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C R IT IC A L  A P P L I E D  L I N G U I S T I C S :  C O N C E R N S  A N D  D O M A IN S

1, I n t r o d u c t i o n

Cntical applic'd liníĩuistics is not y e l  a 
term that has wkk* currencv. W hat is 
Critical Applied Linguistics? Is i t  an 
approiich, a theor>' or a discipline? Simpiv 
put, it is a critical apprcMich to applied 
linguistics. Such an  understanding, 
however, leads to several fu r th e r  
questions: W hat is applied linguistics? 
W hat is m ean t bv V r i t i r a ĩ ’? Is critical 
applied linguistics moroly the  addition of 
a critical approach to applied l in ^ i s t i c s ?  
O r is il som ething more? These 
questions a re  still left open for different 
in terpre ta tions. W ith a view to providing 
ten ta tive  answ ers  to these  questions, 
th is  article is designed a s  a sketch of of 
w ha t is m ean t bv critical applied 
linguistics. A number of iniporlant 
concerns and (|uestion.s th a t  (’a n  bring us 
closer to an undersUinding of what is taken 
to be critical applied linpjisLics will be 
raised. These concerns have U) do with:

• The scope and  coverage of applied 
ling^aistics

• The notion of p rax is  a s  a wav of 
going bevond a dirhotonious relation 
b e tw een  th eo ry  an d  practice

Different wavs of u n d ers tan d in g  the  
notion “criticaT’

• The im portance of re la t ing  micro “ 
relations of applied linguivstics to macro - 
re lations of society

• The need  for a critical form of social 
inquiry
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• The roll* of critical theory

• Critical ap|)Hod lin^iiĩíiics a s  a 
constant questioning of assum ptions

• The imj)ort«inco of an  e lem onl of 
self  reflexivitv in critical work

• The role of ethically a rgued  
preferred fu tu res

• An undt»rstanding of critical applied 
linguistics as far  inorp lh a n  the  sum  of 
its  parts.

2. C r i t ic a l  a p p l ie d  l in g u is t ic s  c o n c e r n s

A p p l ie d  L in g u is t ic s

To s ta r t  wilh, to the  ex ten t th a t  
critical applied lingui.stics IS seen  a s  a 
critical approaoh to applied linguistics, i t  
needs to opera te  with broad view of 
applied linguistics. Applied linguistics, 
however, h a s  been a h a rd  dom ain  to 
define. The Longm an D ictionary o f  
A p p lied  L ingu istics  gives u s  two 
derỉiiilionỉ>. 'ihe  Aluiỉy Ilf M^cuuil aui\ 
f o r e i ^  l a n ^ a g e  learn ing  and te a c h in g ' 
and  “the  s tudy of language and 
linguistics in relation to practical 
probloms, such a s  lexicography, 
transla tion , speech pathoIog>% c lc / ‘ From 
th is  point of’ view. then . WP h av e  two 
different domains, the first to do with 
second or foreign language teaching  (but, 
not, signifurantlv, f irst language 
education), the  second to do with 
language • rolatod problems in various
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ar(»avS in wliich language plavs a niajor 
role. This  first version of applied 
linguistics is by and  large a result 
liistoricallv of its  em ergence from 
applying^ linguistic theory to contexts of 
s<*cond language pedagog>' in the United 
S ta te s  in the  1940s. I t is also worth 
observing th a t  th is  focus on lanỄP-ỉage 
teach ing  has also been massively 
orien ted  toward teaching  English as a 
second language. The second version is a 
rnoro recent broadening  of the field, 
a lthough  it is certa in ly  not accepted bv 
applied linguists such a s  Widdowson 
(1999), who continue to argue  th a t  
applied linguistics m ediate  between 
linguistic  theory and  languagrc^ teaching-

In addition, there  is a further 
(luestion as to w hether we a re  dealing 
w ith  t h e  app lica tion  of l ingu is tic s  to 
applied domains • w hal Widdowson 
(1980) tombed linguistics applied -  or 
w h e th e r  applied  l ingu is tics  h a s  a more 
autonom ous s ta tu s .  M arkee (1990) 
te rm ed  these th e  strong  a n d  the weak 
versions ol applied linịruisiics, 
respectively. As a B eaugrande (1997) 
anil M arkee (1990) argue, it is the  so- 
called stroníỉ version • linguistics applied
-  th a t  has  predom inaled, from the 
clnssic British trad it ion  encapsu la ted  in 
Corder*s (1973) and Widdowson’s (1980) 
work through to the  paralle l North 
A nieriran  version encapsu la ted  in the 
second ianffuage acquisition s tud ies  of 
w rite rs  such a s  K rashen (1981). 
Reversing M arkee’s (1990) labels, i 
would argue  th a t  th is  m ight be more 
usefullv seen as  the  weak version 
because it  renders  applied linguistics

little  more th a n  an  application of a 
p a ren t  dom ain  of knowledge (linguistics) 
to different contexts (mainlv language 
teaching). The applied ling^iistica th a t  
critical applied linguistics deals with, bv 
contrast, is a s trong  version m arked  by 
b read th  of coverage, interdisciplinarity , 
a n d  a degree of autonomy. From this 
point of view, applied linguistics is an 
a re a  of work th a t  deals  with language 
use  in professional setting, translation , 
speech pathology, literacy, and  language 
education; a n d  it  is not merely the 
ap p lica t io n  of lingu is tic  know ledge to 
such se ttings  bu t is a semi-autonomous 
and  in terd iscip linary  dom ain of work 
th a t  d raw s on b u t  is not dependen t on 
a reas  such a s  .sociolog>s education, 
anthropology, cu ltu ra l studies, and 
psychology. Critical applied linguistics 
adds  m any new dom ains to this.

P r a x i s

A second concern of applied 
linguistics in genoral, and one th a t  
critical applied l i n ^ i s t i c s  also needs to 
address , is th e  distinction between 
theory  and  practice. There  is often a 
problematic tendency to engage in 
applied linguistic research and 
theoriz ing and then  to suggest 
pedagogical or o ther applications th a t  
a re  not grounded in particu lar  contexts 
of practice. This is a common orientation 
in  the linguistics-applied-to-language- 
teaching  approach to applied linguistics. 
There  is also, on the  o ther hand, a 
tendency to dism iss applied linguistic 
theory a s  not abou t the  real world. Ỉ 
w a n t  to res is t  both versions of applied 
linguistics in all i t s  contexts a s  a
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constan l reciprocal relation betw een 
theory and  praclico, or preferably, as 
‘t h a t  continuous reflexive in tegra tion  of 
thought, desiro and  action soiiiCtimes 
referred to  a s  ‘praxis’ (Simon, 1992 : 49). 
Discourse analysis  is a practice th a t  
implies a theory, a s  a research  into 
second language acquisition, tran s la t io n  
a n d  teaching. Thus, we prefer to avoid 
th e  theory-intO“practice direction and  
instead  see these a s  more complexly 
in term ingled . This is why it  is possible 
to suggest th a t  critical applied 
linguistics is a w ay of th ink ing  and 
doing. a “continuous reflexive 
in teg ra tion  of thought, desire  and  
action."

