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P r e f a c e  t o  t h e  F i r s t  E d i t i o n

T h e  w trk  o f  o rg a n iz in g  this vo lu m e began in the fall o f  1998. Peter O hlin  o f  O xfo rd  

U niver.ity  P ress (O U P ) con tacted  m e, in d icatin g  his interest in organ iz in g  The 
H andbiok o f  A pplied Linguistics. T h e  suggestion  was o f  interest to m e— after all, 

I h ad  b;en the ed ito r o f  the Annual Review o f  Applied Linguistics from  1980 to 1991 

an d  had co n tin u ed  on  the ed ito ria l board  th rough  2000 (K aplan  and G rab e, 2 0 0 0 ); 

in  ad d i io n , in 1980 I had ed ited  On the Scope o f  Applied Linguistics (K ap lan , 1980), 

an d  in 991 W illiam  G rab e  an d  I coedited  Introduction to Applied Linguistics (G rab e  

an d  K a)lan , 19 9 1); fin ally , togeth er w ith  H en ry  W id d ow son , 1 had served  as co e d 

itor foi app lied  lin gu istics fo r the International Encyclopedia o f Linguistics (IE L ), 

ed ited  by W illiam  B righ t (K ap lan  and W id d o w so n , 1992), and at present I ’m 

e n gage ! again  in the sam e context fo r the secon d ed ition  o f  the IE L  (K ap lan  and 

G rab e , in p rep aratio n ), th is tim e un der the gen eral ed itorsh ip  o f  W illiam  Fraw ley 

an d  w ill  W illiam  G rab e  se rv in g  as coeditor for app lied  linguistics in lieu o f  H en ry  

W id d o vso n . In oth er w ord s, I ’ve been interested in the scope o f  applied  lin gu istics 

fo r  m o t  than  20 years.

In O ctober 1998, a p re lim in ary  proposal for the Handbook was developed, and, 

follow ing ap propriate  review , in N ovem ber a contract w ith O U P  w as signed. W illiam  

G rab e, M errill Sw ain , and G . R ichard Tucker were invited to constitute an editorial 

adviso iy  board  fo r the project. In D ecem ber 1998 and Jan uary  1999, the editorial 

ad viso iy  Board and I developed  a revised outline for the volum e and identified  43 

contributors to w rite  for the Handbook (out o f  a tentative list o f  m ore than 100 

appliec linguists w h o  constituted  a p relim inary  pool o f  potential con trib utors). 

Three contributors d ropped  ou t a long the way. The first letters o f  invitation were 
m ailed out in Feb ruary  1999. T h rou gh  M arch , A pril, and M ay 1999, negotiations were 

carried out; in June, the list o f  con trib utors w as finalized. C on trib u to rs were asked to 

w rite scholarly articles on the topics fo r w hich they were responsible, p lacin g their 

topics within  the field  o f  app lied  linguistics and, insofar as possib le, suggesting the 

ways in w hich the several subd iscip lines m ight develop in the future. C on trib u tio ns 

began to arrive d u rin g  late D ecem ber 1999, though the deadline fo r contrib utions 

had been set for M arch  20 0 0 ; con trib ution s trickled in through M arch, A pril, and 

M ay 2000, and the last con trib u tion  w as received in N ovem ber 2000.

There are at least three ho les in the d esign  o f  this vo lu m e; w ork  with the h earin g  

im paired w ith teacher ed u cation , and  w ith  corp u s developm ent. Rachell M ayb erry  

had agreed to p rov id e an article  on the first o f  these topics, JoA n n  C ran dall on  the 

second, and S im on  M u riso n -B o w ie  on  the third ; regrettably, these auth ors w ith 

drew  from  the pro ject in a tim e fram e that m ade it im possib le to replace them .
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A  b o o k  o f  this type w ill be ju d g e d  n ot o n ly  on w h at it in c lu d ed , bu t o n  w hat it 

excluded. T he ed itorial g ro u p  spen t quite a b it o f  tim e d eb a tin g  w h e th er critical 

(app lied) lin guistics/critical p ed agogy/critica l d iscou rse  an alysis sh o u ld  be in clu d ed ; 

on the groun ds that critical ap p lied  lin gu istics rejects all th e o rie s  o f  lan gu age, 

expresses “ skepticism  tow ards all m etan arratives”  (Lyotard , 19 84 ), an d  re jects  tra d i

tion al applied  lin guistics as an en terp rise  because it has alleged ly  n e v e r  been  neutral 

and has, rather, been h egem o n ic  (R am p to n , 1997b), it w as the d ec isio n  o f  th e  ed ito 

rial gro u p  not to include the clu ster o f  critical activities.

