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ȳيȳكلمة رئيس التح 
ɯحيȳحمن الȳه ال ɯبس 

 أمّا قبل:... 
 ɰǻ ما ،Ȕاɛɽɐاם ɵما مȵح ɎȲصاȕ هيɼ فصل الخطاب ȓمجل Ȳȯصȕ ȳشɏ ʅدها الحادȯɏ في
ȗȕخطى ɼاحȒȯ حتܢ Șȕبɾȯ أخՒȳ مɽȗالȒȯ، مɳȗاȷلɼ ȓمɢȗاǸɟɼ ،Ȓȳțنها ا ȳȕيȯ أȗɴȕ ɰهܣب ɼلɵɡ بفضل 

ʆȱالها الȡȲ دɽهȡɼ ،مها الخفيɛطا ȓيمȵɏ Ǵالخفا ɰɽفضلʆ ɯا في الظل، أنهɼȲاɽȗʆ ɰأ Քاǻ ɰɽبǸʆ ɵ
ɏلʄ الجاɼ ،Ǵالضمɏ Ȳɽلʄ الظهȲɽ، فبفضل هǺاǴ ها هي أȯɏاد مجلȓ فصل الخطاب ɽȗȕالʄ في 

ɼلɟ ɵɡما ɛيل ما ا ɠ ɞȲȯʆلɻ ا  ،أȕ ɰظهȳ بɟǸ؆ف مما هي ɏليɻ ךɰ -مخلص؈ɰ  -حلɛ ȓشيبȗɱ ȓمنܢ
 ؅ʆفǹȵȡ ɞهب 

ɏلɟ ʄ؆فȒ ما ʆصلɳا منها بȯɐ الȳɜاɼ ȒǴالȗحɡيȔ–  ɯ هȱا الȯɐد حاɼلɳا أɱ ɰصفə مɜااا 
 ʅȳȸال-  ،ɤɼاȯȗم ɽما ه Ȳɽظɳم ɝفɼ  Ȳاطا ȯصȲ ɤɼحاȕ ȔباȲاɜم ȓمț  ب ȓميʆادɠاف כȳɏכ ɵم

اםȳɐفي في أصɽلȲɼȱȡɼ ɻه לبȘȸيميȓ ،حيɟ ȟشفș هȱه اםɜاȲبȓ לبȘȸيميɟ ȓيȖ əشɢلș  هȱه 
بظهȲɽ اللȸاɱياȔ أدǻ ɾلɏɽɳȕ ʄها، ɠɼاșɱ الثȒȲɽ اםȳɐفيȓ  الʅȱ، כمȳ اםفاهيɯ في حȳاɟها ȕɼحɽلها

ȕبɼȯ بɐيɵɏ Ȓȯ حɤɽɜ اللغɼ  ȓما ȕا Ȱلɣ مȕ ɵطȲɽاȔ مɳهجيȓʆȯɜɱɼ ȓ، امȔȯȗ لȘشمل حɽɜا أخɾȳا
 ɣلȱبɼ ،Ȕياɱاȸم اللɽلɐل ʅȯليɜȗم الɽفي اםفه ɯلفه ȓيȷاȷأ Ȓȯمɏ حليل الخطابȕ ɵم șلɐȡ

الȗلɜي  ميɢاɱ؈قماȔالɜضاʆا ɼכفɢاȲ اםطɼȳحɼ ،ȓفɝ ما ȕمليɻ حɼȯد ȕɼحليل ɼمɳاɛشȓ الɳصɽص ɼا
،ȑيɟال؅فɼ ɣيɡفȗالɼ ،يلɼǸȗالɼ ɵاصل ضمɽȗالɼ Ȳاɽالح ɚفاǵ اب

  Ȳɽطȕ ȯɛɼفيȳɐاם ȯɜɳمام الȗاًب  اهȯʆȯحȕ ȓيɱاȸɲל ȓاللغɼ ،ًماɽمɏ اصلɽȗال Ɏɽضɽبم
ȓɐ الɐلɽم التܣ ǻ șɏȵɱلȕ ʄحȖǸȕɼ ȯʆȯي اللȸاɱياȔ هȱا الɐلɯ اםȗȸجȯ، في طليɼالحجاȕ Ƞخصيصاب 

Ȱاتها ɼلȱاتهات ɼبغضՔ الɳظɵɏ ȳ أɏ ȓʆلɽم أخɾȳ؛ في تمɵ خاɤ دȲاȷتها للغȓ ا םفهɽم مɐاصɏɼ ȳل׿ܣ
ɤبادȗاם ɯالفه ɑشجيȖ ظائفها فيɼ əلȗمخ Ǵجاȗȷا șɐȷɼ،  ɵɏ ب؈فɐȗالɼ ȓيɱاȸɲب לȲجاȗل الɜɱɼ