B e i n g  C r i t i c a l

If the  scope and  coverage of applied 
l ingu is tic s  n eed s  carefu l conside ra tion , 
so too does the  notion w hat it m eans to 
be critical or to do critical work. A part 
from some general uses of the  te rm  such 
a s  “Don't be so c r i t ica r-  one of the  most 
common uses  is in the  sense of critical 
th ink ing  or literacy criticism. Critical 
th ink ing  is used to describe a way of 
b ring ing  more rigorous analysis  to 
problem solving or tex tual 
understnnding , a wav of developing more 
critical d istance as  it is som etim es 
called. This  form of “skilled critical 
questioning’' (Brookfield, 1987 92),
which h as  recently  gained some currency 
in applied linguistics, can be broken 
down into a se t of th ink ing  skills, a set of 
ru les  for th ink ing  th a t  can be ta u g h t  to 
s tuden ts .  Similarly, while the  sense  of 
critical read ing  in literacy criticism 
usually  adds  a n  aesthetic  d im ension of

tex tual appreciation, m anv vorsions of 
literacy crilicism havo a tlem ptod  to 
c rea te  the  sam e sort  of “critical d is ta n c e ’ 
by developing “objective* inethoiis of 
tex tua l analysis. Much work th a t  lỉí done 
in “critical th ink ing  - a site in which one 
m ight cxpect s tu d en ts  to lea rn  wavs of 
eva lua ting  the  “uses" of text and  the 
im plications of tak in g  up  one reading 
position over an o th e r  • simplv assum es 
a n  objectivist view of knowledge and 
in s tru c ts  s tu d en ts  to eva lua te  tex ts’ 
“credibility'*, “purpose," and  “bias”, a s  if 
these  were tran scen d en t  qualities.

It is th is  sense of “criticar* th a t  has 
been given some space by m any applied 
linguists  ( e g  Widdowson, 1999) who 
argue  th a t  critical applied linguistics 
should operate  with th is  form of critical 
d istance and  objectivist evaluation 
r a th e r  th a n  a more politicized version of 
critical applied linguistics.

Although there  is of course much to 
be said  for such an  ability  to analyze and 
criticize, th e re  a re  two o th e r  maior 
them es  in critical work th a t  s it  in 
opposition to th is  approach. The first 
m ay accept the possibility th a t  critical 
d istance and  objectivity a re  im portan t 
and  achievable bu t a rg u es  th a t  the most 
significant aspect of critical work is an 
engagem ent with political critiques of 
social relations. Such a  position iĩiổistổ 
t h a t  critical inquiry  can rem ain  objective 
and  is no less so because of its 
engagem ent with social critique. The 
second a rg u m en t is one th a t  also insists 
on the notion of “critical” a s  always 
engaging  with questions of power and 
inequality , but i t  differs from the  f irst in
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te rm s  of its  rejection of any possibilitv of em ancipatory  position and  the
crituĩal d is tance  or objoclivity. For the  postnioilern pnjblem alizing position (see
m om ent let u s  call them  iho modornist* Tablul) .

Tabic Ỉ 
rhreẹ A p p ro a c h e s  to Critical Work

Critical thinking
E m a n c ip a to ry

m o d e rn is m P r o b l e m a l u i n g  p ra c t ic e

Politics L ib e ra l i sm

T h e o r e t i c a l  b a s e  H u m iin jsn i  

G o a ls

N e o -M a rx is m

C r i t ic a l  t h e o n '

F e m in is m .  
P os lco lo n ia l ism , 
Qu4‘<*r iheor>'.eic .

P o s t s l r u c t u a h s m

Q u e s t io n in g  ĩdeolog>' c n t i q u e  D isc u rm v e  m a p p in g  
ỉ^kỉlls

M icro  a n d  M a c r o  R e la t io n s

W hichever of these two positions we 
ta k r ,  however, i t  is clear th a t  ra th e r  
th a n  b a l in g  critical applied lingiỉistics 
on a notion of teachal>l(* rritical th inking  
skills, or critical dislanco from social and 
political relations, critical applied 
linguistics has  Lways of re la ting  aspects 
of appliẹd linguistics lo broader social. 
n jlfu r : i l .  nnH pnlitirnl iloninin«5 Oĩìí* f \ f  

the  shortcom ings of work in applied 
linguistics gonrrally  has  born a tendency 
to  o pp ra to  Willi w ha t is e lsew h ere  called 
decontoxtualisecl conioxti;. It is common 
to View app lied  lingu is tics  a s  ronce*rned 
w u h  language in context, b u t  the 
concep tu a liza t io n  of context is IVoíỊuently 
one th a t  is limited to an  ovc'rloralized 
and  undertheorized  viow of social 
relations. O ne of the  key  challenges for 
crilical applied liniiui.stics, thoreforr, is 
to  find w ays of ma|)])ing micro and  
m acro relations, ways of u n d ers tan d in g  
a  relation betw een concepts of society,

ideology, global capitalism , colonialism, 
education, jjendor. racism, sexuality, 
class and classroom utterances, 
transla tions, conv(*rsioni5, genres, second 
language acquisition^ media texts. 
W hether it  is crirical a])plied linguistics 
as a critique of m ainstream  applied 
lingiiistic?*, or a s  a form of critical text 
analysis , or as an  approach to 
u n d ers tan d in g  iho politics of transla tion , 
o r  a s  a n  a l ie in p i  lu u iidfisia iK l 
im plications of th e  global spread  of 
Knglish. a cciitral issue always concerns 
how th e  classroom, lexl. or conversation 
is re la ted  to broadiM* social cu ltu ra l and 
political ro la tions.

