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ReflecWion builW on languaging aV an alWernaWive Wo feeTbackJ  
Meveloping proceTural language awareneVV of WUe  
conVWrucWioniVW naWure of knowleTge anT language  

among proVpecWive L2 language WeacUerV 

PUile WeacUer feeTback UaV goW a long eVWabliVUeT WraTiWion in peTagog-
ic or eTucaWional TiVcourVe aV a forÜ of reflecWionH iW  UaV Wo be noWiceT 
bX VWuTenWV Wo reVulW in raiVeT awareneVV. AppreUenVion of WeacUer 
feeTback TepenTV on iWV variouV cUaracWeriVWicV VucU aV ValienceH lengWUH 
coÜplexiWX or linguiVWic feaWureV (SwainH 2006a).  TUerebX iWV value ÜaX 
be Woo ÜucU engraineT in WUe poViWiviVW paraTigÜ of knowleTge anT lan-
guage. SocioculWural approacUeV Wo learningH reVWing firÜlX on conVWruc-
WiviVW WUeorieV of knowleTge anT inWeracWive WUeorieV of languageH unTer-
Vcore WUe cenWraliWX of WUe learner. TUe agencX of WUe learner placeV re-
flecWion in WUe forÜ of WalkV (MoaWeH 2011) or languaging (SwanH 2006a). 
TUe aiÜ of WUiV paper iV Wo preVenW a ÜicrogeneWic analXViV of languaging 
on WUe concepW of “noWicing” (ScUÜiTWH 1990) in WeacUer Wraining Turing 
a ÜeWUoTologX claVV. TUe working UXpoWUeViV iV WUe claiÜ WUaW reflec-
WionH in WUe forÜ of VubVWanWiaWeT WUinkingH preVenWV a poWenWial for Te-
veloping proceTural TiÜenVion of WeacUer language awareneVV. 

OeyworTVJ languagingH reflecWionH ÜicrogeneViVH WeacUer eTucaWionH 
conVWrucWioniVÜH WeacUer awareneVV 

Słowa klucYoweJ languagingH reflekVjaH ÜikrogeneYaH eTukacja naucYX-
cielaH konWrukcjoniYÜH świaToÜość naucYXciela 
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1. InWroTucWion 
 
In WUe PoliVU eTucaWional ÜilieuH WUe WUeoreWical parW of WeacUer eTucaWion iV verX 
ÜucU a CLIL WXpe wiWU all conWenW WeacUing relaWeT Wo WUe culWural aVpecWV of WUe 
linguiVWic area (LankiewicYH 2013a). Hence L2 WeacUer eTucaWion iV ÜoVWlX 
knowleTgeIawareneVV orienWeT wiWU WUe expecWaWion of being WranVlaWeT inWo 
peTagogical pracWice. TUe effecWiveneVV of WUiV WranVferH UoweverH accorTing Wo 
AnTrewV (2001J 88)H iV conTiWioneT bX an inWricaWe relaWion beWween WeacUer 
coÜÜunicaWion abiliWieV anT UiVIUer VubjecW-ÜaWWer knowleTge. MiniVWerial re-
quireÜenWV in WUe forÜ of qualificaWion fraÜeworkV (OROH 2011)H WeacUer eTuca-
Wion regulaWionV (RoYporYąTYenieH 2012) anT ÜeWUoTological liWeraWure (cf. 
MroźTYiał-SYeleVWH 2006)H proÜoWe an auWonoÜouV anT reflecWive WXpe of WeacUer 
wiWU a UigU level of language relaWeT knowleTge anT awareneVV.  

AVVuÜing WUaW knowleTge iV WUe reVulW of Vocial anT ViWuaWional con-
VWrucWionV (van LierH 2000J 245)H anT WUaW language ToeV noW reflecW WUe worlT 
in a TirecW waX (NvanV anT GreenH 2006J 48)H iW iV propoVeT Uere WUaW reflec-
Wion on WUe conVWrucWioniVW view of WUe worlT anT language iV a viWal eleÜenW 
of WUe proceVV of raiVing WeacUer awareneVV. SucU a VWance placeV a cUallenge 
for  WeacUer  eTucaWorV  Wo  paX  Üore  aWWenWion  Wo  WUe  forÜ  of  reflecWion-in-
acWion (ScUönH 1983; 1987)H in wUicU WUe conWenW iV reflecWeT bX WUe forÜ of 
WeacUing. Allowing for WUe ÜeTiaWional role of language in eTucaWionH WUe 
VuggeVWion  iV  Wo  Tevelop  reflecWiviWX  wiWU  recourVe  Wo  WUe  concepW  of  
languaging (SwainH 2006a) coÜpreUenTeT aV a ÜoÜenW-Wo-ÜoÜenW reflec-
Wion proÜoWing VWuTenW’V inWerVubjecWiviWX in WUe conVWrucWion of knowleTge.  

TUe reVearcU parW of WUiV enTeavor aiÜV aW preVenWing a ÜicrogeneWic 
analXViV of VWuTenW reflecWiviWX WUrougU WUe proceVV of languaging (WUinking 
ÜaWerialiYeT in inWeracWional excUangeV). In WUe reVearcU conWexW iW perWainV 
Wo VWuTenWV’ inWerTepenTenW coÜpreUenVion of ScUÜiTW’V (1990) WUeorX of 
noWicing. A working UXpoWUeViV iV WUaW reflecWion-in-acWionH in WUe forÜ of 
WUinking reifieT in languageH preVenWV poWenWial for Teveloping proceTural 
knowleTgeIawareneVV of WUe proVpecWive language WeacUer.  

