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Bilingualism as a term has been =lied to individuals as well as to 
grcup and instituticms. Wkm used to &scribe individuals, the issues 
raised by scholars have been primarily psycholinguistic and social 
pyimlcgical in nature. Bilingualism a t  the gmrq, level has raised 
sociolinguistic, educational, and political considerations. In popular 
usage and debate abcut the =its of bilbqualisn, there is considerable 
ccplfusion caused by unclear specification over uhether me is referring to 
individuals or to social categories. 

IlEFnmTm 

A bilirqual individual is some~ne who controls two or mre languages. 
Beycold this sinple definition, there is carrsiderable fuzziness arising f m  
the difficulty of defining e t  it mans to corrtrol a language. Using a 
loose criterion sud~ as the ability to utter or canprehend s ~ n e  minimal 
range of sentences, the majority of the mrld's popllation wnuld be 
considered bilingual. A strict criteria of nativelike contml wnuld 
s e v d y  l i m i t  this number. Ihe d e f i n i t i a  pmblem is further axplicated 
by the fact that control of language can vary as a function of the damin of 
lampage use, and that w i t h i n  any dauain, skill in  the language can undergo 
develqmnt or attrition. f i thoqh there is dkqmm~& on criteria, 
scholars agree on the existence of these variabilities. 

V a r i o u s  typologies of bilingual inaividuak have been propc6d. The 
best known is U r i e l  Weinreich's distinction kebem ampand and axnhna ' t e  
bilingualism, referring to the lexical oqzdzaticm of the t w o  languages 
with respect to the ~ x m c q b  they represent. 'RLis is deterrmned bythe 
extent to *ch the languagg are segregated i n  umtexts of acquisition and 
usage. A carpcund bi1i.qua.l organizaticm htq?3t.€s bath languaqes under 
the same COBIcept, whereas coordinate oxyanization maintains separate 
CoIICepts. other distinctions refer to the age a t  which bilingualism is 
attained. Sinarl- vs. sequential bilingualism distinguishes whether 
the two languages are learned a t  the same time or whether the second 
hquage is acquired after the primry language has been established 
(start- a t  about age 3 ) .  Early vs. la te  bilingualism has been also used 
to refer to this distinction, but has &so been used to distinguish between 
sequential bilinguals who attained their second language a t  la ter  ages. 

Bilingualism a t  the gmup level is mre axplex because it can refer to 
a w i d e  range of entities, inc1ud.i~~ s p e A  d t i e s ,  schools, and 
gm-. An important dimMsion here is the degree and nature of 
functional separation granted the two languages w i t h i n  these groups. 
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Charles ~erguuxl's notion of ~ G L U S S ~  has been m l y  aFplied to  describe 
many settm of stable bilingualism. Many s o c i o l ~  believe that in 
the atea-ce of diglossia, bilingualism w i l l  result in language shift. An 

dFstLnctiapl that incorporates the notion of majority and minority 
languages is that between additive and S U b t n d l  've bilingualism, a mtion 
that has also been referred to as elite vs. folk bilingualism. In aaditive 
b i l i q u a l h ,  such as in  the case of A n g l q h c ~ ~ ~  in Canada 1- Fbmd~, 
the majority qrup learns the -ity language w i t k u t  fear of loss of the 
native language. Subtmctive biliqualism -iaMy describes the 
situation of language minority gnups in the united States, there the seoond 
language replaces the native language. 

?he developnent of simltanea~~ bilhqualism has been described in a 
number of case W e s ,  most prmLinentl y a study by Werner Leopold of his 
daughter raised in German and mlish. Fuwtional separation of the two 
linpistic sptems  pears early in Welopent ,  althcugh mt without sopne 
cmssaver between languages. .%E absenrers report delays in Mcabulary 
developnent a t  the early stages kR w i t h  few long-term effects, althou@~ 
neither cbsenmtion has been substantiated agabst normative data. For 
cptimal ckvelopmmt, a om-pa~& one-larguage method is amnmnly prescribed 
in && ea& parent uses me 1-e consistentl y, but problems with 
practical feasibility are also aclwwldgd in this methcd. brq-tenn 
studies suggest M harmful effects of bilingualism on werall l-ic or 
cccjnitive develqwnt, and possibly beneficial effects. 