ȳɡب الفȳɡا الفȱه ɰاɠ ا ما Քʆا، أ
مɵ خاɤ مɜااȔ الȸادȒ  –صل الخطاب ȡاهǻ Ȓȯلʄ أɜȕ ɰاȲب لȱلȸȖ ɣڥʄ مجلȓ ف 

 ɰا  -الباحث؈ȱب هȳاصɐبي اםȳɐال ȳɡمي في الفɽاب اםفهȳاضط ɤاɢا לشȱعي بهɽال ɰأ ʄلǻ ʄڥȸȖ ماɟ
 ȶاȷباأ ɽب هɻȸفɱ مɽد اםفهɼȯح ȓفȳɐبم ɝلɐȗȕ ȓلǸȸمَا هي م Փف م؆ɟأ ȓيȳɡف ȓمليɏ ɑȡȳʆ ȳخǵ نܢɐبم

داɻȕ بȲȯɜ ما ɻ أɱ اضطȳاب ǻلʄ هȱا Քȯمحɼ مɽاםفه Ȕاɱبيا ȓفȳɐبم ɝلɐȗȕ ȓȗبح )ȓميʆادɠأ( ȓلǸȸم
ɼ ،Ȓٍȯمشɼȳطȓ بالضȕ ȒȲɼȳاȲيخياً ɼمȳɐفياًب Քȕȳʆا Քɜɐم ȓٍيȳɡف ȓٍمليɏ ʄلǻ ȯ التܣ ȓفȳɐه اםȱه ɻجȗɴȕ بما ʅأ

 ɯț ،ɻȕاȰ اɳيɏɼ في غياب ȔȳطǸȕاɼ ،ɻȸفɱ مɽاםفه ȓɐده بطبيȯحʆ ماɟاحȗمف ȯمحم :ɻابȗɟ حليل فيȕ 
 ɽȗاصلي، في أبɐاد الɐمليȓ الɽȗاصليȓ في شɜيها الɽȗاصلي ɯț الȗفاɏلي :أما الالخطاب الشʅȳɐا

ɰ فيɯɏȯ مɽɜلȗ ǻ ȓفاɏلي، ɼأما اليهȯف ǻلɽȕ ʄصيل مɐلɽماɼ ȔمɐاȲف ɜɱɼل ȕجاȲبǻ ɻلʄ اםȗلɜيف
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 ،ʅɽللخطاب اللغ ɾȳأخ əظائɼ ɞاɳفه ،Ǵل ش ܣɠ هي șȸلي ȓفي اللغ ȓاصليɽȗال ȓظيفɽأهمهاال 
ابظيفȓ الȗفاɏليȓ التܣ ɜȕيɏ ɯاɛاȔ اȗȡماɏيȓ ب؈ɰ أفȳاد اםجȗمȕɼ ɑحافɏ ɍليɻالɽا

بي اםɐاصȳ لهȱه לشɢاليȓ بالȗمي؈ق ب؈ȡ ɰاɱب؈ɰ أȷاȷي؈ɰ في ɏمليȸȖ ȓمح مɜاȲبȓ الفȳɡ الȳɐا 
ا ǻلʄ الɽȗفيɝ أɼ الȗلفيɝب  Քمǻ ȓبȲاɜحيل اםȗȸȘل ،ɻابɐيȘȷا ȓمليɏɼ ،ȳךخ ɤباɜȗȷفي ا ȓفɛاםثا
 șɱاɠ ا ماǻ ɯاםفاهيɼ ǴاȲךɼ Ȳاɢכف ɵم ɑجمʆ ل، اɏفاȗالɼ ȓلɏاםفا ʄلɏ مɽɜʆ ȑهȱم ɝفيɽȗفال

ɏلʄ أȷاȶٍ مɤٍɽɜɐ، أʅ حضȲɽ الȱاȔ في اםɽضɎɽ، في ح؈ɽɜʆ ɰم مفهɽم الȗلفيɏ ɝلɼ  ʄحɻȕȯ مبɴيȓاً
ȡمɑ ما ا ʆجȗمɑ، بɎɽɳ مɵ الȳȸɜ ما ب؈ɰ مɐاȲǵɼ ɰٍاǴ مخȗلفȓ في مȱهʆ ȑبɼȯ ظاهȳيا ɼ ɻɱǸɟاحȯ، في 