 
2. TUeoreWical backgrounT  
 
TUe WUeoreWical unTerpinningV Traw on WUree areaV wiWU WUe firVW one per-
Waining Wo knowleTge anT language aV Vocial conVWrucWion. TUiV poVWÜoTern 
WrenT in Vocial VcienceV waV faVUioneT bX George OellX’V (1963) perVonal 
conVWrucW WUeorX concepWualiYing WUinking anT learning aV a proceVV of con-
Winual builTing anT verificaWion of UXpoWUeVeVH aV well aV reviVion of con-



 ReflecWion builW on languaging aV an alWernaWive Wo feeTbackJ Meveloping… 

69 

VWrucWV. PiWU regarT Wo worlT-language relaWionVH iW probleÜaWiYeV objecWiviWX 
of WUe worlT TeVcribeT bX language anT opWV for creaWiviWX of percepWion 
ÜainWaining WUaW “WUe parWV of WUiV exWernal realiWX Wo wUicU we Uave acceVV 
are largelX conVWraineT bX WUe ecological nicUe we Uave aTapWeT Wo anT WUe 
naWure of our eÜboTiÜenW” (GreenH 2006J 47-48; afWer ManilewicYH 2011J 
92). PUile conVWrucWiviVÜ placeV knowleTge anT language in WUe TiÜenVion 
of a perVonal conVWrucWionH proponenWV of Vocial conVWrucWiviVÜ or conVWruc-
WioniVÜ unTerVcore WUe facW WUaW anX cogniWive conVWrucWion WakeV place in a 
parWicular Vocio-culWural conWexW (cf. van LierH 2004; LanWolfH 2000). ŁuilW firÜlX 
on VXgoWVkX’V ÜeTiaWional funcWion of language in WUe proceVV of learning 
wiWU reference Wo LeonWiev’V (1978) acWiviWX WUeorXH WUiV VocioculWural ap-
proacU unTerpinV all conViTeraWionV in WUiV arWicle. A TirecW corollarX iV WUaW 
Vince  boWU  language  anT  knowleTge  are  of  a  verX  relaWive  naWureH  iW  iV  iÜ-
porWanW WUaW WeacUer eTucaWion capiWaliYeV on WUe inWeracWional WUeorieV of 
language aV an inVWruÜenW for WUe Vocial creaWion of ÜeaningV.  

A crucial iVVue for furWUer cogiWaWion iV alVo WUe noWion of reflecWion-in-
acWion elaboraWeT bX ScUön (1983I1987)H conWaineT in WUe Vlogan “Wo learn 
bX experience”. AlWUougU originallX WUe concepWion accenWuaWeT WUe place of 
“reflecWive pracWicuÜ” in WeacUer eTucaWionH in WUiV arWicle iW iV alVo applieT Wo 
WUe WUeoreWical parW of WeacUer eTucaWion Wo renTer iW Üore proceTural (An-
TrewVH 2001)H Üore “know-Uow” orienWeT (MunbXH 1989J 34). TUe plaWforÜ 
for briTging WUeoreWical knowleTge wiWU claVVrooÜ pracWicaliWX iV reVearcU on 
WeacUer cogniWion (cf.  ŁorgH 2006) baVeT on WUe convicWion WUaW WeacUer be-
Uavior iV conTiWioneT bX WUe VXVWeÜ of aVVuÜpWionV anT beliefV VUaping 
UiVIUer beUavior. Hence proceTural aVpecWV of WeacUer peTagogical conWenW 
knowleTge (SUulÜanH 1987) conVWiWuWe a plaWforÜ for ÜiWigaWing WUe TiVVo-
nance beWween pracWical anT WUeoreWical aVpecWV of WeacUer eTucaWion 
WUrougU reflecWion-in-acWion (MunbX eW. al.H 2001).  

In WUe fielT of L2 eTucaWionH WeacUer cogniWion receiveT an aTTiWional 
elaboraWion in WUe noWion of WeacUer language awareneVV. IniWiallXH iW referreT 
Wo WUe ÜeWalinguiVWic knowleTge of graÜÜar (OnowleTge abouW Language – 
OAL)H buW in Üore recenW XearV iW UaV been exWenTeT Wo oWUer aVpecWV of lan-
guage accenWuaWing iWV pracWical-peTagogical TiÜenVion (CarWerH 2003; An-
TrewVH 2001; 2003; 2007). SignificanW in WUiV regarT iV WUe TifferenWiaWion be-
Wween TeclaraWive anT proceTural coÜponenWV of WeacUer awareneVV Üark-
eTlX relaWeT Wo reVearcU on WUe peTagogical conWenW knowleTge (PCO) of WUe 
WeacUer (cf. ScUulÜanH 1987). In WUiV regarT AnTrewV (2001J 78) poinWV ouW 
WUaW iW “coulT alVo be argueT WUaW WUe unqualifieT applicaWion Wo language 
WeacUing of a generic WerÜ like PCO overlookV WUe uniqueneVV of WUe proceVV 
of language WeacUingH referreT Wo earlierH in wUicU language iV WaugUW WUrougU 
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language”. TUerebXH aVVuÜing WUe correVponTence beWween WUe proceTural 
TiÜenVion of PCO anT proceTural WeacUer awareneVVH iW iV poVWulaWeT WUaW a 
proper uVe of linguiVWic reVourceV bX WeacUerV anTH in parWicularH WUeir willing-
neVV Wo engage in language anT knowleTge-relaWeT iVVueV ÜaX reVulW in a 
Üore reflecWive approacU Wo WeacUer eTucaWion. 

