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Abstract

Although there has been considerable research on L2 pragmatic competence both at home and
abroad, its components and level description are still controversial, which hinders the improve-
ment of second or foreign language instruction. With the analysis of level and cognitive features of
pragmatic competence in Cummins’s models of language competence, this paper discusses the
theoretical contribution of Cummins’s language competence to the level description of pragmatic
competence.
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1. 518

TEE AR S BAMER W, AR B (L) /B (FL)E e I AR BER KOSCRE AR 2, (HE
A28 FORE FTRE 7T o3 1 T S S iR AT %A Gt — I iR A U 4 AT HE 42 (Roever, 2011 32 K4, 2011;
AR MR, 20185 Z=jE4E, 2019) [4] [5] [6] [7]. 1B H A W FCROA K AR R A TR A
R RPN 38 5 BAME A B PR R S HER, W IR E] T 5 36 5 sME A s
it LA R #02 RE 3 sr . Swaffar, Kramsch. Schulz 25243 (2006) [8] [9] [10]7EXT A2 Brif & #2Ei 1 is A
TEULIEAT A AR R B, AR 30 ZAERACPRAE DH — B 5 1B 5 BUAMBEHC: S AU B SR
i, ZPRAEIRBFR TR B, HRAATRIAZbRae /7 B0 (1 B DL SO ZE BrBe /) B AR I SE 75 A7 1R
KEwZEFRR,  H T AR 577 B AR AE BRie R & SR A i B2 1 B AA AN 43 f AN 8
FrLAsem | 288 0E B BUMEBF R E S ig s, FANMERE 7 10 205, AT g EsME
IKFH, 2 A A ) o 4 Bl f - A2 (Swender & Duncan, 1999) [11]. 22 BrAg J1 R /2% Chomsky 1 = it 1
HIRIRRE, Zhrae DHEIR I AR 1 E R AELE 5 e It e A AIE A . 4R [E %23 Barron
(2003: 8) [12]45 tH, AATIXAZBRAE ) >4k 1 & R I mtE 7. IRBAR, AT AZbRAg 1 EIRE AR
I AEAE B 22 BUR) R 3 R X 1E H RE 1 U B R AN 2 . AR 6% Hwang (2009) [13]/IF 78, 2%
MIHFERBE RS KERIMEER T “HEES T AFHImR SR kR e —, RIMEZHY “ K
R HARA S A

Zhrfe /e H 1980 Fiz H 3N HE 5 0t b Bk, 5t f1(Canale & Swain, 1980; Bachman &
Palmer, 1990; #[Er, 1991; F&¥i4=, 2009) [14] [15] [16] [L7IAKr & Fl kR FE AT brfe J1F R 1 i,
HIEH T &M R B IR 1B B S EOMNEBCEM AR S, AMIEHRZ 12
Canale 1 Swain, Ll Bachman FI Palmer $& i FI52 brfig HEES AN . & T HELPRAE I EUE 5 fe IR
B, AARE R BRI B R B . AT EF L FENT AR, MEXMSES
2 KOVGEHCE B FUAS H BT N Cummins 178 5 68 770 A HR RS 0AN U2 0B 208 i 70 10 = B EE iR
B3, 1 H XSG A8 0 R0 16 8 R S R A 7 B B R R AR E R o AR SCHE I X Cummins 42
= E F RE MR RE A  rb BT St TR P BRI SO AR OEEAT AT I R, AE R R IRIRE F A
S X SANFRHIE o

