual
differences, such as aptitude, memory, and age. 8:55-9:25am

Activities that assist classroom SLA: Development,
implementation, and issues. Teresa Pica (University of
Pennsylvania, teresap@gse.upenn.edu). A research project
on content-hased L2 learning has developed activities that
draw students’ attention to form-meaning relationships they
are developmentally ready to acquire, but unable to notice in
content texts. | describe the activities and discuss issues that
arose when data were analyzed for relationships between
activity implementation and attentional processes of L2
learning. 9:25-9:55am

Seeking design solutions for measurement problems in
instructed SLA research. John M. Norris (Northern Arizona
University, John.Norris@nau.edu), Lourdes Ortega
(Northern Arizona University, Lourdes.Ortega@nau.edu) &
Robert J. Mislevy (Educational Testing Service / University
of Maryland, rm257@umail.umd.edu). We explore solutions
to instructed SLA measurement problems by incorporating
perspectives on measurement design from beyond the SLA
and language testing disciplines. In particular, “evidence-
centered design” can enable trustworthy interpretations about
learner, setting, instructional, and outcome variables. To
illustrate, ECD is applied to measurement problems in
competing cognitive interactionist proposals for task-based
language learning. 10:10-10:40am

Cognitive linguistics and second language
acquisition

Peter Robinson (Aoyama Gakuin University, Japan,
peterr@cl.aoyama.ac.jp). Monday, March 24, 2003,
2:00-5:00pm, Commonwealth South

Cognitive linguistics is concerned with how language structures
conceptual content and the psychological processes that give
rise to that structure. This colloquium describes two current
approaches to describing the interaction of structure, concepts
and process — cognitive semantics, and word grammar — and
the implications of cognitive linguistics for instructed second
language acquisition and SLA research.

How language structures concepts. Leonard Talmy (University
at Buffalo, SUNY, talmy@buffalo.edu). As a fundamental
design feature, language has two subsystems, the open-class
(lexical) and the closed-class (grammatical), which perform
complementary functions. This talk examines some of the
main conceptual categories and member concepts
represented by closed-class forms; the properties that
distinguish such closed-class representations from open-
class representations; and the conceptual structuring function
performed by this organization of language. 2:10-2:40pm
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Language is part of the network of knowledge. Richard Hudson
(University College London, UK, dick@linguistics.ucl.ac.uk).
One of the main ideas of cognitive linguistics is that language
cannot be separated from the rest of knowledge, in contrast
with the view that language is a ‘module’ of the mind. | review
some empirical evidence for this more integrated view of
language, suggesting why the choice between the two views
is important for theories of SLA. 2:40-3:10pm

Applying cognitive linguistics to instructed L2 learning: An
experimental investigation. Andrea Tyler (Georgetown
University, tyleran@georgetown.edu). This paper describes
research into applying cognitive linguistics to instructed L2
learning of the semantics of English prepositions. A basic
challenge was to create experimental materials which drew
on key tenets of cognitive linguistics and which were
consistent with recent work in SLA. The design of such
materials will be an important focus of the talk. 3:10-3:40pm

Cognitive pedagogical grammar. Michel Achard (Rice
University, achard@ruf.rice.edu). The place of grammatical
instruction in communicative methodologies has long been at
the core of the pedagogical literature. The cognitive grammar
tenet that “a language is described as a structured inventory
of conventional linguistic units” enables teachers to approach
lexical and grammatical instruction in surprisingly similar
ways, congruent with communicative principles defended by
most current pedagogy. 3:40-4:10pm

Attention and SLA: Empirical and theoretical issues. Russell S.
Tomlin (University of Oregon, tomlin@oregon.uoregon.edu).
Taking a cognitive linguistic perspective, this paper examines
the role of attention detection, one of three fundamental
attentional mechanisms in SLA. | consider both theoretical
issues of situating attention detection among an array of
attentional processes, and empirical issues associated with
investigating attention detection in SLA, including problems of
separating detection from other attentional mechanisms.
4:10-4:40pm

The development of academic competence in
adolescent English learners

Aida Walqui (WestEd, awalqui@WestEd.org). Tuesday, March
25, 2003, 8:15-11:15am, Commonwealth South

This colloquium addresses the complex task of developing deep
and generative academic and linguistic competence with second
language learners in secondary schools. The contributions
explore ongoing work that unpacks the conditions under which
such development can take place. The papers range from
theoretical developments to applied work, including a report from
an accomplished teacher.

Scaffolding academic language across the curriculum. Pauline
Gibbons (University of Technology (Sydney), Australia,
Pauline.Gibbons@uts.edu.au). Drawing on social theories of
language and learning, this paper uses the metaphor of
‘scaffolding’ to illustrate how educators can support the
development of curriculum-related registers by ESL students.
It illustrates the significance of both macro (‘planned in’) and
micro (‘contingent’) scaffolding. 8:15-8:40am
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Developing academic (multi) literacies in multilingual urban
schools. Margaret Early (University of British Columbia,
Canada, margaret.early@ubc.ca). This presentation reports
on ongoing projects in multilingual urban schools that
imaginatively promote ways to increase traditional literacy
attainment and critically extend current conceptions of
academic literacy to the multiliteracies that are increasingly
relevant to the students’ lives and the ‘new times.’
8:45-9:10am

Linguistics in the ELL classroom. Anthony J. DeFazio
(International High School at LaGuardia Community College).
Video clips and examples of student work will be used to
highlight students’ work in a heterogeneous class in
linguistics for ninth and tenth grade English language
learners. The clips demonstrate how students develop
academic discourse through interaction, native language use,
and various teaching strategies. 9:15-9:40am

Logical links: Improving writing through developing
metacognitive awareness of connectives. Helen Nicholls
(New Zealand Ministry of Education / Auckland College of
Education, hknich@ihug.co.nz). This study reports on a
successful programme for improving understanding and
production of academic text for a low achieving secondary
English class of minority (Pacific Island) students. Students
learned how connectives signal rhetorical development and
applied this knowledge to the production of argument texts,
using cognitive and metacognitive strategies. 9:50-10:15am

Creating communities of social scientists with second language
learners. Aida Walqui (WestEd, awalqui@WestEd.org).
Based on research conducted in American secondary schools
from a sociocultural perspective, this paper discusses the
types of scaffolding that accomplished teachers use to help
students appropriate academic discourse. Selections of video
cases will anchor the presentation. 10:20-10:45am

discussant: Leo van Lier (Monterey Institute of International
Studies, Ivanlier@miis.edu) 10:50-11:15am
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AAAL/ILTA JOINT SESSION

New voices in applied linguistics and language testing

organizers

Larry Selinker (New York University, Is110@nyu.edu)
Fred Davidson (University of lllinois at Urbana-Champaign, fgd@Uuiuc.edu)

Saturday, March 22, 2003
9:00am-12:30pm

Commonwealth South

This colloquium promotes “new voices” in the developing area of the intersection of applied
linguistics (AL) and language testing (LT). To facilitate the process, each speaker is sponsored
by a more senior person in the field. The content focus this year is on how research
epistemology and belief systems influence the intersection of LT and several areas of AL.

Jaehak Chang (Teachers College, Columbia University,
jc434@columbia.edu). Understanding L2 knowledge at the
interface of testing and SLA. The study draws on Keenan &
Comrie’s (1977) NPAH and models of L2 knowledge in
developing a language test to assess L2 learners’ knowledge
of English relative clauses. The resultant design of the test
provides for an understanding both of the scope of learner
knowledge and of its developmental complexity. 9:15-9:45am

Sponsors: ZhaoHong Han (Teachers College Columbia
University, han@tc.columbia.edu) & James Purpura (Teachers
College, Columbia University, jp248@columbia.edu)

Volker Hegelheimer (lowa State University,
volkerh@iastate.edu). Using genuine learner performance data
for the assessment of language ability. As web-based and
web-enhanced computer technology provides more widely
available tools for language learning and teaching, existing
technologies such as screen capturing applications should be
used to expand the current belief system for continuous
performance assessment. The strategic use of computerized
data gathering capabilities can more accurately inform second
language teachers, testers, and researchers. 9:50-10:20am

Sponsor: Dan Douglas (lowa State University,
dandoug@iastate.edu)

May Shikhani (University of Balamand, Lebanon,
mes@balamand.edu.lb). Language testing and interlanguage:
The case of Lebanese learners’ interlanguage(s). This paper
considers various interfaces/links between LT/SLA as they
apply to a general problem in a particular target language use
situation: beliefs related to noted discrepancies between
standardized test scores and local placement of students in
terms of the interlanguages they produce in the respective
levels they are placed at. 10:25-10:55am

Sponsor: Larry Selinker (New York University, 1s110@nyu.edu)

Khaled Barkaoui (University of Carthage, Tunisia / University
of lllinois at Urbana-Champaign, barkaoui@uiuc.edu). Holistic
and analytic rating processes and products in an EFL writing
context. Motivated by a desire to improve local assessment
practice, this study involves target users and triangulates
research methods to enhance validity and change
implementation. A common metric (Cumming et al., 2002)
coordinates perspectives and findings. Hence, the study is a
theoretical and practical application of a global literature-based
model to local problems. 11:00-11:30am

Sponsor: Fred Davidson (University of lllinois at Urbana-
Champaign, fgd@uiuc.edu)
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Challenging the monolingual model:
Considering hybridity in language education

Theresa Austin (University of Massachusetts, Amherst,
taustin@educ.umass.edu). Tuesday, March 25, 2003,
2:00-4:00pm, Cavalier B

How can we challenge the pervasive presence of a monolingual
‘idealized speaker” whose influence is found throughout our
teaching practices and curriculum? Drawing on research in
language education, new directions are envisioned ideologically,
socioculturally and pedagogically from perspectives including
students, teachers, and teacher educators.