SignificanWlXH WUiV arWicle TebunkV WUe role of WUe WeacUer aV a feeTback 
proviTer offering VWraWegieV for iÜproveÜenWV (GaWWulloH 2000). In CLIL WeacUing 
(aV  relevanW  Wo  WUe  preVenW  reVearcU)  an  eVVenWial  parW  of  WeacUer  feeTback  
VUoulT perWain Wo WUe conWenWH an eleÜenW frequenWlX neglecWeT in a WraTiWional 
language claVV (HarÜerH 2001J 101). QeW WUe VocioculWural approacUH aVVuÜeT 
UereH ÜanifeVWV WUe iÜporWance of claVVrooÜ inWeracWion anT WUe value of VWu-
TenWV’ work in WUe Yone of proxiÜal TevelopÜenW (VXgoWVkXH 1978)H in wUicU 
VWuTenWV learn aV ÜucU froÜ eacU oWUer aV froÜ Üore knowleTgeable inVWruc-
WorV. TUiV VWanTV in conWraVW Wo feeTback orienWeT eTucaWion ToÜinaWeT bX 
reflecWion-on-acWionH wiWU a Üore cenWral role of WUe WeacUer. More iÜporWanW-
lXH iW iV poVWulaWeT Uere WUaW WUe poVW-VWrucWural viVion of knowleTge anT lan-
guage requireV aTequaWe ÜeWUoTologXH coÜÜonlX iTenWifieT wiWU WUe uÜbrel-
la-WerÜ of auWonoÜX. If knowleTge iV a proTucW of perVonal conVWrucWion in 
Vocial inWeracWionH WUen relXing on WeacUer feeTback ÜaX be Woo ÜucU rooWeT 
in WUe poViWiviVW paraTigÜ wiWU an aWWeÜpW Wo offer objecWive WruWU in a propoVi-
Wional  waX.  AlWUougU  WUe  value  of  feeTback  in  SLA  iV  VupporWeT  bX  exWenVive  
reVearcUH iWV effecWiveneVV TepenTV on iWV variouV cUaracWeriVWicV VucU aV Vali-
enceH lengWUH coÜplexiWX or WUe linguiVWic feaWureV involveT (SwainH 2006a).  

LaVWlXH WUe paper TrawV on WUe concepW of languaging. ŁrieflXH WUe 
Üeaning of WUe noWion UaV been variouVlX inWerpreWeT TepenTing on WUe 
TiVcipline (LankiewicY anT PąVikiewicY-ŃirlejH 2014). In language WeacUingH 
Swain uVeV iW Wo refer Wo WUe ÜeTiaWing funcWion of language in WUe Tevelop-
ÜenW of UigUer ÜenWal proceVVeV (SwainH 2006a)H or “WUe acWiviWX of ÜeTiaW-
ing cogniWivelX coÜplex iTeaV uVing language” (Swain anT LapkinH 2011J 104) 
wiWU WUe learner iÜage aV “an-agenW-operaWing-wiWU-ÜeTiaWional ÜeanV” 
(PerWVcUH 1998J 26). In a VenVeH iW VWanTV for inWra-ÜenWaliWX ÜaWerialiYeT in 
language reVulWing in ViWuaWional negoWiaWion wiWU WUe reVervaWion WUaW lan-
guage  cannoW  coÜÜunicaWe  VenVeV  in  a  TirecW  waX  (cf.  SwainH  2010H  2006;  
Mercer anT LiWWleWonH 2007). TUuV WUe concepW of languaging – coÜpreUenT-
eT aV “Walking-iW-WUrougU” (Swain anT Lapkin 2002)H “coÜing-Wo-know-wUile-
Vpeaking” (SwainH 2006b) anT “WalkVcape” (MoaWeH 2011) ÜaX be perceiveT 
Uere aV  an alWernaWive  Wo  WeacUer  feeTback anT a  waX of  Teveloping proce-
Tural awareneVV WUrougU reflecWion-in-acWion.  
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3. ReVearcU objecWiveV anT UypoWUeViV 
 
TUe objecWive of WUe reVearcU UaV been kinTleT bX perVonal obVervaWion WUaW 
VWuTenWV VeeÜ Wo perceive knowleTge in WUe poViWiviVW VenVeH aV an objecWive 
WruWU Wo be learneT or TiVcovereT WUrougU language perforÜing WUe funcWion 
of WeleÜenWaWion. SucU an aWWiWuTe VWanTV in VUarp conWraVW Wo language 
WeacUing WUeorieV baVeT on auWonoÜX anT poVWÜoTern inWeracWional WUeo-
rieV of languageH wUicU poVWulaWe WUe conVWrucWioniVW naWure of boWU 
knowleTge anT language. AlWUougU VWuTenWV are expoVeT Wo ÜanX VubjecWV 
in WUe curriculuÜH WUeir PCO (SUulÜanH 1987) anT language awareneVV VeeÜV 
Wo be Üore TeclaraWive WUan proceTural (cf. MunbXH 1989). A poVVible reaVon 
for VucU a VWaWe of affairV ÜaX be WUaW facW WUaW inVWrucWion iV VWill ToÜinaWeT 
bX propoViWional knowleTge. ReVearcU on TiploÜa paper wriWing ÜaX be 
inTicaWive in WUiV regarT (LankiewicYH 2013b). AVVuÜing WUe poVW-VWrucWural 
approacU Wo reVearcU on knowleTge anT languageH aV well aV poVWÜoTern 
peTagogX accenWuaWing WUe inWeracWional TiÜenVion of language uVeH WUe 
preVenW auWUor unTerWakeV a ÜicrogenWeWic analXViV of claVVrooÜ excUangeV 
wiWU WUe objecWive of pinpoinWing ÜoÜenWV of reflecWion-in-acWion on WUe 
conVWrucWive naWure of knowleTge anT language. More plainlXH WUe inWerac-
Wion VeVVion iV aiÜeT Wo acWivelX involve VWuTenWV in WUe proceVV of WUe con-
VWrucWion  of  knowleTge  aV  a  collaboraWive  acWiviWX.  IW  iV  UXpoWUeViYeT  WUaW  
VucU an experience reVulWV in proceTural awareneVVIknowleTge VinceH aV iW iV 
poinWeT ouW bX Łorg (2003)H WeacUerV Uave a WenTencX Wo iÜiWaWe WUeir own 
eTucaWional experienceV in VpiWe of conWraTicWorX eviTence of PCO.  
 