C r i t i c a l  S o c i a l  I n q u iry

It is not enough, however, merely to 
draw  connt»c(ions between micro- 
re la tions  of language in context and 
m arro-rolalions of social inquiry. Rather, 
such connections need to be draw n 
w ith in  a critical approach to social 
relations- T h a t  is to say. critical applied
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lin^uiỉỉtics is concerned not mer(*ly wilh 
re la ting  language contexts 10  social 
contexts but ra th  or does so from a point 
of view tha t views social re la tions  as 
problematic. Although a g r r a l  deal of 
work in sociolinguistics, for example, has  
tended to m ap laỉiguage onto a ra th e r  
s ta tic  view of societv; critical 
áocioliiiguistics is concerned with a 
critique of ways in which language 
p e rp e tu a te s  in e q u itab le  social re la tions . 
From the point of view of s tud ies  of 
language and gender, the  issue is not 
merely to describe how language is used 
difTerently along gendered lines bu t to 
use  such an  analysis  a s  p a r i  of social 
critique and transform ation . A centra l 
e lem ent of critical applied linguistics, 
therefore, is a wav of exploring language 
in social contexts th a t  goes bevond mere 
correlations between language and  
society and instead  raisps more critical 
questions to do with access, power, 
disparity, desire, differences, and
resistance. It also ins is ts  on a historical 
undf^rstRnflinp of hnw r#»iatinn«:
cam e to be the  wav they  are.

C r i t i c a i  Theory

One way of tak ing  u p  such questions 
h as  been th rough the  work known as 
Critical Theory, a trad it ion  of work 
linked to F ran k fu r t  School and  such 
th in k ers  as Adorno, H orkheim er, W alter 
Benjamin, Erich Fromm, H erbert
Marcuse. and  cu rren tly  Jy rgen
H aberm as. A great deal of critical ắocial 
theory, a t  least in Ih t  W estern  trad ition , 
h as  draw n in various w avs on this
reworking of M arxist theory  to include 
more complex un d ers tan d in g s  of, for

oxaiDple. Wiiys  Hi which th e  M arx is t  
concept of ideology re la tes  to 
psychoanalytic undorsianciings of 
subconsciou.s, how asp e r ts  of popular 
culture* a re  relaUul lo form s of political 
control, and  how par t icu la r  forms of 
poổitivisỉii and  ra tionalism  have come to 
dom inate  o ther possible ways of 
th inking. Al th e  v(*rv least, th is  bodv of 
work rem inds us ih a t  critical applied  
linguiổtics needs a t  some level to engage 
with ihe  long legacy of M arxism , Neo- 
M arxism . and  its  m any
coun terargum ents . Critical work in  th is  
sense h as  to engage with questions of 
inequality , injustice, r ights, and  wrongs.

Looking more broadly  a t  the 
implications of this  line of th ink ing , we 
m ight say th a t  “c r i t ic a r  here  m eans  
tak in g  social inecjualitv and  social 
transfo rm ation  as cen tra l to one s  work. 
M arc Poster  (1989:3) suggest?^ th a t  
‘"critical theory springs from an  
assum ption  th a t  we live am id  a world of 
pain, th a t  much can bo done to allev iate  
th a t  pain, and  th a t  theory h as  a crucial 
rote to plav in th a t  process .

Tak ing  up Poster’s  (1989) term s, 
critical applied l i n ^ i s t i c s  is an  approach 
to language-re la ted  questions th a t  
sp ring  from an  assum ption  th a t  we live 
am id  a world of pain  a n d  th a t  applied 
linguistics mav have an  im p o r ta n t  role 
in e i th e r  the production or the 
alleviation of some of th a t  pain, But it  is 
also a view th a t  in.sjsts no t m erely on  the 
alleviation of pain b u t  also the 
possibility of change.

P r o b l e m a t i z i n g  G iv en s

W hile the  sense of critical th ink ing  
as  discussed ea r l ie r  • a  se t of th in k in g
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skills • a t te m p ts  a lm ost bv definition to 
rem ain  isolated  from political questions, 
from issues of power, disparity , 
difference, or desire, the  sense of 
“critical'’ t h a t  is to be m ade centra l to 
critical applied l i n ^ i s t i c s  Ìổ one tha t 
tak es  th ese  a s  th e  sine qua non  of our 
work. Critical applied  linguistics is not 
about developing a set of skills th a t  will 
m ake the  doing of applied linguistics 
more politically accountable.
N evertheless, th e re  a re  quite divergent 
s tra n d s  w ith in  critical thought. As Dean 
(1994) suggests , the  version of critical 
thi'ory th a t  te n d s  to critique ’’modernist 
n a rra t iv es  in te rm s  of the  one-sided, 
pathological, advance  of technocratic or 
in s t ru m e n ta l  reason  they  celebrate” onlv 
10  offer “an  a l te rn a t iv e ,  h igher version of 
ralionality" in  th e ir  place (Dean,1994: 3). 
A g rea t  (leal of th e  work currontlv  being 
(iont' in  critica l dom ains re la ted  to 
cTilical a p p l ie d  linguistics often falls into 
th is  category of em ancipatory 
modernism, dovoloping a critique of 
mH'.iul uiicl p o l i l i c u l  r o in ia l io i iu  b u t  

offering only a version of an  a lternative  
t ru th  in its  pliice. This  version of critical 
m odernism , w ith  its  em phasis  on 
em ancipation  a n d  rationality , h a s  a 
nunibor of lim itations.

In  place of Critical Theory. Dean 
(1994:4) goes on  to  propose w h a t  he calls 
a  problem atix ing  practice. This, he 
suggests, is a critica l practice because'* it 
is unw illing to accept the  taken-for- 
g ran ted  com ponen ts  of our reality  and 
the  “oíTiciaĩ’ accounts  of how they  came 
to be th e  w av th ey  a re '\  Thus, a crucial 
com ponent of critical work is always

tu rn in g  a skeptical eye toward 
assum ptions, ideas th a t  have  bc'comc 
“na tu ra lized ’", notions th a t  a re  no longer 
questioned. Dean (1994:4) describes such 
p ra tice  a s  “th e  re.stive p rob lem atiza tion  
of th e  given". D raw ing on work in areas  
such as  feminism, an tiracism , 
postcolonialism. postm odernism , or 
queer  theory, this  approach to the 
critical seeks not so much the  stable 
ground of an  a lte rna tive  t ru th  b u t  ra th e r  
the  constan t questioning of all 
categories. From this  point of view, 
critical applied linguistics is not only 
ab o u t re la ting  micro • re la tions  of 
applied linguistics to macro - re lations of 
social and  political power; ne ith e r  is it 
onlv concerned with re la ting  such 
questions to a prior critical analysis  of 
inequality, R ather, it  is also concerned 
with questioning w hat is m ean t by and 
w hal is m ain ta ined  by m any  of the 
everyday categories of applied 
linguistics: language learning,
communication, difference, context, text, 
c u l l u r c ,  n i c a n i n g .  I r a n y l u l i o n ,  w r i t i n g .
literacy, assessm ent, and so on.