Developing practices for challenging monolingual “nativeness.”
Theresa Austin (University of Massachusetts, Amherst,
taustin@educ.umass.edu). While more multilingual societies
exist than monolingual ones, we are still challenged to remove
the stigmatizing of ‘non-nativeness.’ | present a review of
multilingual adaptive communication in contact zones to frame
instruction for developing communication that ‘works for
learners’ and contributes to pushing boundaries of monolingual
perceptions of ‘appropriate’ use. 2:05-2:15pm

Negotiating an identity as author in Japanese. Shingo Moriyama
(University of Massachusetts, Amherst,
moriyama@educ.umass.edu). Recent post-structuralist
perspectives on FL writing examine a writer's production of
texts and the relationship between this text and context.
Accordingly, my ethnographic research in a university level
Japanese-as-a-foreign-language immersion program
investigates how a FL learner interacts with a “native” tutor
through production of a culturally appropriate style.
2:15-2:35pm

Polyphony in teacher's discourse: Power, asymmetry and
ideology. Tania Maria Mazzillo (Catholic University of Rio de
Janeiro, Brazil, taniamazzillo@yahoo.com). Using Wertsch’'s
concepts of “tool kit analogy” and Bakhtins concept of “voice”
and “polyphony,” | analyze the effects of a teacher's discourse
on Brazilian learners of German. From this analysis of
classroom transcriptions, a discussion follows of the effects of
this discourse on the learners” language production.
2:35-2:55pm

Resisting cultural reproduction — Challenging monolingual norms
as a teacher educator. Shelley Wong (Ohio State University,
wong.180@osu.edu). In this reflective essay | present a critical
appraisal of Dr. Clifford Prator ‘s contributions (1911-1993) to
TESOL methodology. | discuss Prator’s contributions as
reflective of paradigm shifts in linguistics and psychology, how
Prator’s later work was criticized for its colonialist perspectives,
and implications for standard models and linguistic diversity.
2:55-3:15pm

Validity issues in a web-based language
assessment system (WebLAS)

Lyle F. Bachman (University of California, Los Angeles,
bachman@humnet.ucla.edu). Sunday, March 23, 2003,
8:15-10:15am, Commonwealth South

New task types and scoring procedures introduced in web-based
language assessment raise validity issues that need to be
investigated. These issues are discussed and the results of two
empirical studies into differences in test-taking processes and
performance across P&P and WB modes and the development of
scoring algorithms are presented.

Validity issues in web-based language assessment. Lyle F.
Bachman (University of California, Los Angeles,
bachman@humnet.ucla.edu). Changing the mode of delivery from
P&P to the web and introducing new task types and scoring
procedures raise issues regarding how test takers process these
tasks and potential sources of construct irrelevant variance.
Investigating validity issues such as these requires that we
employ a wide range of research methodologies. 8:15-8:35am

Does presentation mode impact test-taking processes and
performances on reading? Viphavee Vongpumivitch (University
of California, Los Angeles, vongpumivitch@yahoo.com) &
Xiaoming Xi (University of California, Los Angeles,
xxm@ucla.edu). This study investigated the influence of the mode
of presentation on test-taking processes and test performance
through the analysis of verbal protocols and by comparing scores
across modes of presentation. The results shed light on the
importance of presentation mode as a part of making our test
validity argument. 8:35-8:55am

Construct refinement and automated scoring in web-based testing.
Nathan T. Carr (University of California, Los Angeles,
carr@ucla.edu) & Michael J. Pan (University of California, Los
Angeles, mjpan@humnet.ucla.edu). Developing an algorithm for
automatically scoring open-ended responses requires developers
to specify a scoring key that is consistent with the construct
definition and that can be programmed for computer application.
This study investigates the refinement and unintentional alteration
of constructs when scoring algorithms are created to mimic
human scoring behavior. 9:00-9:20am

discussant: Micheline Chalhoub-Deville (University of lowa, m-
chalhoub-deville@uiowa.edu). 9:25-10:05am

Interactions of literacy and culture:
Implications for practices and policies

Nathalie Bailey (Lehman College, CUNY, NBailey555@aol.com) &
Michael Newman (Queens College, CUNY, mnewman@qc.edu).
Sunday, March 23, 2003, 2:00-5:00pm, Commonwealth North 1 & 2

When socioliteracy emerged three decades ago, it examined almost
exclusively cultural factors in literacy acquisition. Inevitably, perhaps,
efforts to integrate cognitive, linguistic, and psycholinguistic factors
with socioliteracy have appeared since then. The goal of the
colloquium is to examine this integrative process in different
locations and from different theoretical perspectives.
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Language education policy for the transnational Dominican
community. Marianne Pita (Bronx Community College, CUNY,
marianne.pita@bcc.cuny.edu) & Sharon Utakis (Bronx
Community College, CUNY, sharon.utakis@bcc.cuny.edu).
The increasing transnationalism of the Dominican community
in New York City necessitates changes in educational
language policy. This community needs to maintain Spanish
and wants its children to develop fluent Spanish. Enriched
bilingual bicultural programs would promote parallel
development in both languages so that students can succeed
in either country. 3:00-3:20pm

Achievement among Dominican language learners at Bronx
Community College. Nelson Reynoso (Bronx Community
College, CUNY, nelson.reynoso@bcc.cuny.edu). This study
examines how Dominican English language learners in an
urban community college construct their academic and social
experiences. Traditionally, research on Hispanic retention rates
has utilized a deficit model. In-depth interviews of six students
who successfully adapt to college expectations will show how
to help English language learners succeed. 3:20-3:40pm

Use of (the) last before temporal nouns: A corpus analysis. Isaiah
W. Yoo (University of California, Los Angeles, iyoo@ucla.edu).
When do we say last week or the last week? Why don't we ever
say last decade or last century? Based on empirical findings, the
presenter discusses how the definite article brings about subtle
differences in the meanings of temporal nouns preceded by last.
3:15-3:40pm

discussant: Hongyin Tao (University of California, Los Angeles,
ht37@ucla.edu). 3:40-3:50pm

Improving accurate coverage of grammatical
structures with corpus linguistics

Stefan Frazier (University of California, Los Angeles,
sfrazier@ucla.edu). Tuesday, March 25, 2003, 2:00-4:00pm,
Cavalier A

This panel presents four corpus studies that redress some of the
deficiencies in traditional coverage of certain grammatical
structures and their contextual meanings. Drawing from popular
and readily available data sets, the studies’ results suggest a
rethinking of the ways these commonly taught structures are dealt
with in ESL/EFL classrooms.

A corpus-based study of have, get, and make causatives. Brent
A. Green (University of California, Los Angeles,
greenb@ucla.edu). This study explores the syntactic, semantic
and pragmatic differences in the common causative
constructions have, get, and make in spoken and written
American English discourse. The results of both quantitative
and qualitative analyses suggest a reexamination of how these
forms are traditionally classified. 2:00-2:25pm

A corpus analysis of “would”-clauses without adjacent “if’-clauses.
Stefan Frazier (University of California, Los Angeles,
sfrazier@ucla.edu). A conditional clause, hypothetical or
counterfactual, is generally taught as a subordinate “if"-clause
with an adjacent matrix “would”-clause. This presenter’s results
indicate that, remarkably more often than not, “would” clauses
appear far from or entirely without “if’-clauses or with
alternative conditional signals. Pedagogical and other
implications will be provided. 2:25-2:50pm

The use of “be made + PREPOSITIONS": A corpus-based study.
Juliana Wijaya (University of California, Los Angeles,
jwijaya@humnet.ucla.edu). The paper shows that there is a
difference in the usage and meaning of “be made of,™be made
from,™be made out of,"and “be made with” in discourse. There
is also overlapping use of the prepositions following “be made.”
The other findings concern the extended use of these forms
and their syntactic collocations. 2:50-3:15pm

Context of learning as a variable in second
language acquisition

Barbara F. Freed (Carnegie Mellon University,
bfou@andrew.cmu.edu). Tuesday, March 25, 2003, 8:15-11:15am,
Commonwealth North 3

This colloquium addresses possible ways different learning contexts
(university classrooms, domestic immersion and study abroad) may
affect SLA. The papers (studies of Anglophone students of French,
Spanish and Japanese) examine context's impact on cognitive
mechanisms in SLA, and on oral fluency, syntactic and phonological
accuracy, communicative skills and reading comprehension.