In a way, the ed itorial g ro u p  fo r this vo lu m e con stitu tes an en tire ly  in a p p ro 

priate set o f  ed itors fo r such a vo lu m e. T ucker had  been presiden t o f  the C e n te r  fo r 

A pplied  Linguistics (C A L ) fro m  1978 an d  1992; Sw ain , w o rk in g  at the O n tario  

Institute for Stud ies in  E d u catio n  (O ISE ) in T oron to , togeth er w ith  M ich ae l C an ale , 

had auth ored  the sem in al “ T h eo retica l Bases o f  C o m m u n icative  A p p ro a ch es ,”  w hich  

had appeared  in vo lu m e 1, n u m b er 1 o f  the jo u rn a l Applied Linguistics; G ra b e  w as 

the second ed itor o f  the Annual Review  o f  A pplied Linguistics, s e rv in g  fro m  199 1 to 

2000. Both Sw ain  and  G rab e  (an d  I) had at vario u s  tim es been  elected  to the 

presidency o f  the A m erican  A sso c iatio n  fo r  A pp lied  L in gu istics (A A A L ) , an d  Tucker, 

in his C A L  role, had  served  fo r  a n u m b er o f  years as an ex o ffic io  m e m b e r  o f  its 

govern ing  bo ard . A s a m atter o f  fact, I happen  to be the eldest o f  th e ed ito ria l grou p  

b y  at least a dozen  years; indeed , I am  since 1995 fo rm ally  retired  fro m  the U n iversity  

o f  South ern  C a lifo rn ia  (U S C ), h o ld in g  the title  p ro fesso r em eritu su s.

T h u s, a lthough the ed itorial g ro u p  represen ts an en o rm o u s a m o u n t o f  ex p e ri

ence, and  a lthough these fo u r in d iv id u a ls  have lived  th rough  m u ch  o f  the last 3 o r 4 

decades o f  the d evelopm en t o f  ap p lied  lin gu istics n ot o n ly  in the U nited  States but 

in the w orld  (through  their p artic ip atio n  in the In tern ation al A sso c iatio n  o f  A pplied  

L inguistics [A ILA ] and  their w id e  in d iv id u a l an d  collective fa m ilia r ity  w ith  applied  

linguists arou n d  the w o rld ), they u n q u estio n ab ly  k n o w  the h isto ry  o f  ap p lied  lin 

guistics; they k n o w  h o w  an d  w hy app lied  lin gu istics has arrived  at its p resent stage 

o f  developm ent. U nfortunately , th ey  are less w ell qu alified  to d iscu ss  the fu ture o f  

applied  linguistics. T h at is a task  fo r  youn ger scholars. A s a resu lt, ev ery  e ffo rt has 

been m ade to allow  a m ix o f  y o u n g er and m ore  estab lished  sch olars to have their say 

through the 39 co n trib u tio n s to th is vo lu m e. (F ive  o f  the chapters have tw o  co llab 

orating auth ors.) T h e  d istrib u tio n  o f  scholars b y  co u n try  o f  residence and  b y  gen der 

is show n in table I.

A pp lied  lin gu istics is a d ifficu lt n otion  to define; indeed, it sh ou ld  not be 

assum ed that this vo lu m e w ill p ro v id e  a d efin itive  defin itio n  o f  the field . Rather, this 

vo lum e offers a snapsho t o f  so m e o f  the su bfie ld s o f  applied  lin gu istics  at the 

b egin n in g  o f  the th ird  m ille n n iu m — and thus, a  k ind  o f  o verv iew  o f  the field . T h e  

term  applied linguistics cam e into  existen ce in the 1940s through  th e  efforts o f  la n 

guage teachers w h o  w ished  to ally  them selves w ith  “ scien tific”  lin gu ists  an d  to d is

associate them selves from  teachers o f  literature. B y  the m id -19 50s, the term  w as 

given credence b y  the o p en in g  o f  the Sch ool o f  A pp lied  Linguistics at the U niversity  

o f  E d in burgh  (1956) and  b y  the creation  o f  the C en ter for A p p lie d  L inguistics 

(C A L , 1959) in the U nited  States. So o n  thereafter, d u rin g  the 1960s, the term  w as
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Table 1. D istr ib u tio n  o f  C o n trib u to rs

By Country By Gender

Australia 05 (12.0%) Male 24 (57%)

Belgium 01 (02.5%) Female 18 (43%)

Canada 05 (12.0%) TOTAL 42 (100%)

Hungary 02 (04.5%)

Netherlands 02 (04.5%)

United Kingdom 04 (09.5%)

United States 23 (55-0%)