3.1. ÓeWUoTology 
 
TUe following reVearcU iV of a qualiWaWive naWure anT perWainV Wo WUe 
ÜicrogeneWic analXViV of VelecWeT repreVenWaWive excerpWV froÜ VWuTenWV’ 
inWeracWionV wiWU WUe WeacUerH wUicU are fraÜeT inWo WUe concepW of 
languaging  Wo  allow  for  WUe  baVic  acWiviWX  of  WUe  learner  in  cogniYing  WUe  
worlT. TUe concepWionH eÜboTXing WUe noWion of WUinking ÜeTiaWeT WUrougU 
languageH offerV opporWuniWieV for iTenWifXing ÜoÜenWV of WranViWion in regu-
laWing UigUer ÜenWal abiliWieV – “WUe TXnaÜic proceVV of TevelopÜenWal 
cUange” (PerWVcU anT HickÜanH 1987J 52). In WUe VaiT caVe iW perWainV Wo WUe 
Üeaning conVWrucWion anT cogniWive WranVforÜaWionV exeÜplifieT in WUe pro-
ceVV of languaging. TalkH or languagingH aV WUe preVenW auWUor preferV Wo call 
iWH wiWU a reÜarkable concepWual TifferenceH funcWionV aV a ÜeTiaWional Wool 
Wo reforÜ WUe ÜenWal Üakeup of WUe VWuTenWV. TUe cUangeV in WUinkingH aV 
WUeX occurH are WUe reVulW of reflecWion-in-acWion.  



HaTrian LankiewicY 

72 

3.2. TargeW group 
 
TUe  wUole  reVearcU  (WUe  parW  analXYeT  Uere  anT  preVenWeT  elVewUere)  waV  
carrieT ouW aW a privaWe inVWiWuWion eTucaWing NŃL WeacUerV. TUe projecW Wook 
place Turing a regular ÜeWUoTologX claVV of WeacUing NngliVU aV a foreign lan-
guage aW WUe enT of WUe fourWU VeÜeVWer (ouW of 6 neceVVarX for WUe coÜple-
Wion of an unTergraTuaWe courVe). ŁX WUe WiÜe of WUe reVearcU parWicipanWV UaT 
been expoVeT Wo 12 UourV of lecWureV anT 24 UourV of WuWorialV on WUe WUeorX 
anT pracWice of foreign language WeacUing wiWU an aTTiWional 24-Uour language 
acquiViWion courVe. Since WUe ÜajoriWX of WUeir curriculuÜ iV covereT in NngliVUH 
WaugUW boWU bX naWive anT non-naWive VpeakerVH iW iV claVVifieT aV a CLIL courVe 
(Vee WUe relaWeT arWicleH LankiewicYH 2013a). TUe claVV conViVWeT of 21 VWuTenWVH 
UoweverH Turing WUiV VeVVion of WUe reVearcU onlX 16 VWuTenWV were preVenW (9 
feÜaleV anT 7 ÜaleV). TUeir coÜÜunicaWive proficiencX in NngliVU waV oVcillaW-
ing arounT Ł1 anT Ł1+ (a VubjecWive juTgÜenW in conVulWaWion wiWU oWUer 
WeacUerV). TUe VWuTenWV were noW inforÜeT abouW WUe TeWailV of WUe projecW; 
UoweverH Wo juVWifX WUe preVence of WUe viTeo caÜeraH iW waV ÜenWioneT WUaW 
WUeir inWeracWion woulT be WUe VubjecW Wo cloVe VcruWinX for VcienWific purpoVeV. 
 
3.3. ReVearcU TeVcripWion 
 
TUe TiVcurVive analXViV preVenWeT Uere conVWiWuWeV an exWenVion of WUe reVearcU 
publiVUeT in Neofilolog 41 (LankiewicYH  2013a).  TUe aiÜ of  WUe forÜer parW  of  
WUe reVearcU waV Wo Telve inWo WUe ÜeTiaWion of acaTeÜic language WUrougU WUe 
uVe of TifferenW Walk WXpeV in CLIL ÜeWUoTologX. IW waV poVWulaWeT WUaW WUe uVe of 
“WalkVcape” (MoaWeH 2011) UelpeT VubVWanWiaWe WUe elaboraWeT acaTeÜic coTe 
(ŁernVWein 1971H 1999) wiWU perVonal referenceV anT VaWuraWe concepWV (con-
WenW-Vpecific language) wiWU Üeaning. IW waV argueT WUaW WUe cogniWive aWWiWuTe 
cUaracWeriVWic  of  NSP ÜeWUoTologXH  aV  aTTing VupporW  “Wo  concepWualH  conWexW-
free objecWV of learning” (JärvinenH 2009J 167)H ÜigUW be leVV proTucWive WUan 
ecological conVWrucWioniVÜ in WUe forÜ of languaging.  