Self- ref lex  iv i ty

Such a problematizing s tance  leads 
to an o th e r  significant e lem ent th a t  
needs to be m ade p a r t  of any  critical 
applied linguistics. If critica] applied 
linguistics needs to re ta in  a  constant 
skepticism , a constan t questioning of the 
givens of applied linguistics, this  
problem aliz ing  stance m ust also he 
tu rn e d  on itself. The notion of “criticar ' 
also needs  to imply a n  aw aren ess  “of the  
lim its  of knowing”. O ne of the  problems 
w ith  eniancipatory-m odernism  is its
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assu r i ty  about its  own rightness, its 
belief th a t  an  adequa te  c r itique of social 
and  political inequality  can  lead to an  
a lte rn a t iv e  reality. A postm odern 
problem alizing stance, however, needs to 
m a in ta in  a g rea te r  sense of h um ility  and 
difference a n d  to ra ise  questions  about 
the  lim its  of i ts  own knowing. This  self- 
reflexive position also suggests  th a t  
critical applied linguistics is not concerned 
with producmg itself as a new orthodoxy, 
with prescribing new models and 
procedures for doing applied linguistics. 
Rather, it is concerned with raismg a host 
of new and difficult questions about 
knowledge, politics, and ethics.

P r e f e r r e d  F u tu re s

Critical applied linguistics also needs 
to opera te  with some so rt of vision of 
w h a t  is preferable. Critical work h as  
often been criticized for doing little  more 
th a n  criticize things, for offering no th ing  
b u t  a  bleak and  pessim istic  vision of 
social relations. Various form s of critical 
w ork. pflrtir\i1pirly, in fturh aft
education, have sought to avoid th is  trap  
by a r ticu la tin g  "‘utopian" visions of 
a l te rn a t iv e  realities, by s tre ss ing  th e  
“transfo rm ative” mission of critical work 
or th e  potential for change through 
aw areness  and  emancipation. While such 
goals a t  least present a dừection for 
reconstruction, thev also echo w ith a  ra th e r  
troubling modernist grandiosity. Perhaps 
the notion of preferred futures offers us a 
slightly more restrained and plural view of 
where we might want to head.

Such preferred fu tures , however, 
need to be  grounded in ethical

a rg u m en ts  for why a lte rna tive  
possibilities m ay be better. For this  
reason, e th ics  h as  to become a kev 
building block for critical applied 
linguistics, a lthough , a s  with mv later 
discussion of politics, th is  is not a 
norm ative or moralistic code of practice 
b u t  a recognition th a t  these a re  ethical 
concerns w ith  which we need to deal. 
And th is  notion suggests  th a t  It is not 
only a language of critique th a t  is being 
developed h e re  bu t ra th e r  a n  ethics of 
compassion and  a model of hope and 
possibility.

C r i t i c a l  A p p l i e d  L in g u i s t i c s  a s  
H etero s i s

U sing S tre e t’s (1984) distinction 
betw een au tonom ous and  ideological 
approaches to literacy, Ram pton (1995b) 
a rg u es  th a t  applied  linguistics in Britain  
h as  s ta r ted  to shift from its  “autonom ous 
” view of research  w ith  connections to 
pedagogy, linguistics, and  psychology to 
a m ore ‘‘ideological” model with 
connections to m edia s tud ies  and  a more 
grounded u n d e rs tan d in g  of social 
processes. Critical applied linguistics 
opens the  door for such change oven 
wider by d raw ing  on yet ano ther  range 
of “outside” work (critical theory, 
fem in ism , postcolonialism ,
posts truc tu ra lism , an tira c is t  pedagogy)’’ 
t h a t  both challenges and  greatly  
enriches th e  possibilities for doing 
applied linguistics. This  m eans  not only 
t h a t  critical applied linguistics implies a 
hybrid model of research  and praxis but 
also th a t  i t  genera tes  som ething th a t  is 
far more dynamic. The notion of 
he terosis  hereby understood as  the
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creative expansion of possibilities 
resu lting  from hybnd ity . P u t  more 
simplv, my point hero is th a t  critical 
applied linguistics is far more th a n  the 
addition  of a critical dimension to 
applied linguistics; ra ther.  It opens up a 
whole new a r ra v  of questions and 
concerns, issues such as  identity, 
sexuality, or the  reproduction of 
O therness  th a t  have h itherto  not been 
considered as  concerns related 10 applied 
linguistics.

The notion of heterosis  helps deal 
with a final concern, the  question  of 
norm alivity . It m ight be objected th a t  
what is being sketched out here  is a 
problematically normative* approach: by 
defining w hat is m a m  bv critical and 
criiical applied lingu istics. An approach 
th a t  a lready  hns a predefined political 
s tance  and mode of analysis  is being set 
up. There  is a ce r ta in  tension here: an 
overdefined version of critical applied 
linguistics th a t  d em ands  adherence to a 
par t icu la r  form of politics is a project

th a t  is a lready limited; b u t  we also 
cannot envision a version of critical 
applied linguistics th a t  can accept any 
political viewpoint. The wav forward 
here  is this: On the  one hand , we are 
a rgu ing  th a t  critical applied linguistics 
m u s t  necessarily lake up certain  
positions and  stances; its view of 
l a n ^ a g e  cannot be a n  autonom ous one 
t h a t  backs aw av from connecting 
language to b roader political concerns, 
and  fu rtherm ore, its focus on such 
politics m ust be accountable to broader 
political and  ethical visions th a t  put 
inequality , oppression, and  compassion 
to  the  fore. On ih e  o ther hand , we do not 
w a n t  to suggest a narrow  and  norm ative 
vision of how those politics work. The 
notion of heterosis, however, Of)ens up 
th e  possibility th a t  critical applied 
linguistics is indeed not abou t the 
m a p p in g  of a  fixed |)olitics onto  a  s ta t ic  
body of knowledge l)ut r a th e r  is about 
c reating  som ething  now. These critical 
applied linguistics concerns are  
sum m arized  in Table 2.

