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GES AN B SR 2 EBRJ14 %44 Richard Young F4i 1) R4
J\ 15 Language Learning Monograph (1)U . {E3 Paul Seedhouse 1t 1 /& 95 [H
Newcastle K*F##H . AZbr G 5 R F 2B U AERMIRS 34T i B RAIEHTE York K2
FIVEE R SCRIE 10 S5k R R MR VIR S ERE L, TE FHRI 206 23 BT (CA) W # X — 18
WA B AN SR AT A AR . 26 20 BT RN 98 35 27 (AL) 5 38 S 3 (SLA)Y I AZ
NAWFFHAE T — BT BT HESE, XHHESh 35 R B AT 70 A B W ER TR 33 . AL
POHZ A (1 LA Py 28RS VR R (UE— VP

LA bE . e H R AT IORAEI . R SR AT 7 V4
W, AEREE, (R SRIENISOE, ST LU /7% (ethnomethodology)
PP 2K 2V T A BRI R . A RERR RS L, A AT LA AR T2 36 T A
KA LAT B HEA S FF TR 1R R P O o 253 WA B WA L R A ol
LE PR E, R D A SR R Y, B BB SRR AT WiE
FOE AT EE Cintersubjectivity) 9% E. B:45, 18I V5 K% 2535 A0 HOJEUNL, M4 X
(adjacency pairs) A AL, A M BRAENA . S48 92l E LB
I R AN T AR TR 1A T A BT S5 5 2 0 28 T I VAR o RAR 2 1
SRS I VT I AL 2 IS B P (emiC) e , TV 5 22 0 ¥ 47 S T o5
ISR S ZR G O

5 RN R VR AL IR B A ST N R B R U7 i TR 23 i (Discourse
Analysis approaches ). il PR % H 3} 52 f5i: (the communicative approach to L2
classroom interaction). % H.3)8)#& %4k (dynamic and variable approaches to
classroom interaction). A5 fb2% )77k (ethnography). #2% 4 il #i8 J77% (pedagogical
landing-ground perspective ) . 2 =X M B i & 15 2 #T % ( a conversation analysis
institutional-discourse perspective). Wk ik —F g5k 1 iE R B )AL
PRy R [l I BRAR TV R A 7 WAL B BN B AR ATE RN RS 07V )& T4
ST F NI R R S UG T AR TR R 2 i o HARF & v AR08
M2 CRIH B AR LR AN AN D @ B AN RBCE IR, FEal ey ik
RT3t 511362 (compatibility) Filg#& (integration) 1# .

5= PR TS 1m0 AT (0 S5 N ARFR UM 8 8 2 0l 23 B 7 s el i - E AR Xk
WEE — R BN AEBR R E M. BE AR I — O UIGEUR : 0 H bR S BB R
WG 4 (turn taking). & %1)(sequence). 15 IF (repair)s: 2 [AIfEAE—Fl R ST 55 & (reflexive
relationship). #% Hirtk, ARG AWE L . BRI S RR, ZiERaH
PR — I F B R GE. Fo b, WA S WAL — A TR 1) 5 1B A i RGE IR 4%
(Markee 2002:11). {EIXANMZE, FIEAZHRGEMEE . HLRGFHIE K& D) REFIL & A&
HIE e IR AR I A B R TSI ) e . VEE A A BB —Fhah &1 A1
15 J5%: (a dynamic and variable approach to context) ik SiEA - RAE LA I
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B =MEER ARG — R B B IES AU RS A R A, R I HERT
AL R RO . X DY RPE S L TR 15458 (form-and-accuracy contexts). &
SNORRAEESS (meaning-and-fluency contexts). f£45#iE L% (task-oriented contexts)
LL MR P ES: (procedural contexts).

5 AL S AR IR R e e . TE A BRI SEAE b, o B B E
SER AL BT T A T AR A . AR B R BB A SR B e A A LR
A H A& BYERE (rational design) f—ANSE . o B ) R 35 (lexibility) AR AL,
Pk (variability) i AR 1) A4 ISR AL S AU FE AR fiE(Seedhouse 2004: 181). K24
B 72 2R G5 M & B E A S WU BEAAZ O AR EE 5, BT L, AT 1 1 22T 45 I iff 4
SR (RIS B AR AR B BNRRE . 76 BEAl F 45 5 5wy 3 I ST Rk
R, WiE T B IR B AR AE SV A LA MR D Be 3= UM 7k — T Rk A R
(next-turn proof procedure). iR JEX} H )21 245/ I ERATIA, T e w] AR I IF5T I
R, W@ TATATIESS (context-free). ARG, BLIEASKILEME N H] T M) . 1B
& (context-sensitive) [ iR . Wit KEIERT, R T B35 58 & Wl 7T
TR L B PR T S AL G5 1, FEAEA R E B I D40 o teabh, VR n) 28 =
DU 25 1 AR RS AE T AT A5 7 SEEA LA B AR BB A 2B, —iBER
IR RS TS Ginterface), & #%% HAn 5 B A1 41 2 i 5% R IS TE 20
(actualization)F1E B (manifestation). &4 H.3) HA H4ME(complementarity )EF
1E, BREE 2B CEMHRIMIEARTEIIA RS AME (SR nRER R EPE) D
Je A3 (R f T B BE (K = LM (three-way view of context) xR it ks o

