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Abstract

The Birmingham School theory of discourse analysis and its analytical model are able to describe
the real classroom structure. This study explores the classroom discourse structure of students in
college English major classrooms based on the Birmingham School’s theory of conversation. The
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study found that complete IRF, although it exists, is not common. Moreover, the teacher speaks a
lot and the students speak little in classroom interactions. One of the effective ways to change this
situation is to stimulate students’ interest in learning English, adjust the classroom content ap-
propriately, and propose creative learning methods, etc.
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1. 518

e [E P B 2R S5 Sinclair 1 Coulthard 7£ 20 40 70 4EARE, A RS R FUIRE LIRS
Wi, WTUERE LN A PG AT T IR 4. HRAE 1975 SEAEHRE GRETTPIER) ik
e MM AIR IR T EL . XERUERE T OREER T BN S AR E, X AT T A
t, H A AR — A bRE F BEEDIRE, RA P A OGRS A, NI AL —EEER S, AP
IRF #550, T AW =4 TR ES). B, Y2z —8 g eIt 75, H, Burton [1]%) IRF
JRAEAGHAT 7 edE, AT DA DABOm A 0 B R, RIEMARIES, JERUE, AEATERINT RS
o BB RSSO R RE, (HWAEE T — AN EEF B R, RS s P e, 1985 4F,
Sinclair fil Coulthard P A\ &% CEIEDHTITIEY SHZANE T4 7o FI et , (H A i ) RTHE B8 J5 5 A5,
BAEEE, Jak, YWOKRERE[2)R% Halliday HEZLHFFTRZM, KA AL AT 770 46 4 S LR # M 3]
SRR AT TS N SE T A BR B ST, RO T TS, R B AR IR Y
FBFED I ThREHEAT T 4325, AUED5E B Z MM R INTEW, SV AIE S R

T ] (6] A R A R T E AT TR A B, T 20 THAT 90 AEARA T IA. B, FRAS[ATERST T H B IR
BT AN, BRA[5]45 A 1018 TA IR ARG TE o WU R R, TR VAR A I T 2 R A
HTEHR[6]. MR KRZ RREE IR 1, WESHEE T ER 2B /. 5T BRI
AR AR SR L EAR[7] [8]. MhAb, KEWF AL A AR T 2N IEE, A TRE R T
WL H.

R, AT IR 21 W B AR SR, X SE Lk 222 B R & LA B 3k T 4
Frffid, BETHAEMREEE., H4 5800022 57 Mg HE5H .

2. it

ARWFFCIRIL 7 FTIAE TR R MR R N AU R o X LR SRS AM L BE 2 R
SR HEBI, PRERMEZINEENES T —80ror, Bk, e DIERKFRE o
F5HE TG R . XK BT FEH Ellis (1984) R AL TEEFE 5 MU A FE 4 5 iR s g (L 7 998, Pt
TR 16 78k, MABE SRR 2 U T B R, SR SGET S B R e, (& T2
ARG TE T, BRI H BT EE TR A AL B, 3K 7 AR P ERAARE B (ILFE 1):
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Table 1. Basic information of classes

=1 ORERERFR

FUEN R URAR e FRIRAZ IFRIS
W K—HiEL R R HEHM Communication at your fingertips 15 435 13 #
AL 2 K—gigHk R LR AT Is social media the enemy? 14 5y%h 43 B
Wi 3 K—BEL iAERrs BB Learning to think 16 434 10
WA 4 K—yeiEE AR AT HEM Good to great 15 43%h 05 7
WRES R—FEE R HERN Good to great 15 43k 11 #5
Wi 6 K—HiEE hiAEarS HEHUN Good to great 15 4350 40 7
W 7 K—HEL FEEEUR A HIm To be or not to be 19 435 21 £

3. IMEEZIMFEETEIE

W [E] 2% 3 3K Sinclair 55 FE B 48 Coulthard 75 70 AR ARHR R X 20T 5 24 IR B T /- Tt H 17 %23
— I A P 2R TE IR TR . BT S AR 28 — AR — AN S . Ul S 2 AR BE R as
Pk BEMRE. R ZEmbE, EHE” WREAHZE. 2R “9FH 7 Al 7 i
“UEBT EEERR T “EET CRIET REERRT IR BT CURBC AR 5 “WR o M
PR [El G exchange /& 38 R ¥ Bl 805 BUBEAT SR M AR BT, W90 38 R 3 3 235 J 40 AT % Fhont i o A8 o
B A E R LR & B R 5850 . — /N2 BrlElE exchange H— B = /M& move dHpk: IGTED
Initiation (opening), 2% Response (answering) F1Bf #1155 Follow-up/Feedback.

