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Being more capable interlocutors to the students, language teachers can adopt
various means to stimulate their students’ participation in classroom negotiation with
a view to facilitating learning. - This study explored how teachers’ choices of the
follow-up moves in I-R-F classroom exchanges affect students’ participation and the
development of teacher-student interaction. A qualitative case study was conducted
in a college EFL classroom in China. Teacher-student verbal interactions in three
lessons were transcribed and analyzed. The results elucidated the teacher’s
scaffolding and facilitating role in enhancing classroom negotiation.

Four main options of the teacher’s follow-ups were identified. They are




vi
evaluation, extension, repair or recast and specific highlight of students’utterances.
Moreover, sub-types of each main follow-up option and its effective or less effective
usage were illustrated in the transcription excerpts. In addition, the study identified
four main functions that those follow-up moves could perform to serve different
interaction purposes. They are: management of turn-taking, boundary marking,
co-construction of meaning, and elicitation of student initiation. Tn that section, the
study highlighted six follow-up provisions which had the potential to elicit students’
initiatives. Furthermore, four follow-up choices in the lesseffective teacher-student
exchanges were identified. In this case, the impact.of different teacher follow-up
choices on students’ participation and the development of teacher-student interaction
were explored.

The findings suggest that there isnothing wrong with the I-R-F classroom
exchange model, for the key concern of managing teacher-student exchanges is how
the ‘F’ turns, that is the follow-up m(;ves, are performed. The pedagogical
implications are discussed, with recommendations for further work for teachers and

researchers.
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