Since WUe acWiviWieV of WUe wUole reVearcU (carrieT ouW aV a regular leV-
Von) are crucial for WUe unTerVWanTing of WUe proceVV of knowleTgeIawareneVV 
conVWrucWionH a brief TeVcripWion of WUe forÜer VWageV will eluciTaWe WUe wUole 
concepW. In VWage one VWuTenWV were aVkeT Wo reaT 39 lineV on WUe concepW of 
noWicing froÜ a WexWbook (HarÜerH 2007). TUiV VWooT for rawH unÜeTiaWeT con-
WacW wiWU acaTeÜic language (an experW Walk). SubVequenWlXH WUe VWuTenWV were 
engageT in an exploraWorX Walk perWaining Wo an inTiviTual unTerVWanTing of WUe 
paVVageH followeT bX inforÜaWion pooling in pairV or groupV Wo work ouW WUe 
ÜeaningV of conVWiWuWive WerÜinologX wUile uVing all poVVible reVourceV VucU 
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aV inWerneW pageVH bookVH TicWionarieVH eWc. TUe cenWral parW of WUe reVearcU 
perWaineT Wo exploraWorX anT peTagogical WalkV in WUe forÜ of wUole claVV in-
WeracWionH  WUe  analXViV  of  wUicU  waV  uVeT  Wo  VupporW  WUe  UXpoWUeViV.  ŃinallXH  
VWuTenWV were aVkeT Wo re-reaT WUe WexW anT wriWe in pairV a VuÜÜarX of WUe 
concepW unTer VWuTX. TUe VubÜiWWeT WexW inTicaWeT WUaW TeVpiWe inTiviTual Tif-
ferenceV anT poVVible inaccuracieV in WUe concepWion of noWicingH claVVrooÜ 
inWeracWion anT Walk WXpeV UelpeT re-conWexWualiYe WUe elaboraWeT coTe anT 
VubVWanWiaWe iW wiWU Üeaning.  

TUree VelecWeT excerpWV froÜ VWuTenWV’ VuÜÜarieV were uVeT Turing 
WUe VeVVion in WUe following weekH anT WUe proceVV of languaging on WUe con-
WenW becaÜe WUe founTaWion for purVuing objecWiveV for WUe parW of reVearcU 
preVenWeT Uere. TUeX were carefullX VelecWeT bX WUe preVenW auWUor Wo Wrig-
ger reflecWion perWaining Wo WUe conVWrucWive cUaracWer of knowleTge anT 
language. Muring inWeracWionH WUe recorTing of wUicU laVWeT 47 ÜinuWeVH WUe 
WexWV were TiVplaXeT on WUe Vcreen. TUe UigUligUWeT worTV inTicaWeT prob-
leÜV or inconViVWenceV. TUe WexWV were preVenWeT bX auWUorV Wo accounW for 
WUe voice (NcoH 2000) – perVonaliYaWion of acaTeÜic language. 

 
NoWicing iV a new way of WeacUing NngliVU. Pe raWUer VUow VWuTenWV miVWakeV 
or repeaW Vome of grammar iVVueV WUen Wry WeacU WUem all WUe grammar 
VWrucWureV all over again. PUen we Vee new WUingV anT Vomeone giveV uV a 
Vimple anVwer abouW WUem iW iV eaVier Wo unTerVWanT WUeÜ.  
 
TUiV WUeorX ÜoTifieV WUe WUeorX of OraVUenH noW onlX WUe graTeT language iV 
neeTeT buW alVo noWicing of cerWain language VWrucWureV. TeacUerV WaVk iV Wo 
Üake UiV VWuTenWV aware of WUe graÜÜar VWrucWureV in WUe language bX eÜ-
pUaViYing iWV Üain feaWureV. To eVWabliVU WUoVe feaWureV VWuTenWV VUoulT be 
WeVWeT on WUoVe VWrucWureV.  
 
TUere iV a VignificanW Tifference beWween Üaking VWuTenWV aware of a lan-
guage WUan WeacUing iW TeacUer juVW VUowV WUe VWrucWureH ToeV noW explain iWH 
VWuTenWV noWice iW. Ńor VWuTenWV Wo noWice a language VWrucWure WeacUerV neeT 
Wo Traw WUeir aWWenWion i.e. bX repeaWing VoÜe language graÜÜarH cUanging 
WUe voice or ViÜplX puWWing iW Town on WUe blackboarTH becauVe VWuTenWV noW 
knowing WUe ruleV are noW able Wo recogniYe WUaW iV correcW. SWuTenWV Uave Wo 
be on VoÜe language level Wo noWice new VWrucWureV. TeacUerV VUoulT noW ex-
pecW iÜÜeTiaWe applicaWion of WUe ruleV bX VWuTenWVH iW WakeV longer WiÜe1.  