RGN SRR Rm BRI, EH—RVIREBA K. WERT “IR” nlaeS 8T AR
3 3 R ) 2 ) 205 2 T MBI, AN I R AE ARG BRARIRAS R 2 AR IR S 4G R R S S A RS L T o
UM AT B O 4 thoE BB A A Re e el AT — RANE KIER, SR RAENGHEE R, XA 5 T
FARBUP VR . HR, ELRPRRIEEY, RE RIS TIBUNTRIKSIE . R 2R
oA, PCAnERAE I (R AR, URAE N SRR EEAIERE, BUME & R R IR A B 5K RK R
Re UA5SE . S E BRI SR E A AR THUOGH ) RS B L RN AT (1) S B, 22 A Ik 2 A A O
=T BRIt A, AT R RFRIC A — R IT[9]. I IRATE R E R TP UREIGINT, T
EAEOT, RAEHE R R EEFEA A B M X AN [l @, SR R T O 1 R 2R R B i it
Jr R PR FT ), AN 2O B 25 A R HJGVE e e XA FZR A ) “8R” 2 3L [FRAEfE . XFEAS
FRK T o BT H 1 45 Rt @ A H AR A S 2 L

Table 2. Interaction between students and teachers (1)

2. FEMBUTERNERQL)

a1l a2 el RE4 RESs  WREe W7 CPWME xR PR
JRAEEB S 10 11 6 7 5 12 10 8.71 2.69 11

YRy Bl
Ve SRR E-

VL AHETURE IRF AL BBl R SEA L. A% b B /NS R ER P

0.65 0.74 0.37 0.46 0.33 0.77 0.47 0.54 0.18 0.47
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Table 3. Interaction between students and teachers (2)
3. REMBUTERNER(2)

e H B
AN TEREH )
IRF =152 T F) KF=i&5 Hah

RH Tt RER/€ 1 "ot WE [Ep5e RH B
B 1 / 10 100% 10 100% /
e 2 / 11 100% 11 100% /
B 3 / 6 100% 6 100% /
Wit 4 5 71.43% 2 28.57% 2 28.57% /
W 5 4 80% 1 20% 1 20% / /
B 6 4 33.33% 8 66.7% 8 66.7% / /
B 7 4 44.44% 5 55.56% 4 44.44% 1 11.11%
1 2.43 27.87% 6.14 14.28% 6 14.29% 0.14 1.6%
PRt ZE 2.3 / 3.8 / 3.87 / 0.38 /

Y AEBEARERER =GP MIRE ST HE) . SR EAR IR IR i H ik B e B =8 =BV b
MIEA) . FARTHRTEIE . B2 S HAl 2000 7 BT B O B /NBON S P

AT FE IR B K 2 BAE 20 70 B A B B/ I BLB)), (ER 3RAT T DAMEGE T AN H 2 A2 AN O
HEFEA R IIEREE B RS M, NG TR RATR] LUR 2 AL B8 P 4 IR B 8.71 KT
HHET 8 WHAIRER 44, HI=A00E 5. 7. 6 A% 2. % 3). FWEHHKE, Mk
(RO A: LB BT B 522 1A brlnl & i et =il AU 2 4R1E2E Initiation (opening).
2125 Response (answering) F1ft A6 Follow-up/Feedback. #2Uf1H D & — AN bR [E A UG, N2 R
A IRET RS R B, MRS A R R 1 A ) — R S N B S e X R A IR R T A LB 2 4
B IRF A, (R WA P B AR I TERFFLR 7 AN BSRE b, SRR ), @
ARG BT RE ROIFSRE R S BT AT RebENLPbIL, BABRAER], A INELHKE,
SR 3R SR A AT BE DR I TR PR B A R B AR 4, A SRR A BE TR, FUME R AN AR R R I R X
A, GBI, RO EUNE B RPFO & B 12 ST, R AR R R 4
MR T IR, b BE AN T a2 Fo A2 A 23 ) [F) 5 AN B0M 43 A0 AT S ARG EE
B AT R, OIS B0 — M 0 T R AR 7> = A R AT PR IR B XA, DR 2 1 R 454
MARRY \Fe WERAMRE,  “BHRAH, KRG, HAMRMEMESIMZINAAAE R — & AT E,
I PRI - AR RS B RS HIE 3 B IERAZR[10].

