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Dr. Doreen D. Wu (= ZR3) i) -
Dr. Doreen D. Wu is an Associate Professor in the Department of Chinese
and Bilingual Studies at the Hong Kong Polytechnic University. She has a
Ph.D. in linguistics Her major research interests include media
communication, contrastive rhetoric and contact linguistics.
PEEEM H: Global Schemas and Local Discourses: Case Studies of
Transnational Media Practice in Hong Kong
PEEEFEEL . The presentation gives a review of the issues on globalization
and localization and argues for a sociolinguistics of glocalization. Case
studies concerning some aspects of glocalization in the linguistic practice
of transnational media in Cultural China are then presented and discussed:
1) the patterns of multilingual mix in Hong Kong advertising, 2) the local
as well the global schemas of problem-solution in Cosmopolitan
magazine, 3) the global values but local variation in the international

news reporting by CCTV4 and Phoenix TV Hong Kong.
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Dr. Weiping Wu f&j4»: Dr. Weiping Wu is Director of the Chinese
Language Center at the Chinese University of Hong Kong. With a Ph.D.
in Linguistics from Georgetown University, he worked as a Research
Associate at the Center for Applied Linguistics (CAL) in Washington DC
before coming to Hong Kong. His various professional experiences
include teaching at universities in China, the United States and Hong
Kong, conducting professional seminars in linguistics and testing and
serving as an expert witness in forensic linguistics. Among his research
interests are language teaching and testing, language and law and

cross-cultural communication.

UF BE B B : Telicity in L2 Chinese — The Acquisition of the
ba-construction by English and Japanese Speakers
PEEEFEEL:  This presentation is part of the academic activities of the
Project entitled “Application Research in Sociolinguistics”. It focuses on
key issues related to the application of cultural framework in linguistic
research, with special reference to language teaching and language use in

the legal field. Just like linguistics is a system of systems (phonology,



syntax and semantics), cultural framework can also be defined as a
system of systems (cultural artifacts, pragmatics and the larger
socio-cultural context). Drawing on data from legal cases and practices in
language teaching, the presenter discusses key concepts such as cultural
framework and its components, various images related to the nature of
such a framework, sub-cultures within the framework and using the
framework as the guiding principle in linguistic research and language
teaching practice. Original data from actual legal cases and a working
model on teaching Chinese as a Foreign/Second language are also used as
illustration in the presentation, with reference to communication in

language teaching and in the judicial process.
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Routledge: London & New York, 2005.
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U EE R B : Telicity in L2 Chinese — The Acquisition of the
ba-construction by English and Japanese Speakers

YEEEFHEE: This paper reports our study on the acquisition of a Chinese
telic structure - the ba-construction by English and Japanese speakers.
The telic-atelic distinction is a focus in current discussion on the
interaction of semantics of events with syntactic structures. According to
Ritter and Rosen's recently proposed event-structure typology of
languages (2000), Chinese and English belong to Delimitation Languages,
languages sensitive to the termination of events, while Japanese is an
Initiation Language, a language sensitive to the initiation of events. The
focus of this study is on how typological difference in event structure
would affect L2 telicity acquisition. The data source of our study is a
2,000,000-word L2 Chinese written corpus. The findings show that the
two groups of learners behave very similarly. Both groups are clearly
aware of the telicity aspectual constraint on the ba structure and have
shown an understanding of the incompatibility of indefinite ba NP with
the ba structure. The results reflect a natural distinction between telic and
atelic event types by learners, a distinction well observed in both L1 and

L2 aspect marking.
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SR B#Z /. Lyle F. Bachman is Professor and Chair,
Department of Applied Linguistics and TESL, University of California,
Los Angeles. He earned a Ph.D. in English language and literature from
Indiana University. He is a Past President of the American Association
for Applied Linguistics and of the International Language Testing
Association, and is currently co-editor, with Charles Alderson, of the
Cambridge Language Assessment Series. He was the first winner of the
TESOL/Newbury House Award for Outstanding Research, has twice won
the Modern Language Association of America’s Kenneth Mildenberger
Award for outstanding research publication, was selected as one of 30
American "ESL Pioneers" by ESL Magazine in 1999, and in 2004 was
given a Lifetime Achievement Award by the International Language
Testing Association. He currently is a member of the Board on Testing

and Assessment, a standing board of the National Academies of Science.