2. Cummins BB S BE N BEER

Jim Cummins f#4:, IEKLELRFHIZ. HSETEANAES %K, “REHE W TR A
H I E PR AR SRIE . (ATEEE, 2009: xii) [18], 7E_LiH2d 80 4EARMIHRH T — RINE KiE F fE S8 br
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BEJ1, DAKGEE BT HRGERE DR SRS . XS AT OBRAE U EE . SR
TETERE ST BUANE 5 RIFR AP . Cummins HIAC BRAE J BRI A0 5 B0 SOl 5 2 ) & MAZ IR T A K
HIE S5 2 PRfE 1, B BOZIE B ARERIE 5K F . Cummins (1981)A N, I HIES A rAE hEiE S
IKFREZH“ ANBRAZTRIE AT AL (basic interpersonal communicative skills, BICS)A1“ A\ &1/ AR IE 5 /KT
(cognitive/academic language proficiency, CALP)41i. ABRAZ A AE(BICS)H8 12 75 A A1 3R 1)
HEBESASEPEAIES, UUZHES P3O RHENES . W R AR & ] DL5E A BT 55
CANEPEEAREFKP”  (CALPIRHIREFARM LB R s IR S, MHARESR RS, Wiy
W HTFIPEAN SCFARE, BRI E S RAZTBE “Ul TAE AT b, AR “EAU” B IR Al
7 (AW, Elizabeth. ik, 2009: 70) [18].

Cummins #& H (155 —F0iE 5 Ae 00 SL RIS ETE 5 fE /1805 5 7KF(Common Underlying Proficiency)”,
ZAR U CIES — R S W B E T T e AE S Re IR R, “IERMIES S EMESRETH
HHEILR A X ZTE S /K7 (Cummins & Swain, 1986: 82) [3]. X FhiE 5 At JfRet sl iR S 56E
HEA T 4t EATYCHIE S 3 B S SHIS R B S, DARCES S iE S Sl o) SRR . AR
BIEERH . Elizabeth. #HE47(2009: 75) [18]HIVALNLE, IX—1B 5 RE IR0 £ B oa ik /2 «

1) MEFEHE @R EE 2 ES MR, SEE—EAERRE -4, W, ES5EH
FICAE I FRTRE S, A B R B R — AN D A B R S

2) NMITEAZIMERERFEZ ME SR, TUGERE RS EAE S vTRER), JFHZ WM
B S AT AR S A G B AR B RE A 2] S

3) ZEIHPIFNE T (B ULEE 18 5 4% 21 ) Ak B B AR B B2 08 U AR BE A RE A BUK & 22 RH S
DA 2 2] 35 NN RE 1A e A3 B SR ok Je

Cummins [5E =FhA X5 18 S % 2 H 1B S 6 1805 5 /K- U218 5 B R /K1 221 (Threshold
Theory). A4 Cummins (1984, #5| [ Baker, 1993) [19]MIWL &, FoATHT LAFEIE 35 B PR /K T HH 16 faj s 4
HRAR R 2 21 38 OB Re S BNGE KPR B T 2% 2] SRR BT 75 ZEE S BRRAKCE, s ) H e L —
B A BT B S R B s, i BEd o), S E R UK B 5K Bl
Frt . Cummins {15 5 BIFR K FESHER 7288 18 5 BiAME 22 3133 MAZE IR B E KT, FrisEr
HEREKFESHABR . =ANE%, B B—BRAE ER, K2 PEMEE. BRI
JE ) BB T AP BRGEAR) BRI ek, 2% 68 B BT R A D H 8380, HAE AT HIEAGE
g B 5T F RS B R = 5] . B IR AT LEE RS H TR R “hy” iBEAKT, M
HAERX—/KTPJZIR b, 5208 <R LA S B S TS %27 (GTEEEH. Elizabeth. #hE4k, 2009:
75) [18]. Cummins [1#)1F 5 8 FR KPR 18— 07 T 25 Uk AT EBUE 208 St 1 R 2 ) F R A&, DU
A G NAZIE B G & AP BUE 5 R /1bsitE, 55— 7S 16 S BUME S S s Z 90 B An 2 e H 115
Fo) BHERHE AR