TOTAL 42 (100.0%)

instititionalized in  the In tern ation al A ssociation  o f  A pp lied  L inguistics (Association 
Interationale de Linguistique Appliquée  [A IL A ]; 1964) and in the evolution  o f  a 

serie o f  nation al associations o f  app lied  linguistics (e.g., the B ritish A ssociation  o f  

A p p l;d  L in gu istics, 1967). Further, the field w as g iven  scope and substance by the 

p u b k atio n  o f  Introducing Applied Linguistics (C order, 1973) and  by the publication  

o f  T k Edinburgh Course in Applied Linguistics (A llen and C ord er, 1973-1975). T he 

ra n g  and q u ality  o f  research w as soon  being identified  through  the fo u nd in g  o f  a 

n u n ver o f  jo u rn a ls , in clud in g  Language Learning (1948), TESOL Quarterly (1967), 

Apphd Linguistics (1980), and the Annual Review  o f Applied Linguistics (1980).

lecause the field cam e into being d u rin g  the ascen dancy o f  the structuralist 

lingustics m ovem ent, o f  Sk inn erian  psychology, and o f  the aud iolingual m ethod —  

a con bin ation  that gave rise to the n otion  that linguistic and psychological theory 

couli easily  be translated  into practice— early  applied  lin guistics w as d om in an tly  

assocated w ith  language teaching. Indeed, a lth ou gh  that relationship con tinues in 
the pcscn t (see, e.g., D avies, 1999; Spolsky, 1999), the field has diversified, w ith som e 

segmints sp littin g  o f f  to  becom e essentially  independen t: Language testing has its 

ow n organization  and its ow n jo u rn a l; second language acquisition  has its ow n 

jourial though not yet an ind ependen t organ izatio n ; an d  language p o licy  and 

planiing co m m an ds several jo u rn a ls  (e .g ., Current Issues in Language Planning) 
and i  w ebsite (w w w .tan df.co .u k /jou rn als/rc lp ) but no independent organ iza

tion et.

"he cu rren t d iversity  o f  the field can  be seen in the range o f  topics included  in 

this o lu m e, in the list o f  the “ scientific  co m m issio n s”  o f  A IL A , and  in su m m ary  

piecs w ritten  at variou s tim es o ver the past decade or so by A ngelis (1987), G rab e 

an d < ap lan  (199 1: 3 -6 ) , Kaplan (1999), K aplan  and G rab e (2000), and others (cf. 

D av :s , 1999). It is clear that applied  lingu istics lacks a central organizin g theory. In 

som w ays, the field  seem s to be fragm en tin g  into segm ents. A t the Twelfth W orld 

C o n fe ss  o f  A IL A , held in Tokyo in A ugust 1999, there w ere a n u m b er o f  fairly

http://www.tandf.co.uk/journals/rclp
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heated public  d iscussio ns o f  the n ature and scope o f  ap p lied  lin gu istics; th ere was 

little consensus am on g the p articipan ts in these d iscu ssio n s, but in p art at least the 

lack  o f  agreem ent m ay have been the result o f  the fact that six  quite d iffe ren t q u es

tion s w ere being addressed sim ultan eously :

1. W hat is the place o f  applied  lin gu istics in the arch itecture o f  the 

“ u n iversity” ?

2. W here does applied  linguistics fit in the so c io lo g y  o f  know ledge?

3. W hat are the kinds o f  questions that applied  linguistics ought to be address

ing? T hat is, what are the dom in ant parad igm s gu id in g research in the field?

4. W hat p art(s) o f  linguistics can be app lied  to the real-w orld , lan gu age-b ased  

problem s that applied  lin guistics presum es to m ediate?

5. W hat k in d(s) o f  p roblem s can be solved th rou gh  the m ed iation  o f  app lied  

linguistics?

6. W hat does an asp irin g  applied  linguist need to know ? T h at is, w h at should 

the content o f  graduate  cu rricu la  in app lied  lin guistics contain?