BEIRIAAEUR S BRI PRIE A — R T =1 P HEh i) “ 2R H , BIERATTH W AR b 22 R H
) — FEON U HREME [11]: B ACES ) R - 22 AR 2 — BB AsE - 22 AR — UMt - -« WASHIT FE 8 o Al
DA, W ta A, SEiE B i A2 IR A T RS BT T S B, KT =l I E A 2 HEA T 1.6%
(W3 3). TATCLHmE, HrdBhEUnRB A ESE, MR EWE . (HRERFIIEL
URE . IEA0 Gordon Wells i H (U B2 3 1 ] REUA &Rl JU b, I AEXR A v, BOMBEA A2,
RZRIMNAE 2 [8) UG TE B2 1 2 B H 29[12] . B SR H €M A TE R, — MBI >]
FORTE S T s H a8 0 e 2 B SR F B EE Sy, WA i r] DL — R R S AT H
AR AL bR UL, R IFEE LA AR IRE T, AR AU B VE T BAR N AR ARS8
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AR, BELE TR AMEEMIER . FURMNER, AR GERERSH “REsth”
RN+ EE “BSE” Rk, SRR EA B LT T HA. ZRo15E PR T T AYIZX L “ A A
W7, Rl AR SN AU, ST 5, LR AR 5 A B8 0 A0 27 ST IR 7 SR A5 “ BORR 7

Table 4. Classroom speaking time of students and teachers
F* 4. FHEMBUTIRE & SEHEIER

WE B 5) HHERE e HAhiEZ)

B B RIS (SR RIS (SR AR Eptae
B 1 3:13 21.14% 1:36 49.74% 1:37 50.26% /
B 2 2:46 18.8% 0:59 35.54% 1:47 64.46% /
W 3 1:58 12.16% 0:58 49.15% 1: 00 50.85% /
Wit 4 2:37 17.35% 0:32 20.38% 1:07 42.68% 0:58 36.94%
BES 2:02 13.39% 0:26 21.31% 1:16 62.30% /
HE 6 3:08 20% 0:48 25.53% 2:20 74.47% /
W 7 4:13 27.47% 0:37 14.62% 3:36 85.36% /
S 2:51 2.67% 0:51 29.82% 1:39 57.89% 0:8 4.68%
R i 0.77 0.39 0.91 0.37

W HABTE SR AR A A A R HIR R DR EE A e R AT B AR R AR5 R A
FI o BB AR AE Z S DR B WA /N

PR E R EAR MBI N SR AME TR 22 A B I AT I ZRoRSE T B ST B RE
71 RiLRET). AHFSGRE LR AR R EER NG —. RbBdEfit. ARSI E 2
28.92%, WREIRFHIPIMER 5180, WELAFEMEMY 2 70 51 &, BRZEMFIEF AR, KEAHK
B N[ SREE L, B A I R I 7 B A S AT A SR R i (18], HEEA L, AREALAE,
SMEAE T RIS R A M. AR, MR A . AR TIEFHARIEER. 2TAE A
SrHIEF) 57.89%, UREK FHITFIIMESR 175 39 B, (W& 4)RFAER S KL E S, Xl mkE
PR PR R — 3 #OE BOME “ 1357, BUNSIO0E BAMREFIEEE R, AR TE, P4
BAWBAEEARMALE, WERRATFEATE. hEER-RBEEFIRL, LhEBLHR ERr—
R EE M HBRRE (HLid » 50) haEIRS: “Brz#, wth. 7 “@Emsba, #3m
I, JFTdRIE . SE T AR, SRS S, TR kAN . RS LU, FEEm SR . 7 [14]

SR, AR5 —AMEI IR, S E A NZ R A AR SR . M E SRR,
R AR BRI SZ 0, TR — A2 SO 5N, BRI RY, R EE A 5
PR, RS R RIRE R RS E RS R T SO, SR AR RS R SR IR,
B RIE IR O RIREE R, FEFEA AN E R, AT EMRE . BRI E RN E
i, RERIMT M, RARE SR E, A MR R B3 1252 5 AR KRR 5. 7
[15]uk4h, PREHA I E 4 LR 2.67% (W4 4), WEBITHNHM L, FERSHD, BEEEX
FRBLR, AR JTEZ — B MO A A S SEE B BB 16] o1& TR ER A A R, BUIE TR SR 2% 515
%55
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Table 5. Types of questions asked to students
5. FHEWIRE KR