3. Cummins B S B NEBEEXNPRIERERNFEEN

PLEBATAEE T Cummins i 55 BE I B A = Al RS 2, ARW] S =AU R RE B st Sk 7 1
B 20 3 H I B0 52 3] i B B A [FIE 5 KT B8E . fEACPRRe /i Petialinh, Cummins [2]
W, SEEEFIBHAE DN NP CRBEASRE” M CANRERIES AR WA RS “ A%
WA FERWE QEAEFETFIFN RO KESIEHEES, ERFAFSNKRE. HiH
BRSBTS, N ARIET K BT FH N EmgESigH
BEATEGE F KT, BRI B mE S s ML & G 5 A ARIE S IEHBETT
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Cummins [¥] “ILRIRGREAEE 5 RE” B BRI R “ACPRRET L " AAE W B 2t Rl 7y — 78 B0
2 NOZFEAR N B AR EOIGETE F RESKPEUR S, (HZ AR R IR MU T AR BOOE S 2T
NRBHIEFIBHRAIBE S KT B NREIRINREE G WA S ZbrRE N, S 0L
Ny R TAREORAE A S 58 AR BT IE B AT L B B AF AL I, flATI A REA UK
BHESL DLEABTIRIARIRE I A RS B E ar A e o 1R A 22 AE AT D B R TS 5 1 A TE I, I8
TR, R IR AR TUIANEZORIAE 1A REX B OARE S ERNE . AR iR
Fon R B R A A PR s AR BEAT H SOl i, RN th B 35 1 200 G 1532 H fE
LEAEFTE . 3R RIE S AR B0E F AN %2, fE “ k7 g I H 175 B00E i
BEANZRIE A RIAL AR, DL “ AR g HT H A0 TE R B8 IR A R s f il A

£ Cummins # H i) =Fif 5 RE I ARREA SR, e RER I 15 BOXUE 24 3] 4 1 5 12 FH RE 0 Bl 5 K1
SEQURFAERE “iE BT RS o 2R HE TR BOIE S 2 BRSO AN BIBR . = A5,
e 25— RRPRANGE —BIFR, W19, RS . I EE S BRKP R 2 EER N IOE R A TS
SCHARE ALV AR IR AT AR . ELant, SAREE I8 T BERKCOT 5% ) 3 BUR QR 1038 5 B Bl =
REZT, JFRENS T H BOTEREAT HA ) H W 2ChR, (HAEWRT S ARENE T H IIE AT SRR 25 .
REAL A H AT AR S BRI 2], %2 31 F 1 B TS /KT 7 2R 25 —BIBRAKT. “H
PR B2 f 3] 3 BHA B IE 5 AP ER K, WS 3138 3EN T w2 0 & 5 S 1R /el i AR
Cummins RS, 26 IR AT BAER AR o7 21 B ik 8] “Hh g 155 7KF. Cummins HIE 5 BIBR K
B — IR 7 RE A S R s S F RO B A R S KPRk, it S E I E S
JE RLZIE B 8 F KT BUE F 861 Hbx, 10 LA B w08 5 e 7 8UKCor 1 2R 2 — g2 il il 00E e H
HDN7EEE RN S B Y A& S | AR

4. Cummins 3ZBREEN P RIAH K R AH

AL ESHE T IRAICE 7S], Cummins B =MiE S BE IR ET % 1318 S IR 5 R Rt 2
HT BRI RUR R, (B B R A PR BE DS R . 12 AR, BUE 22 ) H 0B & KPR
BERAIE “CANRZRIEARRE” (BICS)S “INMIFEARIEFAKT" (CALP)ALAL, i HH AN R 7 2
BEA DX S B R ) — Ak . “ NBRACIREEAR R AL ” 2B 5 A hRae i Ent, & H & Shrh 2] #
IR ER N I AR AE S B RE . iYE Cummins (1984, #%5| H Baker, 1993) [19]MERE, “ ABrACimAEA+,
RE” MR ZAFE S : 1) ACBRBESC G ST I 7= A BAC B R R AR 25 T IO SE B 58 s 2) 28 brJoil A ZE R Bl
ATRERZWIPAFIEER; 3) W T SEm BB SO, CBRm ZR 5 S AREE I &R . 25T DL B
B, BATATLUZ AN, BB SIS B S EEEE M HEE S 2 CHE, niEFH
BRVEAT, B8 Al S BUONUE % ) H R AR 5 AR X — B H R S HRE .

