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Abstract: This paper discusses the pedagogical significance of chunks and constructions the roles of which were
foregrounded in some teaching syllabuses. Bley-Vroman (1996 1997) argued in a similar vein though independent—
ly for construction learning and patch teaching in foreign language learming on the basis of Fundamental Difference
Hypothesis. The paper however states that chunk formulaic sequence and construction are not clearly defined con—
cepts. The learning of chunks and constructions doesnt necessarily contribute to the L2 development of the core com—
putational system but results in the addition of discrete peripheral patches to the linguistic system. Chunk teaching
and construction teaching are essentially patch teaching leading teachers and learners to misconceptions of language
learning and to failure in foreign language learning.
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