Prof. Bachman has published numerous articles and books in the
areas of language testing, program evaluation and second language
acquisition. He is regularly engaged in research projects in language
testing and in program design and evaluation, as well as practitioner
training workshops in language assessment, both at American institutions
and at institutions abroad. His current research interests include

validation theory, linking current validation models and procedures to test



use, issues in assessing the academic achievement and academic English
of English language learners in schools, the interface between language
testing research and second language acquisition research, the dialectic of
abilities and contexts in language testing and educational performance

assessment, and epistemological issues in applied linguistics research.
Publications include the following books:

Fundamental Considerations in Language Testing. Oxford University

Press, 1990.

An Investigation into the Comparability of Two Tests of English as a
Foreign Language: The Cambridge-TOEFL Comparability Study (with
Fred Davidson, Katherine Ryan and Inn-Chull Choi). University of
Cambridge Local Examinations Syndicate and Cambridge University

Press, 1994.

Language Testing in Practice (with Adrian S. Palmer).  Oxford

University Press, 1996.

Interfaces between Second Language Acquisition and Language Testing
Research (co-edited with Andrew D. Cohen). Cambridge University

Press. 1998.

Keeping Score for All: the effects of inclusion and accommodation
policies on large-scale educational assessments (co-authored with Judith

Koenig). National Academies Press. 2004.



Statistical Analyses for Language Assessment. Cambridge University

Press, 2004.

Workbook and CD for Statistical Analysis for Language Assessment.

(with Antony J. Kunnan. Cambridge University Press, 2005.

YHEELH . A Research Use Argument: an Alternative Paradigm for

Empirical Research in Applied Linguistics

YEEEE . A diversity of methodological approaches to empirical
research enriches the field of Applied Linguistics (AL). Nevertheless,
discussions about different approaches have tended to be preoccupied
with our differences. In my view, this “paradigm debate” has hindered,
rather than facilitated the use of multiple research approaches, which have
the potential of providing a richer understanding of the phenomena we
observe and want to describe or explain. Bachman (forthcoming) has
suggested that we adopt an epistemology of argumentation that would
enable AL researchers to break away from attempts to emulate
“scientific” research in the physical sciences, and from the never-ending
paradigm debate between so-called quantitative and qualitative

approaches to research.

A “research use argument” (RUA) is a logical framework for
linking data from observations, to interpretations, to uses. The primary

function of an RUA is not to falsify a theory, in a positivistic sense, but
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rather to provide a cogent argument for linking observations to uses, and
as a guide to the collection of data. The RUA and the evidence collected
to support it are intended to convince or persuade a particular
audience—fellow researchers, journal reviewers, funding agencies, tenure
committees, or consumers of the research—that the researcher’s claim or
interpretation is useful for some purpose (e.g., describing, inducing
generalizations, explaining, informing theory, informing language
pedagogy, curriculum design, or language planning). | argue that the
usefulness of AL research should be judged not by the extent to which it
captures a glimpse of the “Truth”, but by the cogency of the RUA that
underlies it and the quality of the evidence that is collected by the

researcher to support the claims made in the argument.

In this presentation | discuss the components and structure of an

RUA and how this might be utilized to guide empirical research in AL.

FARYFREA
JHERE r:li‘}’
W3 Thomas Hun—tak Lee ZFZHATHA R,

Thomas Hun-tak Lee f&j4r: (LMERIIREMINFH)

\z_l
|
o
-
H
il
M

T T 2006 # 7 F] S [ T

PHEESIH . The acquisition of syntactic categories in Chinese
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YEEEFHEE: In this presentation, | will review the major

rationale for the Universal Category Hypothesis (whichposits syntactic
categories as substantive universals of UG), and observe persistent
problems for the Contingent Category Hypothesis (or any account that
does away with syntactic categories as primitives of UG), with respect to
how knowledge of UG principles can be realized without prior category
information. I will discuss longitudinal findings from child Mandarin
suggesting that children may make use of simple contextual clues in the
adult input for category acquisition. Surface distributional information is
necessary and adequate for children to acquire the language-specific
properties of word classes, though the process of such acquisition needs
to be demonstrated in detail for all categories, including those that are not
so easily defined on the basis of narrow neighborhood. | will argue that
success in tapping surface clues to category membership does not
necessarily argue against the need to view syntactic categories as
primitives of the initial state, unless UG principles can be reformulated as

reflexes of universals of conceptual structure.
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iv. Delexicalization of verbs (ease of retrievability)

AR B, T H 4L B B ST REE AT T HERS, ALFE S
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