Sepmtbl bilingualism has been studied most intensively frcan the 
perspedives of phomlcgical, mr@mlogical and syntactic developnent. ?he 
d r i v h j  guestion has been the extent to && the native language (Ll) 
characteristics preaict cutccms in scad language (la) aayisit ion,  a 
nwement that has been associated with cmtrasb 've analysis. Rxmolqical 
developnent can be described (thalgh by m - Idmlly) in terns of L l  
influences, particularly amnq adults. bbqAmlcgical and syntactic aspeds 
of I;! acquisition evidence far less effects of Lt, particularly with respect 
to the types of errors i n  production. secand language acquisition is thus 
governed primarily by the properties of the tzuget language, althotqi-~ Lt 
continues to prwide a scurce of hypoUleses to the learner about I2. 
st.atemntsabartdiscause factors are limited due to the theoretical status 
of wntrastive W e s  in this area. theoretical approaches to I;! 
acquisition have tended to mimic the trends in Ll acquisition research, w i t h  
recentinterests sprrruting i n  universal grammar and learnability theoq. 

m m O N D E V E L D P M E N T  

Unlike Ll acquisition, I;! acquisition is characterized by differential 
su-, w i t h  often imperfed approximations to the w e t  language. 
selinker has irrtrclduced the term FDSSILLZATICN tha t  has been widely accepted 
referring to the arrest a l q  the developwltal omtinuum. A variety of 
factom SUFpasedly modulate the oamxexe of fossilization, ranging f m  
biological to situaticnal variables. Many theorists have used age of the 
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learner as a glabal variable, an i  generally have 888Lmpd this to be 
qu.ivalent to biological maturation. The p idare  is omsiderahly mre 
axplex, because mgnitive, social, and d c m a l  factors also covary with 
age, nat all of whia have -1ly biolcqical -3. 

S M i e s  have tested the truth of folk -3tia?B that with respect to 
L;! acquisition, "the y a q e r  the better". such ckematia?~ are SUFported 
to a limited extent, particularly w i t h  respect tc, pxmnziation, by stulies 
of L;! learnezs w i t h  exterdd (more than five years) a p x t u n i t y  to leam the 
L;!. Hawwer, the exact shape of the ckdw An?ctian with age is Imclear. 
For -le, we do nat knm it is linear, rrmlineulr, or 
dixcpltirarms. l u x x t y  is fresuerruy claimed t45 be an hprtant breaking 
pint, particularly by slplparters of a critical pricd for L;! acquisition, 
but evidenz on this pint is sparse. ~n advantage for older learners has 
also been faml w i t h  respect to the rate of a@sition when expxure levels 
are limited. 

bieamh that 1- a t  individual differences in  secnn3 larrguage 
acquisition within specified age gmups has turned up a nunker of 
intensting factors. ~n d t i o n  to the variable of languaq-e aptitude 
(whid has been often equated w i t h  verbal intelliC)enm), wallace lambert and 
his colleagues have shown the importance of mtivaticnal variables, such as 
positive attitudes tawards speakers of the wt language or ntal 
goals to be attained thra@-~ its acquisition. W e  language aptitude 
acaxlnts for perfonrance on primarily academic assesgoents of seccarl 
language acquisition, motivaticml variables a',- for perfonnance on 
listening anp&mmsion ani rmre cnmmicatiwpy drim tasks. other 
rsawdms have pointed to persmality variables such as field- 

, extraversion, and other leamig styles as positively 
-Wing to L;! acquisition. Another inp+nt cmsiciemtion is the 
cultural orientation of the leamer, p a r t i d a r l y  i n  classnxln situations. 
This mrplex area s q g e s b  that there are pmbably important interaction 
effects betwen preaisP0sitici-s of learners ard the nature of the learning 
situation. 

* 

OF B I U "  

Early work wnductd in  the pydmlcgical tradition of mental 
measuremerrt gave rise to the a l a r d q  m l u s i c m  that bilingualism cauld 
have hannful effects on mental ard social devel.opoent. This substantial 
literature is notable for its flaws i n  subjezt selection ard failure t o  
control backq-nxd variables in amparisons. Mlen backgmund factors are 
controlled, a large numter of studies have Shcm a positive correlation 
hetween bilingualism ard perfonnance on a w i d e  mriety of tests of cognitive 
flexibility. ~ e r a l  studies have sugested that'the direction of causality 
is ccmplex, but wrt the argument that bi1i;yualism fosters cognitive 
skills, particularly in additive bilingual mtexts. The d e s  in any 
went suggest m nqative effects associated w i t h  bilingualism. 