These qu estion s are im pacted  by the assu m p tion  that app lied  lin g u istics  ought 

to  be un itary:

• T h at the train in g  o f  incipient applied  linguists ough t to be based  on  the 

n otion  o f  a cu rricu lu m  in w hich “ one size fits a ll”

• T hat the w ork  o f  app lied  linguists ough t to  be driven  b y  a sin gle u n ified  

theoretical p arad igm

• T hat the place o f  applied  linguistics in the acad em y ou gh t to  be con ceived  in 

term s o f  a m odel o f  the trad itional academ ic d epartm en t

T h is assum ption  is quite iron ic, because applied  linguists have rep eated ly  argued 

that their field is not m erely  “ linguistics applied,” bu t rather is, by d e fin itio n , m ulti

d isc ip lin ary  and interd iscip linary. For exam ple, the charge o f  som e E n glish  d ep art

m ents includes at least the fo llow ing:

A m erican  literature (d ivid ed  into ch ro n o lo g ica l com p on en ts)
C om parative  literature

C reative w ritin g

English literature (d ivided  into ch ron ological co m p o n en ts— so m e tim es  w ith  

A n g lo -Saxo n  language and  literature and M iddle En glish  lan guage and  literatu re as 

separate com pon ents, som etim es w ith  special com p on en ts in Irish lan gu age  and 

literature, som etim es w ith  special com pon en ts in EL2 literatures)

H istory o f  English  language

Journalism

R hetoric and com p osition

Teaching English  as a first language

Teaching English as a second language

W orld literature
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Such hvdra-iike m on strosities d o  exist (not alw ays happily). I f  applied  linguistics is 

to be c<nceived as h av in g  a trad itional academ ic departm ental structure, one could 

co n ceit' o f  so m e th in g  as diverse and ecum en ical as that suggested above. A lthough 

such a tru ctu re is not to be high ly recom m ended, it does illustrate the point that 

d iversiv  is possib le  in an ad m inistrative sense.

B eau se  the real-w orld  language-based problem s that applied linguists try  to 

m ed ia t are en o rm o u sly  diverse, havin g in com m on  on ly  the probability  that they 

are lanjuage based, it is unlikely that any single paradigm  can speak to the diverse 

activity o f  the field. D epen din g on the setting o f  a given problem , the applied linguist 

practitoner m ay be expected to know  som ething about at least the fo llow ing:

A rth rop olo gy  Econom ics

Edication  th eo ry  G eron to logy

H ito ry  International relations

Laiguage learn in g  and teaching Lexicography 

Phnning Policy  developm ent

Poitical science Psychology

P ib lic ad m in istra tio n  So cio logy

Teicher train in g  Text production

Indeec, C h ristian  (1999: 7) poin ts out that the curren t s ta ff  o f  the C en ter for 

Applied L in gu istics con tain s in d iv idu a ls h o ld ing  grad u ate degrees in the fo llo w 

ing: p ;rticu lar lan gu ages, cogn itive and social psychology, ed ucation al psychology, 

m ulticultural ed u catio n , b ilingual ed u cation , ed ucation al m easurem en t, health 

adrn in stration , in ad d itio n  to lin gu istics, applied  lin gu istics, and  socio lin gu istics. 

In sun, the app lied  linguist has to have a b ro ad  expo su re to all the social sciences. 

O f  coirse, because the com m o n  elem ent is language, the applied  linguist ought to 

be wel gro u n d ed  in lin gu istics, psycho- and n euro lin gu istics, and socio lin gu istics, 

inducing literacy, in d iv id u a l b ilingu a lism , an d  societal m u ltilin gu alism . A nd  all 

a p fiie J lin gu ists m ust be h igh ly  com p u ter literate and able to deal w ith  statistical 

dati.
With respect to the train in g ot incip ient applied  linguists, a cu rricu lum  

g ro jn ie d  in lingu istics and  its vario u s hyphenated su bcom pon ents should  be con- 

sid ireJ basic. B eyo nd  that, perhaps a w ide variety  o f  academ ic m in ors ought to be 

avaladle, or, alternatively, jo in t degrees in applied  linguistics and any o f  the fields 

m eitb n ed  above ought to be p ossib le, assum in g that bureaucratic  obstacles can be 

ovirccm e. “ W hile these dem an d s on new  students m ay seem  d aun ting, they are 

prcbaily  n o  m ore d em an din g  than new  and increasing expectations in other disci- 

p liies It is an excitin g  tim e to be an applied  linguist, and also an excitin g tim e to 

become o n e” (K ap lan  and G rab e, 2 0 0 0 :16 ) .

T ie  con trib u tion s to this vo lu m e w ill, I hope, explicate and dem on strate the 

briad:h o f  applied  linguistics and  the depth o f  know ledge required  o f  one w ho 

asjires to  practice th is d iscip line in the real w orld . A lthough the field is diverse and 

m iltiJisc ip lin ary , it need not be thought o f  as Balkanized. A lth o ugh  there is no



X P R E F A C E  TO T H E  F I R S T  E D I T I O N

u n ifyin g  p arad igm  yet, it is likely that on e m ay evolve in the future. W hat is unlikely, 

how ever, is that applied  linguistics and au to n o m o u s linguistics w ill m erge  into a 

single enterprise. T h at is so  because the tw o activities take quite d istin ct v iew s o f  

language: For the au to n o m ou s lin guist, lan guage is se lf-co n ta in ed  an d  independen t 

o f  hum an use, w hereas fo r the app lied  lin gu ist lan guage m ust be con sid ered  in the 

context o f  its uses and  users.

