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Understanding Second Language Acquisition by Lourdes Ortega

Mohan, B., & Beckett, G. H. (2003). A functional approach to research on content-based language learning: Recasts in causal explanations. The Modern Language Journal, 87, 421-432.

Theoretical framework:

· CBLL=Content-based Language Learning.

· SFL=Systemic functional linguistics (Hallidayan linguistics).
Context:

University content-based class, Japanese students doing ESL (TOEFL app. 550), project presentation on human brain, T-S sequences in which recasts involving cause-effect discourse occur (“negotiation around causal explanations about the brain” p. 424).

Philosophical premises & argument of paper:

(1) FonF views of language development may not apply to all educational contexts. Specifically, it doesn’t work well in CBLL minority language development, where L2 is the medium of instruction, discourse reflects advanced capacities for meaning making, and learning content is the primary goal.

(2) Fundamental difference posited between k-12 ESL populations and French immersion populations in Canada (p. 422)… Assertion that for French immersion students, “access to educational content programs throughout their school career does not depend solely on progress in their second language.” The reason is only hinted at, not explicitly presented as a reason: “[they] will not lose their first language” (p. 422), whereas k-12 ESL students “are seldom taught school subject matter through their first language” (p. 422). Note: Remember that in immersion there is always some percentage of the instructional day time devoted to L1 English (and this percentage increases gradually in the Canadian French immersion curriculum).

(3) Central importance of advanced language capacities in CBLL and for k-12 ESL populations: “The study of the nature and development of ESL as a medium of school learning […] must deal with questions of advanced literacy and oracy appropriate to senior levels of high school for native-speaking students, questions such as the control of register […] or of literate expression […]” (p. 423).

(4) IMPROVEMENT RECASTS( Negotiation sequences in content-based instruction among advanced-level speakers entail more of a negotiation of discourse, semantics, and meaning making than any kind of single/local rule correction. They are a fundamental site of learning ignored by the FonF framework.
(5) SFL ideal to respond to (1) through (4).

Table 1. Comparison & contrast between FonF and SFL

	
	FonF
	SFL

	Language
	“a system of rules”
	“a resource for meaning”

	Grammar
	model of rule system
	“model of discourse in context”

	Language use
	“a matter of form or meaning”
	“a process of relating form and meaning”

	Advancedness
	Accurate-complex-fluent production
	“Non-congruent and lexically and grammatically compact discourse”

	Research focus
	development of language (i.e., grammar)
	“development of academic discourse”

	Learning
	“making a transition from errors in rules to the correct forms of rules”
	“expanding resources for meaning and meaning potential” 

	Development
	Moving from interlanguage to targetlike choices; e.g.,

U-shaped behavior (memory based –ed & irregular past >> rule application overgeneralized “goed”/”wented”) >> retreat from overgeneralization and targetlike, rule-based performance –ed & irregular past


	Moving from congruent into noncongruent or “grammatically metaphorical” discourse choices

Hallidayan “grammatical metaphor”:

Congruent grammar-meaning mapping >> Noncongruent or metaphorical grammar-meaning mapping; e.g.

[Cause]( Conjunctions (because, due to) >> verbs (causes, leads to, results in) >> nouns (the cause)

	Recast
	“corrects grammar”

grammatical reformulation
	“edits discourse”

semantic paraphrase


Note. The text in quotation marks has been taken and adapted from Mohan & Becket (2003)
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