Issues in the controversy surrounding contexts of learning in SLA.
Susan M. Gass (Michigan State University, gass@pilot.msu.edu).
This paper will review issues of context in SLA and argue the
need for a careful distinction between acquisition and use in order
to understand the relationship of context to acquisition. The paper
will also consider results from a study investigating classroom
performance versus lab performance. 8:25-8:40am

Relating cognitive and oral fluency acquisition in different learning
contexts. Norman Segalowitz (Concordia University, Canada,
segalow@vax2.concordia.ca) & Barbara Freed (Carnegie Mellon
University, bfou@andrew.cmu.edu). This study compares the role
of context in the acquisition of cognitive fluency (speed and
automaticity of word recognition; attention control) as both relate
to gains in oral fluency for Anglophone students of Spanish and
French. Results demonstrate significant patterns relating oral
fluency gains, L2 specific cognitive abilities and learning context.
8:40-9:10am

The effects of learning contexts on morpho-syntactic development.
Joseph Collentine (Northern Arizona University,
Joseph.Collentine@nau.edu). Little empirical data is available
comparing study-abroad and at-home experiences on
grammatical development. This paper provides a multivariate
analysis of the effects of learning context on grammatical abilities
in oral, conversational discourse. The results show that, over
time, the at-home group demonstrated greater overall
improvement. 9:30-9:45am

The use of communication strategies by classroom in different
learning contexts. Barbara Lafford (Arizona State University,
BLafford@asu.edu). This study compares the use of
communication strategies (CSs) by learners of Spanish in formal
classroom and study-abroad contexts. Although the results show
similarities in the type of CSs chosen by the two groups, the
relative usage of CSs by the two groups is affected by the context
of learning. 9:45-10:00am
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Context of learning in the acquisition of second language
phonology. Manuel Diaz-Campos (Indiana University,
mdiazcam@indiana.edu). This investigation examines the
impact of context of learning in the acquisition of Spanish
phonology. The findings reveal that year of instruction
predicted phonological gain amongst all learners, and regular
classroom learners who reported using Spanish for more than
five hours a week outside of the classroom environment
experienced gains. 10:00-10:15am

L2 reading acquisition and context of learning. Dan P. Dewey
(University of Pittsburgh, ddewey@pitt.edu). Reading
acquisition in two contexts (study abroad and intensive
domestic immersion) will be compared. Findings from think-
aloud and free-recall protocols and other measures will be
presented. Contact with language outside-of-class (e.g.,
interaction with others in the L2) and its relationship with
reading development will be discussed. 10:15-10:30am

Challenges in measuring second language acquisition in different
learning contexts. Nicole A. Lazar (Carnegie Mellon
University, nlazar@stat.cmu.edu). Comparing SLA across
different learning contexts raises numerous complex
measurement issues. In particular, the correlation of
quantitative measures of language gain and qualitative
descriptions of in- and out-of-class experiences, as well as
student individual differences must be accounted for and
resolved. This paper describes an approach to these problems.
10:30-10:45am

Math teachers’ explanations of their interaction strategies in
multilingual classes. Maaike Hajer (Utrecht University for
Professional Education, The Netherlands,
maaike.hajer@feo.hvu.nl). Thorough analyses by mathematicians
and linguists of interaction in multicultural math classes are
related to teacher’s views on learning through interaction,
gathered through stimulated recall interviews. Analyses reveal a
tension between concepts behind CBI and good math teaching,
especially concerning feedback on students’ production, which
calls for close cooperation between disciplines in CBI-
development. 9:30-9:55am

Teachers’ and pupils’ language awareness in the area of vocabulary
learning. Margareta Holmegaard (University of Gothenburg,
Sweden, margareta.holmegaard@ped.gu.se). Teaching
vocabulary in semantic groups leads to deeper understanding of
new concepts in subject areas but puts demands on a teacher's
linguistic awareness. This study analyses how reflective writing
functions as a tool for raising teacher and learner awareness and
reveals differences in quality and quantity of reflections for
different groups. 9:55-10:20am

discussant: Chris Davison (University of Hong Kong,
cdavison@hkucc.hku.hk). 10:20-10:35am

Investigating teacher thinking in content-based
language instruction

Maaike Hajer (Utrecht University for Professional Education, The
Netherlands, maaike.hajer@feo.hvu.nl). Saturday, March 22,
2003, 9:00-11:00am, Cavalier B

Teachers in content-based programs differ in their strategies and
effectiveness to provide L2 learning opportunities. Three empirical
studies explored these teachers’ cognitive processes in relation to
classroom interaction patterns, using different research
instruments such as (stimulated recall) interviews, reflective
diaries, and analyses of planning discussions. Both
methodological issues and research findings will be discussed.

Teacher views of integrating language, content and interaction.
Deborah Short (Center for Applied Linguistics,
dshort@cal.org). After describing a research-based model of
sheltered instruction, this paper presents findings on teachers’
reflections regarding their use of model in practice. We analyze
data from interviews, email exchanges, meetings, and written
evaluations of the model to determine teachers’ views and
development on incorporating and enhancing language and
content strategies. 9:05-9:30am

Perspectives on fossilization in SLA:
The story so far

ZhaoHong Han (Teachers College, Columbia University,
han@tc.columbia.edu). Monday, March 24, 2003, 2:00-5:00pm,
Commonwealth North 3

This colloquium offers an in-depth discussion of fossilization, a
putatively central characteristic of adult second language acquisition.
From a variety of perspectives, presenters will attempt to 1) take
stock of, as well as critically evaluate, major theoretical and empirical
developments; 2) report new findings; and 3) redefine research
parameters.

An endstate L2 lexicon. Donna Lardiere (Georgetown University,
lardiere@georgetown.edu). New findings are reported for Patty, a
native-Chinese speaker whose ultimate attainment in English is
the subject of a long-term case study. Although Patty continually
acquires new vocabulary, certain non-nativelike aspects of her
representation of English lexical entries appear to persist, e.g., in
the areas of argument structure, lexical aspect, and possible
categorical underspecification. 2:05-2:25pm

Fossilization in L2 and L3. Terence Odlin (Ohio State University,
odlin.1@osu.edu), Maria Rosa Alonso Alonso (Universidad de
Santiago de Campostella) & Cristina Alonso-Vazquez
(Universidad Complutense-Madrid). This paper considers
evidence of language transfer in trilingual settings and
methodological problems inherent in the relation between transfer
and fossilization. We focus on the acquisition of English in a
region of Spain where two languages (Galician and Castillian) can
influence such acquisition either separately or conjointly.
2:25-2:45pm
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Fossilization as suboptimal learning. Brian MacWhinney
(Carnegie Mellon University, macw@cmu.edu). The
competition model views second language acquisition in terms
of basic learning mechanisms like cue validity, cue strength,
and transfer. Fossilization arises in neural networks in cases
when the input to the system is inadequately coded or noisy.
Suboptimal learning occurs when a strong L1 continually
competes for resources with a weakly supported L2.
2:45-3:05pm

Language play vs. fossilization. Elaine Tarone (University of
Minnesota, etarone@umn.edu). Interlanguage may be viewed
as a complex dynamical system in which forces of stability are
balanced with forces of creativity. Language play — both play
with L2 forms and play with L2 voice — is an important
expression of this creativity; it helps maintain permeability in
the IL system and fights fossilization. 3:05-3:25pm

Why not fossilization? David Birdsong (University of Texas,
birdsong@ccwf.cc.utexas.edu). Attempts to determine which
L2A outcomes belong under the fossilization umbrella are
orthogonal to investigations of the upper limits of L2A. An
example of the latter is discussed, and findings are related to
issues such as probabilistic grammars at the end state, mutual
influence of L2 and L1, and nativelikeness as a criterion for
success in L2A. 3:25-3:45pm

Fossilization: Facts, fancies, fallacies, and methodological
problems. ZhaoHong Han (Teachers College, Columbia
University, han@tc.columbia.edu). This paper brings to light
major inconsistencies in the literature on fossilization, with a
view to teasing out facts, fancies, and fallacies, and pinning
down methodological problems. An appeal is made for
reconsideration, for future empirical research of such
parameters as: 1) population, 2) environment, 3) duration, and
4) norm. 3:45-4:05pm

discussants: Jan Hulstijn (University of Amsterdam,
hulstijin@hum.uva.nl) & Diane Larsen-Freeman (University of
Michigan, dianelf@umich. edu). 4:05-4:25pm

Social identities and access to classroom practice

Margaret Hawkins (University of Wisconsin-Madison,
mhawkins@education.wisc.edu). Sunday, March 23, 2003,
2:00-5:00pm, Cavalier B

Through analysis of classroom discourse and interaction,
presenters investigate the social construction of identity of English
language learners across diverse educational settings and levels.
They explore how classroom environments, situated practices,
social dynamics, and contextual factors shape learners’ access
to, and engagement with, the language and academic practices of
school.

