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Abstract

According to the curriculum standard, improving students’ oral English ability is the main focus of
textbook development. However, due to the differences between Chinese and Western cultures and
the lack of oral environment, students often make different kinds of mistakes in oral English. There-
fore, teachers should pay attention to students’ oral mistakes and correct them immediately to
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improve students’ oral ability. Based on the theory of contrastive analysis and error analysis, this
paper investigates two classes and two English teachers in Grade three of Wanzhou No. 3 Middle
School with the help of two research tools: teacher-student questionnaire and classroom observa-
tion form. Through the investigation of the types of oral errors in junior middle school English clas-
ses, it is found that the types of oral errors produced by junior middle school students include pro-
nunciation errors, vocabulary errors, grammatical errors and pragmatic expression errors. The
commonly used oral error correction methods of junior middle school English teachers in class in-
clude explicit error correction, retelling, guidance and metalinguistic prompt.
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1. HEkEFIR

1.1. OBtEiR

Hendrickson 7EHZE5E (IMB AP IIETR M) A, B IOEE R/ N T 1) N BRyA i i 4
Wy 2) BRHEFHFMMARSAERNE; 3) KmAEE e RS F R % 4) SRS
[1]. Chaudron IR 5220, #UMAEL IE A AR, 18 A 2RI 7 T A4S R BN E I, BE G A2 R A v
A, B AR AR XS B b . Burt B AR SIEAR R RIS AP — R T R A B HE R e 2
AR, AR AR AR IS B RUE A R S R
1.2. &gk

MICE R HFIM S, Lyster & Ranta B UM 2 48 it 72k s, EiR, 519, GBS
PErR. ERMESREN, A SCHATHIX—20 205 TR . Pawlak I\ B ) s B AR, T
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2. FEIREA
2.1 FIES JFER

i 5 B UG (Input Hypothesis): 5edy F1IACH, 85 >3 0BT T8l “ T 2@ M4 N\~ (com-
prehensible input), BPBE & T2% 3138 M A0E S ACF RSN + 1) 75 B A A, 20 R A OR 27 28 3l 4l iR
FRfE, JRIRALIERIE SR, 3B E 0 WAL IERE 5 .

Wi )% BN (Output Hypothesis): #riRamif, &5 E SIS REP FAEE T, Wi, %3
HUERHESESHOAR, HERBHIEEES . DB IE 2 R B % A B il B R
FHATEIE, MIMEEAE S M,

2.2. SHIRTIER

Corder 7£ 3% “The Significance of Learners’ Errors” mFF )i T 45= /AT 5B, Ath s USRI N —
RS J715, BIETRES EWICH, AT TE SRR SR . Brown FE 85 1R 7 ik At
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o TEIE TS #2241, Lightbown A1 Spada HIAfF LM B T CIEAC Bz i, W48 8 XONBUTNT 22 2 FH AR
Bf 285 R A s A AE S e 25 AT BIBHME IE . T Shi B THE ST MBI E, MU RM B3I HENE
BSRES BARES ZMEETEER, XA ZE R AT A & BRI 51T N .
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TR B O B 2 R G900 AR BEE R A THE R, TR N BT SO AE B o L)
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4.1. ZEBOEEIRAAR

1. WREWE

RIS PR iR s g%, Fads T A EEZ(— PR —3E) 2 AR 78 B R IA b B R T A s . 1
T RG4S, BEFARN DB RPN EEAE: REMERANE, BiEAY. Bk IR
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Table 1. Distribution of oral error types: Classroom observation

1L OEBRREESHT—RENR

B —3F —H it
BEHFIEE 14 (26.92%) 25 (32.05%) 39
W 10 (19.23%) 16 (20.51%) 26
Bk 23 (44.23%) 28 (35.90%) 51
& H 5 (9.62%) 9 (11.54%) 14
&t 52 78 130

