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The Analysis of Teachers’ Talk in College English Oral Class
Wang Xiao-yan
( Northeast Forestry University Harbin 150040 China)

College English oral training class is very important for teachers to develop students’ output capability. Teachers’ talk is a
key to studying the true state of college English oral class and the effect of the students’ language acquisition. In order to find ef—
fective ways to improve the oral communicative competence of language learners this paper which is based on relevant theories
on second language acquisition makes a critical exploration of the relationship between teachers’ talk and the efficiency of lan—
guage acquisition in college English oral class and discusses the problem about how to improve the quality of teachers’ talk. In
class through teachers’ talk the teacher can lead the students to think and discuss in the target language encourage the
students to participate in various language output activities let the students exercise the input knowledge repeatedly help the
students build their own language generating system and eventually achieve the goal of language acquisition.
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