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New French: A Pedagogical Crisis
in the Making 
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JOHN tr, JOSEPH
Uniws;q of Marykn,l

r\t RrnEN /spox E N / M o DE{N / N
spectrvc, jo.erg. language pedagogy has stown
anarng conusten cy over rhe tast thirty years,
utr every major devetopment favoriDg the
promot'on ol speaking abitiry and listening
comp.ehcnson ro a hrel at leasi equat wirh that
ol wnrlng and rcading. This evotution is ticd
to b.oadef sociolosicat changes in the Ameri
can educational system: concern with lbitowine
a raditional curriculuh and insuring thai
gaduates cxhibit the hallmarks ofaccession to
a higho social class have dven way to a new
pragmaxsm and a sensirivity to other.uhures.
As oppoftuniries for travel have spread froh
oeupper to rhe middle classes, the notion rhar
langxage nudy might altow students io jnter-
aa face-to-face with members ofa foreign cul-
lure-a kind of interaction prinarily dependenr
upon spoken, nor wrjtteD, langxage ability_
has become commonplacc.

Ixnhono'r ,  i r  \  widrt \  held in peddgogral
orchs rhaL, whi le srcond t :ngraee atquis i r ron
cannot directly reproduce the ;dcai patterns of
IrBl-tanguage acquisition, neithcr shoutd it run
munrer ro them From rhe mosr pflmiolc audtu
hnglal  mrthodolog) rhrough the.N urat ,  ap
prcad ol  Krashen. Tcrr< ,  er  at . .  rhcre ,s
underlying faith in a seqlence wnich lets rhe
rcarner acqure spoken language structures
belbrc transfe.ring them 10 writing,.just as rhe
Mtive speakins child does.

,  
But inrreayd rmpharis on spokcn lang!age

nas rnvorved morr rhrn disengaging rhe hand
ald €ye in favor ofthe mouth and ea.. Wrjffcn

spoken lansuaees thcmsetves a.e never
id€ntical. The naturc ofwrirren language is to
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b" .onservar i , . .  \ in,  r  onF or rhr Jun, r ions u,
qr i r ine iq r tun.mis" ion d ro- r :me (sppJorpl , ,
l0 $2.1, .  In exrrcm. , ; . . , - " , -* .  ,  

""e=soocrv hdv ehpto) ,eparare ldngu.ge: in w, i  -
rng and speaking. This condition is known as
diglossiaj.it exisredthrcughoutEurope durins
rhe Viddle Aers.  qhen hr i rpn Ld, in .o"r ,sre-
with spoken verndrr lar , .  some.to.el '  rerarpd

'o. t  
/e.S. l r r ,hr . ,omediqranr i \  re ldrpd I  S

un.elared (e.g. Hungarian)
(see !erguson, Britto).

Diqlossid (onunue. ro errs,  in mu, h of  rhr
qor ld In H. i , , .  for  rxampte. r rcn.h is rh"
norm"l  l .nqlage oiur i r ing and lo,mat tun,
'ons.  Hairzn Crrotp.  thF no,m.,  spotrn rer
nacurarj rs by every measure a distincr lan
s! igr .  Crcolc is prosressi \ r tv usurping iun.
r ,ondt sphFres t iom F,cn,h,  iL.r  as f . .n, l
I  surped rhem ,  entur ie5 ago from L"r in.  Dr
glossas are thus .,Darivizcd., 

and undone
In every counry ofthe Francophone world

Standard Fremh is tn competition for func-
tronar spheres, either wirh indigenous lan-
guases (Wolof in Senegat, Basque in south_
western France), with other ex-cotoniai lan
suases (Enslish in euebec, Enslish and Arabi.
rn Lebanon), or with French diatecrs other than
the Metropol i ran Standard (  q, . rp i .oL n
quebcc. l i%,6 inJe6ey). ,  FaI ins inro rhe last
category I the currenr lin8xisric situarion of
France itself. Consider rhe foltowing pairs of

(1a) C'.st qlo; cdz
(1b) Qr^he qu czta?
(2a) Toi tu 

"tni 
d,an?