W 1 fw, (EASERR R E A, —FEM HR SR BRI T 130 MR —FERER BN 52 4,
THHOE R ER 78, AR, —HEM IR SRR R — 2 R AN AR S RO, —
A 51 MR, A 39.23%; FLUOMZIE EIE A, SIH 39 4N, L EL 30%; R ORI,
264, (N 20%; AR I RIER R, A 10.76%. 8IS R LA PRI 2 AR 2 5 1B
T3 AR 7 TACAS %, iRV AT F 7 AR b . AR R iR AR AR B — 32, (HRH
ANPERES RS AR o B UREWEEAS SN, DI PR 22 AR D7 TR AR R AN 4L S, 38 X AR
RFTREA LA N =R ERE, —, BISRSTRRAEN S . B0 R EEk kg, %A %SS4
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N T TR TR R ST L 1 R, R RATA R F R T A . Bk, 1B
AR BN B0 R I LA 7 T ) 1) A, 3k IS R B ) S R U0«

Table 2. Distribution of oral errors: questionnaire

F 2 MIBHRAEBDH—IFELE
B 2% I AR A LAY 2
BEEIER 23% 54% 30%
W 12% 8% 10%
B 46% 23% 12%
& H 18% 7% 5%

A 2 3R, FAEYONIEEH R AW IR, G H 46%; S S 22 W MBLE 1 R A,
XS RAVERE G RIR 2 — B, S 28%; “AA RS S B RESUER, (5T 58%; [F]IiE
P TR R T A 2 K, 5 L 5%, 22 AR A DT A U5 11 i) RURT LA 2 1) J BT Rl e DA AN
MR A 55—, bR HRIRIE . EREEREOUT, fhATa AT R M A it i Ak i Ras T, R
R IL T AAEVETE AT REAAAE PR, (H 2 RO REANEM A, TR 1 5B, 3 4 i) gl m]
WA, =, PNEFRAMEFRNER. ARBMIEE S, IR IBIRIT A R
FEZES, XA BE-F R 15 FH i) R 0 SRR B A B AR AN o

4.2. BURLMIEFHEREOERRNGE

1. REWE

TRV A, ZITAT B DU A 5 ok 3 AR OO THE s 56 — o B EeR AR (b “ax
ADREAX); P EE AR IR IR U 5 =R R 0 5] S22 B AR IR R (b
ARDAFIXFIE TG 2 7 )y B PUFOR AEEAER R (b X B LA ). I E MR
(4922 i FH 36 7 v Py ELAA B AR B A 1 B, 8 T ORAR I X S iR 18 S R T 407

Table 3. Error correction methods: Classroom observation
3. Mg E—IRENE

RNV BRI 24 gk 51 JOIEE R At
BHFIEE 33 (38.37%) 21 (38.89%) 19 (31.15%) 7 (15.91%) 80
I 12 (13.95%) 6 (11.11%) 18 (29.51%) 11 (25%) 47
Bk 32 (37.21%) 14 (25.93%) 20 (32.79%) 24 (54.55%) 90
it 9 (10.47%) 13 (24.07%) 4 (6.56%) 2 (4.55%) 28
&t 86 54 61 44 245

XA URE WS 31351, I 245 MR, P IR A 86 1, A 35.1%; HikGI®
A 614, (5L 24.90%; #HEF 54 NEIAAM, A 22%: KA SRS TE SRR, RA
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444, it 17.95%. Hor, TR E R RIS E AL R R LR R IR A4S, RIRAHER 5] S Al Ehix =
Rl e RV ANE B AR S B I 5 SRR R A Ty 20 ZOMIE R R A B I R E A LUR
PN RRA, S, RRER. —&iIE G 40 08, HORBRE 78 L M Rk B A a8 28
= R AR T UER I . B 2 R S R I g AT DR Y IS A AR, SRR B HE A 1
BT E .

2. AEHR

N MR T R AR A AR, BRI E R G R A R T 4, BERIRE R
L/

Table 4. Error correction method: questionnaire

4. MsafHE—AE RS
RN VE AR B2 Zik 51 TLEF IR
HEIER 30% 23% 38% 12%
I 36% 11% 26% 13%
Bk 9% 32% 12% 42%
HH 8% 18% 41% 16%
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38%; [ R ) 1) L5 1 T AR SR AN, R TR 1), A2 R A B R AT R i Uy Xt
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XA Rt 2 SR AL, BRI R SR A SR LHE RN L, (RAEATI SR BB, R BUF R AL, A
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