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A Study on EFL Teachers’ Classroom Metadiscourse from
the Perspective of Rapport-management Theory
Jiang Hui
( Liaoning Normal University Dalian 116029 China)

As a kind of institutional talk the main function of classroom talk is task-eriented for knowledge and information transmis—
sion. However the construction and management of interpersonal relationship between teacher and students is also useful for
knowledge transmission. Therefore the teacher-student rapport building in language instruction will become very important.
Metadiscourse is not used for providing propositional information but seeks to capture the reflective management of the current
talk and the participants of communication. The main features of metadiscourse are interactive and dialogic which determine its
functions in the construction of interactive relationship between participants. This study adopts Spencer-Oatey’ s Rapport-manage—
ment Theory as an analytical framework and uses discourse analysis to analyze how EFL teachers utilize various kinds of metadis—
course resources to construct dynamic identity in the classroom to maintain the teacher and students’ face and to realize the e—
quality and association rights between the teacher and students for building teacher-student rapport.
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(D T: Now I want to ask you a very simple ques—
tion firstly . Do you know what my profession is?
What is my profession? What is my job?

Ss: A teacher.
T: Yes

think it is a little naive. That question is a little

of course a teacher. You might

naive . But other than a teacher I also have two
other roles: as a translator and a part time tour

guide part time ok. So let me share one of my

translation experiences with you .

@)) Now I want to ask

you

very simple

o 3
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4.22

(@ T: While he explained the new Alpha Go to
us did he use any new technical terms?

S: Numbers?

T: Yes!
S:
T: Oh sorry. No. The technical terms.

The language of computers.

S: Sorry .

T: Yes. That is a bit changelling because
we don’ t have the background knowledge of the
computers. Right? It” s OK! It’ s like search tree

neural network neuro-ike connections.

sorry

the language of computers the tech—

nical terms
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sorry

a bit challenging a bit

. Right  OK!

like

® That told us the third reason the last reason
I want to say is PR has credibility according to the
paragraph and advertising does not. Why? How do
we understand that part? For example if I tell you
that I’ m a very excellent teacher so outstanding
right? At

least you will think I am just showing off. But if

and so wellknown you will not buy it
that gentleman is telling you that I'm a great teacher
and he will recommend all of you to take my class.
&)
the third the last I want to say
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o for example
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(@ What do we do today ? We comprehend the
text and the structures and then we grasp the tech—
niques like the numbers technical terms and meta—
phors. So all these things are useful in writing an ex—
position. So please use them in your assignment.
Please watch season 1 of “Person of Interest” and
write a short composition of 300 words. Please make
use of all those techniques that we have talked about
in the class and have a serious reflection into the fu—
ture role of Al in human society. You’ re the younger
generation you have a voice in the future. Make use

of that and have a serious reflection upon it.
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o

and then so and

like

please
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