American Association for Applied Linguistics

Constructing student identities in kindergarten. Margaret Hawkins
(University of Wisconsin-Madison,
mhawkins@education.wisc.edu) & Lynn Legler (Franklin
Elementary School, Madison WI, lynnllegler@aol.com). This
study, a collaboration between a kindergarten teacher and
university researcher, explores the negotiation and construction of
social identities and affiliations for English language learners in a
mainstream kindergarten classroom and how these dynamics
support and/or constrain participant status and engagement with
the discourses of school. 2:10-2:40pm

Shaping identities and social relations within the discourses of
school reform. Jerri Willett (University of Massachusetts-
Amherst, willett@educ.umass.edu). Consistent with
sociocultural/political theory, this paper will describe the macro-
micro design of a multi-site ethnographic study focused on
understanding how the national and state policy contexts, reform
discourses and counter discourses on English language learners
are shaping classroom practices and micro-interactions in
elementary schools in Massachusetts. 2:40-3:10pm

Just say “no essay”: Negotiating access to classroom practice. Jane
Zuengler (University of Wisconsin-Madison,
zuengler@facstaff.wisc.edu) & Elizabeth Miller (University of
Wisconsin-Madison, ermiller@students.wisc.edu). We address
the question of access for second language learners by reporting
an ethnographically-informed microanalysis of an extended
interaction by students and teacher that transformed a practice —
a test on a chapter — in a high school sheltered civics class.
Several identities emerged in the process, with implications for
access. 3:10-3:40pm

Investment, identity, and language learning in a critical EAP
program. Ena Lee (University of British Columbia, Canada,
eglee@interchange.ubc.ca) & Bonny Norton (University of
British Columbia, Canada, bonny.norton@ubc.ca). This
presentation presents preliminary findings from a study of a
critical English for academic purposes (EAP) program that
focuses on language, cultural practices, and social change. We
investigate how EAP courses can best meet the needs of
Canadian ESL students and discuss the possibilities and
limitations of critical EAP courses. 3:40-4:10pm

Language socialization, participation and
membership in communites of practice

Kerrie Kephart (University of Wisconsin-Madison,
kkephart@wisc.edu). Tuesday, March 25, 2003, 2:00-4:00pm,
Concourse 1

The theoretical construct of “community of practice” offers a powerful
metaphor for understanding language learning and use as social
action. We present four discourse analytic studies that explore the
nature of inter- and intra-community dynamics across a range of
contexts and practices, examining the consequences of participation
for individuals.
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Intersecting discourses: Ethnic affiliation and socialization in an
MBA program. Kerrie Kephart, (University of Wisconsin-
Madison, kkephart@wisc.edu). This paper presents case
studies of language socialization experiences of international
graduate students in a US MBA program. It examines how
through simultaneous participation in intersecting academic
and ethnic communities these students may be constrained or,
at times, enabled in their ability to fully participate in academic
discourse practices. 2:00-2:20pm

‘Periphery scholar,' ‘literacy mediators,” and production of
professional academic texts. Mary Jane Curry (The Open
University, UK, M.J.Curry@open.ac.uk) & Theresa M. Lillis
(The Open University, UK, T.M.Lillis@open.ac.uk). This paper
examines international scholars’ efforts to publish in English,
focusing on their interactions with “literacy mediators,"including
translators, proofreaders, editors, and reviewers. It traces the
mediators’ effects on the production of the scholars’ texts,
drawing implications for theories of communities of practice
and forms of participation available to scholars in the linguistic
“periphery.” 2:20-2:40pm

No representation without global participation: Hidden conflicts in
civic discourses. Cassie Cleverly (University of Wisconsin-
Madison, chschult@wisc.edu). Drawing on data from civic
planning meetings in a rural town in transition, this paper
examines the qualities of participation in the meetings’ literacy
practices, revealing that merely “participating” doesn’t ensure
equal representation in the final planning document.
Furthermore, lack of representation limits the physical and
economic potential for some community members.
2:40-3:00pm

Video gaming as participation in a semiotic domain. Constance
A. Steinkuehler (University of Wisconsin-Madison,
steinkuehler@students.wisc.edu). Playing video games
constitutes participation in communities in which fluency in the
discourse determines one’s location on the periphery (as a
“newbie”) or at the center (as a “beta vet”). This paper
examines what it means to be literate in this social space,
asking what forms of participation mark membership.
3:00-3:20pm

discussant: Ron Scollon (Georgetown University,
scollonr@georgetown.edu). 3:20-3:35pm

Analyzing social dynamics in gatekeeping encounters: Theoretical
and methodological issues. Julie Kerekes (California State
University, Los Angeles, juliekerekes@stanfordalumni.org). Using
employment agency interview data in which native and nonnative
speakers of English have equal success rates, | question the
dichotomization of NSs and NNSs. | also examine the mediating
role of the interviewer as authority and customer service agent
and finally consider when exactly success or failure is determined.
9:05-9:30am

Co-membership in immigration gatekeeping interviews:
Construction, ratification and refutation. Alexandra Johnston
(Georgetown University, johnstam@georgetown.edu). Using the
framework of mediated discourse analysis (R. Scollon 1998;
2001), | analyze videotapes of US INS officers conducting green
card interviews to show how interactants create (and avoid) co-
membership through verbal and nonverbal practices and how
success or failure to achieve mutually ratified co-membership
influences the officer's evaluation of the applicant. 9:30-9:55am

Discourse-based training lessons from INS interviews. Mary
Theresa Seig (Ball State University, mtseig@bsu.edu) &
Michelle Winn (University of California, Berkeley,
Michelle.Winn@nau.edu). By analyzing several recorded
Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) interviews, the
researchers focus on negotiation of meaning and explicit and
implicit interviewer expectations. Both successful and failed
communication will be presented — with a focus on borderline
cases and a discussion of the interviewer's role and influence on
interview outcome. 9:55-10:20am

The participation of L2 and D2 speakers in the legal system. Diana
Eades (University of Hawai'i at Manoa, eades@hawaii.edu). This
paper presents an overview of the current state of theory and
research that investigates the participation of L2 and D2 speakers
in the legal system. Misconceptions about bilingualism/
bidialectalism and the nature of linguistic difference are central to
the issues to be addressed by applied linguistics research.
10:20-10:45am

The high-stakes gatekeeping encounter:
Diverse strategies and their consequences

Julie Kerekes (California State University, Los Angeles,
juliekerekes@stanfordalumni.org). Saturday, March 22, 2003,
9:00-11:00am, Cavalier C

This colloquium investigates high-stakes gatekeeping encounters,
in which candidates face serious consequences if they falil.
Miscommunication resulting from cultural, educational, and
linguistic differences between interlocutors in a variety of
gatekeeping encounters is investigated. Findings from these
presentations suggest new dimensions for the theoretical
foundations of sociolinguistic gatekeeping research.

Multimodal interaction:
How new media reshape communicative practices

Jo Anne Kleifgen (Teachers College, Columbia University,
jk217@columbia.edu). Monday, March 24, 2003, 2:00-5:00pm,
Cavalier A

This colloquium examines ways in which new forms of
communication elaborated by digital technologies support learning.
More specifically, we explore the relationships between conventional
forms of communication and newly emergent ones, the impact of
new media on literacy practices, and what new communities of
practice evolve.

