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"The Communicatl fve Approach™ Ik a lashiovnahle tovm in foreign angusge
teaching today. Howewer, while most teachers are acquainted with the term
amd are sware of many of its olassroom implications, not 2ll will feel that
they have sulFiciunt knowledge of the theopet ical background ta the develap-
ment af Lhe communicotive movemenl to be ahle to part feipete fully in the
contimming procens of debate and evaluation. For thuse who ape internsted
in nlacing recent developments in a wider context and in exaemining the under-
lying theories and Arguments, thisz hook offers an introduetion. In the words .
of Lhe editops:

1T attempls tu nollees Bany ol the Important papers

in the Field... I is hoped that through these papora

it will be pussibln to trace rhe mejor linguisric
influences on longuage teaching from theory throngh

ln practice) applicalion in syllabug design and Leachlng
materialz,

The wolume i divided fne=a lour seetions, each accempaniod by a shurt
intruduection by the wditors. Thesze sections ame:  The Linguiatic Hackgrownsd,
The Background to Teaching, Applicatiuns and Techiniques, and Nethodalog inal
Perspectives, There is alma an appendix rcontaining examples ol commercially
pruduced teaching materials,

QL the papers thel ave included, mnst ape Clavnics in the fleld,in 1hat
they represent the Introduntion of contral themas aud theuriez in the 1ite-
mehire of communicative language teaching, or else deguribe early attempls
to apply thesn theories. The inclusion of Lurne spenially written pepers in
explained by the editors in repms of Lhe book's aims 1u cover the full theory-
Lo practice spectmm. The twn Tinal papevs, writlen By the editoru, go beyond
thiz, in fact, and make uexplicit a position which is implicit in the stricture
and organization ol this velume.  That iz that, in Lhe wopds ol Brumlit: "The
Bost lasting dmpact ol the "eomunicative" movement in Language Teaching nmay
Lie more in o revernal of traditional mzthodolopical emphases (han in a veor-
fanisation of sy llabuz objectivis."

The firur section ix prefaced hy an intreduetlon which points out the -
allelisn in recent developments in linguislios and Language teaching, the
1atesl of which hag bueen the parallel "reaction agningl the view ol language
2% a4 zel of structurez... a reaction towerdzs a view of language a5 cunmunic.-
tion, a view in which Mmeaning and the uses to which language 12 put play a
central parm™. Thiz shift s exempliliod in the extracts which follow, taken
from pagera Ly 1,H. Hymes: On Communicative Competence, and M,4.K. Halliday:
Towandz a fSecivlagical Semantics. Hymes argues for o redefinition of the
Chemekion notion of conpetence in onder ta take account of zocionullura)
lactors. He alaine thal gramma=<cal competence is merely = parl of o wider




communicative competence and it i3 here that he makes his much-guoled state
ment that, "there are rules ol use without which the rules of prummar would
be wseless." Halliday in his paper defines language as "meaning polential”
and places the use of language firmly within Lhe Leamework of sonial hehav-
four in generzl, The bull of the extruacl piven here is devoted to the entab-
1ishing of a "zemantic network”. Thal i an aceeunt of the range ol meaning
porentials in a given situation which "relate upwerds.. Lo categories of
some general soclal Lheory or themry of behaviour, and downwandz to the
categories of linguiatic farm ar the stratum ol grammar." As the edilore
polnt oUT, it in in thin dowuws=rd relation that the link with language teaching
becomes clear,

The content of this sectlon, then, ia hoth interesling and relevant. A
welcome additinn, however, would Le a zample of wark on Speech Acls and the
m-l..Lcd nolious of Locutionary and illocuticaary lorce. ‘Thiz is an ominsion
which g Lelt within the context nf this volume, a3 sevena) subseguent papers
assume an acguaintonce willh Lhese concepts.

The second gectiom lonks at some ol the dizcuzzions of the punsible ap-
plicationa of lingnintic Inmighls lo language teaching amd Lo syllabuz dexign
in particolar.  The section heading could, perhaps, be a Littie more axplicil

n thic polnt., With one exoeptinn, menlioned below, the editors’ Introduc-
tion dues a good joh af pnrting theue papurs in context, peinting out Lhedir
hiztoriasl impact und repercuszicns, and also supgesliug Lhe possibility of
recoasideralions in the Light of suhnpquent research and expericnon.

The section opens with twa papers by Henry Widdowson. [n the first
Directionsg in the Tearhing of Discourse, Widdowsen argues for the .Lutv"ﬁo
ration of dincourse analysiz Into language teaching., A large part of the
paper is taken up with the definitiom of the term during which he invekes and
explaing the by-now classin distinclivas between text amd dincouwrze, cohesion
and celiersaee,  In the zecond paper, The Deep Strueture of Discourse and the
Use of Tranzlation, he dislinguizhez three levels of egquivalenee between
languagns:  Sleuclural, semantic and pragmatic and, in speaking of the last
Lwo, makes appeai To the notion ol universals. Ife gues un Lo claim that:

Sclenlilic dfscourse expressed thraugh one lTunguage,
for example, ix likely to be closer semanlically and

= pragmatically Lu scientifie dizcoursie expressed in
anulher than to diffarent areas of dizconrse expressed
in the same languape.

Thiz, of ruurse, iz uvne of the guiding ideas of the Fnglish for Special
Purposes argument. Tt would huve been helpful, therelore, 1L in their infro-
duction the editor: had poluled out more "pomh.(.allv hew Widdowson's claim
relate 1n TRP und Lo subsequent developments in materials production.  Many
of the ISP argumenta are heing queslioned theze days but, as the editor:
themselves painT aut, "...dissatizlaction eannot Le expressed clearly...
unless an naders L.z.xd.u.e. of the original arguments has bheen achleved."