 
 

                                                             
1 NeiWUer WUe VuÜÜarieV nor WUe excerpWV of inWeracWionV Uave been annoWaWeT for ÜiVWakeV. 
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3.4. MaWa analyViV anT TiVcuVVion 
 
AV  preVenWeT  in  WUe  WUeoreWical  parWH  Swain  (2006a)  perceiveV  languaging  in  
conWraVW Wo WeacUer feeTback wUicU offerV reaTX-ÜaTe correcWion or evalua-
Wion Wo be inWernaliYeT. ReVearcU carrieT ouW in collaboraWion wiWU Uer col-
league  ÜigUW  inTicaWe  (Swain  anT  LapkinH  2002;  2011)  WUaW  VUe  WreaWV  
languaging in a WUerapeuWic waX aV coÜing Wo WerÜV wiWU one’V own WUinkingH 
anT preVuÜeV iWV Velf-regulaWorX funcWion. TUuV knowleTgeIawareneVV iV WUe 
reVulW of VXgoWVkXan ÜicrogeneViVH in wUicU WUe ÜeTiaWorX funcWion of lan-
guage conWribuWeV Wo WUe reorganiYaWion of UigUer ÜenWal funcWionV anT a 
WranVforÜaWion iV Tone wiWUin a VUorW perioT of WiÜe. TUiV requireV a Tegree of 
reflecWion on WUe parW of WUe learner. ScUön’V (1987) noWion of reflecWion-in-
acWion  VeeÜV  concurrenW  in  WUiV  regarT.  RelaWing  WUeorX  Wo  pracWiceH  Ue  criWi-
ciYeV acaTeÜic inVWiWuWionV for placing “unTue eÜpUaViV upon ‘WecUnical ra-
WionaliWX’ – WUe TiVciplineV of knowleTge anT WUe ÜeWUoTV WUaW are believeT Wo 
Üake forÜalH prepoViWional knowleTge reliable anT valiT” (MunbXH 1989J 31).  

TUe  corollarX  of  WUiV  line  of  WUinking  iV  WUaW  WUeorieV  neeT  WUeir  own  
pracWicaliWieVH aW leaVW in WUeir “WecUnical” or ÜeWUoTological VenVe. TUuVH if on 
WUe WUeoreWical-pUiloVopUical level VWuTenWV are inforÜeT abouW WUe conVWruc-
Wive  naWure of  knowleTgeH  anT WUen all  VubjecW-ÜaWWer  iV  coÜÜunicaWeT in  a  
propoViWional waXH WUeir awareneVVIknowleTge ÜaX onlX Uave a TeclaraWive 
cUaracWer. SiÜilarlXH if language iV WUe VubjecW of conVWanW cUangeH iÜbueT wiWU 
perVonal ÜeaningV (van LierH 2004)H wUX noW VenViWiYe VWuTenWV Wo WUiV feaWure 
of language in a proceTural waX bX experiencing iW on a TailX baViV Turing claVV 
acWiviWieV? Hence “WUe concepW ‘reflecWion-in-acWion’ iV invokeT Wo refer Wo WUe 
acWive anT non-propoViWional proceVVeV bX wUicU new knowing-in-acWion iV 
TevelopeT”  (MunbXH  1989J  32).  HereH  noW  onlX  iV  WUe  VubjecW-ÜaWWer  co-
conVWrucWeT bX TiVcourVe parWicipanWVH buW WUeX alVo realiYe WUe conVWrucWive 
cUaracWer of knowleTge anT language in a ÜeWacogniWive waX. One Üore cave-
aW iV neceVVarX before going inWo analXWic TeWail. PUile Swain uVeV languaging 
ÜoVWlX  in  reference  Wo  VWuTenWV’  inWeracWionH  capiWaliYing  on  peer-peer  Tia-
logueVH in WUiV reVearcU WUe WeacUer iV conViTereT an inWegraWive eleÜenW of 
languaging wiWU WUe reVervaWion WUaW UeIVUe iV eager Wo refrain froÜ anX juTg-
ÜenWal VWaWeÜenWV or concluVionV. TUeX are Wo be workeT ouW WogeWUer. UlWi-
ÜaWelXH WUe agenWV of reflecWion-in-acWion are Wo be VWuTenWV.  

TUiV view concurV wiWU WUe VocioculWural approacU of Veeing claVVrooÜ 
inWeracWion bX HickV (1995). SUe praiVeV an eTucaWional Tialogue aV a waX of 
enUancing cogniWive TevelopÜenW Vince knowleTge iV noW poVVeVVeT inTiviT-
uallX buW VUareT aÜong coÜÜuniWX ÜeÜberV anT conVWrucWeT joinWlX. “TUiV 
iÜplieV WUaW eTucaWional VucceVVH anT failureH ÜaX be explaineT bX WUe quali-
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WX of eTucaWional TialogueV raWUer WUan being juVW WUe reVulW of WUe inWrinVic 
capabiliWX of inTiviTual VWuTenWV (or WUe TiTacWic preVenWaWional Vkill of inTi-
viTual WeacUerV)” (IRŃ). NoneWUeleVVH WUe IŃR (IniWiaWion-ReVponVe-Ńollow up) 
paWWernV excUangeV ToÜinaWing eTucaWionH To noW Uave Wo liÜiW VWuTenWV’ 
parWicipaWion (NewÜan eW al.H 1989; PellVH 1999). TUiV inWeracWional paraTigÜ 
ToeV noW Uave Wo be uVeT for WeVWing “VWuTenWV’ abiliWX Wo proviTe WUe rigUW 
anVwerV preferreT bX WUe WeacUer” (IRŃ)H carrieT ouW aTequaWelX iW can eliciW a 
reperWoire of oWUer reVponVeV VucU aV VWuTenWV’ “reaVonV for UolTing parWicu-
lar opinionVH anT WUeir reflecWive coÜÜenWV on WUeir own unTerVWanTing” 
(IRŃ). TUuVH WUe follow-up eleÜenW of IRŃH VoÜeWiÜeV referreT Wo aV feeTbackH 
ToeV noW Uave Wo repreVenW onlX WUe WeacUer’V poinW of view. 

