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The Development of Pragmatic Competence .
The Perspective of Dual Language Theory

JIANG Hui, FAN Xiaolong

('School of Foreign Languages, Liaoning Normal University, Dialian 116029, China)

Abstract: L2 pragmatic competence has always been the main issue in the field of second language
acquisition and foreign language teaching, especially in the field of interlanguage pragmatics. Howev-
er, most studies on L2 pragmatic competence focus on the aspects of L2 learners’ acquisition and
performance of second language knowledge and pragmatic rules. Little research has been done to
study L2 pragmatic competence from the perspective of dual languages. According to Dual Language
Theory, the process of L2 development is not independent of L1 language system and conceptual
system. While it is a dynamic process of concept formation and modification, the development of L2
pragmatic competence is the process of social conceptualization.
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ZHE, SERRE NEERUA T EEAENERAR

1.0 Ais

HRE I AEE S RE A A B, EIE AR A A R SR s )
PR RSN 2 U rp 45 52 T YRR R, XA (i S (2018 ) LS PR ih 5 B ) A
Sy BLn, 255 T ESME AR R PR O, M G rp E AR A B PRI RYTE S RE ) B
OHESR , Horp— A A A s 2B R T o TR RE T, 4 S8 2 is HITE &5 e
I3, ¥ BB F R IR s Z A9 5CF . A Chomsky (1965) s f- X715 & fE I FliF &
iz b6 BIBIE 5 25 M TG 5 27 5O Qe B i 38 Z ) R DG 480 1 R s 9T, &
FEAS TR W (Hymes , 1972 ; Canale & Swain, 1980) , Thomas ( 1983) M SEJita 32 BRAT A Hi
K ABTE FHRE S 43 i G & RE /) FIAtsg B HTRE 1 o BT e e — 1 05 vhod i i 1 15
B LAE BRIIRE R BE ST, T 5 R A — o B4 A TR PR T A SE BRI RE T o
XU SC TR FHRE ST MR S BB AT R BB DR N BB R T o X T i85 20 kU, i fi]
1) 818 Re I ANE i AR 1 & S A EHE R TE T RE I AHDC? PIAPE & 1B ae g & &
2 RAEITERE? Kasper (1998) IA N iE RIS 72 BHE RYTE AR AIRE /)X T 3R 16 AR
5 A 520 X P2 2 B m Y o 17 Kesckes & Papp (2000 ) A 1 FHIE % S WL [m)
(1), BN RIS S A S iE AR SRR Bl 58 it . 1527 X #H iE & e 1 s FlRe
FIANE T HiE 2 RIS RE a7 5t P BRE TR HTRE 1 R WEE B R 1. I8 At 42—
W) E TR TRE 7 s IR ) B & SR BEAR T 7 AR SCHE ] B4 i 7 FH RE 1 AT 9E 10
JEfil |, P Kesckes & Papp(2000) £ H B XUEBRIS WAELE , 580 —iB7 ) FHiEHIRE I N
WA SR eI, LAy 818 I RE /I F e SRt — A8 il A o

2.0 X TEMBENNEPEXRFR

XFTE I RE ST 00 5 FBIEIE 202 DUTE 5 o BRIS L —08 > 19 BRIS FIIE i = BRSO Al A
RUHR A, H A2 50 T15 FRE S T2 R ERT L2y AR LA T 1 -