(2b) Dbt) t;x*tl?

(3a) Qa nik chi aue Fiat?
(3b) En c. que .. e F;at cank ch*?
(4^) P;,r, i t-aine pd, Mane?
(+b) Pieft ahitue I it pas Mari,?
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Mosi pcople would agree that we arc not deal_

ins witb two scparate languagcs herc, bui with

rw; diale.ts olone samc lansuase, sp.cificallv

the standard dialecl and a socially marked

variant. lor thc linguist, the situahon rs very

familia.: thc (a) torms reprcsent rhe curcnt

siate of evolution, while the (b) Ibrms rePre_

senr a prior state which has bcen fossilized

rhrough rhe institution ol the srandard laD_

guage. The linguist also knows tha1, barring

any sudden uphcaval in the historical course

olWestern civilization, rhe (a) forms wilL even-

tually replace the (b) forms with;n the standard

language.
According to one linguistic theory. the patrs

ofqucstions may already indicate a subslantial
crn,.tl,ral diffe.ence that could fiealc a raior

linguisti. schism in the near future. with Mod

ern French giving way ro a stage which we mav

tentatively tcrm "New French "'zln fie 1q60s,

l insuists(notablyGreenbers).eal ized that the

orderins of subjcct (S), objecr (o), and lerb

(V) ls perhaps rhe ctu.ial dete.minins param-

ete.  ofa language's s l ructure l fa languagehas
VO order, for example, we .an Predict that it

*ill also have prepositions and Prefixed inllec'
, : , .n hh:,  t l reuac",s rhovord-r  s i l lh i \ -

p^{po.,r  .n.  Jnd \Lm\Fd 
'nfP 

r ior"  Wh'a rh"

Romance languages broke out olthe prelerrcd

SOV o.der of Latin ( Pd& Lus Matian anat "Parl
ro\ .  '  M 

' r )  r  rnd d.r .  op.d r \e SVO or. l '

shich they exhibit today ( Paul a;ne Matt)' rh;s
'ypol ,  qr '  - l  .h"ncP pi  o\  'J"J d l - - rPhiror i 'd l

t t  |  .  |n paLtr  . ,ud,pa ,p, /  (SOV\ wa h"

r 'u,m. l  "ar  
n l  'dr :nc Pdul  lo\"  VrN "r '

.oulJ,op.,"1, / .  MJr)  d '  r \ '  ncw or surpr is

ins inlormation conveyed in rhe senrencc by

u.:nq sVO ord-r  Pauu. anat Vo'ao P ul

loves Ma"." This. accofdins ro Vennenann'

was the sourcc ol the Pattern wh;ch would latcr

becoDe normal. Similarly, in .u.rent spoken

Frcnch, one can make Paul the topi. of P4,/

dN r4a, iby. .  )  nq Pau \dtvUaF'r  0 ' -

,,lrdli., Par1. To distinguish the two tvpes, with
,n,  qubi  

'  |  ,ppo.rd or Poqpoi .L l  tu rh 
"-  

ra l

cLause. thc fi.st is called "toPic" and the secon'l

"aniitopic" (see Lambrecht)
An rnnLrn, iJ l  ' \ roo 

,  nul . i r r rd : .  Ih '  lo?n'

(see cspecially Harris) holds that the ant'top'c
.r  

- , ,ur-  
|  Fpt. . -nr \  'he 

"  
r""P nrh'derPl

ol ,nPn'  o l  FrPni  h ro\drd "  n w V\ 
' 'o^ 

oq\

the lcxical subiect, Pa"l follows the vcrb' while

/ . /  /a
Ul()v r '  !

John E JaePh

the prodoun il is reduced to the status ol an

inlectional marker, just like the 'l ofLaiin droL

Let us look at the word o.der of the ans$ers

ro quest;ons (1) throush (4) above:3

oa)c:M:!p

v os
(.1b ) C'en umol.