P r o c e d u r a l  N o t e s

Each o f  the con trib u tion s to this vo lu m e m ay be taken as a com plete , freestand ing 

discussion. Each is prin ted  w ith  its ow n  end notes ( i f  an y  are u sed), b u t the refer

ence lists are com piled  into one single alphabetical list at the en d  o f  the volum e. 

T h is com pilation  o f  references is provid ed  in p art to elim in ate d u p lica tio n , but in 

part also to give a sense o f  the scope o f  the field , o f  the key p layers, an d  o f  the d isc i

p lin ary  history. T h ere is also an ind ex at the end  o f  the vo lu m e, as w e ll as a b rie f 

b io graph ical listing o f  the con trib u tors. T h e  b io graph ic  entries w ere w ritten  by the 

con trib utors. Each en try  p rovid es an e-m ail address at w hich the a u th o r can be 

contacted. A side from  these features, the approach  is in ten tion ally  con servative , 

o fferin g  n o special features and deliberately  avo id in g  cross-reference am o n g  the 

contrib utions. Readers are invited to contact the ed itor o r  the m em b ers o f  the e d i

torial w ith  questions or com m ents.

R ob ert B. K aplan 

Port A ngeles, W ashington  

N o vem b er 2000
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Ev k y academ ic d isc ip lin e  m ust, from  tim e to tim e, reflect on its orig in s, its history, 

and it; conflicts in o rd er to understand its id entity  and its objectives. It appears, 

hovev;r, that the field  o f  app lied  linguistics has entered a  phase that m ight be called 

the ‘second co m in g  o f  the Encyclopedists.”  T h e  orig inal En cyclopedists were the 

paricipants in the creation  o f  L'Encyclopédie, produced  betw een 1751 and 1776, 

dirct<d by D enis D idero t (17 13 -17 8 4 ) and Jean Le Rond D ’A lem bert ( 17 17 -17 8 3), in 

35 « lim e s , w ith  essays that were said to be m arked by love o f  truth and contem pt 

for.uperstition , em b o d y in g  the philosoph ica l spirit o f  the eighteenth cen tu ry  and  

attempting to g ive  a rational explan ation  o f  the universe— a notion that m ay have 

seeneJ perfectly  p lau sib le  in the m idd le o f  the eighteenth cen tury but that m ust 

appar, from  the van tage point o f  the early  tw enty-first century, as som ew hat arro- 

gan— even the title (s im p ly  “ T he Encyclopedia,” as i f  there w ere no other) is a bit 

ove the top. (T h e relation  between the tw o eras is m ore fu lly  d eveloped  in Kaplan, 

2019b )

The task im p lied  in the first sentence o f  this preface is actually  quite im possib le 

beause applied  lin gu istics is “ a d iverse d iscip line w ith m an y scholarly  areas incor- 

poated into the m ain stream ” (G ass and  M ak on i, 2004: 1). T h is second edition  o f  

Th Oxford Handbook o f Applied Linguistic, like its predecessor, aim s to acquaint the 

realer with a range o f  perspectives that w ill allow  the reader to understand how  

resarchers across this w id e-ran g in g  field approach  variou s issues that attem pt to 

sole real-w orld  p rob lem s in som e w ay im plicating language. T h is  vo lu m e is not 
intnded to represent all areas o f  applied  linguistics, n or is it intended to cover the 

en re g lobal geography, n or is it intended to review  w ork  relevant to all the w o rld ’s 
laquages.

The o rgan izin g  prin cip les that u n derlie  the first ed ition  w ere sum m arized  in 

th p reface  to that vo lu m e. In term s o f  organization , little has changed. T he distri- 

b iio n  o f  scholars b y  co u n try  o f  residence and by gender for this ed ition  is show n 

in ab le  II.

T he em phasis in this revision  is (1)  ad d in g  chapters intended to introduce som e 

aras that have rap id ly  entered the field and were not represented in the p rio r 

vo im e and (2) d eleting others in w hich there has been lim ited  activity  d u rin g  the 

im rven ing years. For the existin g chapters, authors w ere asked to update their ref- 

em ce lists and to add representative new  citations; in addition , they w ere asked to 

ufiate their texts to  sh ow  im p ortan t n ew  developm en ts over the years since the 

pulication  o f  the first ed ition  and (b riefly) to  indicate w here they think the area 

my n o w  be m ovin g.