IW neeTV Wo be noWeT WUaW a VignificanW parW of WUe reVearcU VeVVion waV 
verX ÜucU inVWrucWional Vince VWuTenWV were Wo work ouW a Teeper unTerVWanT-
ing of WUe concepW of noWicing. AfWer WUe preVenWaWion (wiWU WexWV in full TiVplaX 
on WUe Vcreen)H collaboraWive enquirX waV iniWiaWeT bX an apparenWlX evaluaWive 
queVWionJ “PUicU WexW preVenWeT WUe ÜoVW preciVe accounW of noWicing?” AW WUaW 
VWage VWuTenWV were expecWeT Wo Uave recourVe Wo WUe forÜer VeVVion aV well aV 
WUeir UoÜework (Wo reaT abouW noWicing forÜ all poVVible VourceV). Muring inWer-
acWion iW Voon becaÜe clear WUaW WUe UigUligUWeT pUraVeV or VenWenceV were verX 
probleÜaWicH ÜanifeVWing a verX iTioVXncraWic unTerVWanTing or poVViblX ÜiVun-
TerVWanTing of WUe concepW. TUe following exWracW exeÜplifieV VWuTenWV ToubWVJ 

 
S5J  “A new waX of WeacUing” UaV been unTerlineTH Vo WUere ÜuVW be a prob-

leÜ wiWU WUiV VenWence. 
S3J  PUaW iV WUe probleÜ? 
S6J  IW iV noW a ÜeWUoT of WeacUing 
TJ  If iW iV noW a ÜeWUoTH WUenH wUaW iV iW? 
S6J  ApproacUH concepWH ÜaXbe? 
T;  A concepW of wUaW?  
S4J  PaX of learningH ÜaXbe WUaW iV WUe probleÜ? AnXwaXH WUe VeconT WexW 

ÜenWionV WUaW iW iV a WUeorX oppoVing OraVUen’V iTeaV. 
TJ  OppoVing or ÜoTifXing? 
S2J  MoTifXingH iW VaXV. 
TJ  PUaW are WUe conVequenceV for unTerVWanTing WUe WUeorX if we uVe one 

of WUe aTjecWiveV?  
 

In WUe courVe of verbal excUange VWuTenWV eVWabliVUH wiWU VoÜe UinWV forÜ 
WUe WeacUerH WUaW in ÜoVW general WerÜV iW iV WUe WUeorX of VeconT language ac-
quiViWion raWUer WUan a ÜeWUoTH alWUougU iW unToubWeTlX UaV VoÜe iÜplicaWionV 
for WeacUing. In WUe courVe of WUe collaboraWive inquirX VWuTenWV realiYe WUaW WUe 
preciVe uVe of worTV iV eVVenWial in acaTeÜic WexWVH XeW WUeX ÜaX be conVWrueT in 
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a verX inTiviTual waX. ConVequenWlXH relaWeT knowleTge iV largelX conVWrucWeT 
Turing Vocial inWeracWion. TUiV exWracW ÜaX be VignificanW in WUiV regarTJ 
 

S9J  MiTn’W I VaX WUaW knowleTge of graÜÜar VWrucWureV UelpV VWuTenWV uVe WUeÜ? 
S5J  OOH buW WUeX ÜaX know graÜÜarH I Üean … Vpeak correcW graÜÜarH UÜÜ 

… buW ÜaX noW know wUX WUeX uVe iWH I Üean noW know WUe graÜÜar ruleV. 
S9J  PellH I reaT on WUe InWerneW WUaW people unTerVWanT noWicing in TifferenW waXV. 

 
AnT anoWUer excerpW froÜ WUe enT of WUe VeVVionJ 

 
S10J  So wUaW iV WUe VenVe of learning WUeorieV wUicU are probleÜaWic? In lan-

guage acquiViWion WUere Vo ÜanX VcUoolV anT eacU one queVWionV WUe 
oWUer one juVW like ScUÜiTW queVWionV OraVUen’V WUeorX? 

TJ  PUaW To Xou WUink? IV WUere one gooT waX of unTerVWanTing WUe proceVV 
of language learning anT WeacUing? 

S3J  I WUinkH WUeX are onlX parWlX WrueH anT anoWUer WUing iV WUaW we unTer-
VWanT WUe WUeorieV in TifferenW waXV. Look aW WUe Vcreen … our noWeV are 
a gooT exaÜple of iWH everXboTX unTerVWooT iW TifferenWlX. 

S7J  NowH I woulT wriWe ÜX noWe in a WoWallX TifferenW waX. 
TJ  Mo Xou WUink WUaW WUe unTerlineT worTV are WoWallX wrong? 
S2J  IW TepenTV wUaW we Üean bX WUe worTV. 

 
SWuTenWV  were  able  Wo  noWice  WUaW  WUe  core  of  WUe  TiVagreeÜenW  pre-

VenWeT in WUeir VuÜÜarieV reVeÜbleT general acaTeÜic TiVpuWeV perWaining Wo 
WUe value of noWicing in enUancing L2 acquiViWion (cf. CroVVH 2002). ŁrieflXH WUe 
probleÜ boilV Town Wo WUe queVWion of wUeWUer noWicing referV Wo recogniYing 
linguiVWic forÜV WUrougU enUanceT inpuW or Wo poVVeVVing expliciW ÜeWalinguiV-
Wic knowleTge aV inTicaWeT bX TruVcoWW (1998)H or ulWiÜaWelX wUeWUer a parW of 
iW can be unconVciouV (NlliVH 1997). CerWainlXH claVVrooÜ reflecWion iV verbaliYeT 
in a leVV VopUiVWicaWeT waX in WUe conWexW of peTagogical pracWicaliWXJ  