The =eation conlinues with a paper by Christepher tandlin in which he
stresges the inappreprincy of descriplive, sentence-based greumars for
pedagopical purpuses aud argues the case for Lhe corganization of pedagogical
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language malerinls on a communicalive basis. Tt concludes wilh Lwo paperz

by 0.A. Wilkins which follow appropristely on the heelz of Candlin's argument.
In Lhe firat, Grammatical Structural and Notivnal Syllabuses, Wiltking ollers
Whal the editers call " Lhe slamdand oppesition to grammatical syllabuzesz."

He concludes by sugmesting a possible frameworic for a notional syllabus bazed
on two gets ol categories: notions amd communicatrive functiens. In a4 s=econd
paper he discusses the production ol such o syllshuz for a specilic crash-
course situation.

The third seclion aimz o give examples of how some of the previously
discussed Tdeas have Lewen implemented.  Thus & peper by J.T.M. Trim delines
The language teaching situation in Turope with reference to lmportant socie
cultural facters and an article by J.A. van Tk exemplifiez the nexl step.
Here he atarts lrom o disgnosiz of behavivural ohjretives in order 10 arrive
al « upecification of potential linguiatic realisalions.

Toportant though Lhase paper: are, the fssues are not tharoughly ex-
plored. We have taken a siep into the area ol needs analysisn and it wonld
therefore seem approprinte either to lovk al further cxmmples of work ifn the
field or, at least, Lo define iTs scope more explicilly in the introduction.
Particularly, thore i3 2 need for a presentation of zcme of Lhe theoretienl
discussion lnvulved in the establisiment of the parimerera of such analysis.
(Rickhierich, Munby, Mackay.)

The nexL erticle by J.P.3. Allen and M.0. Widdewson, Teaching Lhe Com-
umpicalive Use of English, deals with the praclivel aspects of the application
of communicative theories vl Langusge Teaching te the production of language
teaching antarials. They provide samples ol malerials switable for studenls
of Fngiish for sclence and technology. Oue puinl that deas lack an echo i
at opposite corner, though, is their argument in favewr of Lhe une of zpe
cially compesad texts; there iz o slrong mavement in Language Lezching which
advocates Lhe use of authentic materlials.

In the 1ast paper ol Lhis seation Keith Marrow discusses Lhe implicationsz
of commmicalive Lesting in teyme of current concepts of validity and relia-
Bility. He argues [ur the use of performance-based tests and ourlines Cus=
sible volution: ta vhe problen of extrapolation and assessment inbercnt in
such tests, This is a polemic paper, as he points out, and doubtless Lherw
iy more "hlond to be gpill yer. ™

Seclion four openz with two classic papers advacating the reduction ol
Leacher involvement in the alasaroom.  Leonard Newmark weitos against the
slrectumilint and contrastive-analysis schools of language Leachiing and warns
that abstraclion of students fram the cealexl in which the language 32 uzed
can eonstitute serious interference with the language learning process.” At
this poiul a paper on zome aspecl ol Tnterlanguage theary (Carder, Selinker?)
would have provided a nseful illustration of hnw thisz view haz heen devel-
opl. Tn fact we move lmmediately to a more pragmatic level wilh Richard
Alluprdghl's paper which describes n detail a remedial cause mm at the Univer-
ity of Hazex where = "minimal language teaching slrelegy™ is actually put

inlu aclion.

The laat two papers by the editors as we have vbuerved ahove, state the
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case for payiug greater atlLeation to methodnlogical considerat lonx. Beumfit,
with arguments similar to Lhose expressed in Iuterlanguage theory and "mini-
mal language taaching zlrategy”, advocates the uzse of a lleency-based rather
than an accuracy hased syllabus. [Me claime that the diffivulty of aprcifying
such a syllabus may not be as greal as it appoars but restricts himuell here
o a very general autline of a pussible approacih. Keith Jahnuon, reviewing
the f£1813, distinguishes two possible appruaches To teaching:

In a synthetie approach the teacher isolates and orders the
forms of the linguiatie system, gystematically presents them
te Lhe student eme by one and thus fnerementally builds up
language compotence. Lo analytic Leaching iv is the student
who dors the analysiz from data presented to him ia the form
of nalural chunks.

wWhile agreeing thal ztructural syllabuses are to be assovialed with the
first approach he gueries whether notivnal syllabuses automatically qualify
For assoniation Wwith the zecend as the questinn ol methodology remsins a
geparate concern. The paper concludes with suggestions lor the devalopmenl
of a communicative melhodology which pose task oriented leaching as a wine
qua nom.

Many queation: ure ralged here and vne hopes that readers will have
acquired nufficical lulormation to feel encouraged Lu weligh the issues them-
selves.

& final word on Lhe appendix: This would e a uselul teaching tool lor
a training coursze where the materials ecould be submitTed for dizcuszion aml
evaluastion. It is Aiffirull, In fact, to see their relevauce cutside the
possibility of such discussion, as thelpr respective communicative properties
are variable.

In conclusion, the value of the hook =5 & eollection of zeminial papers
s Indisputabic. he Lact that it galhers in ene volume works from & variety
£ mources makes it A useful pelerence for Lhose with knowledge of the innues
incussed, a2 well as an introduetrian for Lhose who are 2w Ta the Flield.

Susan MNaingay
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