B JE 7R Al ] S il
Ko SR Ha Hor
W 1 10 4 40% 6 60%
W 2 11 2 18.18% 9 81.82%
W 3 6 4 66.67% 2 33.33%
HE 4 7 3 42.86% 4 57.14%
BES 5 2 40% 3 60%
Wi 6 10 6 60% 4 40%
W7 9 5 55.56% 4 44.44%
SESME 8.29 3.71 44.75% 457 55.13%
PRtk 72 2.29 15 2.3
Vi RAEHHFIE 5 LOATRREZE 35 CR B W AL/ N
Table 6. Questions responded by students
F2 6. FHEIR A E)RR
- FARR Bl 7 TH AR Bl R
K B e Bt
W 1 10 10 100% 0
PRAL 2 11 11 100% 0
B 3 6 6 100% 0
WE 4 8 5 62.5% 3 37.5%
W 5 5 4 80% 1 20%
Wi 6 10 10 100% 0
W7 9 9 100% 0
SRSl 8.43 7.86 93% 0.57 6.76%
PRtk 72 2.23 2.79 1.13

VLML TR ECTIME . A AR AEZE S DR P AL N

JETR PRI UM DL FITE 1) R, 2 H TR 2 X T A B L2 g, 2%
P ) B R BOMANKIEZ A A, SOOI . — A EHERE PP 0 )5 . & v Bl
BoR, SAERSR IR R 2 R R T R L, P IAME o) B RE 44.75%, 225 1k i) FEURE R i iy £ ---
IBF| T 55.13% (W4 6). WIFURH, ECPRIRE R LG, 27 M ] e B TR m 2B 1=
YA 35 S [17]. 4 5 Bl 1L R I 7 on Pk R G4 7 AR — 800, XS T A A 2
WZkble, MREWRIEHLMRIIMENIE /. T 6 ) A MBREI R H G 93%, HAiRE: 1. 2.
3. 6. 7 #WRRKTSHMERBIPREI (R 6. % 7). FEELAKFEMRAERE B33 —ERlZ
MIble, g O REE TERN. AREWMNEREZ, BRSO

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2023.135448 2852 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2023.135448

Table 7. Types of active responses by students
7. FERREIZ AR

MINER ezl =B itie
TR S Bt i B
Ko Bt K Bt K Bk
W 1 10 10 100% 0 0
W 2 11 11 100% 0 0
W 3 6 6 100% 0 0
B 4 6 2 33.3% 1 16.67% 3 50%
HES 5 5 100% 0 0
PREL 6 12 8 66.67% 0 4 33.33%
W 7 9 8 88.89% 1 0 11.11%
PEIE 8.29 7.14 84.44% 0.29 28.95% 1 10.13%
PRtk 72 2.76 3.08 / 0.49 / 1.73 /

VLML TR ECTIME . A AR AEZE S (R P AL N

ARWFFEN 7 NRERBEEA T, AT e, SMER A ERR BTN R, Wit
JEAGE SR SR A m ORISR (18], FUTN A I EE A T R MR E R R T ST A AE O
WO 2 R o B2 R 0 75 R O b el A 5 I — P I8 . LLan i RS 6 Good to Great
s O 5] 7 — AN S ] | Which ones as the features of good enough mindset? ” 2%/ [ % 5 Be confident.”
FUNTEH & T HEZZJGIEE— “Any more?” 1iE— BRI HE, FEARFIE T J5 1 545 8
AN IEE R W R A SR AME RS BT g B R IE R S, T ca RS, A A s
DA IR R /), EAERMRERE, BHBADIRERK . M8 F 2 AR GE 2R 215 S
IR, N, SO TR R H
4. &g

—ANSEBRIENE S =AY GBI, MR AMMANED . R A T UM O
PR, RIS Y. T EE A IRIE R AL UM 5 A E A0 . AR T3k 10 W 2 IR 2 1 R X 5
B A REIEE AP R RGN EARE TR IRF =SB, JOE a4 (iRl e Bl
FIAE S — R R —— 2 RS EHE 2 IR, SbaiE 28 7 Rja— PR F. AR IF. 5%
B IRF BANRAFIER, (HEFFARE . toh, RETIhEONRKN L, 2ARF D, BRI
W AR TTEZ —RBOR A I THE R &AM IRE NS, QNETERIR 2 2 7515 .
JAE LR AR LRI B BB RR R, WMEINEET A S “HRh” —HIEHR TR
WA, SO s, DURHAE F M RE S RERTE, BRSO B SCAEE B 25 M RF A A Wt 55 77

E&InE
LA RZAEAGH DL Zhit-R, BUH %5 : 202213985009Y .

&E 3k
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