SN BRI S Ul o AT 7 R N TR AR A S ARSI . AR KR
432 X (complementarianism) 13737, “N ST 715", 65 AR RO EDLH B Ab o
VES 1 SC IR T 20 o0 MR N S 5 24 I DG 2R, R T 2 0 2 M 7 VA I G 5 2 h B B
P BT, 55 85 HUAES W 5 AR SO EAS BE . i
TeAt ¥k (disordered talk) 15 51477 (speech therapy). BRNVIERS . AESES G0 RHE S
EBRFE AR RGE N 218 H3hA8 br DLGE: . V8 R B EhAS BRIt o R % . IR Ak 1) 8
WS R T2 WL K. Richards il P. Seedhouse Bt Ji g RS (N 251540 B J5 3%
Applying Conversation Analysis) (2004). $RJ5, eI LV ) 2316 70 B A 38 >) 190
HAEH WA, — MR 2l A4S (recasts) ALK A H L 22 (focus-on-form
instruction) . E34 S BCRE 22 18 23 BT W 1 0 STAWF ST 1 RN, A A e Mk i R 8 2 S 23
Wik . AR a2 M VAR R . R A S BEAE 90 5 iR 25 0 M v
HfEE. 2%, Fiwtt (generalizability). 4k (quantification) &b 1 A 2 i .

FESRGE 5, AFEAE B BUIUSCR IR E, @ UOR P 5 R 1 ah 4
GUEA M AR 73 M7 VE e 5 AR ELA) AR L 52T L Ab, I e 0 AR R SE B ) R e

APBIR 2 — TR Hhr SR S R E S SR MME R s LA, 2%
AR 25 e B8) 5 538 SEIE & IR IX — R U A S U B bR 27 X i R
H bR, A7 DA 22 2R 5 T S MER P D E0y, DA R4 R B E R T 45 R 2 B
PREENE LD XL R REAME H AR A 216 S 58 0 B A 2 B AL T e B S . 1
A, BIE. W55, ThE ¥ T B AL UM N S IUAS ] (1) g5 MR E . Seedhouse [FIF
FUIE I T 205 H A T 2S5 M (PP O G &R, MK SAGIIE i 5t b (A
FZH R JEAL, DR NS G20 A0 A0 0G5 PR L B IR 22 2 AR SO J2 T e I i
HMVZTEF N A HSUE FAR ST . Seedhouse Y ZEMOW 2T b — 38548 (1K) H 22021



SR AN H T SO R R BEAT T A SR, iy HAE W A B iR R AR B,
AU T SCE A TSRO T 508 IR R 5T 1%

IR SR B REE R E AT AR 2 = MR M —ik
DR AT T A AR L 28 A0S0 3 2 2 10 B A IR R R A o A I U S AE X K
Gy BRI IR IR TR A 2 T AN R R A B P RLR B et B R
I Ze, 3ExE 108 A BARAAERTE BT TAEI . b, HahZHHEAEW A
R RHETS 5t 6 BT E, S0, BEHR, SEACPES R b X LA R PR
B SRR ANERE R, UER] TR IRAE SRR SRR, B E LA R T
B IE S A 2 [RIHBAEAE— N O R R o [T, AR B TEA S PR S tPd PN 41026 T Hd
AT BT, R 28 100 T8 5 2 A SIS A T 10 2 W B A5 ERUE A —
SEAIOC R il o SXLEAE BN TZ AT ST K 27 F e BE AT P a7 4 T U s Aok
VS S — BRI ST 5 T3 T MEAS R 4 b

SR RS TR BRI AN S AT e = BAE 1970 FFRH
F TR AT S M T VE R T AL AN AU SLA (Schwartz 1977). {H2, H#] 1990
AT I, AU AR A S B2 O, FEHIL T — 2y ¢ CA N T IR R H 8
ST & 25 A& (Firth & Wagner 1997; Larsen-Freeman 2004; Lazaraton 2002; Markee
2000; Mori 2002). #X1f, PAERZEETIHE AR CA 5 SLA 454 BT RRL B i BAK 7
%. Seedhouse MHFFTIEZMIRAMNX— AL RN BHUAERE T CA X B P 2t
FEREAEAE, FHRH T —E R 1 Ui B e, g, Sihadr kel S
R AN R AT H -2 = {77 (vacant slots) , JfnKEEAF ST T L RS 31 6)
SEFR R HEA A RE I O . BB, CA JRVEAE WV R M & 2%, T 3Ah SLA
WS TR U AE T SE AT o SR, BT AT SLA JrvAERAE IR AL b OC T AR B B SO
KRR e 2 TG s W] R AR U, DR mT DA A PPN R 36 . 248K, CA Jivk HiEH
T SLA HRIE 18 B SSURIiSE, BTLL, Seedhouse 5iif¥s Ik 77k 5 i 11545 7 ik
AT AN, g6, EFEES SLA TR E.
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