Speech recognition talk as a novel register. Elizabeth J. Meddeb
(Teachers College, Columbia University, ejm22@columbia.edu).
Three language minority students were videotaped using speech-
recognition dictation software to orally compose ten college-level
writing tasks. Results indicate that they used a simplified register
to correct the software orally and continued using this as a
general dictation style. Speech adjustments included utterance
length, lexical choice, and supra-segmental features.
2:10-2:40pm
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Establishing common ground in a tutorial activity at the computer.
Patricia Frenz-Belkin (Teachers College, Columbia
University, pff7@columbia.edu). A conversation analysis of 4
university tutoring sessions at the computer focused on
participants’ talk and non-verbal actions and the role of the
computer in shaping the activities. Findings indicate that
participants strategically deployed language and gestures to
achieve a common ground and to attend to the same “problem
space.” 2:40-3:10pm

Educ.ar: Developing online literacy practices in Argentina. Cecilia
Magadén (Teachers College, Columbia University,
cm798@columbia.edu). This study examines the role of
Educ.ar (http://www.educ.ar) in the development of online
literacy-practices in two rural Argentinean schools. This
national website attempts to introduce new literacy practices
and envisions a “national” identity for users. Data reveal
participants’ views regarding policies and practices, including
reshaped attitudes towards English, Spanish and vernacular
varieties. 3:10-3:40pm

Computers and English language learning in Japan. Mie
Shigemitsu (Teachers College, Columbia University,
ms715@columbia.edu). A Japanese middle-school EFL class
was observed in both the computer-lab and regular classroom.
Findings showed a range of activities afforded by networked
computers and a divergence from the “IRE” sequence, with
computers used in inquiry-based activities. Over time, these
activities overflowed into the social interaction of the regular
classroom. 3:40-4:10pm

Students’ expectations and software functionality: Shaping
discourse in the sychronous chat room. Florence R. Sullivan
(Teachers College, Columbia University,
fs184@columbia.edu). This research examines
teacher/student interactions in the chat room of a university
online course. Interactions diverge from those practiced in
face-to-face courses, due partly to the functionality of the
software. Participants adapt to software affordances and
constraints in terms of participant roles, discussion patterns,
and the teacher's authoritative voice. 4:10-4:40pm

discussant: Theo Van Leeuwen (Cardiff University, UK,
VanleeuwenT@Cardiff.ac.uk). 4:40-5:00pm

Teacher assessment: Ways of seeing, teaching and rating.
Constant Leung (King's College London, UK,
constant.leung@kcl.ac.uk). Arguments for conceptualising
teacher assessment as an inextricable part of classroom teaching
and learning processes suggest a need to attend to the
relationship between teachers’ interpretation and
operationalisation of curriculum and pedagogic principles. This
paper will examine a number of teacher accounts and begin to
identify theoretical and research implications. 2:10-2:30pm

Assisting performance in the context of instruction-embedded
assessment. Pauline Rea-Dickins (University of Bristol, UK,
P.Rea-Dickins@bristol.ac.uk). This presentation will examine how
learners with English as an additional language are scaffolded in
their language and content learning, by focusing specifically on
types of teacher feedback in the context of classroom-based
assessment. It will also briefly analyse the strategies that the
learners themselves use whilst working through assessment
activities. 2:30-2:50pm

ESL teachers in the flux of social assessment practices. Sophie
Arkoudis (University of Melbourne, Australia,
sophiaa@unimelb.edu.au). Discussions about system-imposed
teacher based assessment has highlighted the tension between
the bureaucratic purposes and the educational purposes. This
paper will explore how ESL teachers from different secondary
contexts in Victoria, Australia, position themselves and each other
as they mediate between the assessment frameworks and their
educational context. 3:00-3:20pm

Assessing in the ‘swamp’: Formative assessment in Hong Kong
schools. Chris Davison (University of Hong Kong,
cdavison@hkucc.hku.hk) & Rosina Tang (University of Hong
Kong, rwytang@hkucc.hku.hk). Drawing on a study of Hong Kong
secondary school teachers, this paper reveals the extent to which
formative assessment practices and the development of
professional expertise are constrained by traditional beliefs and
expectations, raising significant questions about the relationship
between local and “imported” assessment cultures and between
assessment and teaching. 3:20-3:40pm

discussant: Elana Shohamy (Tel Aviv University,
elana@post.tau.ac.il) 3:40-4:00pm

Assessing in the ‘swamp’: Classroom diversity
and teacher-based ESL assessment

Constant Leung (King's College London, University of London,
UK, constant.leung@Xkcl.ac.uk) & Chris Davison (University of
Hong Kong, cdavison@hkucc.hku.hk). Saturday, March 22, 2003,
2:00-4:00pm, Commonwealth North 1 & 2

Current discussions on classroom teacher assessment have
begun to re-integrate teaching and assessment conceptually. This
colloquium will attempt to contribute to the debate by examining
the complexity of teacher values and practices in relation to
classroom assessment and by exploring the epistemological
implications for theory-building and teacher professional
development.

discussant: Liz Hamp-Lyons (Hong Kong Polytechnic University,
eglhl@polyu.edu.hk) 2:00-2:10pm
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Bakhtinian perspectives on SLA:
An invitation to dialogue

Ludmila A. Marchenkova (Ohio State University,
marchenkova.1@osu.edu) & Gergana Vitanova (Grand Valley State
University, vitanovg@gvsu.edu). Tuesday, March 25, 2003,
2:00-4:00pm, Commonwealth North 3

The presenters explicate core Bakhtinian concepts of dialogue,
utterance, self, and answerability and show how these relate to SLA.
In addition, by examining how Bakhtin's framework interacts with
other current theorists (Vygotsky, Wittgenstein, and feminist
poststructuralists), the colloquium outlines interdisciplinary venues
for applied linguistics research.
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Contributions of Bakhtin and Wittgenstein to a sociocultural
perspective on language use. Joan Kelly Hall (University of
Georgia, jkhall@arches.uga.edu). The focus of this
presentation is on the special contributions of two scholars,
Mikhail Bakhtin and Ludwig Wittgenstein, to the understanding
of language use. The presentation entails three key concepts:
dialogue, utterance, and language games, followed by a
discussion of their implications for the study of language
learning. 2:10-2:30pm

Formation of the self: The Bakhtin-Vygotsky encounter. Ludmila
A. Marchenkova, (Ohio State University,
marchenkova.1@osu.edu). The purpose of this presentation is
to synthesize Bakhtin's and Vygotsky's theories of self-
formation in order to better describe the processes of learning
language and culture. The paper discusses how Bakhtin's
model of creative and responsible self complements
Vygotsky's model of a person’s emergence in culture.
2:30-2:50pm

Agency in multicultural worlds: Toward a Bakhtinian approach.
Gergana Vitanova (Grand Valley State University,
vitanovg@gvsu.edu). Building on Bakhtin's philosophy of
language and the self, the presentation espouses the
perspective that agencies are neither autonomous nor
individual. Rather, this complex construct is embedded in the
dialogic relationships between the self and one’s social realities
as it hinges on the concepts of answerability and creativity.
2:50-3:10pm

discussant: Claire Kramsch (University of California, Berkeley,
ckramsch@socrates.berkeley.edu). 3:10-3:30pm

Reassessing linguistic human rights (LHR):
A socio-historical, socio-political, and socio-
economic approach

Stephen May (University of Waikato, New Zealand,
s.may@waikato.ac.nz). Tuesday, March 25, 2003, 8:15-11:15am,
Commonwealth North 1 & 2

This colloquium, while supportive of the linguistic human rights
(LHR) movement, also explores its limitations, particularly with
respect to the linguistic ecology and legal rights-based discourses
which most often underpin it. In light of this critique, a critical
socio-historical, socio-political, and socio-economic analysis is
offered as a more robust alternative for the further development of
LHR.