SV O

(2t) J'!;M de Nary nai.

VOS

(2b) Je tie$ k Nanc)

sv o
(3a) NzL, tmitte P6 6hn td

V OS

(3b') Non, .!b ne ni,k PB th'

svo
(+a') Non, i L'dekste lu;

ov s
(+b') Nan, iL k kste.

SO V

If this is ihe case, il there really is a typo'

logical quantun leap between ihe dialccis in

qu€stion, then thejr schism into separate lan_

guages is not only inevitable but fairly close al

h^nd on thc histolical scale. We would then be

d; r ine!  shrnS no-mP'dy bPrq+n -MadPrn-

ard "New" French, bui betwcen svstems so cl'l-

leRn.,ha'  c nJmP or\Fr rhdn Frn h wou'(

better fit the emelging lansuage *

Bur $h. 'h or nor F, .n h i '  n rhe 'a 
l '

srages ofcstablishiDg a VS oder, the structural

eap bprq-p.  rhc rrnda d d; l t . t  -nd 
qha

mo{ "du,,  -d u,br.  p.oPl.  cpFdr 'n mon 
'  

r_

,  ums'"n " .  is  '  on. id.rabl)  wid" '  'hrn 
for  anv

other najor Eulopcan language Even if
.  d, ,"us t  q l i "h d,al .a '  are muru" l lv  i r '  om

nrqh.n" 'or" ,  rn.r  "how " fundamenrd .rru(

i , - r  o ' .^ tonr , \P : rmP m") bP \a.d ol

Spani .h,  C.rm.n.  I  J i "n Ru$idn Porru-

qapr.  l r  ronr ol  Inrse l ,ne kqe'  is  I ' rP l iv ing

L..e ol  rhp . randaro di" l 'c t  -hr .d eTd b'

.hanges of this order'

changet Well Undcmax wid I
N€w French Forns nGqu.n.

5) Elimiturion of ,,r/,r,.ar
6) Loss of imp.rbnat ,r i. so;

Ja tunsi / it j a dtt tobl
7) Phoneti. redudion ortubjr

au / it(, !mt4d) - i patt (

3) Us€ of cerain p.cpo.itionr

9) Exrcnsi.n of poss$1ve.irta

@luse in Earry Stager, wirh l

l!) C€ne.alization ofgu a retd

. robt td - h: alatu qu joht

The unusualy conserva
French has reDder€d tl

. Though it has s€er
ustrnent to le bon 6ag, o)
ts (notabty und€r ch€ a
seveDteenth century),
€merging N€w Frcnch

r,.i r.i" *" .r .
at :protectjng, rh

that &e distance fror

Pedagastal Crin ;a Fl

Thc host satieot str
French are the followir
brechtr 6-7i Barnes: :

Changcs N€arly C.mpt.rcd

l) I-os olsp.cial inrcrcgad

2) Replaccnenr or,,6 by,

3) CencEiizarion or,a 6 in
ck nc ptuit - ,a nz ptoi!

4) Rcpla.emenr or .cnai. n
lyri. totms.6 il atia - it
oniru - it uu1 Mird -

. and inevitabty resrn
zl-r .e. ,  dead- lan!
tunctional spheres bi

that is oniy besiff
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Th€ most salient stuctural chanses in New
French are the lollowing (adapted from Lam'
brecht: 6-7; Barnes: 3-4):

changes Neaiy Comple'ed in N(- F rnch
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The Pedaeogical Dileftna. Language teachers
kDow that students, in interacting with their
FreDch-sp€aking peers, will be expos€d to far
mole type (a) thantype (b) questions- In fact, if
a type (b) question is ever addressed to them
orally, it willbe in th€ sortofformal or artificial
situation whi.h the average stud€nt rarely en-
counters. On the otherhand, the teacher knows
that in such a situation the student who poses
a type (a) instead of a type (b) question hay
well receive a negative social judgnent. The
object of Anericu €ducation has decidedly
neverb€€n to place students into a lower social
clas than th€ one in which they originate.

