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Qualitative research of motivation for using or not
using a self-access center

Wu Jun
( Department of Foreign Languages Teaching Anhui University Hefei Anhui 230601 China)

Abstract A qualitative research was conducted to investigate into students” motivation for embracing or avoiding the use of
a self-access center. The research has found that extrinsic motivation is the major factor for English learners to use a self-access
center while some negative affective factors such as laziness lack of perseverance are the hindrances for learners to embracing the
use of the center. Also peers and teachers have found to be the most significant others in the process of becoming an autonomous
language learner. Based on those findings corresponding suggestions are given in the end.

Key words motivation; learner autonomy; self-access center; college English; interview
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Some thoughts on rule learning and rule teaching

Tang Ping
( Educational Scientific Institute Nanjing Normal University Nanjing Jiangsu 210000 China)

Abstract Rules as the main type of knowledge teachers tend to find out their corresponding teaching prescriptions. But they
pay little attention to the connotation of rule the function of rule learning the condition of rule learning and the mechanism of
rule learning. By asking questions on what are the rules why study the rules what are the conditions of rule learning and what
are the mechanisms of rule learning to form a more thorough understanding of rule learning. On this basis this paper explores

what are the key elements of rule teaching and to promote the generation of teachers”teaching wisdom.

Key words rule; rule learning; mechanism of rule learning; rule teaching