Cummins 5 & 22 bRAE T BRI ) — H B R R “INAIFARIET KT o BARUL “ NP4
Hge” MDA ARE ST AR RS LRI AN E I EA EECR G — Ak, (2 “ ANBRACi A,
BE” B T1E S AChRAE JIEEAL, i CNEEARESKE” WE TES KRR IR ZEH.  CAmER
EE AT ARIU R TE 0 38 22 BRi A RIK S A 5 B 4E 68 1, i HAX A RIRE J1 28 S & 1
SR EE S BERTE, DLRGE S S B AT I RE T N ENEARAE S KPR 5 R R M
ZUEEEL EME 54, UERAE SN, YR ERImEAREEE . X8
TR R, XPOERL 2 SRR 5 s R RN FBOUR R BE H M ) HE RN ZRNES, M
Bl R iR . T BRI R BUEEE 2], ) EAMUER T — 1SRRI e, T
IR & TINFIZEARIE T K I 20k B =5 5 B8 1808 5 ACF 1 B br.
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Cummins ] “INFIFARE T K W—J7 R 1 5% 2 FH 15 S is H R8I B80S 5 KP4 32
SEAESERVR . B RE, BE ULIEAE R BRI I Bl B, T A EH AR R RN E e F R
JIEGE F /Kl A S TR BN, H T EARE S BRI RE ) EOR AR 5 2 A RES L. B
TN, BOCSEBIEE” o CNENEEE” BCIARIRE IR IXFER) CEARHENR T B SR A
ik T8 = 2 . Langacker (2000) [20]. Fauconnier & Turner (2002) [21]. Evans (2006) [22]. Kecskes (2008)
[231% A2 AR, 1B T TR AR AT SRR B R R sl ARG EE . Keeskes TAA, 1]
JC B IS X (word-specific semantic properties) fl S KA 4 = S (culture-specific conceptual properties)#
FhEME . RVCBE S B —ME B AL 2 30 S B GEAEE,  [E I AR A AN A1 S IR A RN S B
Kecskes & H 177 & A A (meaning value of word) (A8, o I 1R1 7 257 2] BB R R 2 21 38 1 N 1535 R
PEIX—m b, Kecskes M1 Cummins UL 2 A —FK . W2, 15 % UGS K FIiE 5 %
AFANMREPNENRE ST B ERE LR TR LK SR R UK B BARRL, BN, Cummins 12 “iA%0/
ZRIEBFKT” XS R BEXGEHE M T, FFCUORXGEZUE B S5 3R (R A A HE
Zeo BRI NFRERZ, X — M IRATEM A brae /g S AN EN IR, G B 58 05 & 8Os 7 =)
F B A NS 1R B AR TR B KR 1 B R .

5. TR BENIFRE X FINAHHIE

7EXF Cummins —FHiE 5 B8 D ES AR RN A 2] Ja, BATRIL: 25 08 5 800G % 21 # 2brig
JIEGE F7KF AR S AT AR R BN RN RE B VMG AHEARRL, &2 R IIE 5 i FHRE I EWE S
B AFH ARSI RAE ), EANHIE S 5 2 i g, ATEE F AR AR A,
4 H & BRARIRE T, ARPAEIEE JBEIE S/ PR mmidem. odk, S FERBEZERNES
EHEETT, HOLALNED R B IR T R J oA, @i 2 )R R R E & b LR A iR
FEHHES” @50, FIRFSRAG S 2R “INFPERE S K o IXLEERAEIE S R AR F0 e i
L7 BI%IRS EAIEH(2003) [24]. Kecskes (2008) [23]%5243 A H (1 PO BB 00 SAH — 5, 25 B H
SMEZCFRE TR . SCIRIT TR, FEIEHBE U 73 I 5 P AN R iR i AT T3 R VG 5 A
R ENEE AR B0 NG 5 B 11X — B RAEE 5 st 18 brae s it Az 54 FH . Fauconnier
(2004), Taylor (2007) [25]. 5K#E. %5#%(2007) [26]. FMIE(2008) [27]555E F8H, WAIE S S ANEH 402
WS SR, ARIE S =M= 5 R R ONE 58 AR SR A TR A . D A ) A2 4
FH2E R R (R 5KHTEL, 2007) [28]. 15 & ia F A 78 75 LA FN 3R MR A Re (0 58 38 . [FIFE,
WIEIER I/ NPT BER 2 R 48 4 THI 1OTE HIBE 2D o G2 ER1E, 2018) [29]. BEONEE A2, 1HHREJ1R
BERRAEIN NAUAREL T V8 I RE W T8 76 B0, 17 FLIG 2515 F e 7125 iR iR 64 7 BRIk 5 S5 HE 4L .