This is ttle cisis at hmd: a foreign ldguage
pedagogy moving steadily in the direction of
oral proficiency md cultural openness encoun
ters a spoken lmguage which is the bun ofcul
tu.al prejudice, pe*aps even more mong
Aneri.an t€achers of French than among the
gen€ral educated French population.

As the chasm between Modern and New
French widens, we shall be forced to choose
from among the fo)lowing options. (A) repre-
sents th€ status quo. (B) and (c) involve a
change of either language focus or pedasosi'
cal ori€Dtation. (D), (E), and (F) envisase
t€aching both languages, each with a pedagogy
appropriate to its functional domain-

A. Ma;nt4in the pfts'nt cau/s., an otul dpptuach
to a lanquas. @h;ch i 3t.adi\ b*aninq r,nlnbd tu
e kn @at"ns. The disadlantages ofthis option
should alr€ady be dear: it is incoDsistent with
the goalsofthe proficiency movement to sp€nd
time training students for oral ability in Stand-
ard Modern French, wh€n that is less and less
likely to be the language of nomal jnteraction

with their peers. Oral drills ofinversion ques-
rions (D'on ae' w6?) and conplex inrersion
q[estions ( Pime dbl 6t ;F ), torexanple, nore
closely resemb)e the artificial use ofclassrcom
Latin or Greek than haining in a living lan-

cuace.
B. Ma;nta;n tlv aml alptuo.h, btt dFmlhasize

Modn French ;n faoor oJ Nm F/d.h. This option
would change the linguistic focu3. The advan-
tage is a greater consistency with the goals ol
the profici€ncy movement as well as of the
natural apprcach. An importmt charact€ristic
ofany stmdard langlage is that n is never alto-
g€ther 'native" to anyone; f€atures of it must
be learned (ratherthan assimilated) in the cul-
tunl institution of €ducation Ge€ Joseph, 10

r) Los of spdial inrmgativc s.r.l orJcr. dbn i$4? -

2) Rcpla..mc.t of aolJ by oi: i

3) Gencfaiization or 4, as inpeAonar subjcd pronou.J

ala n phn-tdn pki t / r  ha tout -  ta naLout/

4) Replaccdcnt oi..rtain 5ynthcric ve.b renses by ana'

lytic tarms:. i] aniDa - d o,i|; /ilam!6a - illa

diu - il u,t anw - ;1 dait anio

5) Elinination of,,, :7 r ht, r',r Mo,i - il aiw Pd Ma,i
6) L!$ or imp€ronar ir i. sone canrd6: iuaa turya -

Jott nons6 / il ) o d6 p,ottn5 - r a d.' ttul)lrn t
7)Phondic redudionotsubjcd pronoubs: r,,J,r - rrJ

tu / itq tdn4rt) - i patt' (rt) / ra6 ouz p,a - E4uz

0) Use ofcerrain preposnions as a&erbs: i ri^ drr tou

E Exteniion ol posc$ilc ,Ja ,oit!rt d, nol th'- ta lonun

Chms€s well UndeMax witn borh the Modem Frn n hd
NN lrench Fofns lrequeni

I

d

"lvra)

:ir-

if

of

in Eany S,ag.s snh Modern F'en.h lorn

Ceneralization oi,?r as rclari"c pro ow t 
' 

,nJdnb .!xi

ir.r! h - 16.nfdrb q@.i'Mt 1 / thanm, d' gtut pa,b -

The unusually conservativ€ nature of Stand-
French has rendered the situation more dii:

. Though it has s€€n periodic phases of

(notably under the aegis of Vaugelas in
sevent€€nth century), the attitude toward
emerging New French in the last two cen-

has been one of r€trenchment. Such
at "protecting" the standard dialect

that the distance ftom its dialect bde will

to /, r,a 6aga ofa socially dominmt

, and inevitably r€sult in its becoming a

functional spheres by a Standard New
ical-i.e., dead-language, replaced in

t-hat is only beginning to em€rge.7
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stratified. What is more.
problem of language te
seeking the precise justil
introducing CAI direct

