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Metaphor to Foreign Language Teaching

JI Yan
(School of Foreign Language, Jiangsu University of Science and Technology, Zhenjiang, Jiangsu 212003)

Abstract: The study of metaphor has lasted for more than two thousand years. Traditional study of metaphor is
part of poetics and rhetoric. Metaphor studies have broken the area of rthetoric, and metaphor is considered the basic
pattern of human cognition nowadays. If the cognitive significance of metaphorical theory is explored in linguistic
teaching, it will revitalize the teaching in culture, vocabulary, discourse and so on. It will be an efficient approach to
promote foreign language teaching by fostering learners’ metaphorical competence.
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The Connotation of Eclecticism Teaching Method and Its Application

ZHOU Shao-bin
(Department of Foreign Language, Xichang, Sichuan 615013)

Abstract: The paper probes into the the connotation of eclecticism teaching method and comes up with the

concrete application in the College English teaching. It hopes to improve students’ communication competence on
the basis of good linguistic foundation.
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