B IR SRR R R B EE B BOMEACE R MR EERE L —. K
HE[2917E BT 4E 40 2R ACFRAE JT BRI AR 2R 1% & BlAMB BEE 7t S stk e fe S AR, A
AT A BRRE I HEAR PR S BEARAFAE — € R BUR Z 1 EERIE: 1) BAAN. RGBS HA
A2 21K “AChRRe 1”7 5 2) i st 2 o) A2 bRt 70 3 fF v H o EAC bREE T, AT 280 T
EARZPREESIIREFE; 3) BT T “ iR BB MR “AME” 1B N2 2 FH A bR RS ST ISR S
FE IR = AR, B R I ROZ R AT A bR ae ) 5 A B S ke, X Horh Bk = (12 1k
R HOE S A PRRE I IR SR AL X ERVPALR “FAERMRA T T 10 2RSS, TR i ESb
BT N RS B 2 sl AR ” ARVEZ —, WERBATAER B IER, A4, Cummins $2H 1A FRag
JIERR . LA BV AE AE ARG 5 B MR KT BR SEE 5 Ae IR A SRR EOA RS AR B Bl
HME IR — BT AR At 1 BRI A 4 AR R 1) R R

e
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fERL 219 30 Z4E B, Cummins 115 5 RE I N BIRHE S T 2 I T XUEHE , Fial2 s KR
AXEHE B LEGIT, T 238215 10 S BOMEBEEI AU TE 2 12 Canale #1 Swain
(1980), VALK Bachman (1990)1 52 Frfe 77 ukiE 5 A /T EIR R . SRTIAHE 7O B, Cummins (1135 5
RE A AT LU g 22 G0 8 FH RE 00 R0 20 1) B 2 B SCPEATARCHR , 1y ELIG D el 42 — v BROE 2 =)
AR E K BRI B AR T B BT 5. Cummins 15 5 RE ) Ag R X b i T B8 DA e
AL, X TEEEXS AT 4 T 2R Ge it BE A <2 e RE 0 B B AT sk 0 SO AER], B e N BATwT 7e b
TEHCE R B R At TR .

E&WE

7R3 F 7 TG K W R H (2014-2016) 125 R 0 K25 2 S0 L ¥ P 2k o R
B (A .

SEEk
[1] Cummins, J. (1981) Bilingualism and Minority Language Children. OISE Press, Toronto.

[2] Cummins, J. (2008) BICS and CALP: Empirical and Theoretical Status of the Distinction. In: Street, B. and Hornberg-
er, N.H., Eds., Encyclopedia of Language and Education, 2nd Edition, Springer Science + Business Media LLC, New
York, 71-83.

[3] Cummins, J. and Swain, M. (1986) Bilingualism in Education: Aspects of Theory, Research and Practice. Multilingual
Matters, Clevedon.

[4] Roever, C. (2011) Testing of Second Language Pragmatics: Past and Future. Language Testing, 28, 463-481.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0265532210394633

[5] ®RtE. XTI AIMERNBHECYEHFM R S 4 8. bt &S E A, 2011
[6] Z=, BR¥ri. B pWAMEH R R S St Ly i3], AME AR 5 SRR, 2018(2): 1-8.
[71 Z=Ete. BB WbrEg B B aheE 13u[]. AME#E IR 5908, 2019(2): 15-21.