Conclu';on. French-lu
a unique crisis: the wid€
betwecn Modem Frencl
the growing exclusion o
and formal donains. T
lang!age methodology
oral and the natural wo!
motion of New French
but such a developmenl
g€ther wrongly-by ac

As the imporlance
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S1.3). As Mode.n Frcnch becomes Jestncted

tD exclusively 'tlandard' contexts 
' 

ths aspecr

ofit grows. Thereforc, attempnngto have non'

naliv€ students "assimilate" it is patently arn_

ficial.
The d; \ad!antage Lo this oPt ion is lhat  a l

rhoueh New French is on rhe r ise'  Modern

French is far tron dead, and islikelv to persist

in formal written usage through the nert cen_

tury. Universities have never seen their role 1o

be ihat ofpro<lucing illiterates in a foreign lan-

suage, so IoDg as thatlanSuage has a tradrtron

of alphabetic writing.s
C . Mainta;n the enthasn on Maddn Frdth' but

rcMt to a reading'ur;t;ne bav) nahodoLog 'fhis

choice. which shifts the pedagogjc2l orientatton.

has the advantase of being methodologicallv

cotrsist€nt. Modern French wouldbc feated as

a ciassical languase, which in tim€ it will

beLomF fur.herm^re.  b) 'on 'n 'ar ins oul

el lof ls, 'n rcddins "nd 
$, i r ine.  wc ould pro

duce outstanding proficiencv in these areas'

whi.h students could then use as abasis forde

velopjns oral skills
Bu. ior  n.rr l r  

"  
. .nrrru hF Pvolu ' ior  ot ld.n-

oree inrru r ion has gone un'"ngl)  
'n 

InF

i ' re i r ron or t i ' inq lansL"s.s.  The dcademl

,ommunir '  and rh" senerJ P^pula 'c ha\P

.omrron.oeni /etbJ thcLudvoldd' \nJld

quas.s.  whi le v, ludbh lor  
"  

humanFri '  "du
rat lon.  muy nev"r .helcss rake ce(ord PlarP rn

$e ne.d to.nabl .  our ' tLdenr\  
to (ommun'

,dre wrrr  'he, '  i  ompecA a.ross lhe Slobr
Peoplc q: l l  d lq.ys {udv \ '4od'rn Fren'h lusr

a" rh^ sudl  Old Frn.n and Ldrrr '  bur d\  rh '

l ingui ' , i . ,hange'  ou l in 'd above ron nuP In

proqrFs).  these perple rrP de\r ined ro be'  om(

I  in" l ly .  rh.  nor ion of  hui ldrnq.orr l  'k  l l '

upon wri '  re.  one) is I  ounr ' r  _ ldru dl  : r r 'e tne

.ar i ' "  l - rner p.oceFds rn rh '  oppo'r '

sequen..
D. ka h tud.rr ';aLlLortou ll to 'p'a^ \tu

Fr.nch and. uite Maddn Frenrn This is in a sense

rh( idpr l  qoal ,  s in("  i r  $ould pur t l 'P 5rudPni

in t l ' "  posi ' ion ofdoi lSJU{ qhdr rhF F'Pn'h

' ln 
r . .a ' ty ln.* . ' ' .g numbei 

"  
at"  doinq T'