Ethnicity, race and language rights in the US. Thomas K.
Ricento (University of Texas, San Antonio,
tricento@utsa.edu). This paper explores how the legacy of
narrowly legalistic support for non-English languages in US
education and other public domains continues to influence
public perceptions and public policy with regard to minority
language education and use. It also highlights why this
approach is not likely to change public perceptions and policies
in this area. 8:20-8:50am

Addressing the arguments of LHR opponents: A socio-political
perspective. Stephen May (University of Waikato, New Zealand,
s.may@waikato.ac.nz). Opponents of LHR regularly ignore and/or
dismiss linguistic ecology and legal rights-based arguments for
minority language rights. This paper charts an alternative socio-
political basis for LHR that allows one to defend LHR and critique
counter-arguments far more effectively than a language ecology
approach, a legal rights-based discourse, or a combination of
both. 8:50-9:20am

Rights in places: Towards a sociolinguistics of mobility. Jan
Blommaert (University of Ghent, Belgium,
Jan.Blommaert@rug.ac.be). Current discourses on linguistic
rights associate functions of language to particular environments
and thus assign ‘places’ to particular languages and linguistic
groups where rights can be bestowed on them. This paper is an
attempt towards constructing a framework for dissociating
language functions from fixed places, replacing fixedness by
mobility as a central issue in understanding functions of language.
9:20-9:50am

Linguistic human rights as a source of policy guidelines: A critical
assessment. Francois Grin (University of Geneva, Switzerland,
francois.grin@etat.ge.ch). This paper addresses LHR from the
perspective of welfare-based policy analysis and assesses its
convergence with the legal (or moral) discourses in which LHR
are usually formulated. The focus is on the identification of
conditions under which both types of discourse yield similar
recommendations. 9:50-10:20am

discussant: Marilyn Martin-Jones (University of Wales,
Aberystwyth, UK, marilyn.martin-jones@rinkeby-
multiling.stockholm.se). 10:20-10:40am

A social semiotic view of multimodal
communication

Bernard Mohan (University of British Columbia, Canada,
bernard.mohan@ubc.ca). Sunday, March 23, 2003, 8:15-11:15am,
Commonwealth North 3

Halliday (1978) views language as a social semiotic within a
sociocultural context and interprets culture in semiotic terms. Thus
the semiotic study of signs and messages is situated within the
context of social relations and processes. The colloquium will debate
this view through four case studies of multimodal communication.

Crossing the street in five cultures: Action as multimodal reading.
Ron Scollon (Georgetown University,
scollonr@georgetown.edu). Based on an ethnographic analysis of
street corners in Hong Kong, Beijing, Washington, DC, Vienna,
and Paris and extending the visual semiotics of Kress and Van
Leeuwen, this study argues that the reading of any text —
personal letters, shopping lists, textbooks, contracts, or legal
documents — entails a process of complex, multimodal reading.
8:25-9:00am

Multimodality in sign-writing and typography. Theo Van Leeuwen
(Cardiff University, UK, VanleeuwenT@Cardiff.ac.uk). This paper
explores the semiotic contribution of colour and kinetic design in a
corpus of examples of contemporary sign-writing and typography,
using earlier work on the semiotics of colour and kinetic design.
Colour and kinetic design are shown to enter into a range of areas
formerly seen as discrete. 9:00-9:35am
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Multimodal intertextuality in The Economist magazine. Terry
Royce (Teachers College, Columbia University (Japan),
troyce@gol.com). Discourse analysts need tools which explain
how multimodal texts realise their meanings. Using the concept
of intertextuality and a sample text from The Economist
magazine, this paper examines how a multimodal text has a
‘history,” and previous interactions between other texts and
their contexts in a sense “leave their mark.” 9:45-10:20am

Multimodal scientific representations across languages and
cultures? Bernard Mohan, Tammy Slater, Emi Kobayashi,
Lynne Luo, & Kangli Ji (University of British Columbia,
Canada, bernard.mohan@ubc.ca). Is there a shared ‘global’
culture of science, operating across national cultures, and
communicated in part through shared multimodal
representations? Does this culture enable shared multimodal
interpretations across languages? This paper will compare
data in Chinese, English and Japanese concerning the water
cycle. 10:20-10:55am

Sociolinguistic research and survey development. Yuling Pan (US
Census Bureau, yuling.pan@census.gov). This paper reports a
pilot study applying sociolinguistic research to improving
immigration questions in the Census Bureau surveys. Data from
cognitive interviews and sociolinguistic interviews are analyzed to
examine linguistic features associated with the talk of immigration
experiences and to identify potential problems for immigrants to
deal with government survey forms. 3:05-3:25pm

Applying sociolinguistics to improving
multilingual survey instruments

Yuling Pan (US Census Bureau, yuling.pan@census.gov).
Tuesday, March 25, 2003, 2:00-4:00pm, Commonwealth North 1
&2

This colloquium addresses the issue of how to deal with linguistic
and cultural diversity in the development of census forms and
surveys. It presents findings from the US Census Bureau’s
research on methodological issues associated with collecting data
in multiple languages, such as cultural and linguistic differences
that affect questionnaire design and pre-testing procedures.

The Census Bureau’s decennial language program. Carol Briggs
(US Census Bureau, Carol.Briggs@census.gov). This report
documents the US Census Bureau’s decennial language
program. It discusses language-related activities that took
place prior to and during Census 2000. It also includes a
discussion on current language-related research for the 2010
Census. 2:05-2:25pm

Collecting quality census data from linguistic minorities. Lorena
Carrasco (US Census Bureau,
Lorena.Carrasco@census.gov). This report highlights results of
cognitive interviews conducted in Spanish to understand how
monolingual Spanish speakers interpret certain questions and
to determine whether they understand key terms as intended
by the researcher. The results suggest that as measurement
instruments, survey translations require pre-testing to ensure
they yield valid and reliable data. 2:25-2:45pm

Using focus groups to improve Spanish census forms. Margarita
Moreno Masquiz (US Census Bureau, Margarita.
Moreno.Musquiz@census.gov). This report highlights results of
focus groups to explore alternative wording for key terms in the
decennial Spanish short form. Results from these focus groups
will be used to recommend and test changes for the 2010
Census Spanish short form. The process will be standardized
to address questionnaire design challenges in languages other
than English. 2:45-3:05pm

Access to the linguistic system:
A viable metaphor?

Elizabeth Platt (Florida State University,
eplatt@garnet.acns.fsu.edu). Saturday, March 22, 2003,
2:00-5:00pm, Commonwealth North 3

Each presenter in this colloquium represents a different view on the
nature of language and mind, thus what it means to ‘access’ a
‘linguistic system.” While the first two accept the current metaphor,
two others problematize it and will suggest alternative metaphors to
describe learners’ use/learning of a new language.

The language, the interlanguage, and the learner. Laura Collins
(Concordia University, Canada, Icollins@alcor.concordia.ca). | will
present evidence from studies of tense/aspect morphology
acquisition showing the dynamic interplay between two types of
linguistic systems which learners access simultaneously: an input
system and the learner's own system. Data from over 200 French,
Chinese, and Japanese learners of English will be discussed.
2:10-2:30pm

Underlying principles of organizational competence. Robert Yates
(Central Missouri State University, Kaboyates@sprintmail.com).
Assuming a modular view of language, we claim that all second
language learners begin the learning process with access also to
pragmatic and semantic principles for sequencing language forms
and managing information flow in a text. Written examples
produced by instructed ESL learners in various settings will
illustrate these principles. 2:30-2:50pm

On the need for a new metaphor. Diane Larsen-Freeman
(University of Michigan, dianelf@umich.edu). Using complexity
theory as a framework, | argue that since language is an open,
dynamic, and mutable system, there is no boundary between
acquisition and use. As we use a language, we change it. Thus,
we need a metaphor to reflect the systematic nature of language
and the dynamic, unitary nature of the acquisition/use process.
2:50-3:10pm

Fragments and repertoires as language development. Steven
Thorne (Pennsylvania State University, sthorne@psu.edu).
Rather than accepting a language-as-system metaphor, | propose
that situated social interaction connected to concrete
communicative activity is the primary catalyst for language
development. Assuming a framework of cultural historical
psychology, | espouse Hopper's theory of emergent grammar
according to which L2 development is the gradual building of a
communicative repertoire in social interaction. 3:10-3:30pm

discussant: Rod Ellis (University of Auckland, New Zealand,
r.ellis@auckland.ac.nz). 3:40-3:55pm
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Investigating the foreign language needs of
professional school students

James E. Purpura (Teachers College, Columbia University,
jp248@columbia.edu). Sunday, March 23, 2003, 2:00-4:00pm,
Cavalier A

This colloquium describes the design, implementation and results
of a large-scale program of research aimed at a providing a
formal assessment of the foreign language needs of students in
the MA Program in International Affairs (MIA) at Columbia’s
University's School for International and Public Affairs (SIPA).

A multi-dimensional approach to investigating foreign language
needs. James E. Purpura (Teachers College, Columbia
University, jp248@columbia.edu). This paper describes the
goals of the SIPA Project along with a substantive introduction
to the notion of foreign language needs assessment. Drawing
on prior research and theory, a multi-dimensional framework
for investigating foreign language needs will be presented
along with an overview of the SIPA Project research design.
2:15-2:35pm

Contextualizing a foreign language needs assessment. Nitza
Krohn (Teachers College, Columbia University,
Nitza3@juno.com) & Cynthia Wiseman (Teachers College,
Columbia University, ENGSPEAK@aol.com). This paper
describes the results of an investigation designed to determine
the place of foreign language study within the context of SIPA
at Columbia University by means of non-survey data from
course materials, language tests, classroom observations, and
existing documents and records. 2:35-2:50pm

Investigating the foreign language needs of graduate students
through interviews. Kirby Cook (Teachers College, Columbia
University, kic33@columbia.edu) & Jee Wha Kim (Teachers
College, Columbia University, jeewha@yahoo.com). This
paper describes the results of an investigation designed to
gather information on the opinions of SIPA MIA stakeholders
(students, alumni, content teachers, language teachers,
administrators, and end-users) regarding foreign language
needs, the language requirement, and their perceived target
language use by means of a structured interview protocol.
2:50-3:10pm

Investigating foreign language needs of graduate students
through web-based questionnaires. Janine Graziano-King
(Queens College, CUNY, jgking@qc.edu). This study presents
the results of an investigation designed to survey the opinions
of 345 stakeholders via web-based questionnaires. It will
include a discussion of the questionnaires along with a
description of survey results from both within and across the

constituent groups. Implications of the study will be addressed.