مȗفȓɜ، بȸبȯɏ ȑم الɡشɵɏ ə الɳȗاɛض اםȶȯɳ في بɴيتها، لȱلɣ شȗاɰ ب؈ȗ ɰلɜيها ح؈ȕ ɰظهȳ ם
ɝفيɽȗب  الɝلفيȗالɼا
  ȔاȰ Ȕاباȗɡال ȑطɜȗȸȖ مخبف الخطاب الحجاجي ɤحا ɰاȸفصل الخطاب ل ȓها هي مجلɼ

 ɻɱǸب ɵمǺȕ م، أنهاɽȷȳلخطها اם Ǵًفاɼɼ اɳا مɱماʆǻ، ɻȡȲخا ɼأ ɵطɽداخل ال Ǵاɽȷ ȓفيȳɐاם ȓيمɜال
ȓ ا ʆ؇قاح ليț ȹمȓ حɼȯد للمȳɐفɼ ،ȓبɰǸ الهɼ ՔɯاحȯɐȖ ɰǻɼ ȯدȔ أɛطاɱȲا، مɑ الɽفاǴ بɱ ɰǸهج اםجل

 ȓفȳɐفصل في اם ȓمț ȹلي ɻɱأ ʄلɏ ،ȓائيȳȡלɼ ȓليɼاȯȗالɼ ȓفيȳɐاده اםɐفي أب Ƞالحجا Ȳɽصȕ ɵɏ
 Ȕȯالتܣ غ ȓفȳɐم اםɽخȕ ɰالفصل ب؈ ʄلǻ اȳȸɛ اםنهجي Ǵاȳȡط לɜا فɱا أحياɳمȵلʆ ،ȓاخلȯȗفهܣ بنܢ م

االحɼȯد بينها ȳȡȲاȓȡب 
ȯɏاد الȸالفȓ مɵ حضȲɽ للخطاب الɲǵȳɜي ɼهɽ ما ȷياحظɛ ɻاȲئ هȯا الȯɐد أɼ غ؈فه مɵ כا 

 ȔاȷاȲȯال Ǵɽفي ض ɼأ ،ȓثʆȯالح Ȕياɱاȸالل Ǵɽفي ض ȔاȷاȲȯبا للɏɽȗȸا الخطاب مȱه Ȳصا əيɟɼ
الحجاȡيȓ، أɼ حتܢ ȯɳɏ اםفȳȸيɼ ɵاםɽاȓɱȴ ب؈ɰ مخȗلə الɼ ɾǹȳالȗصȲɽاɟ ،Ȕما هȯɳɏ ɽ الȲɽɳس ܣ 

ɵيȳȸاםف ȯɳɏ ɼأ ،ɰالبيا Ǵاɽأض ȑيطي صاحɜɳالش ȯɳɏ ɼأ  ʅȯɜɳال ȚɼȲɽاם ȒǴاȳɛ Ȓادɏǻ ɼما أɽمɏ
 ȓضيɛ ȓȷاȲد ɼأ ،ɤȵفي خطاب الغ ɤالحا ɽما هɟ ،ȓيțاȯاهج الحɳاם Ǵɽفي ض ɰبي؈ȳɐالباڦي الɼ
 ȓاليɢشǻ ɼأ ،ɯʆȯɜبي الȳɐال ȯɜɳها الɐامل مɐȖ əيɟɼ ȓכدبي ȒȲɽالصɼ ضɽالغمɠ ينهاɐب ȓʆȯɜɱ

 لتܣ ɵɏ ɯɳȕ حصاد ȳɛاǴاȔ مȗɳجȓب الɼǸȗيل ȯɳɏ כصɽلي؈ɼ ɰغ؈فها مɵ اםɜااȔ الجادȒ ا

 ʄڥȸɲ ȯهȡ ɽهɼ ȓمȡا ح؈قا لل؅فȱدها هȯɏ في ȓاםجل șخصص ȯɛɼɻليǻ  ɑشجɲɼ ،ɻɳثمɱɼ
ɽȷɽم لɻ اםافي مɜ اםشȗغل؈ɏ ɰليɻ، مثلما هɽ مɰɼȯ في مɰ؅ الȯɐد مȡ ɵهȯ כȗȷاȰ )محمȯ بɳȸاس ܣ(