 
S1J  OraVUen believeT WUaW WeacUer ÜuVW WeacU graÜÜar forÜV one bX one Wo 

Üake VWuTenWV unTerVWanT inpuW. 
TJ  TeacU or uVe WUe forÜV in a conWrolleT waX? 
S1J  NoH no… onlX uVe language in a coÜpreUenVible waX. 
TJ  SoH iV iW WeacUing graÜÜar or Üaking new graÜÜar viVible in WeacUer’V 

uWWeranceVH inpuW or VpeecU? 
S5J   I  gueVVH  onlX  uVe  WUeÜ anTH  for  exaÜpleH  Vpeak  clearlX  anTH  ÜaXbeH  re-

peaW or VaX louTer new WUingV WUaW WUe VWuTenW noWiceV. 
S3.   OOH  bX  Uow  can  Xou  noWice  if  Xou  To  noW  know  WUe  graÜÜar  rule?  So  

wUaW iV WUe Tifference beWween coÜpreUenVible inpuW anT noWicing? 
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Space liÜiWaWionV precluTe an exWenVive analXViV Uere oWUer WUan Wo 
ciWe buW VoÜe illuVWraWive exaÜpleV. NoneWUeleVVH an aTTiWional fragÜenW 
eluciTaWeV VWuTenWV’ unTerVWanTing of WUe conVWrucWive cUaracWer of 
knowleTge anT languageJ 

 
S10J  I aÜ afraiT I To noW unTerVWanT iW aW all. 
S4J  PellH Wo ÜX ÜinT iW iV iÜpoVVible Wo unTerVWanT iW in 100 per cenW. SoÜe 

experWV creaWe WUeorieV anT To reVearcU anT oWUerV criWiciYe iW allH anT in 
pracWice WeacUerV To VoÜeWUing elVe. 

TJ  SoH wUere iV WUe probleÜ? 
S7J  PellH ÜaXbe… I To noW knowH WUeX To noW unTerVWanT eacU oWUerH or 

WUeX believe in TifferenW WUingV. I WUink iW iV norÜal. Our TiVcuVVion iV a 
gooT exaÜple of iW. 

 
TUe uVe of languaging (WUinking wUile Vpeaking)H perWaining Wo Üean-

ing being conVWanWlX VUapeT anT reVUapeTH conVWiWuWeT a baViV for reflecWion-
in-acWion. TUe quoWeT excerpWV TeÜonVWraWe Uow working on a VopUiVWicaWeT 
acaTeÜic WUeorX of language acquiViWion reVulWeT in ÜicrogeneWic ÜoÜenWV 
of reflecWion of a ÜeWacogniWive naWure. SWuTenWV’ profeVVional knowing be-
caÜe relaWeT Wo WUe conVWrucWioniVW view of Vcience (MunbXH 1989J 37) Vince 
new fraÜeV receiveT VubVWanWiaWion in perVonal experienceV (MunbXH 1989J 
35).  TUiV  waX of  knowing UaV  WUe poWenWial  of  becoÜing parW  anT parcel  of  
VWuTenWV’ proceTural awareneVV – eagerneVV Wo applX reflecWive WeacUing in 
WUeir own career inVWeaT of coÜÜunicaWing propoViWional knowleTge. In a 
ViÜilar veinH Łorg (2003) aVVerWV WUaW WeacUerV’ claVV beUavior iV ofWen noW 
TicWaWeT bX liWeraWure buW WUe experienceV froÜ WUeir forÜer eTucaWion aV 
well aV inWuiWion. IronicallXH WUe concepW of noWicing iV noW VupporWeT bX “ex-
UauVWive eÜpirical reVearcU” anT appearV Wo be “baVeT on inWuiWion anT aV-
VuÜpWion” (CroVVH 2002J 2). ClearlXH TeVpiWe WUe facW WUaW VWuTenWV ÜaTe fre-
quenW referenceV Wo WUe pracWical TiÜenVion of WUe WUeorX in queVWionH WUe 
WrulX iÜpleÜenWaWional aVpecW offering Üore reflecWive inVigUWV reÜainV be-
XonT WUe focuV of WUiV arWicle.  
 
4. ConcluVionV 
 
IW ÜigUW Uave been faVWer Wo preVenW WUe WUeorXH cUeck iWV unTerVWanTing anT 
Teliver correcWive feeTback proÜoWing “rigUW” unTerVWanTing of WUe concepW aV 
iW iV expecWeT bX WUe poViWiviVW paraTigÜ of eTucaWion. SWuTenWV ÜaX alVo Uave 
been confronWeT wiWU VoÜe probleÜV anT aVkeT Wo finT VoluWionV for WUeÜ-
VelveV. One VUoulT noW forgeW WUaW TiVcoverXing learning iV parW of WUe poViWiviVW 
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WeacUingH XeW “knowleTge Wo be acquireT iV preTeWerÜineT buW wiWUUelT froÜ 
WUe learnerV” (ŁenVonH 1997J 20). AlWernaWivelXH WUe uVe of languaging TiT noW 
onlX Uelp refrain froÜ offering anX ulWiÜaWe WruWUV on WUe iVVue unTer TiVcuV-
VionH allowing for WUe conVWrucWion of WUe knowleTge in acWionH buW iW alVo UaT 
an aTTeT value of reflecWing upon WUe naWure of language anT knowleTge. 
UlWiÜaWelXH VWuTenWV’ experience iV expecWeT Wo reVulW in proceTural awareneVV. 
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