1) i FHRE ST 9 RPN 12 T

Chomsky (1965 ) fe 4 ity 1 “ TRk BE )" M “TEHBE 1™ Z 7 {H Chomsky I3 A 5l
TEHIRE ST RIAE 5 RE 1 Z 18] 1 AN mT 73 8 5% 28 LA Lol 5 6 P 090 VD 2% P AT TR AT 9T
Hymes (1972) 42 T 52 BRBE J1 -5 58 Bl F 003, sk 218 26 ARG 5 328 F 000 1 240
PESEBR AR o RS O - D T8 RE 02 NS AR R v i — B2
(Bachman, 1990 f] [ 8 \BRHT~,2004 5 /i, 2015 ) o BRPLTT L SKRETAR (2015) A8 ]
AE IR AME ) B AE ) H RYIR R A i gl ) 15 978 5 MR CE M) , IR e 5
il L2 B — bR G I RE ST, Je R BUAETE 5 08 FH 3 e 1T TR I A J= T A R e
o SR H BRI P i HAGIE AR AL, 2805 48 H B9TE A TEIE JIRURITE F B0 3%
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HGk R, W SEIAHALE HITE S o 7EXT E N ANME I RE I 0FTE % 5 0026k L, 455 i 9
TERE ) GG RO HESE 0 52 L BUK 52 (2018:95 ) N FITE 5 218 = s JH I #f B, 48
T JHAES) (pragmatic ability) F& 185 I E 45 & BARTE S, 12 A R RIRISR G, 2
fR AR TR RE " o X b B2 TR I RE J1 43 D 18 FH AR BE ) RNl I R A fE
B ARSI AR FHAE D ROJEA . 15 A RE ) A 0L 38 A9 215 55 SRR A R A
FERAEE VIR 5 RS PR R RE ST o T8 5 AR ZORTE 5 i i 2Eal

2) i HRE B

TEHIRE ST 0 R A TE T RE T 2 — Ff R0 (Hfantidou, 2011) , &5 5 R IE
AERFOCE R 55 ERER R IRAIE 5B IE B IR R e IR B A FE
T 28R TR ISR , Jih A U8 XA SGTE 5 1 sURIE RSO AT JC SR AR A fife B 1) BE
J1o FEAS(2017) WA S8 HIRE ) A4 18 HIRE IR A G TE F ROR I D7 T . 718 FIRE I BF5E
T JCHERTE R — R W B2 R R, oIl TS U TR & M F U 5 5 e
HIT, 7ER N A 53 S PR 50 H B Z B A £ P e AT B D g R 8 . 1T RE
PR A PRI B, XML % T2 2 S R TR % o 78 PR DU 2
FESL ARG TEAL BT AT AL 2 PE R At 2 Ao Bialystok (1993:54) AN XUH
JRAFE N BT AR T 2R R AN 2 PR D AN B 5 1 UM AN 2 PO At T T80 AL 68 1) 1)
TERFIRAMA TR, MR TR RSB EHE o T OB DR (9 — 1 B DR R ik = 42 il
TERRIRIRE ST, R sk Z X T 5B 20 B SO 2 SN i T XM A
FESLPR BRSO OE B IRAARBL. Vershueren (1999 ) i HIZEWLIE %,
YONATATAE A2 0 P AR 2 2 i DA B A REXS T8 5 47 O A BT mi, AT 6 5 a4
SRR R A B, Hh BRAETE 5 2SR i A A SR T DRI T BE T 1) T TR UL 38 1) 2
— P IANRLE AR, 46 75 BE T AT FIBIL I A BE ) A R i s A PR AE (4 ,2015) .

3) B HIRE ST BRI

UTAESR  INHIE 5 2 BIWFFE SR AN B I 21 08 I F A0E F 2 P b o AR
FRIFTFEHESE R, TR FAE 1 A R0 3 SR B X v B SR AR B A R A e v, i it
By B S SF I T 2Ok SE L. iR T F R —iRIE F IR PR S At
BESEAH S AL S T 2, R AR S AR TR AT XA RN, 5 Jo P B 250
RIBLA R B A SR NS IE R L Z AR &R (A, 2015) o BRI, 82 4l
(2017) I N iE IR T 5 b fi B AR 2 | G mam S5 A 0 3 BE ik hl 5 78 2L, i S P )
WIWHIRES o BITRL, 383 FHARE AR — I8 1 DA AT BE, M5 3 A A 235 A1 S DU
HEMMRARE SR bl W, SR e IR TR A AR R R R A1
e