لɳا ȗɱفاɏل مɑ ךخȳ مɵ خاɤ مما ʆجɐ تɽɛاميʆȯɛ ȹمɽɛ ،ȓاميȹ حʆȯثȕ ȓمثيل اللغɼ ȓالخطابت ــــب
 ɰمل أǸɱ اهبɼ ɯɏȴ ɽهɼ اɳحصȕ اɳɱأ ɯɏȵɱɼ اɳȸفɱأ ʄلɏ ɝغلɳɱ ɰأ ɰɼاصل، دɽȗالɼ ابɐيȘȷا ȓائيɳț
 ʄلǻ ȓمȡبال؅ف ɰغل؈ȗاםش ɽɏȯɱ اɳه ɵحɱɼ بȓفيȳɐا اםɳȕلحيا Ǵاȳțǻ ɾȳأخ Ȕماȡل؅ف ɾȳد أخɽهȡ اɳصلȕ

ɽɱا ɼدɱɼما ɛǻصاǴب ɼه ɤǸȸɲ أɰ أɰ مجلȓ فصل الخطاب ɰɽɢȗȷ فضاǴ مفɽȗحا لهɯ حيثما ɠا
 .وه من وراء القصɰɽɢɱ، ȯ مثلما ȳʆيɱȯا أɰɽɢɱ ɰا
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Problem-solving and Reflective Practices:  

What Peculiarities for the Foreign Languages? 

Ammar BENABED 
Department of English 

Ibn Khaldoun University-Tiaret- Algeria 
 

Abstract: The teaching and learning of a language known as 

foreign in institutional milieu, and therefore in situation outside immersion, 

the problems to be solved, both for the learner and for the teacher are 

numerous and of varied nature. To overcome certain obstacles to learning, 

the notion of “reflective practice” has been advanced in the institutional 
framework; it is sometimes implemented in the course of the FL. To explain 

the key foundations, in connection with the epistemology of the field of the 

language didactics and in a comparative approach, I propose to put into 

perspective with problem-solving situations, to which resort other 

disciplinary fields. This is particularly to determine how links can be 

established with scientific disciplines, where the problem-solving approach 

appears to play a key role. The review thus relates to what founds a similar 

approach in reflective practice on the FL and, conversely, which relates 

more specifically to FL. For this purpose, will be raised questions 

concerning the shaping of data entered in the language and, hence the work 

of didactisation [1] whose objective is to give an active role to the learner-

discovery process is supposed to facilitate learning. 

Key Words: reflective practice, problem-solving situations, 

didactisation, FL 

 :Ɂاملخɯتعلي ɯتعلɼ ȓلغ ȓسط في أجنبيɽبالتالي ،الرسمي الɼ ضع فيɽال ȠȲخا 
 ɼمتنɽعȓ عȯيȒȯ هي ɼامعلɯ للمتعلɯ بالنسبȓ سɽاء حلها، يتعيɰ التي ɼامشاكل الغمر،

ȓلتخطيب  الطبيع Ȕالعقبا ȔاȰ ȓصل ،ɯم بالتعلɽت مفهȓسȲامما ȓت التأمليȯفي طرحت ق 
Ȳطاǻ ب  الرسميɯيتɼ ȱتنفي ɣلȰ بعض في ɰفي اأحيا ɚسيا ȓاللغ ȓاأسس لشرح باأجنبي 

،ȓالرئيسي ȔاȰ ȓصل  ȓبنظري ȓفي امعرف ɤمجا ȓتعليمي ȓفي اللغɼ ني امنهجȲاق؅رح امقا 
 ɼجɻ على هɽ هȱاب أخرɾ  تأديبيȓ امجااǻ Ȕليها تلجأ التي امشكاȔ، حل منظȲɽ  في ɼضعها

 نهج أɰ يظهر حيȟ  العلميȓ، التخصصاȔ مع صاǻ Ȕقامȓ يمكن كيə لتحȯيȯ الخصɽص
 امماȲسȓ في مماثل لنهج يǺسس ما هȱا استعراɼ ɂيتصلب Ȳئيسيا دȲɼا يلعȑ امشكاȔ حل

                                         
[1] The didactisation is the work done ahead of the session according to the targeted 

learning and all the parameters of the situation. Didactisation is ascribable to teaching strategies. 