T a b le  2 
O i l i c a l  A pp lied  L ingu is tics  C o n ce rn s

Critical applied linguistics 
(CALx) concerns

ị

In opposition 10 
Centered on the foilowing: mainstream applied

linguistics (ALx): 
ị  i

A strong view of Breadth of coverage. The w<»ak version of

Applied linguistics 
(ALx)

A view of praxis

interdisciplinarity, andAix liiiguitítk
autonomy

Thought, desire, and 
action integrated as praxis

theory applied to 
language toaohing 
A hierarchy of theory 
and its application to 
different contexts

Tap I hi Kỉuhỉ h4H Ì)H Q (ỉỉiN . nỉỉử. T  XXỈỈỈ. sỏ i. 2(H)7



42 Vo Dai Quang

Being critical Critical work engaged 
with social change

Critical thinking as an 
apolitical set of skills

Micro and macro 
relations

Relating aspects of 
applied linguistics to 
broader social, cultural, 
and political domains

Viewing clasồroom. 
texts, and so on as 
isolaU'd and 
autonomous

Critical social inquiry Questions of access, 
power, disparity, desire, 
difference, and resistance

Mapping language 
onto a static model of 
society

Critical theory Questions of inequality, 
injustice, rights, wrongs, 
and compassion

A view of social 
relations as largely 
equitable

Problematizing givens The restive Acceptance of the 
problematization of thecanon of received 
given norms and ideas

Self-reflexivity C onstant questions of 
itself

Lack of awareness of 
its own assumption

Preferred futures Grounded ethical 
a rgum ents  for 
alternatives

View tha t applied 
linguistics should not 
aim for change

Heterosis The sum is greater than 
the parts  and creates new

The notion that: 
Politics + AIx = CALx

3. Domains of  cr i t ica l  applied 
linguistics

Critical applied  ling instics , th e n ,  is 
more th a n  ju s t  a critical d im ension 
added onto  applied  linguistics: I t
involves a co n s ta n t  skep tic ism , a
cons tan t q u es tio n in g  of th e  norm ative  
a ssum ptions  of applied  linguistics. It 
d em ands  a restive  p ro b lem a tiza tio n  of 
th e  givens of applied  linguistics  and
p resen ts  a w av of do ing  applied
linguistics t h a t  seeks to connect it  to 
questions of gender, class, sexuality , 
race, e lhn ic ity , cu ltu re , iden tity ,  politics,

ideolog>% and  discourse. And cruciallv, it  
becomes a dynam ic opening up of new 
questions th a t  em erge from this  
conjunction. In this  second p a r t  a rougli 
overview is given of dom ains  seen as 
com prising critical applied linguistics. 
This  list is ne ith e r  exhaustive  nor 
definitive of th e  a reas  m entioned in this  
article . But taken  in conjunction with 
th e  issues raised  earlier, i t  p resen ts  us 
w ith  two principal ways of conceiving of 
critical applied linguistics • various 
underly ing  principal w ays and  various 
dom ains of coverage. The areas
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sunimariy.ed briefly in th is  artic le are  
cTitica] discourse a!ialvsis and critical 
literacy, critical approaches to 
tra ỉìs la tiun . InnRuagi^ teaching, language 
testing , language p lanning  and language 
r igh ts , literacy, and  workplace settings.

C r i i t C Q l  D is c o u rs e  A n a ly s i s  a n d  
c r i t ỉ c ơ ỉ  L i t e r a c y

u  might be tem pting  to consider 
critical applied linguistics a s  an  
am alg am  of o th e r  critical domains- From 
th is  view point, critical applied 
linguistics would e ither  be m ade up of or 
constitu te  the  intersection of, a re a s  such 
a s  critical linpuislics. critical discourse 
ana lys is  (CDA), critical language 
awarene.^s, critical pedagogy, critical 
sociolinguistics, and critical literacy. 
Such a formu!»ition is unsatisfiictorv for 
several reasons. First, the coverage of 
such domaijis IS ra th o r  (iiffcMont from 
th a t  of critical applied linguistics; 
critical podagopv'. for example*, Ìồ used 
broadlv across m anv a reas  of education. 
Second, there  a re  many o ther dom ains — 
tcm inism . queer theory, postcolonialusm. 
to naiiiP bu t a few • th a t  do not operate 
u n d e r  an explicit critical label b u t  th a t  
c le a r ly  h a  VO a  g r e a t  (loal o f  im p o r ta n c e  
for the  area . Third, it si>oms more 
constructiv r  to view critical applied 
linguistics not moroly a s  a n  timalgam of 
d ifferent p a r ts  or a m etacate^ory or 
critical work bu t ra th e r  in more dvnamic 
a n d  productive terms. And finally, 
crucially, p a r i  of dovelopiug critical 
applied linguistics is developing a 
critical s tance toward o ther a re a s  of 
work, including o ther critical domains. 
Critical applied linguistics m ay borrow

a n d  use  w ork from th ese  o th e r  areas, but 
i t  should  ce r ta in ly  only do so critically.

N everthe less , th o r r  a re  clnarlv major 
affin ities  and  overlaps  betw een critical 
nppli(Kl linguiíítics and  o th e r  named 
critical a re a s  such as  critical literacy and 
critical d iscourse  analysis .  Critical 
literacy h a s  less often been  considered in 
ap p l ie d  l in g u is t ic s ,  la rg e lv  b ecau se  of its  
g re a te r  o r ien ta tio n  tow ards  first 
language  literacy, which h as  often not 
fallen w ith in  th e  perceived scope of 
appHed linguistics. It is possible, 
however, to  see critica l literacy in  term s 
of th e  pedagogical application  of critical 
discourse an a ly s is  a n d  therefore  a quite 
cen tra l  concern for critical applied 
l in ^ Ìổ t ic s .  Critical Discourse Analysis 
(CDA) and  critical literacy are  
som etim es also combiiK'd under the 
rubric  of critical language  aw areness  

since th e  a im  of th is  work is to 
em pow er le a rn e rs  by providing them  a 
cn tjca l  ana ly tica l  f ram ew ork  to help 
them  reflect on thf*ir own language 
e x p e l  le i ic t fs  Hiiil  p i  a u U i . f »  h i k I u n  Lilt' 

language practices of others in the 
institutions of which ihoy aro a part and in 
the wider society within which they live.

Critical ap p ro ach es  to  literacy are  
ch a rac te r ized  by a com m itm ent to 
re sh a p e  literncv education  in the 
in te re s ts  of m iirp im lized  groups of 
learners^ who on the  l>aổis of gender, 
cu l tu ra l  and  socio-economic background 
h av e  been  exclud(Kl from access to  the 
d iscourses  a n d  tex ts  of dom inant 
economies and  cultures.

A lthough  critica l lite racy  does not 
s ta n d  for a u n i ta rv  approiich, i t  m arks
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out a coalition of r(lucatii)nal in te res ts  
coninntled to cngaginK wiUi possil>ilili(»s 
th a t  the tocluioloffies of w riting  and 
o th e r  mod OS of inscTÍption offer for social 
change, cu ltu ra l diversity, economic 
equity, and political oniVanchisemont.

Thus, as Luki* (1997a) argues, 
although critical approaches to literacy 
sh a re  an orientation toward 
u n d ers tan d in g  literacy (or literacies) as 
soc'ial practices re la ted  10  b roader social 
and  political concerns, th e re  a re  a 
num ber of different o rien ta tions  to 
critical literary, including Freirean* 
based  critical podagogy. fem inist and 
posts truc tu ro lis t  approaches, and  text, 
analy tic  approaches, ('ritical Discourse 
Altaivsii> would generally fall into this last 
category, aimed as it is a t  prọvidmg tools 
for the critical analysis of toxts in context.