3:10-3:35pm

Investigating academic speech:
Merging corpus linguistics and discourse analysis

Rita Simpson (University of Michigan, ritacsim@umich.edu).
Monday, March 24, 2003, 2:00-5:00pm, Commonwealth North 2

This colloquium presents four pragmatically-grounded investigations
of American and British academic speech that seek to integrate the
quantitative methods of corpus linguistics with qualitative discourse
analytic perspectives. The former provide macro-level snapshots in
terms of frequencies and distributions, while the latter allow us to
engage with the data in greater detail.

Enumeration as a predictive category in academic monologue.
Hilary Nesi (University of Warwick, UK,
H.J.Nesi@warwick.ac.uk). The use of prediction to signal future
textual content has previously been investigated in academic
writing, but not in academic speech. This paper examines
enumeration as a predictive marker within university lectures in
the British Academic Spoken English (BASE) corpus and the
Michigan Corpus of Academic Spoken English (MICASE).
2:10-2:40pm

Defining and characterizing interactivity in academic classroom
discourse. Rita Simpson (University of Michigan,
ritacsim@umich.edu). Although much academic speech is
monologic, a significant subset is interactive. The aim of this
paper is to quantify and characterize interactivity in American
classroom discourse. The analysis examines elicitation strategies
and student responses and comments, in order to describe the
range of discourse styles found in interactive classes.
2:40-3:10pm

“It seems to me you're saying”: Formulae in argumentative
discussion. Anna Mauranen (Tampere University, Finland,
Anna.Mauranen@uta.fi). A number of formulaic expressions —
e.g., it seems to me,’ ‘what I'm saying,’ or ‘are you saying’ — are
conventionally used in discussions to formulate positions. This
paper explores these expressions in the MICASE corpus, drawing
comparable data from the first stages of a corpus being compiled
at Tampere University. 3:10-3:40pm

The dissertation defense in the US. John Swales (University of
Michigan, jmswales@umich.edu). In contrast to the doctoral
dissertation itself, the way in which this document is orally
examined is subject to national institutional traditions and
variations. This paper analyzes the episodic structure and move
sequences of four defenses in the MICASE corpus to provide
insight into organizational and pragmatic features of the genre.
3:40-4:10pm

discussant: Paul Thompson (University of Reading, UK,
p.a.thompson@reading.ac.uk). 4:10-4:30pm
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Language, action, and the framing of interaction “Al Gore's our guy”: Linguistically constructing a family political
in famiI),/ discofjrse identity. Cynthia Gordon (Georgetown University,

cyngordon@aol.com). This paper considers how one family,

Deborah Tannen (Georgetown University, consisting of a mother, father, and son (age four), creates one
tannend@georgetown.edu) & Charles Goodwin (University of aspect of their family identity--their shared identity as Democrats
California, Los Angeles, cgoodwin@humnet.ucla.edu) Monday, and supporters of Al Gore--through linguistically creating

March 24, 2003, 8:15-11:15am, Commonwealth North 1 & 2 alignments or positions in conversations they had during the

) . S week of the 2000 Presidential election. 9:35-9:50am
The colloquium addresses the overlapping themes of socialization

within families and the creation of family identities through face-to- Parents' socialization into the discourse of parenting. Alla
face interaction in the course of daily life. In addition, analyses Yelyseieva Tovares (Georgetown University,
contribute to the theoretical frameworks of the interrelationships yeliseya@georgetown.edu). This paper examines how parents
among language and action, language and emotions, and the appropriate claims, attitudes and assumptions about child
framing of face-to-face interaction. rearing, that is, how they are socialized into the discourse of
) ) ] parenting. Microanalysis of dialogic repetition of the words of
Stance and affect as situated practice. Charles Goodwin experts in family interactions illuminates the role of public texts
(University of California, Los Angeles, _ in parents' socialization into the discourse of parenting.
cgoodwin@humnet.ucla.edu) Using as data videotapes of a 9:50-10:05am
father helping his sick daughter with homework, this paper will
analyze emotion, stance and affect as situated practices Talking the dog: Pets as family members. Deborah Tannen
encompassing the body as well as talk that are lodged within (Georgetown University, tannend@georgetown.edu). Family
specific sequential positions in interaction. 8:20-8:35am members mediate interaction among themselves by speaking
) ] as, to, or about pet dogs. The instances | examine exhibit the
The play of everyday life: Doing chores as pretend play. Karen combination of deflecting conflict and introducing humor. This
Gainer Sirota (University of California, Los Angeles, analysis thickens our understanding of how family members
ksirota@ucla.edu). Drawing upon naturalistic videotaped data mediate their interactions while constituting and reinforcing their
of household activities of North American middle-class identity as a family. 10:05-10:20am
families, this paper explores the interrelationship between
pretend play and the ongoing stream of everyday discourse, discussant: Elinor Ochs (University of California, Los Angeles,
examining how participation frames of work and play eochs@anthro.ucla.edu). 10:20-10:45pm
interdigitate and influence one another as participants' .
footing, stances, and orientations are negotiated moment-by- Language learner positioning in the face of
moment. 8:35-8:50am Japanese national policies
Framing and verbal conflict in family “transition encounters.” Amy D. Yamashiro (The University of Michigan,
Shari Kendall (Texas A&M University, s-kendall@tamu.edu). amydyama@umich.edu). Tuesday, March 25, 2003, 2:00-4:00pm,
In dual-income families with small children, transitions are Cavalier C

problematic for parents and children alike. Transitions are
constituted by two primary frames that account for “what is
going on™: a transaction frame and a social encounter frame.
Conflicts occur when parents do not linguistically attend to
both frames during a transition. 8:50-9:05am

This colloquium presents research from four critical ethnographic
studies on how Japanese national policies interact with situated
practices to affect EFL and JSL learner identities and social
participation in three areas central to sustained economic growth in
Japan: the labor market, institutions of higher learning, and cultural
Directive/response sequences and social organization in family and scientific exchanges.
task activities. Marjorie Harness Goodwin (University of
California, Los Angeles, mgoodwin@anthro.ucla.edu). This
paper examines the shape of negotiation in
directive/response sequences within the context of family life,
exploring how alternative forms of participant frameworks and
family ethos develop, at points transforming conflict into play.
Data will be drawn from videotapes of middle class Los
Angeles families across a variety of settings. 9:05-9:20am

Business discourse in a Japanese business setting. Hiromasa
Tanaka (Meisei University, Japan, hiromasatanaka@nifty.com).
This needs analysis explores the role of English in a sampling of a
Japanese business setting drawing on Gee's notion of discourse
and examining how the use of English as a common language in
multi-national settings gets intertwined with the business
philosophy or protocol of Western companies. 2:05-2:25pm

A critical ethnography of “foreign workers’ unions” in Japan. John
McLaughlin (The University of Michigan, johnmcl@umich.edu).
This critical ethnography of foreign workers in Japanese labor
unions investigates important socio-cultural barriers to their
participation which are interrelated with language use and
Japanese proficiency limitations, including the institutional
practices of these labor unions and the expectations for how to
act and speak at various kinds of union events. 2:25-2:45pm

Ways of thinking socialized through parent directives. Leah
Wingard (University of California, Los Angeles,
wingard@humnet.ucla.edu). This study examines sequences
of interactions in which parents use directives to get their
children to accomplish specific tasks. These sequences of
directives are especially rich interactions for understanding
how parents conceptualize goals, and the tasks that
accomplish them, and elucidate one way children are
socialized into ways of thinking. 9:20-9:35am
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Homestay placements and culture presentations: Who's home
and whose culture? Eton Churchill (Kanagawa University,
Japan, eton_c@yahoo.com). This paper examines the
practices and beliefs involving homestay placements and
culture presentations in a short-term study abroad program for
Japanese high school learners of English. The data suggests
that cultural presentations may not be in the best interest of
learners and that females are sometimes disadvantaged by
hosting arrangements. 2:50-3:10pm

Needs and positioning of international graduate students in
Japan. Rieko Sawyer (University of Hawai'i at Manoa,
rieko@hawaii.edu). This portion of an ethnographic needs
assessment examines how the needs of international graduate
students of science (IGSs) integrally involve positioning
themselves successfully in an unfamiliar sociocultural setting (a
Japanese university science lab) and how this setting both
reflects and resists Japanese national policies. 3:10-3:30pm

discussant: Kathryn A. Davis (University of Hawai'i at Manoa,
kathrynd@hawaii.edu). 3:30-3:40pm

Relevance theory and second language
acquisition

lan H. G. Ying (University of Colorado at Denver,
hying@carbon.cudenver.edu). Sunday, March 23, 2003,
2:00-5:00pm, Commonwealth North 3

In this colloquium, we will discuss relevance theory (Sperber &
Wilson, 1986/1995) and its relationship with various areas of
second language acquisition research. In particular, we will
address second language communicative strategies, the
relevance-theoretic comprehension procedure, semantic
constraints on relevance and the definite article, metalinguistic
feedback and correction, and language transfer and similarity-
matching.