Problem-solving and Reflective Practices: What Peculiarities for the Foreign Languages? ـــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ  

 ـ 4ـ 

ȓفي التأملي ȓاللغ ȓعلى باأجنبيɼ ،التي العكسɼ ا أك؆ر بشكل تتعلقȯيȯتح ȓباللغ ȓباأجنبي 
 ɰ  فإ ثɼ ɯمن ɼ، اللغȓ في امȯخلȓ البياناȔ تنسيق تتعلق أسئلȓ طرح ɼسيتɯ الغرɂ، لهȱا

 بالتعلɯ لتسهيل يف؅رɂ اكتشاف  عمليȓ في فاعا دȲɼا امتعلǻ ɯعطاء هɽ  التعليميȓ هȯف

Ȕالكلما ȓامفتاحي: ȓاممارس ،ȓالتأملي Ȕحل وضعيا Ȕاإشكاليا ، ȓاللغ ȓاأجنبي، 
ȓالتعليمي 

Introduction 

     Foreign language learning and teaching (FLLT) in an institutional 

setting is a daunting task for both the teacher (knowledge provider) for the 

efforts he should supply to didactise the contents to be taught, and the 

learner (knowledge recipient) for the obstacles of all types he should 

overcome to assimilate the contents to be learned. Different from other 

subjects, the shift from one linguistic system (L1) to another quite different 

one (L2) is not ambiguity free for the language transfers which accompany 

this conscious process. In fact, this process is affected by multifarious 

factors: age, learning strategies and affective. Yet, in order to surmount 

these hindrances, the reflective practice and problem-solving situations, two 

processes which are commonly implemented in sciences, are proposed in FL 

learning. Then, didactisation of the knows to be taught proves to be an 

overriding importance for the materialisation of the intended outcomes. 

       

I. Issues at the Heart of the Discipline 

1. A very Specific “Subject” 

Among the fundamental characteristics of the FL subject, we note 

first of all that this matter is subject to systematic comparisons and 

judgments. Thus, when we talk about a ‘captive’ or institutional learning of 
a FL, we oppose this learning in school context (in vitro) to learning via 

immersion in ‘natural’ environment (in vivo). Such a distinction hardly 

proves to be transposable to other school subjects. Thus, can we imagine the 

learning of Mathematics, Biology, History, etc. in ‘natural’ milieu? We also 

observe that the confrontation of institutional learning with a natural 

learning is the source of often very harsh judgments for the FL subject. This 

trend seems to be reinforced by the fact that the performance assessment of 

the learners trained by the school can be done in comparison to the native 

speakers. This is a specific feature of the FL subject: we cannot compare the 

learners’ performance to those of a mathematician, biologist, scientist, 
historian, etc.  
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Another feature seems to be noteworthy, regarding the constitutive 

ambivalence of the FL subject which is an object capable of two different 

focuses as explained by Dabène (1995): an external focus, on the one hand, 

in which the language is used as a tool in the interaction or in the 

transmission of content and an internal focus, on itself, it is the meta-

linguistic perspective that focuses on the description of the system. In the 

first case, we speak in the language and in the second, we speak of the 

language. The second focusing seems particularly important to overcome 

the purely instrumental aspect that prevails in the so-called 

“communication” approaches.  There are indeed subjects involved in the 

learning of the L2 and these topics have something to say about L2, in 

comparison with what they know and what they have experienced in the L1.  

Refusing this meta-linguistic dimension is also denying that these subjects 

are engaged in their own learning. 

It leads us to an intrinsic specificity of our field: in L2 learning, the 

subject is not a mere cognitive subject, it is a speaking-subject who commits 

himself at both corporal and intellectual or affective levels. Bailly thereby 

describes this phenomenon: 

“Language, semiotic extension of the subject, 
exposes the latter and engages his own personality 

as his relationships with others; as many foreseeable 

difficulties for the pedagogical treatment of this 

vulnerable and unstable teaching object.” (1999: 8).  
 We therefore don’t shift easily from L1 to L2. Borders of all kinds 

are to be crossed to play the game in the L2 (cf. for instance to Asdih & 

Deyrich, 2008) and, hence, to adopt another system of representation and 

identification. 

2. Designs and Representations in Learning 

The work conducted in the scientific disciplines have explored the 

learners’ conceptions and taking them into account in the knows 
construction. Thus, to acquire knowledge, the learner would move from a 

preliminary design to another more relevant to the situation (Giordan & de 

Vecchi, 1987). In this spirit, the design that is the problem cannot be 

considered as a ‘barrier to learning’ to be fought but as a cognitive system 
that would be transformed or, more accurately, the learner must himself 

transform thanks to the teacher’s mediation.  