Unlike discourse analysis  or text 
linguistics with th e ir  dc'i^criptive goals, 
CDA h a s  the  la rger  political aim  of 
p u tt in g  th e  foniis of texts, th e  processes 
of the  production of texts, and  the 
process of rending, together w ith  the 
s tru c tu res  of power th a t  have  given rise 
to them , into analvsis. CDA aim s to 
show how “lingu is l ird iscu rs iv e  
p rac tices ' a re  linked to “th e  wider socio­
political s tru c tu res  of power and  
d o m i n a t i o n V a n  Dijk (1993 :249)
explains CDA aỉ5 a focus on “th e  role of 
discourse in ihe (ro)production and 
challenge of donunanciV’. And Fairclough 
(1995:132) explains th a t  critical 
discourse analysis

a im s  to system atica lly  explore often 
opaque m lationfihips o f  causa lity  a n d

detvrm  ination between (Cl Ì discursiioe 
pracficvs, events a n d  texts, a n d  (hi w ider  
social a n d  cu ltu ra l sfna 'tures, relations  
a n d  processes: to investigate how such 
practices, events a n d  texts arise out o f  
a n d  are ideologically shaped by relations 
o f pow er an d  struggles over power.

Clearlv, CDA will he an  im portan t 
tool for critical applied linguistics.

Cri t ica l  A p p ro a c h es  to Transia t ion

O ther  dom ains of tex tual analysis  to 
critical appli<‘d linguistics include 
critical approaches to transliUion. Such 
a n  approach would not be concerned so 
much with issues such as  inistranổlalion 
in itself  b u t  rn thpr the  politics of 
transla tion , the  way in which 
t ra n s la t in g  and in te rp re ting  a rc  related 
to concerns sucli as class, gender, 
difference, ideology and social context.

Looking more broadly a t  transla tion  
a s  a political activity, V enuti (1997:6) 
a rg u e s  t h a t  th e  ten d en c ie s  of t ra n s la t io n  
to dom esticate foreign cultures, the 
iiiaiatciicc uu the puisrtil>iUty of value 
free transla tion , th e  ch«illeriges to the 
notion of au tho rsh ip  posed by 
transla tion , the  dominnnct' of transla tion  
from English into o ther languages ra th e r  
th a n  in th e  o ther direction, and  the  need 
to unse ttle  local cu ltu ra l hegemonies 
th rough the  challenges of trans la tion  all 
point to the  need for a n  approach to 
iransla tion  based on a n  ethics of 
difference. Such a s  stance, on ih e  one 
hand , “urges th a t  trany la tions  be 
w ritten , read, and  evaluated  with 
g rea te r  respect for linguistic and 
cu ltu ra l d ifferences’. O n he  o ther hand,
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it  a im s a t  “m inoritizing the  s tandard  
d ia lect a n d  dom inan t cu ltu ra l forms in 
A m erican  English'’ in p a r t  as “an 
opposition to the  global hegemony of 
English”. Such as s tance clearlv matches 
closelv the  forms of critical applied 
l i n ^ i s t i c s  th a t  has  been outlined so far: 
it is based on an  €‘thics of difference, and 
tr ie s  in  its  practice to move toward 
change.

W ork on transla tion  and  colonial and 
poổtcolonial s tudies  is also of in terests  
for critical applied linguistics. 
T rans la tion  as  a practice shapes, and 
tak es  shapes  w ithin, th e  asymm etrical 
re la tions  of power th a t  opera te  under 
coloĩíialism. In forming a ce rta in  kind of 
subject, in presenting  particu la r  versions 
of co lon im l, transla tion  brings into 
being overarching  concepts of reality, 
knowledge, and represen ta tion . These 
concepts, and  w hat they allow us to 
assum e, completely occlude the  violence 
which accomp<Tnies tho construction of 
th e  colonial subj<*ct.

Postcolonial transla tion  studies, 
then , a re  al)io to shed liffht on the 
processes by which transla tion , and  tho 
massive body of O rientalis t,  
Aboriginalist, anci othor s tud ies  and 
trariiổlatíons of ihe  Other, were so clearly 
complicit with the  largi* colonial project 
(Spivak, 1993). Onco again, such work 
clearly h as  an  in ipo rlan l role to play in 
the  developm ent of critical applied 
linguistics.

L a n g u a g e  T e a c h in g

Language teaching  h as  been a 
domain th a t  has often been considered

the  principal concern of applied 
linguistics.

Q uestions of gender, sexuality  and  
sexual identity , different configurations 
of power and  inequality  have been 
taken  as  focus in m any researches. 
Bilinguafism has also been an  elem ent 
th a t  needs  con s id e ra tio n  ill la n g u ag e  
education. Critical bilingualism can  be 
seen  a s  the  ability  to not ju s t  speak  two 
languages* b u t  to  be conscious of the  
socio-cultural. political and ideological 
contexts in  which the  language^ (and 
therefore the  speakers) a re  positioned 
and  function, and  the  multiple m eanings  
th a t  a re  fostered in  each.

Currently , ihero  is an  increasing  
am oun t of much needed critical analysis  
of the  in te re s ts  and ideologies 
underly ing  the  construction ĩìTìd 
in te rp re ta t io n  of textbooks (see 
Dendrinos, 1992). There  is critical 
ana lys is  of curricu lum  design and  needs 
analysis, including a  proposal for doing 
“critical needs an a ly s is ' th a t  assum es  
th a t  insti tu tions  a re  hierarchical and  
th a t  those a t  the bottom a re  often 
en tit led  to  more power th an  they  have. 
It seeks a re a s  wh(»ro grea ter  equality  
m ight be achit‘vod .

The use of crilical e thnography  to 
explore how s tu d en ts  and  teachers  in  th e  
periphery  resis t nn appropria te  English 
and  English teaching  m ethods sheds 
im p o rtan t  light on classroom processes 
in  reaction to dom inant linguistic and  
pedagogical forms: It is im p o rtan t  to 
u n d e rs ta n d  th e  ex ten t to which 
classroom resis tance m ay play a
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significant role in largo transfo rm ations  
in the social sphere. Diverse as  these 
CAL studies  are, they all show an  
in terw eaving  of th e  them es  discussed 
here in  with a range  of concernĩí to do 
with language teaching.