IRV R T IR RE S VLA A A TR, (B A R AT 1 Z R0 AE Y
1 HA AR RIK R o TCITE AR R H 2, 1 FHAE 00—l TR A DA RITE TP, 2
AZ P A R S RRONIE PR A5 B L& | Baoim S5 A 0 3 B, 7E BAR A Ak 2 Stk it s o

54



ZHE, SERRE NEERUA T EEAENERAR

HEATAT BRI LR, (R P AR AL — VT 5 U AR e B R
FiT, T ST S0 b — A R TR M3 2 ( Kesckes,2000) , ZE AN B H , 2 2 % £
B A RIS RS R S RIl B2 B P B I, Tk
SR A R R R TIRE S

3.0 WiEPRE (Dual Language Theory)

MOEFR IS & Kesckes & Papp (2000) £ %) H A i 18 F 24 4 %) interlanguage # H A9,
KM iR I EAEIE S KM A B M I Z IR R M, thiEE
SRIA AR ) B S A IR P A h TE RPIRES, iR T IR S R R T
PIFPTE & a2 H AR R BIA GG & W TE = RE ), Wit Ui /e it A& v o B
— BRI S REME S RS, B EZIEIC SIS AGEE I AR RS PIE S
AT AR R G0 (Paradis, 1995) 185 %4 ) & I A AL T WA E 5 B9 Hh 1) & AR A, M
JEAE T — B R S A FEaX A R, 2 ) A ST 15 Sk U A AL
B H RGE, WIMTERL & R S8 A B 922 1k ( Kesckes & Papp,2006) . Kesckes(2010) A4
FATEE M ZTE 2 115 S A AL R A RIFE TS A &I . BUEH IIES &
G T HIEE TE S RG, XFMRR 218 R G HT ] —Fh HiE RGEA—HF, B BUE
BRI, X 22 7 il T R =AM E LAl ( Common Underlying Concep-
tual Base—CUCB) [A71E LA I FIiE 5 RSB A HAE . Kesckes & Papp (2000 ) 1A K
CUCB & ity RGEE S AT MR BRI & il BrTE 5 REMERIE 5 R0 AR
Tl — S RS R T R — &S RS, vl DL A RNE FE . XGEE R EZ
LEME SR (CUCB) FIRGE Z (8] 3L 1B 4% 77 A4 T — DR ) X0E R 48, XD REA
SEPIFNE F AR ZE G, DR HAS RE A7 50 P B BR R i BE S D BE . XUERE I AR
] B M A A PR TR BE ) 0GR, DR o 5 e P AN (ELA 50 1, T HL R AT ST iR = 10
FHIE o BRI IS S8 PRN TR 5 AT AETE , T2 9 R 5 R SC A A8 PR ] 47 FH Ok 52 i 3L
THE T HE F (Grosjean, 1985) | R XG4 > HAEIE 5 5 il B b — H A Tah A&
TE AN UL (3 R, BUE A WA RIS B TR A ORI | T 2 ME SO o