The notion of conception is similar to that of representation in the 

teaching / learning of FL. Indeed, in institutional context, the language 
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cannot be conceived as an instrument of communication only: it is a 

representation system among others, a coherent system of mechanisms that 

are hinged together. In the field of the didactics of the FL, the issue of 

representations takes a special round, especially because languages 

challenge us on the manner in which the subjects represent the outside 

world (cf. Deyrich 2007). In the work of didactisation, it is then a matter to 

foster the development of the perspective of the MT and the FL 

representations. For the teacher, the question thus concerns, on the one 

hand, the way to bring out the learners’ representations and, on the other 
one, to make them evolve and thus promote the transition from a system of 

representations to another. The reflection then covers the didactisation and 

the pedagogical methods of intervention in the implementation. 

II. The Teaching Strategies and Intervention Methods 

1. The Introduced Data at their Shaping 

The competence construction intervenes from data (language and 

information) which are introduced in the FL course. Generally referred to as 

‘input’ in language teaching (cf. M. F. Narcy-Combes 2005), these data 

should be made accessible so that they have the opportunities to integrate 

the learner’s system. We also know that it is not sufficient to have an input 
so that the intake or appropriation systematically occurs. The fact remains 

that in teaching/learning situations the question of the introduced data and 

the related devices remain essential, unlike a so-called natural FL 

communication in the language class which is supposed to exclude any 

grammatical teaching (Bourke 2008). Moreover, considering the difficulty 

of moving from a system of representations to another, the teaching 

strategies should facilitate the reflexive detour and more precisely the meta-

linguistic reflection so that the learner sets back and puts in perspective the 

MT and FL systems. The didactic strategies that interest us here relate to the 

‘internal focalisation’ and seek learners’ guidance in the construction of 
meaning. It is appropriate at present to consider how the teaching mediation 

can concur in it. In fact, literature offers a certain number of tracks. 

1.1.Devices to attract the learners’ attention 

The first assumption series is organized around the idea that we 

should draw the learners’ attention on the form of messages by optimising 

the input, since the learner cannot focus alone on the key elements for his 

own learning (Sharwood Smith 1993). For VanPatten (1996), to attract 

attention to precise and targeted data offers the advantage to counter the 

tendency, supposed to be natural to learners, to privilege the meaning for the 

benefit of the form. The output of this didactisation approach (input 
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enhancement) is not systematically guaranteed (Sharwood, Op. Cit.) but it 

seems that this attention devoted to the input has, in general, a favourable 

influence on the cognitive treatment of these data (Gass 1997, Long 2007). 

Divers methods have thus been explored to attract the learner’s attention to 
oral interaction, by a teaching reformulation which reframes using the target 

structure (Long Op. Cit.), in writing, in most cases, by adding visual effects 

(highlighting, bold types, etc.) to attract attention to the structures and 

lexical items which are regarded as learning targets. 

The pedagogical intervention aiming to highlight and channel and 

the learner’s attention on a selection of specific elements of L2 is based on 
the assumption of the well-founded of the active attention and therefore 

spotting (noticing hypothesis) for the development of the inter-language 

(Schmidt 1990).  From this point of view, there would be a causal link 

between what is highlighted in the input and the result in the intake (which 

is acquired). In the extension of this hypothesis, Long (Op. Cit.) emphasizes 

the need for selective attention for there to be negotiation of meaning, 

especially in the context of linguistic interactions. The interest of the 

hypothesis of Schmidt also lies in the developments made by the research 

that has taken the notion of input enhancement as a starting point to be 

interested to various types of highlighting.           

1.2.Devices to Involve Learners 

Despite the interest of the aforementioned researches, one may 

wonder to what extent the approach that bases this active and/or selective 

attention about the data shaping does not grant a too passive role to the 

learner. In summary, do these contours to capture the learner’s attention 
suffice? 

The question was raised by Peart (Op. Cit.) who considers this type 

of noticing may be unconscious through guidance of the input enhancement, 

but this could involve conscientisation phenomena. Therefore, it is pertinent 

to question the literature, as it was done by Doughty (2008), on the potential 

impact that explicit knows on the FL could have. The researches, she 

explored,   indicate especially that the attention paid would thus enable the 

learner to identify specific features of the FL, in particular by putting into 

perspective with what he already knows of the MT. For instance Thornbury 

(2001) advances two conditions so that there is a positive impact on 

learning: first, learners need to be attentive to linguistic features of the input 

to which they are subjected, and secondly, they must make comparisons and 

therefore realize that there is a gap between the state of knowledge as it 

appears in their productions and the Target Language system. Finally, some 
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studies indicate that this attention assigned to the FL would contribute to a 

gradual proceduralisation.  

