Policy planning is pedagogically valuable and necessary to test arguments.
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Such diagnoses may of course result from very cogent arguments, although one might query the implicit reduction of the political process to interest-based politics that pit (often unduly essentialized) groups against each other. However, independently of whether the case made is compelling or not, a direct consequence of such an emphasis is that the discussion drifts towards ideological and political claims instead of the examination of actual policies (Cardinal & Sonntag 2015). These ideological and political dimensions, however (and as shown in Section 2) are only part of what LPP is about, and they are heavily focused on just one the phases of LPP, namely agenda-setting. Addressing the questions that actors face when they debate, advocate, campaign for, design, adopt, implement, appropriate, evaluate, or reform language policies, certainly requires analyses that embrace the political questions favoured by some strands of current research; but this does not, for that matter, foreclose the rigorous, systematic and comparative examination, assessment and evaluation of public policy plans and measures, whether when they are first designed or after they have been implemented. Such analyses are useful and even indispensable for civil servants, elected officials, professionals in various sectors, scholars, the media, and, ultimately, citizens at large, in order to engage in meaningful democratic debate. Alongside a focus on agenda-setting, significant tracts of current research devote much attention to discourses about language policies as distinct from language policies themselves (for an overview, see Reisigl, 2013). As Johnson aptly notes, “a lot of language policy analysis is, essentially, discourse analysis, since it involves looking at various texts (both spoken and written) and analyzing policy discourses that are instantiated within or engendered by the policy texts” (2013: 152). This, however, creates a risk of neglecting other forms of knowledge that actors also need. Providing such knowledge requires us to engage in the demanding task of identifying and measuring complex real-world processes, striving for a clear vision of the relationships between them, and using various types of hard data, ranging from the qualitative to the quantitative, to back up our accounts of such processes (see several chapters in Hult & Johnson, 2015). This is also a necessary condition for assessing the extent to which the claims made can be generalised.
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