
'text ol spt.tth Nesent..l u! the:fitst ACTFL CaL
potut? SPohlrf co| | t ibut or Mastet Lactu/e senes

.hure 7, 1t85, at Mddni atl Pubhshnl': Conlpanr,

rn Lewis C!troll\ T'rot8l the Lookiks Glass,
Hunrpty Dudply rells ,\lice thal, Whcn ,I use a
\vo.d, iL means jLrn rhar I .hoose it lo Dean-nerther
nrorc nor les." In forcjgnlanguace pedagogyi one
r.nn rhaL ere4onc uscs is 'g.anntar. i i  Yct ,  a5 one
reads the p.ofessional  l i lerature and at tends
{orkshops and confercnces, it becomes clear rhar
llrhough lhe tcrnr "gramdaf ' js iicquentlydiscus
cd or Nrnren abour. rhe dernnrgs thal lreascribed to

Thcrc isa! d uch dcli niional diversily i! the area
ofshlr  a g.amnar is aslhcreis inwhat agram' iar
does. Sonre deline "Crammaf' as only morphology
ard lyntax, to the e\clusion of olher elements nr a
hreuislic slsten. U.der dris dciinition, dre Enelish
fonn rable" tie\udably rould not cone out of the
''gramrna. otEnglish, allhough lhe form "tables"
*or rld, Orhe6 u ndcrstand "erdmar" moreb.oadly,
i .  c, ,  a\ .ny coDslraint  on the co occurence or
disrriburnh ol ary kiids ol linsuislic forms. Fo.
rhcsc, Lbe ia.r that nativc Enrlish words may begin
wirhr l tseqtrenc./srrv /butnol t r i th/*sr1\L/ isas
Nrch a sranlnalicaloLrservaLion as is drc ilct thaL
delnriLe arriclcs lnd lo\lesive adjeclives are in
roniplenienrary disrriburion {e.g., "thcbook" or "his
book, ' bul nol "the his book"). Thc "Slan.lard
Thcory" te l ls  us lhar a g. !mnar charactc. izcs
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Lhe in l r insrc codpelence o1 an id.al l /ed

speakd/hearc.ofa lansurge, and rccouDrs i(n con

ditions on scllloirnedncss by p'o!idnrg an underly
jrg slrudural descriplioD for lhe inlitit.lv man!

scntences in Ihat languagc. I. such a systen', .rol
pholosy as such is nor cven one oflhc nrajor con
ponents, beingdilided up betscen the lexlcon rnd the

syrtax.OntheoLherhaDd,scmanLicsboDeol lhe a_
jor compnerls (Chomsk!. , l). rrom a fdagogical

roinr of  v iew, Krashen sccs "gra mar ' i  as

synonymouswirh "consciouslcannDg, $hichhchis

def i red as "corscio!s kno$lcdsc oi  a sccond

language, knoriig rhe rules, b.ing aware ol thed,

aDd benrsablelo taui abour drenr" (6, f. l0). Hisgs

has defined cranrnrar as "a stslcm 1r conveflDg

neanirs h1o language" (2).

The precedinC paraeraph ptrhaps ac.ounrs lor

bolh the lonetviry and acimony ofrhe prolession'\

debare over rhe de of  "eramnu '  in forc ien

laneuacc tcaching. One nccd not look far in lhc r.o-
fesional 1i1*alure or in lorcign'language tcxlbooks

to find muluall! exclusi!c posiLions nakcd our over

this ve.yissue. f he purpo5e of this p.pcr is t(r recon

cile the dichotomy thar many 11.d bel*ccn tda.hng

for conmunicarion" and "tcachine granlrar." I

argue thal such adicholomyjs mucb nore rmae'n..1

than rcal and is calsed in la.scheasure bt conc..r

ed proless;onals rstrs rl. v,t?. $ords in discusi,rg

dreir vic*s and perspecliles while inplicillyaJiisnrtr'

thert.listin.t nednines.l\'thi\ is iided lhcca5e, iL n

no wonder Lhat misundc.nandiigs havc ari\cn and

The basic astrnrplion of this papcr i5 thar il1

foreisn larcuagc (eacheB sharc thc soalolb.lpils
sLudents to bccome su..e$fu1 communi.atol s in nrcr
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