MUEHIE B B AL , B R A A S S AT 5 2 1 A Sh S 5.5l , X b 5l 2 X a)
(8, AR B P AR o M R e 3 A B DL il — 261 58 X anialil R4 A1
BT . TEXGERBT , 0 5 7 W R T U0 AR AT 5 S8 A (preverbal thought) , 7E
CUCB rha# e h AL I IE XA TE A 7E . M CUCB H &, XSRS = EUAR A2
T H I, RS RAE IR 5 RALLS SR , SR 5 E A B TR ST A B35 AR 455 FriE il
M F R UR)Z . CUCB WP 348 =R : LRI (common concepts) R UL &
( culture-specific concepts) FAp[E]HE2 (synergic concepts) . 7EXEZ iC /2 A HF £ MM
T SCAAR 2 118 3 [l A8 2, 3 e ABE 0 A A ] R PR B 7 )Y 2 1D, 40 %5 7 F0 * honey-
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moon” o FFRE SCAMESA B FRE YA SO T3, A0 BT M R P R A 2
Kesckes (2003 ) #1& th 1), 45 — 2L MU Rr 19 XGEME S, RLPIRRIE 5 B TRIER AL , (HUR AL B —Fh
B PEA AR S, FAne AR AT lunch” o T KRG, <R IR gL g —
RAPIRE &, A ERMEIE, X TR AL, “ lunch” FUZ—FRuHE, 8832
— =W, CUCB H AR S AU SR R W18 & FISCIE S, RUE & RIBES |
IR REE i PR IE & I R, IR 2 OR B R 1R 5 FSCA R (0, RGEH Y SLA 1
IR LA R RIS 2 ) B R ELAE A XGE & R S RE AR TR FE IS RE .
CUCB & — PG AE , & LATE SORMES el , A I AT 5 1Y RAE

AEFIEH AT T EALE S WSt - S0fE BB S 7E— DR R i B
TR R S L R P g — 2eil 5 BRI 5 R IR AL, B ORGH i FH # Bir iA 1Y
BES ARG S I CUCB RUE RGN H.E . JRT R — SRR 1 AR n] RLBEA
FIBANE S EIE , XX RE T B T 2500 - R ROGE e85 7 iy X
BIATET VR R 2, T8 2 R &R M Wl 16 5 i e, AT T an ey e %,
EREL BRI SR . TR SR U 2 S R Sy S s, AR S
WRBUE AR o 8 50 N MR A&, B3 I 4% ok I 3 DA Rl (8 i PV, 2011 )
P, iR TR RE T 9 A S SEPr LI M R Ry i A

4.0 i R e it s 2 1k

Kesckes(2014) 45 Hif HIBE 1 1 K S J2 18 5 A b — o0, BHETE I fE 1 218 5 4L
SALIER BB TE 5 AR R 2 WD AT 1 AN Rl o0 o BECRUETE N TH HTRE )
JEAERFEAL S IREE T AR50, BEiH A BERSTEA M AL 2 TE B8 T s Uk 2 i 5 Kb
Jr ARSI A C Y AZER H Y, TJCH 2] 2o ek FE HZ2 25 ek . B 151 HfE
TGRS W T RHEIE IR T o 3Dy RAZR (2015) 48 1 1 o iy 2 E e Fe 16 Be
Jymt R Mg T BEE UG A R AME S ] TEE FHRE ) B IX ), 3 BT AL i T = R A
TR AN ], DREAS R ST BEE Ul ih AR 52 Br RE 1 F13E F RE ) ok € i i 375 1
REJIR R G . QNETRT IR , 7EXGE REEH R AR RS R g, BB eI RS2
45 R (Kesckes ,2014) o #E & %1224k ( conceptual socialization ) /& Kesckes (2003 ) 42 i 3k
(), 2R TR RRAE 35 A iR S AL S AR AT A AR 1Y, S N2 T A B RS R 5 A S AL
SER OB R AR AL RPN R S R SO 2 TRl LBl 06 & SRR S A Y 2 AR R
CUCB BRI 2 B VI . Kesckes (2003 ) #EME G2 b SO ™ O 1 8 OB AL A
B IHREMER R T & P i — 2o s, TEE S ak b fi b, DUBEE O 511 CUCB 2t
AREEIECTEA W E A, T2 5 3 il Z 5@ B K E S & XA (Kesckes,
2003 ; Ortactepe 2012 ) , HEEHALHIFR IR THEFHSALATEHE, o] A BBGE# =
B Z )0 22 57, A BRCEIE 5 7 ) Hh A [) RO BUE SCAR P B 10 1 & g o Kesckes
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(2003 ) JEAEE At 234l o3 A B RBJZ T (skill-side ) AN 28 JZ2 T ( content-side ) , 1K 215 # 7E
XA JZ T F 0 A Jet st 2 v I RE 0 0 A i /i