From the viewpoint of the didactics of the languages, the question of 

attention and procedures related to didactisation through data reshaping, 

solves only part of the problem. This is certainly the first step in the 

consideration of the learner and the role that he can himself play in his own 

learning. However, his involvement as an active learner had to travel an 

additional step, so that he is conducted to ask questions, put in perspective 

the systems of the L1 and FL, differently couched, to shift from a 

representation system to another. This is a difficult process to implement 

and, consequently, a didactisation of the type input enhancement cannot 

suffice. Another approach is to be explored. 

How to interpellate this learner and arouse not only his attention but 

also his interest? How to encourage a decentration, and step back from? The 

concept of problem-solving situations can help us decide.  

2. Problem-solving Situations and Didactisation 

Being given that a better understanding of the language functioning 

should foster the acquisition of the FL, the learner should be provided with 

the opportunity and the means of raising awareness and reflection. In 

didactisation, then it should foster the phenomenon of decentering, such a 

way that, for the learner, it is opportune and necessary to focus on other 

systems of representations, both linguistic and cultural, and thus be led to 

relativize his own system and to put it in perspective with other people. 
From our point of view, the approach to consider is close, in some respects, 

to problem situations of other disciplinary fields (including sciences cf. 

infra), about which we consider here two organizing principles: 

2.1.Devices to arouse the curiosity 

It is important, first of all, to make the learner want to be interested 

in language phenomena, to stir up his curiosity, in such a way that the 

learner will not be satisfied/ content with easy solutions. To encourage this 

active questioning about the language, which is sometimes called awareness 

of language following the works of Hawkins (1981: 4), the didactisation has 

an important role to play. According to this author, each new element 
introduced should be challenging to the learners, leading them to ask 

questions about the language: questions which deserve to be asked, because 

the language is not straightforward, as one might wrongly imagine. It is 

therefore necessary to develop conditions that favour the emergence of 

issues.  
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2.2.A Challenge to Address 

Links can be established with the problem solving-situations as they 

are defined in the field of sciences, in terms of didactic devices implemented 

to challenge the learner, the stated objective being to teach otherwise. The 

explanations provided on the physical sciences site, Edunet seem to go in 

the sense of correlation between problem-solving situations and reflective 

practice on the language. We retain particularly two points among les 

characteristics of a problem-solving situation that this site sets from the 

collaborative work of Astolfi & al. (1997). 

“The learners perceive the situation which is 
proposed as a true enigma to solve, in which they 

are able to invest. This is the condition for the 

devolution to function: the problem, though initially 

proposed by the teacher becomes then “their 
concern”.        

“The solution should be perceived as out of 
reach for the learners. The proposed activity should 

be ranked in the learners’ proximal zone, propitious 
to the intellectual challenge to address.” (1997).   

The limits on the comparison, however, must be fixed in order to 

take account of the specificities of the FL subject and for which the guiding 

will play a more decisive role, whether it concerns the device or the 

teacher’s mediation.  

III. Integrated Reflective Practices 

  The learning conception cannot exist independently of a 

conception of the role of mediation and the one we want the learner to play 

too. In the cognitive and constructivist perspective, the latter is first 

“subject-actor” involved in language activity to have control over what he 

studies. He is also “learner”, “subject-cognitive” and mediation can help 
him in the establishment of representations and appropriate schemes. 

Finally, it is desirable that he can be "subject-enunciator" and to do that, he 

must be helped to structure knowledge from inside. Indeed, unlike the audio 

visual structural-global methodology which presupposed that 'structuring 

one’s language' was equivalent “to learn structures” in the conceptualization 
on the L2, the learner is led to get involved intellectually: he builds his 

knowledge of the language. The learner’s reflexive activity is conscious, 
voluntary and guided by the teacher.  
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On the side of the teaching strategies, it is to set up a device aiming 

to help the learner to reflect on the internal logic of the organization of the 

linguistic and cultural system of L2. 

- Language activities are first of all carried out in L2 in a learning 

context that is likely to challenge the learner. 

- From this work in the language, we focus on problems posed and 

the representations they have of the language and culture. 

- The next step is the linking of their representations in L1 and L2. 

They are led to develop hypotheses on the functioning of the 

language, such as they observe it. The teacher is based on these 

internal phenomena to provoke verbalization on what they have 

noticed. 

In summary, the learner is thus in direct contact with the object-

language, in an activity that incites him to take a reflexive recoil and helps 

him discover and experience the L2 system as coherent and logical. 