is, alas, unfeasiblcr one French is as much as

most srudents can cope w;th Two at once

{ould be (ru. |  ard unu'uaF Nor i ' ' r  peda-

gogically sound, since a cosnitive ned {br se-

quenced leaning has been recogn)zed ancr gen_

A$uming then that this is not our worktng

merhodologl but ou. ultimare 8oal, what 
's 

tne

oDrimdl order ing of  tasks ro help us at tarn 
' t i

E. Tiuh studzntsltst to drite Modffi F'd'h' 
-thn

tr sbeak N.tu Ftdch This option has most ot the

advmtages and disad""ntases ol (C) above' in

cludinq the fact fiat it represents a counter

naturi order. But as Mode'n French loses

grounJ as ,  spoken language, th is rq Lhe oPt ion

most likel) to appeal ro the Amencd academr(

.ommunitv. Indeed, to a largc extcnt thrs

option is iready taking Plac. delacta \n cvrenr

,,niversitv curricula, where students recerve a

heavy dose ofNcw French iD second vear con-

versation courses (depending, or cou*e' upon

the linguistic conservatism of the instruxtot

ti seems altogether likeiv rhat @Lv rn rhe

next century-which is to say' wrthrn a Iew

vears French departments will simPly begin

io recognize in an otficial manno that the lan-

guager used rn rhe convc.satDn ind gammar

.ourses are more than carual l )  d 'vergenr '  rno

the option desctibed here will be efectively iD

olace. The esemial quesrion will then be at

qh"r  pornr to m"ke rh '  '  tosso'er '  Du' inq rh '

l rsr  r" , r  B"r" .en th '  r '  " r  dnd r 'ond vedr '

Medrwhrle.  i r r ru!r ion In h ' i r r ra ModPrn

frcn(h $, l l  hdvF ,o ,  ont inu'  r .  o 'der ro {dv'

off interference from New French

F !ra,h, ,"d. ' ,  l , r ta PNI \ 'wFat 'h th"a

n nrtre Modtn f"n,h Lr lo l loh'  l rom d l  rh '  t -

nd,  \s rhd'  harF p '" .  "dtd rhar rbis oPrion Pto-

\  ide'  ,h.  qrPd."{  '  on" isr"n '  v wnh 'he 
n ' rural

. . . , ,en.elnd oroi- '  i 'n  r  appioa'h" Unl ik '

rL i . i r  
" ' r l  

nor "om.in 'oPla 'PbvdPl;ul  
bul

" ' i i r "quir ,  
a m;noc nolur ion l  he P'oblem

ol rimjng is lhe same: how much acquBrt'on

of L2 should be attained beibrc we mpose

l€arnins ofL2%? He!e, clearlv, is a direcnon

for a naior research initialive

The crisis will persist onlv so longas a StaDd'

. ' r r l  Neu Frenh I  $ i l l  in rh '  m"krrg zn' l

Modern Fr"n,h t"rains s igni l icdnr fun'r ional

domains Du' ine th is rrasniondi  p ' r 'od Mod-

ern French cannot drop to the status or an

oDtion. On( imPorrdnr rool  holds Ptomr'e lor

feilitatjnq the intoduction ofwritten Modem

French aia nid-point in the curriolum; the

computer. lf CAr b""o-"' the domain of

$rnten Mod.rr  I  ren'  h.  r f rer  a Pedod ol  (on_

centation on sPoken New French, the change

olmedia nay help studcnts cope with the need

.o kFep r tP ,$o l inquiei '  \ )$Pmc mrnlz l ly

NOTES

I m gntclul to R3lph Tair
valuablc d is.usion and conn
sarily shrrc thc vicws &ated

'Thc r*m 'diglo$ia' G rc$
lan$agcs arc so.i.lly $ratificr
languagc arc invoivcd, wc ma
sive re.n tuperyosnion" (J

lTh.ouch mai ot (his ccnr
h^s bccn callcd b Jtunat PaPul
r','/.Gee sauvaseor. Andr6 I
,M2,4 $hi.h connotes fi. i.
Modern F.ench. whcn thd I
rch: will.dsc to bc appmpr
Lanbrc.hr (100-0r,  n.  r r ) ,

3The symbol O heft indic

'More 
fcent work ha lod

tton8. Lambrccht quo{io.r Y

cal basis lor saying that antn.
doninant over ropi. ntuctur
that subject Dronouns ar. I
ma.ke.s (a proposzl dzting I
Bam€s ca$s doubt cvcn upo,
to find cvidcncc tbat enh.r s

Barn.s, Becy K. ?r, Pt
S!.*2, Slandtrl Fmd
1935.