(1) 2 r) B REJZ 1k i

X T ZIERE )M 1K AR AT SE A RZAAOC TE AL 2 U IR, 2008 T 1R & RS0
AR B TE St 2 SRR TP VR ] . 1B S R AR g — 1K, B— AT, TEIE Sl
P A g [RIHE S 2 iR — N EER R . R RS BS54
PR, o A B A, g 1 T RE ) B A ROUL I s 8 14 0 T S SRR AR
HHRE & — MR S, B R RIEE S 8 5 e 45 8 15 S ke — 45
THT A0 A BRAETE 5 BORE AN L £, Al e Kesckes (2014) $2 H RO & 4L 25 L RO B RE
JET . IERTE SR AR PR BIE S A VIV AR LA, TR S VRNt 2 TE
P e 1 FTE FHERIB RE ) 1 A (5 52 80 L sk 5, 2018 )

FHEL Leech (1983 ) Al Thomas (1983 ) Jirfi i 18 FHTE = R R , T RE 2 11 1Y 70 I ZE AR XT
Iz AR BRSNS BRE S R AR A A I 0 ) HE S IR )
(AR AR B R o S SE1E 5 R BRI i ) 3 RE S R St AL BB F R T
MR = BB, A ) Bk R mAE 2 4G . 17 828 5K B 3 (2003 ) 42 3
SMEF ) FHEIME ST, S SO % $ 518 P FTE L A2 T, SE R 40, AR ks
LT AT 20X — b B2 1 H =3B 2% 2 F 0 T a8 iE R R T 2 BRIk, 285
AR LA 1) T B TV AN T 1 J2 T B ok , DT Ak 3 A5 sthois R385 (BRDE 5 Lok
A78,2015) . IEIEHREII R I —iE¥ D B AR R REFIR I, M ERE S
SCHYTE R, 3R MR IR T 5 P A & J7 T, ASUE F 3k 52 bR o HTRE T, T
HIAARBAE T E s A 0B IR Ty o #h i Bk 5 (2018 :96 ) o 4 Hh “ 1 I RE J1 41
T FHBR AR AE 0 FNE HIZRIBRE T, 75 P BRAR e 0 6045 PR U0IE N BRI AR 8 TR HIERA
RE IR SR UIE BB M EAE R R . ZERY (2017 ) 78 [E N & HTRE ) = 1 4F K R 253k
Hhts & B R ER 3 SRR TR R A T T RE 1 B9 AN [R] R AR O, T i A %) 43 T 1 s 1
FHRE S VA FESE o V8 T T a0 13 T R 1 P BB 0 1 B il -t 3l 2 8 e o TN 3L
LIy RGN (2015) P E R TR I UE RS R 1 2 0 AU X T B S R
FRBERZAIRCR , X WAL Kesckes (2014) $ H YA R 1 25 5 4F 1 4 41 2107
(ways of thinking) .

R 7 IER RIS SR AR Z A, B GE  E  d o2 TR TR i) — P EERBE A
Kesckes(2014) 45 i | — B 5008 T3 18 54 X EIRE LA BLE F A 2UR4En) =
e AR EL T SO RSB RETAHE T o R R RRE A RO R R
(Kesckes,2000) , i HRE S FIAR 2005 9 1 115 & e B VAR O , PR A A 2 A B 13 1)
B, AR T — AL i =20 5 S0 B, AL B AR E Y R B, Kesckes (2014) TA
NER T T Z A0, 1 5E 15 1 (situation bound utterance , fij B SBU) (4 I AT DL 7- i 5
B RARARETEE o SBU EARLE 5 B2 AL A0 i AR UM o5 H 5 AL, AT 2 s
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Yt U S U AL S S S VI O . e AnTE 96 56 M 4K, ik A2z mi T AT
help yourself” , TEH E L 202 57 o L SBU i M & , L&At 2 bl 2 45 XUk & 2
2 RN RN SO 2 T8 Y 2250 , 23 1 H ARis e i SBU