[8] Swaffar, J. (2006) Terminology and Its Discontents: Some Caveats about Communicative Competence. The Modern
Language Journal, 90, 246-249. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-4781.2006.00395_2.x

[9] Kramsch, C. (2006) From Communicative Competence to Symbolic Competence. The Modern Language Journal, 90,
249-252. https://doi.org/10.1111/].1540-4781.2006.00395_3.x

[10] Schulz, R. (2006) Reevaluating Communicative Competence as a Major Goal in Postsecondary Language Requirement
Courses. The Modern Language Journal, 90, 252-255. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-4781.2006.00395_4.x

[11] Swender, E. and Duncan, G. (1999) ACTEL Performance Guidelines for K-12 Learners. Foreign Language Annals, 31,
479-491. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1944-9720.1998.th00593.x

[12] Barron, A. (2003) Acquisition in Interlanguage Pragmatics: Learning How to Do Things with Words in a Study
Abroad Context. John Benjamins Publishing Co., Amsterdam. https://doi.org/10.1075/pbns.108

[13] Hwang, C. SOS: A Model of Lexical Pragmatics in English for Chinese-Speaking Learners[M]. &1%: &A% E
H B 1A BR 22 =1, 2009.

[14] Canale, M. and Swain, M. (1980) Theoretical Bases of Communicative Approaches to Second Language Teaching and
Testing. Applied Linguistics, 1, 1-17. https://doi.org/10.1093/applin/1.1.1

[15] Bachman, L.F. (1990) Fundamental Considerations in Language Testing. Oxford University Press, Oxford.
[16] #¢[E . Chomsky i & g /1" 5 Hymes (1“2 FRAE I [I]. SMEZCESHES, 1991(2): 35-37.
[17] BREA. BigmiE 2 0REIM]. Jest: AME S SR 5 R, 2009.

[18] Ar¥EHEA, Elizabeth Yeoman, ¥k, YUEHAF R ——MERBEALLE K EESRBERE KW ERM]. A6
HMEECE ST AT H G, 2000.
[19] Baker, C. (1993) Foundations of Bilingual Education and Bilingualism. Multilingual Matters, Clevedon, 139-140.

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2019.75100 757 PARIE S


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2019.75100
https://doi.org/10.1177/0265532210394633
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-4781.2006.00395_2.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-4781.2006.00395_3.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-4781.2006.00395_4.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1944-9720.1998.tb00593.x
https://doi.org/10.1075/pbns.108
https://doi.org/10.1093/applin/I.1.1

PR

[20]
[21]
[22]
[23]

[24]
[25]
[26]

[27]
[28]
[29]

Langacker, R. (2000) A Dynamic Usage-Based Model. In: Barlow, M. and Kemmer, S., Eds., Usage-Based Models of
Language, CSLI Publications, Stanford, CA.

Fauconnier, G. (2004) Pragmatics and Cognitive Linguistics. In: Horn, L.R. and Ward, G., Eds., The Handbook of
Pragmatics, Blackwell Publishing Ltd., Malden, MA.

Evans, V. (2006) Lexical Concepts, Cognitive Models and Meaning-Construction. Cognitive Linguistics, 4, 491-534.
https://doi.org/10.1515/COG.2006.016

Kecskes, 1. (2008) Dueling Contexts: A Dynamic Model of Meaning. Journal of Pragmatics, 40, 385-406.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2007.12.004

WA, AR S IMEY I [I]. SMEST, 2003(1): 1-5.
Taylor, J. Ten Lectures on Applied Cognitive Linguistics[M]. dt5%: #MEZ: S5 ik, 2007.

SR, B, NG A S KRR I EAME[CI/Re 252, i D, g, W MHRML bat w5 Hm dht,
2007.

P, B AR IM]. db5t: stk Hifiit, 2008.
AT, FRHTLL. IEHSAREM]. dbal mAEEUE HARAL, 2007.
SR BT AMEBCEIORIM]. dbst: b E AR AR AL, 2018.

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2019.75100 758 PARIE S


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2019.75100
https://doi.org/10.1515/COG.2006.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2007.12.004

	Cummins’s Views of Language Competence and Their Implications for the Level Description of Pragmatic Competence
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Cummins语言能力观对语用能力等级描述研究的启示
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. Cummins的语言能力解释模式
	3. Cummins语言能力解释模式中的语用能力等级意义
	4. Cummins交际能力中的认知发展内涵
	5. 语用能力的等级意义及认知特征
	6. 结语
	基金项目
	参考文献

