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1. As summarized in Table 1.2, before he got
involved in the Internet community, he was overwhelmed,
feeling that English was the worst problem he faced, that he
did not belong in the United States, and that his English would
never improve.
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%112 But do the linguistic features observed in this study
really indicate that engaging in labspeak does not constitute
valuable language practice?
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3. T would also like to thank the students in my CALL
classes at Towa State University and my colleagues in the
Grapes seminar in applied linguistics and rhetoric at lowa State
University for their comments on some of these papers and for
their ongoing contributions to this work ;
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fl4: T provide examples of research that has addressed
each of these goals, and discuss how this research relies on
theory from second language acquisition.
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#115: As technologies embed themselves in everyday
discourse and activity, a curious thing happens. The more
we look, the more they slip into the background. Despite our
attention, we lose sight of the way they shape our daily lives.
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6. This observation about the embedding of
technology into daily life may not seem profound.
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517 Explicit treatment of technology as an object
of inquiry invites examination of the technology related
practices associated with language use, but it also affords the
opportunity to position oneself with respect to technology within
society in general and specifically within language teaching.
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118 : Kurzweil s vision extends beyond the current
reality of such courses, which rely on existing technologies
of selected response questions ( such as multiple choice ),
multimedia presentation, and computer mediated
communication in chat rooms and discussions, for example.
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