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Motivations and Aim of the stu

Need to fully exploit CLIL classrooms as
real communicative contexts

Doacomparati ve analysis of st
production in three group activities as compared with a
whole class session.



Theoretical framework

. Theoretical Framework

- Systemic Functional Linguistics (Halliday, 1975;
Painter 2000)

- Instructional and Regulative registers (Bernstein,
1990, 1996, 2000; Christie 2002)



Methodology and Data

- Qualitative Analysis: Functional
and register categorization

- Quantitative Analysis.

- Data: Second of Primary and



Taxonomy: 1. Registers

Instructional Register Regulative register

T (1): So if we have a car, it T (2): So start talking
brings smoke into the air, noweThe | mp
and that is the way it is talking, you have to tal
pollutes
_______________________ PL (1): .but do

P1 (2): They have land but anybody, eh?




Taxonomy: 2. Functions

Heuristic: Regulatory:

P1(1): What Pdo(2du Wang®e DO

no? just have to give the reasons,

Informative: Instrumental:

P1 (2): and knights they &e b&nef{ed but:%X%
that kings and nobles are the most

benefi edé P2: I donot

N

donodt

under

h e

St



Teachers and Students Oral produc
In the different activities

Whole Class Group Activiti

‘ - Teachers

- Teachers



Primary and Secondary oral produc
distribution in the different activities

Whole Class Group Activitie




Instructional and Regulative registe
distribution in whole class activity