L a n g u a g e  T es t in g

A s  a fairlv closelv defined and  
practically autonom ous dom ain of 
applied linguistics and  one th a t  has  
generally  adhered  to positivist 
approaches to research and  knowledge, 
language testing  h as  long been fairly 
re s is ta n t  to critical challenges. Critical 
language testing  (CLT) s ta r ts  w ith  the 
assum ption  th a t  th e  act of language 
tes t ing  is not neutra l. R ather,  i t  is a 
product and  ag en t  of cu ltu ra l,  social, 
political, educational and  ideological 
agendas  th a t  shape the  lives of
individual partic ipan ts , teachers  and  
learners.

T es t  tak e rs  a re  seen as  “political 
subject in a political context'*. T ests  a re  
d e e p l y  c*xnl>cdiliT<i i n  t u l l u i a l ,

educational and political a re n a s  where 
difTerent ideological social forms a re  in 
struggle. On account of th is, it is
impossible to consider th a t  a te s t  is ju s t  
a test; CLT ask s  whose agendas  are  
im plem ented  th rough tests ;  i t  dem ands 
th a t  language tes te rs  ask  w h a t  vision of 
society tes ts  presuppose; it  asks whose 
know ledge  th e  te s t  IS based on an d  
w h eth er  th is  knowledge is negotiable; it 
considers th e  m eaning  of te s t  scores and  
th e  ex ten t to which th is  is open u> 
in te rp re ta t ion ; and it  challenges

psychometric trad itions  of languafje 
testing  (and supports  ’‘interpretive* 
approaches). Such n view of language 
losting a n  im portant paradigm
shift iind p u ts  m any now criteria  for 
u n d ers tan d in g  validity into play: 
consequential, svstomic, in terpretive, 
and  ethical, all of which have more to do 
with the  effects of tCists th a n  with 
criteria  of in te rn a l  validity.

Language tes t ing  is always political. 
We need to become increasingly aw are  of 
the effects (consequential validity) of 
tests , and  th a t  th e  way forward is to 
develop more “democralic* te s ts  in  which 
te s t  lak e rs  and  o th e r  local bodies a re  
given g rea te r  involvement. Thus, there  
is a dem and  to see a dom ain of applied 
linguistics, from classrooms to tex ts  and 
tests , as inheren tly  bound up with large 
social, cu ltu ra l and  political conlexts. 
This  ties  in th e  concc»rns about difTerent 
possible in te rp re ta tio n s  of tex ts  in tes ts  
iUid ihe question  uf wiiuiiC lecidliig i&
acknowledged: If te s t  m akers  a re  draw n 
from a pa r t icu la r  class, a par t icu la r  race, 
and a par t icu la r  gender, th en  te s l  tak e rs  
who sh a re  these  characteris tics  will be 
a t  a n  ad v an tag e  relative lo o th e r  test 
takers . T here  is a critique of positivism 
and  psvchometric testing  with the ir  
em phasis  on blend m easu rem en t ra th e r  
th a n  s itu a ted  forms of knowledge- T here  
is a dem and  to  estab lish  w h a t  a 
preferred vision of society is a n d  a  call to 
m ake o n e s  applied linguistics practice 
accountable to such a vision. And th e re
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are  .suggestions for cliiTorent practices 
lh?u might s ta r t  to  change how testing  is 

All th ese  a re  cloarly aspects  of 
C l / r  th a t  b r ing  it  comfortably within the 
am b it  of critical applied l in ^ is t ic s .

L a n g u a g e  P la n n in g  a n d  Language  
Rights

One dom ain  of applied linguistics 
lh a l  m ight be assum ed to fall easily into 
th e  scope of c n l ic a l  applied lingu is tics  IS 
work such a s  language policy and 
p lann ing  since it would ap p ea r  from the 
o u tse t  to opera te  w ith  a political view of 
language- Yet, a s  suggested in the 
provious section, i t  is not enough merely 
to d raw  connections betw een language 
and the  social world; a critical approach 
to socifil re la tions  is also roíỊUÌred. There 
IS n o t h i n g  i n h e r e n t l y  c r i t i c a l  a b o u t  

lanjTuaiie policv. Indeed, piirt of the 
problem, has  been precisely th e  way in 
which language policv h as  been 
uncritically developed an<i implemented. 
Whik' inaiiỉlHiuiUịị a "vencfi uf M:u'iiLific 
o lỉjrrliv ity /’ language* p lanning  has 
l(*nded to avoid d irertlv  acldrossin^ large 
social and  political matterH williin which 
latii^uago change, use* and ck'volopment. 
and  indeed language p lann ing  ìLsoir are 
em b ed d ed .

More generally , socioliguistics has 
been s<‘V0re*ly critiqued by critical social 
theoris ts  for its  use  of a s tatic , liberal 
view of society and  th u s  its  inability to 
deal with questions  of social justice.. As 
Mcy (1985: 342) suggests, by avoiding 
questions of social inequality  in class

term s and instuad correlating language 
varia tion  with superficial m easures  of 
social s tratification, traditional 
sociolinKi.n sties fails to “estab lish  a 
connection bt^tween people’s place in the 
sociotal hierarchy, and  the  linguistic and 
o th e r  k inds of oppression th a t  they  are  
subjected to a t  different leve ls ’. 
Cam eron (1995:15*16) has also pointed 
to the  need to cle?velop a view of language 
and  society th a t  goes bevond a view th a t  
language reflects society.

Critical applied linguistics would 
need to incorporate views of language, 
society, and  power th a t  a re  capable of 
dealing with questions of access, power, 
disparity , and  diflerence and  th a t  see 
language as  playing a crucial role in the 
construction of difference.

Two significant dom ains of 
sociolinguislics th a t  have developed 
broad critical analysis  a re  f irst work on 
langiuigo am i gt»nder and  second work 
UII htii^uaị^ tr  Iỉghlỉ«. ( Ịu t ta l ỉu i td  a l i u u t  Lhi* 

d o m in an ce  of c iT la in  lang iu iges  0Vi*r 
o the rs  have* lKH*n raised by Phillipson 
(1992) throufjh his notion of (Kiifilish) 
linguistic im perialism  and his argunuMit 
th a l  English has been spread for 
economic and  political purposes, and 
poses a mnjor th re a t  to o ther languages.

The o lher side of this  a rg u m en t has  
been lak i‘n up through a rg u m e n ts  for 
language rights. Wc a re  still living with 
linguistic wrongs th a t  are  a product of 
the  belief in the  norm ality  
monolingualism and the dangers  of
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m ultilingualism  to ihe  secu rity  of ihe 
nation  s ta te , fiolh a re  d a n g e ro u s  myths. 
W hat is proposed, thon. is t h a t  tin* riíĩht 
to ideniify w ith, to m a in ta in  a n d  to  fully 
develop one’s m olhor tongup(s)” should 
he acknowledged as “a se lfev id o n t,  
fundam en ta l  individual linguistic  
h u m an  r ig h t’*. Critical applied 
linguistics, th€»n, would include w ork in 
th e  a re a s  of sociolinguistics and  
language p lann ing  a n d  policy th a t  takes  
up  an  overt political ag€‘n d a  to  estab lish  
or to a rg u e  for policy a lo n g  linos th a t  
focus centra lly  on issues of social justice.