I h e i s s u e o f ~ c c n p o l n d a r r i ~  * tebilirqualsshaJdifferent 
infonnatim pmcessirq patterns has generated a sizeable M itxmxlusive 
literature. others have awM the mlem of in3ividua.l differences, and 
have instead focused enezgy cal the cnganizatim of the mental l d a m  in the 
two larquages. shdies support the view that the two lexiams of mDst 
bilinguals are interdependerrt l and~ inmemoryexper imen t s , t heykehave  
as theugh w o r d  equivalents in the two larquages are repetitions in the same 
language. €flxWex, SQDe exprinienbl p.mixxxls amtlnue to yield data for 

certain contexts, the fono of the presentation is retams3 * inmenury. 
wmry of the particular larrguage of presentatiopl, I-* J that under 

shdies of the neurofu&5d basg of larquage organization in 
bilirguals are intriquhq, particularly those that suggest that the two 
languages might be localized differently. 'Ihere is also preliminary 

of seanxl language acquisition. 
evidence for amsiderable right h e d q h ~ ~  imrolvement in the early stag- 

CCanreMtions amcp.lg bilinguals typically involve ccde-sn 'tching. A 
useful distb-ction can be drawn between s i t u a t i d  ani conversatianal code- 
switching. s i tuatid swi- refers to differential use of the 
languages(', - * q on the situation, wtaereas coknrersatcmal swi- is 
the switching of lanyag& within O O e n r e M t i d  episcdes, often 
intrasententially. Bilinguals use ccde-sa '- for various -ive 
functicms, incluiing ennphasis and marking gmq, identity. Researcfrers 
m i z e  that 'W is not the result of inadequate Cape- in 
the two laquages or omfusion between them. Rather, they are situation- 
kKaIn3. 

larrguase as a group or ethnic identity marker is seen as important i n  
maring in-gmlp ani c u t s  m a b e E h l  'p. Elaborate social psychological 
wdels have been develcped, taking scciolqical factors such as the 
dcsninance relations between the in-grmp and axt-gruq into acaamt, that 
pr€dict coanreIqerD2 or divexgace of linpistic markers in cases of 

sqprt for suh mDdels is still sketchy kR 
pmnising. 

amtact .  

BI-SM AND EUJCATICN 

Issues .5unmdq ' bilingual education prograns for language majority 
students need to be distirrguished fran thase ' prograns for 
language minority students. ~n programs for mjority students, the goal is 
additive bilingualism, mere the I2 is an enrichmmt, ani there is IX) threat 
to the status of the L1. In minority language prograns, the primary concern 
is the developnerrt of the majority language, w i t h  secondary c o r n  to 
VaKying degrees on the lMinteMnce of Ll. 



Cmsiderable mseamh hvesbmt has been wide in evaluating imnersion 
educatiapl pzcqram for majcrity shdents, particularly in Qnada. In such 
prcgmns, the majority grrxlp students d v e  imtmcticm exclusively in a 
Seccplcl larqqe h-om the early elanentary grades, with later hixdwti OB1 of 
language arts in their native language. nmexsion ~pograms are superior to 
traditilmal foreign 1- Flmgram, ard students maintain age- 
aFprcpriate levels of Filxf- in their native l-. 

interim 
0ftheirFhilasqhytowardsmaintenance of the students' native hmguage ard 
alltuD2. I n s a n e ~ ~ , t h e L l i s u s e d c n l y t o t h e e x t e n t ~  
un t i l  students have sufficient arartrol of U, often w i t h i n  2 to 5 years, to 

'on exclusively thmqh the majority language. In other 
the gcal is to eJlbrce and maintain the 

receive instmch 
programs-tattenrpt- 
native language even after the mjority language has been acquired. 
Rqanlless of the prcrgram orientation, in l ~ n y  cumtries, such special 
pmgrans for inmigrant and guestworker children m e  as a focal point for 
public attitudes towards issues reqrduq ' irmnigration and demographic 
chaw=. 

. .  Bil- ekation for minority students can be 

, 

'RE degree to w h i &  bilingualism becaaes a political issue is related 
to the activism and critical mass of the minority language gmups. 
B i l i n g u a l i s m  a t  the societal level is not the root cause of political 
difficult ies .such as in Quekec or in  mgium, but the symbolic politics of 
language can be pawerful, ard often linguistic unity is equated w i t h  
political unity and naticmlisa. In l ~ n y  parts of cumtries in western 
Eumpe as well as in North America, there has been a significant incmase of 
linpistic minorities in the schcols, to the pint wfiere minorities are 
abart to becaae a majority. In the U.S . ,  suci~ demga@u 'c charrgg have been 
accapnied by attenpts to lqis la te  language thrrugh a constitutional 
declaration for an official language. sucfi mvemnts attanpt to restrict 
ethnic language usage ~ I K J  minorities. A t t ~ n p t s  to inpxse languaqe 
politically have not been very successful historically. Lampage shift, for 
example in the united states, is garerned nure by a choice anng linguistic 
minorities to gain access to ecoMRic and political pmer held by speakers 
of the majority language. 
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