B.!che, H€nd Ir rarg
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stratified. What is more, it mightwell solvc the

prcblem of languase teachers who have becn

seeking the precisejustification and contexl ior

introducing CAI di.e.tly inio instruction

Cor.ld,. French-language Pedagogy laces

aunique oisis: the widening structural schism
b€tween Modern French and New French. and

the growing exclusion ofthe iormer to written

and fomal domains. Thc steady evolution of

language me$odology in the direction ol the

oral and the nalural would secm to d,ctatc Pro_
motio. of New French over Modefn French,

bu! such a development is blocked-not alto_
gerher wrongiy-by academic tfadition and

As the impoltance of Ncw lrench as a
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spoken language grows, however, we will

finally have no choice but to deal with it as an

acadcnic subject natter. The .esult is likely to

be two oppositc courses of action Studenis'

trainingwill begin cither wilh wrnten Modern
French (option E) orwith spokcn New Frcn.h
(option F), followcd by a rans;tion to the other'
(F) is favorcd by current pedagogical iheories

and orieniations, (E) byentropy. Linguists and

methodologists working i. French who concur

in the preferabihy ofoPrion (F) should beein

now to considef the struggle that lies ahead,

and to establish research programs that will
help sel the proper couse beforc entopy does

n i a i ic a I i, c,I G e e a I s o J o s. p h, rcv ol BarneO. runh(under

.uning ihc n.rion ofa rvpologi.al cycl. is evidcnce drar

spokcn l,a,in m' not havc btcn SOv as Prc",olslv suP

poscd Gee Panhun: rkoJoscph. "Inflecrion")
rThc rarrltypc is (o.siJerrblv I'is fteqncm rlian thc

'Thc lasr',,pL is, .lcounc, crde'ncly inli.qucnr 
'.

Ncw Frn.h. On rl,c evolutio ofrhc vclbal r.nscs, \..

'Nci rrcnch it approachi.g the inicrn.d'atc n{cs ol

!andard,z ion by Klo$s (r2) odcrcd lisr or.rir(ria (r

English rranslanon aDpean in n) Etaqlcna e Potn

54.1a) Irs cultur2l do' ins 2r mrnilnkl and mo*lv

popular-non inlomrarional tclcvision and rtrdio Lrcad'

.an\, rdvenncn"rrs, PoPul,. 'nusic 
and rhclcf-rhougI
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randad-langxasc narusiNcl Frdnch k,n th..aflv nas.
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sThc casc could Lo rrade rbar rl( nudcnr $hodocs nol
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olwhar irucruresarc dppropriaro in {har orcuns(a.c.s
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on Teaching and Related Professional A
ties, consisted this year of Madeleine
Therri€n, cloria Flahe.ty, Vivian
Gradys E. Sar:nders, and John underwood
The committee's citation of the award reads
"Using proficiency as tne organizing princi
Omaggiok book investigates a wide range

'ssues 'D 
second laDguage learnins. Rema

able for irs thorough documentation, irs orisi
nality of thoughr, a.d its clarity of
iion, he!timeiyvolume is a highly effective
Ibr teacher training and for

Mildenberger Prize to Omaggio

has awarded its sevenrh annual K€nn€th W
Mildenberser Pnze io Alrce C. Omaggio,  As,
so. iare Profe$or or Frencb ar ihe Unive6i tv
oflllinois, for her book ?ai ne L,"zuse n Cai-
lot. PnjLid(t, Oriat.d l6r.a/r;, (Heinje r98b).
The pr;?e, awarded for a outstandins resedch
publ;cation in the fi€ld oft€achins fo;eisn lu-
gxages and literarures, consists ofa check for
$500, an ehbo$ed c€rtificare, and a year,s
membership in the MLA.

The selectioo committee, the nembers of
which are appointed by the MLA Conmiuee


