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The Micro Level of High School English Teacher Development:

The Moves of a Productive Classroom Discourse
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Shanghai 200083 China; Southwest Forestry University Kunming 650224 China)

Although foreign language education policies and classroom teaching methods have been constantly updating there are still
many obstacles. The Key Competence emphasizes the comprehensive development of students” knowledge skills emotions atti—
tudes and values. Language teaching is a sort of language activity. Its classroom teaching method should be discourse-based and
discourse-driven. English teaching is a process for teachers to conduct the conceptual deconstruction and knowledge reconstruc—
tion through communicative interaction emotional support meaning connectivity and value transfer in classroom discourse. This
paper analyses the process and dynamic connotation of the productive classroom discourse moves of high school English teachers
which is characterized by revoicing restarting adding on reasoning extending exampling and waiting. Based on the theory of
Vygotsky’s zone of proximal development and scaffolding theory this paper puts forward the interaction interface of “discourse—
discourse’ “discourse-emotion’ “discourse-meaning “discoursevalue’ “discourse-activity” as the scaffolds for English teaching
and a four-in-one teachers classroom discourse construction system. The study suggests that high school English teachers and
educational researchers should pay more attention to the micro level of classroom teaching return to the interactivity of language
teaching and build the productive classroom talk moves to optimize the English teacher development from the micro level.
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