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Classroom dialogue and oracy as L1-topic 
A teacher has different choices as to how to distribute the classroom dialogue and make the school 
subject and the academic language in the school subject clear to the students. Research since the 1970s 
(Barnes 1976) have strived to describe how the classroom dialogue can be dialogical, with explorative 
talk between the students and with less teacher centered (Sulzer 2015) IRE-triadic form: Initiative 
(teacher asks a question), Response (student), and Evaluation of the response (teacher). This is a 
criticized and well-debated triadic pattern (Appleby et al. 2003; Cazden 2001). 

Despite a lot of development work (Lyle 2008; Horowitz 2007) the IRE and dialogue patterns alike are 
still very deep-rooted when a class examines texts and material with their teacher (Reznitskaya 2012). 
Why is the IRE-form so ingrained in the classroom’s oral settings? What is its contributions since its 
strong survival and despite many teachers’ intention to make explorative, dialogic teaching instead?   

This paper presents a case study: An L1-subject teacher in upper secondary school and his way through 
IRE-patterned talk to build knowledge and subject specific language with the students. The theme of this 
particular L1-lesson is face to face interaction in everyday life, and the teacher introduces to Erwing 
Goffman’s term facework and show it in action by making a short performance with one of the students, 
unprepared for the student, but as an illustrative situation to talk about with the class. In my 
presentation I’ll discus the way this teacher – by the form of the dialogue, his illustrative performance, 
his use of the room and space, and his timing – displays the disciplinary path for the students to follow 
as a subject specific path: How can we speak about speech and “where” is the topic in oral L1?  

The case is from a larger research project to describe and compare oral academic language in different 
school subjects. The method is observation, video- and sound-recordings of classroom dialogue, student 
group-dialogue, and interviews with teachers and students. The analysis is being carried out through 
micro studies and ad hoc-transcriptions (Høegh 2009; in press a and b). 
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