3. Put to test in the field 

In the secondary education, the reflective practices on the FL 

sometimes approximate the conceptualising approach; to refer to it, we also 

use the expression “the rational practice of the language” and “reasoning on 
the language”. It would be, in my point of view, a pity not to extend this 
practice to the teaching of L2 in the primary cycle, where the reflection on 

the articulation between L1 and L2 can build on the versatility of teachers 

and children's curiosity towards language phenomena. To illustrate this, here 

is the account of a French trainee teacher about what happened after reading 

an album in English the discussion on what the caterpillar of the album had 

eaten. 

Children work on the statement "He Was still 

very hungry." Suddenly, one student exclaimed: "But 

the caterpillar is ‘Une chenille” but here we use 
“HE!". In a previous lesson we worked on the 

distinction between "he" for a boy and "she" for a 

girl. 

The discussion of genres, their 

representations based on a dichotomy of 

categorization in French has fueled the thinking and 

the children took a step back on the relativity of 

worldviews. Thus, the child who learns English will 

be able to finger touch a new form of representation 



ــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ Ammar BENABED  

 ـ 11ـ 

of the world. (Munoz, G. 2003, qted by Deyrich, 

2007: 146-147).  
The teacher should be able to play a key role in this linguistic 

development. Indeed, soliciting a meta-linguistic reflection among the 

learners returns, somehow, to link activities on language and the cognitive 

activity. In this sense, reflection on the language is possible with the 

children provided that a climate of trust is established and their 

neuropsychological maturation is taken into account. (Deyrich 2007: 143-

144). The solicitation of higher mental functions (Vygotsky, 1985) consists 

of two complementary components, in terms of voluntary attention 

(noticing) and the ability to solve problems. Thereby, for the 

implementation of reflective practices can contribute to the development of 

meta-linguistic ability, it is vital to provide a framework in which reflection 

can develop, because the child feels confident to build on the linguistic 

capital which he already disposed in the L1.  

The development of reflective practice and requires a real 

"scaffolding" (Bruner 1998), prepared beforehand for didactisation is then 

managed by the teacher in the situation where the interaction L1-L2 is 

problematised in a conceptualising approach. Yet, it is precisely in this 

management step by step of the advances in meta-linguistic reflection that 

resides the major difficulty: solid competences, both disciplinary and 

professional are essential to carry out such a type of scaffolding. Thus, 

Dahm (2009: 75) who has studied reflexive practices in L1-L2 situation 

notes that this approach can only be successful if the teacher possesses 

established linguistic skills and a step back on his practice to be able to 

guide learners. Here are her conclusions about the teachers she observed in 

classroom: 

But the lack of real linguistic knowledge of 

the English language does not allow him to use this 

meta-language, because they do not know how to 

link the two linguistic systems. Therefore it is 

difficult for him to support students in a problem-

solving approach by providing adequate scaffolding. 

Teacher 2 also clearly expressed his need for 

training in this sense 

Professional training is indeed essential for teachers to be able to 

adopt a conceptualising approach. The questions concern not only the 

preparation of devices that challenge the learner and make him want to 

engage in reflexive practices, but also the guidance in a reflective practice. 
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Now, on this last point, for lack of a solid preparation, the teacher cannot 

transpose meta-linguistic knowledge acquired in his university education in 

a meta-language adapted to the audience and different situations.  

Conclusion 

           Addressing the specificities of the L2 "subject" from a comparative 

angle allowed us to determine what is specific to the field of the didactics of 

language: the identified traits are closely related to the concept “subject-
learner-utterer” and, in this sense, cannot be envisaged in other disciplines. 
In fact, the language of mathematics, sciences, history, etc, just as the 

language of flowers, is not subjectively rooted in the depths of the learner: 

those languages fall within the speech while the linguistic work in FL 

solicits the learner’s ego to the language (Deyrich 2007). Above and beyond 

this fundamental difference, either in FL or in scientific disciplines, 

approaches implemented for effective involvement of the learner have in 

common the need for recourse to “conscientisation” (cf. Chini & Goutéroux 
2008), and a need for strategic shaping of the data. On this last point, the 

focus here is on an exploitation of “problem situation” type, which in the 
field of language didactics displays a reflexive and conceptualising 

dimension. This perspective leads to questions about the appropriateness of 

the modalities of an explicit learning, on the guidance methodology not only 

in a reflective process but also “conceptualising”, on the lag between 

advanced research and institutional expectations, without forgetting the vital 

issues that are related to initial and in-service teacher training- training that 

is supposed to lead/conduct them to implement such approaches because 

they are beneficial for learners, therefore a necessary training for which it is 

hoped that the disciplinary aspects in the L2 and professional aspects will 

not be obscured over the ongoing and future reforms. 
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