Second language communicative strategies: Competing theories.
Susan Foster-Cohen (University of Canterbury, New Zealand,
s.fostercohen@ling.canterbury.ac.nz). This paper compares
the ability of Sperber and Wilson’s (1986/1995) and Clark’s
(1996) approaches to human interaction to account for
communication strategies employed by second language
learners. It argues that Sperber and Wilson’s propositional
problem-solving account deals with this data better than Clark’s
goal oriented joint-enterprise account. 2:10-2:35pm

L2 learners’ interpretation of reflexive anaphora in VP-ellipsis: A
relevance theory perspective. lan H. G. Ying (University of
Colorado, Denver, hying@carbon.cudenver.edu). Twenty-two
intermediate and twenty-two advanced Chinese-speaking
learners of English participated in a study that investigated how
L2 learners interpret reflexive anaphora in VP-ellipsis. The
results indicate that the relevance-theoretic comprehension
procedure (Carston, 2000, 2002; Sperber & Wilson, 2002;
Wilson, 2000) constrained the L2 learners’ interpretation of
reflexives in VP-ellipsis. 2:35-3:00pm

Semantic constraints on relevance and the definite article in SLA.
Vladimir Zegarac (University of Luton, UK,
vladimir.zegarac@Iuton.ac.uk). Definite articles present
interesting problems for the interface between semantics and
pragmatics. This paper presents the results of early research
based on English language tests carried out with native speakers
of Croatian (a language which does not have the definite article)
and Greek (which does) and attempts to formulate a number of
hypotheses for further investigation. 3:00-3:25pm

Focus and corrective feedback. Susanne Carroll (Universitat
Potsdam, Denmark, carroll@rz.uni-potsdam.de). Carroll (1995,
2001) offers a model of the interpretation of metalinguistic
feedback and correction which claims that understanding the
corrective intention of the corrector requires a violation of the
relevance principle. Here | elaborate with a discussion of the role
focus and prosodic prominence in correction. 3:25-3:50pm

Language learning, relevance theory, optimality theory, and
sociolinguistics: Towards a new view of language in context.
Martha C. Pennington (University of Luton, UK,
martha.pennington@Iuton.ac.uk). Based on notions of transfer
and similarity-matching, a new view of language-in-context is
outlined which brings together psycholinguistic and sociolinguistic
perspectives and bridges several different theoretical orientations.
These include first and second language acquisition, relevance
theory, optimality theory, and sociolinguistics. 3:50-4:30pm

Discourse organization in Japanese spoken
narratives

Dina R. Yoshimi (University of Hawai'i at Manoa,
dinar@hawaii.edu). Saturday, March 22, 2003, 9:00-11:00am,
East 1

We explore a range of discourse phenomena associated with
spoken narratives in Japanese using a variety of analytical
approaches: demarcation of episode boundaries (Chafe 1979 and
elsewhere), communicating the point (Ochs & Capps 2001),
formulating identities and membership categories (conversation
analysis), and listener contributions to narrative discourse
organization (also CA).

Oral narrative discourse markers: Japanese connectives sore de
and de. Lauren Wehr (University of Hawai'‘i at Manoa,
wehr@hawaii.edu). This study examines the discourse functions
of Japanese connectives sorede and de in conversational
narratives. | propose that these markers serve to organize
narrative structure at the discourse level, with sorede signaling
the beginning of a new episode (Chafe 1979) and de marking an
increase of focus within an episode. 9:05-9:30am

How is the point communicated?: First person narrative in Japanese.
Reiko Nishikawa (University of Hawai'i at Manoa,
rnishika@hawaii.edu). This study examines how the point of a
narrative is communicated in Japanese, first-person oral
narratives. Viewing narrative activity as a sense-making process
(Ochs & Capps 2001), | investigate how narrator and recipient
collaborate to establish a shared viewpoint between them that
enables the recipient to make sense of a narrative. 9:30-9:55am
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“Originally you were vegetarian?": Membership categorization,
formulation, and L2 Japanese. Erica Zimmerman (University
of Hawai'i at Manoa, ezimmerm@hawaii.edu). This study
examines the membership categories that are made salient by
native and non-native speakers of Japanese within narratives
and the sequential aspects of the talk that expose these
category memberships. | demonstrate that identities other than
native/non-native speaker or speaker/hearer are constructed
through sequential aspects of talk. 9:55-10:20am

How one listens to a story: “Recipientship” in Japanese
conversational narrative. Keiko lkeda (University of Hawai'i at
Manoa, keikoike@hawaii.edu). This study examines the
listener’s contribution in constructing a spontaneously-
emerging story in Japanese casual conversation from a CA
perspective. Focusing on recipient tokens, assessments, and
questions, | identify three types of recipient behaviors that
contribute to the shift from mundane conversation to
storytelling event and to the organization of the event itself.
10:20-10:45am

discussant: Dina R. Yoshimi (University of Hawai'‘i at Manoa,
dinar@hawaii.edu). 10:45-11:00am

Community of practice:
Deconstructing the concept

Jane Zuengler (University of Wisconsin-Madison,
zuengler@facstaff.wisc.edu) & Claire Kramsch (University of
California, Berkeley, ckramsch@socrates.berkeley.edu). Monday,
March 24, 2003, 2:00-5:00pm, Commonwealth North 1

This forum addresses the need for extended, critical consideration
of CofP as it applies to a range of contexts. Presenters and
discussants consider such questions as: What defines ‘practice’?
What are the roles of language and power? What ideologies and
what constraints are inherent to a CofP perspective?

Using social practice theory in classroom analysis. Kelleen
Toohey (Simon Fraser University, Canada, Toohey@sfu.ca).
Social practice theory is used to examine guided participation
in two primary classrooms. It is argued that power, control and
language in these quotidian classroom practices mirror (or
provide rehearsal for) social relations at larger levels of
analysis and that social practice theory is well-suited to
examine structures of privilege. 2:10-2:35pm
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Brokering via language and literacy in three workplace learning

communities. Mira-Lisa Katz (University of California, Berkeley /
Sonoma State University, mira@socrates.berkeley.edu).
Language use, this paper argues, reveals conflicting
understandings of “community.” Drawing on a study of three
workplace literacy programs, the author proposes that while a
CofP perspective focuses attention on social relations/activities,
keener appreciation of the constitutive role of language in
promoting ideologies and mediating power relations is essential.
2:35-3:00pm

Nursing over time and space: Changing practices and changing

discourses? Christopher N. Candlin (Macquarie University,
ccandlin@ling.mq.edu.au) & Sally Candlin (University of Western
Sydney, Australia). This paper addresses issues of the
construction of discourses within the communities of practice of
nursing over time and space. Evidence is drawn from research
into manuals of nursing practice, narratives from the lived
experience of practitioners, and empirical accounts of practice
provided by both nursing researchers and discourse analysts.
3:05-3:30pm

Are communities of practice really an alternative to discourse

communities? Paul Prior (University of lllinois, Urbana-
Champaign, p-prior@uiuc.edu). This paper critiques notions of
community (speech/discourse community, discourses, CofP) and
presents an alternative built on a dialogic view of signs, a
sociohistoric theory of mediated activity, and the notion of
lamination. It illustrates this approach by exploring how one
academic writer's literate activity is laminated and dispersed.
3:30-3:55pm

discussants: Srikant Sarangi (Cardiff University, UK,

sarangi@cardiff.ac.uk) & A. Suresh Canagarajah (Baruch
College, CUNY, canax@aol. com). 4:00-4:30pm