Language^ Literữcyy a n d  W orkp lace  
Settiixgs

A nother  dom ain  of w ork in  applied 
linguistics th a t  h as  been ta k e n  u p  with a 
critical focus h as  beon th e  work on uses 
of language and  literacy  in various 
workplace a n d  professional settings. 
Moving beyond work th a t  a t te m p ts  only 
to describe th e  p a t t e r n s  of 
i:oiuiiiuuicaliuỉỉ OỈ uf Iii leractỉu ii
betw een people in mf»(lical, legal, or 
o ther workplace settings, critica l applied 
linguistics approaches  to th e se  contexts  
of com m unication focUxS far  m ore on 
questions of access. jx)wer. d isparity , 
and  diflVrence. Such ap p ro ach es  also 
a t te m p t  to move to w ard  rtCtive 
engagem ent w ith  and  change  in these  
contexts.

It h a s  been observed th a t  th e re  aro 
connections betw een w orkplace uses  of 
language a n d  re la tions  of powor a t the 
in s t i tu tiona l and  b ro a d e r  social levels.

Recontlv. the  nipul changes in workplace 
practiccs and rhnnging  nerds nf new 
Tor ms oT literacy have n ttra r to d  
considerable a t te n t io n .  Gee, Hull, and 
L a n k sh ea r  (1996). for example*, look a t 
the  eiiects of the  new work order u nder  
new capilalisn) on languagí' anti literacy 
practices in th e  workplace. Poynton 
(1993b), m eanw hile, d raw s aU eniion  to 
th e  d a n g e r  t h a l  “w orkplace  r e s t r u t u r i n g ’ 
may “exacerbate  the m arginalised 
s ta tu s  of m any women" not only because 
of the  challenge of changing workplace 
skills and  tech n o lo ^es  b u t  also because 
of the  failure to acknowledge in language 
the charac te r  and  value of women's 
skills, W omen’s in teractive oral skills  as 
well a s  thoir literacy skills have often 
failed to be acknowledged in workplaces.

One th in g  th a t  em erges here  is the 

wav in which critical concerns are  

in tertw ined. Nol onlv a re  the fram ing 

issues discussed in  th e  previous section 
ever p resen t hero, bu t also both the 

dom ains described in th is  section • 

critical approaches to discourse, 

t ransla tion , bilingualism, language 

policy, pedagog>' • and  the  undpflying 

social re la tions  of race, class, gender, 

and o ther constructions of difference arc  

all a t  work together. The in terre la tion  

between the  concerns (discusổod earlier) 

and the  dom ains (discussed here) of 

critical applied linguistics a re  outlined 

in the  following figure:
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th rough language? How do we 
unders tand  questions of difference in 
relation to language, education, or 
literacy? How does ideology operate  in 
relation to discourse? We, therefore, 
have to deal w ith  the politics of 
language, the  politics of texts, th e  
politics of pedagogy, and  th e  politics of 
difference-

Surely, a n  approach to issues in 
lan^ruage education, com m unication in 
the  workplace, transla tion , and  literacy 
th a t  focus on questions of power, 
difference, access, and  dom ination ought 
to be centra l to our concerns.

(ii) Two last m eanings 0Ĩ  critical t h a t  
can  also be given some space h e re  are: 
(a) critical as im portan t or crucial: a 
crucial moment, a critical tim e in one's 
life, a critical illness and  (b) critical as 
used in m a th s  and  physics to suggest the 
point th a t  m arks  the  change from one 
s ta te  to an  other. In  the  version of 
applied linguistics being presen ted  here, 
the  notion of ‘*criticar* m ay lead to the 
u n d ers tan d in g  th a t  critical applied 
linguistics deals w ith  some of the  centra l 
issues in language use to the ex ten t th a t

it m ay also signal a point a t  which 
applied  linguistics mav finally movo into 
a new  s ta te  of being.

These senses of criticaỉ also need lo 
be included in an  undors tand ing  of 
critical applied linguistics.

(ill) Discussing the  broader social arid 
political issues  to do w ith  literacy and 
language education, language teachers 
a re  offered a  choice: e i ther  to “cooperate 
in  th e ir  own m arginaliza tion by seeing 
them selves as  “language te a c h e r s ’ with 
no connection to such social and  political 
issues” or to accept th a t  they  are  
involved in  a crucial dom ain of political 
work. Given th e  significance of the even 
broader  dom ain wo a re  in te res ted  in 
here-language, literacy, communication, 
transla tion , bilingualism^ and  pedagogy • 
and  the  pa r t icu la r  concerns to do with 
the  global ro!e of languages, 
m ultilingualism , power, and  possibilities 
for the  creation of difference-it would not 
seem too far-fetched to suggest th a t  
critica l ap p lied  l ingu is tics  m ay  a t  leas t 
give us wavs of dealing with som e of the 
m ost crucial educational, cu ltu ra l,  and 
political is su e s  of o u r  tim e.
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P hòng Q uán  /v N ghiẻn cứu Khoa h(K,
Trưttrìịi Dọi hiìC Ngoọt ngữ, Đ ọi họi- Qu(k  g ia  Ha N ội

T h u ậ t  nKừ "Ngôn npử học ứnp dụng  phô p hân  * xuâl hiỏn gản lỉãy Irong các tà i liệu 
ngôn ngử học và clạy tiõng. Nội hàm  cua khái niệm này là pì? Nô quy chiếu tới một 
đưòng hướng nghiên  rứu, một lý th u y ế t  hay một địa h ạ t  trong ngôn npủ  học? Các cáu 
hỏi này  đ ang  dẽ ng() vho  nhiểu cách hiểu khác  nhau . Trước nhu  cầu dó cúa thực tiễn> 
bài báo nàv (lược tl)iél kế  dể, trong  phạm  vi và mức độ có thế, ựiúp dem lại những  híêu 
b iết cãn  bán vé Ngôn nỉfử học ửiig dụng  phê phân. Bài báo bàn  VỂ nhừng  ván clìính dề 
chính sau:

• Yếu tỏ “phò phán'* (critical) trong  Ngôn ngử học ứng tiụng:

- N hữ ng  vấn đế  quan  tâm  của Ngôn ngử học ứng  dụng  phê phán;

• Các lình vực nghiên cửu của Ngỏn ngừ  học ửng  dụng phê phán.
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