(2) Wi a2 e N = T

BESAE SR — DA AIARI AR, RE AL 4G 38 AR S5 1 1% i3 T AL &5 nfar 76 244
kL2 SO B s T ZIE RO NI EE R . 3 5 R R T T RN A RE ) 1 R, Y
BIRE RS R T FHROTE 5 E IR B B AR | B ARTE U AR
MZ AL . A2 TS PR 9 22 AT AN & s M 22 4k, 5wk 2 SOtk
RIS o YT — L2 FH A IR IR TR 2 R e S A R AN A
(De Bot,2008 ; Hall et al. ,2006) , SR , 7£3X A~ B o 52 PR b2 A8 F s AR [a) i) e Az o
it & =201 N2 (additive period ) 2| B3 [i] ] ( synergic period) BB Bt D3 [F] 3t
HUE TR RS, 2R A IR 5 ML S G . IR At 4 & 72?7 Kesckes (2010) 070
A FE AR ML S R A AT N R R 5838, X Dl Fe e i R 8 AR R S5 R, X T ik~
138 A, G A A2 R — SRR R AE IAF & I, X8 b 2 % B2 S Al T T 46
H, S8 AL RN, XA RS i T B, de i RO LS B T CUCB Hh i B
[FIHBEE (synergic concepts) o X SEHEE B IR AT LIS [A] B35 5ok RAL , (H 22070 A A A 1Y
s . EANDUERY AR FISETE Y lunch” i A A [8] i SCAE B fr o 2 48— A
B AP LA BT S ARG TR AR 2, T ELE I A 35 G A AR A 2 SR g A

TEME AL 2 AL R N 22 T IS B R, Kesckes (2014) JE30A TRAN RS R TE N
FE TR (E48 27 2 30 HARTE SRR 2SS B i R L &, R B
FUBGE X B RS S H L2 ST 2 1) B A AR BE R DA G o MR R AL 25 SCIB B
By, it s B At . 7ETR FHARE I FIIE 5 19 & S AR b M AN RE ) FikE 25
AL BA RS ER] . BREERIRE ) 2022 M TSy - SUbEREE, T 157
FHRE T F2 BT N BB, SUE 2 FT DLR Y 3 O3 B A et 2 -
A SFHLE A Z R E (Kesckes, 2014 ) o —iH2% ] & “ A AT REACFt A C 19 S0k
#” (Barron et al. ,1993:56) . Barron (2003 ) Wff R 1 2% ) & BN EAS S T Hm A
JRTE BRI B I 125 o A7 283 7K P- 127 2 56 B AR TR SCIGA HERR O B, PR HE 4 e 4%
AL R IAGRATE LIRS A . 7RIS IR B p MR SR AT S, MR S A 2
R —IETEIRE ST KR o Ortactepe (2012) NS AL EEKEE R S~ ) B AR S
)RR A R AL SCITESR AR OC . BRI, 78 iR 2= b 16 FH BB ) & e iy 2o 7
HE R AR FE S E PR R WE & L B R RE T4

BRibZ A0, AT 2% 2] 3 0y oeiE & RRFE L St 2 A i o 72 rprtl, A AR F 24
Mo JCEH BIRRIR Y B IE HPREASE B B 5, %) B ARTE 4548 B AT S AT
R XM IRE TSR RIIARIBE Sy . 2 EAUEE S EE R RGN, M
Hib BA R RGN BYRE T o 1N > ] LA S B RN B A ) 1 2 i i I S, IR
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AR TR IE AR ) 7 S A TR R ICTE B IR ICTE S A I 2 2 # T
W BIRAREL, S2br b, oo 5 R AR FATTE A AT RE ) RO B £ 21 1 ST i ]
R TR T RE ) A P AR B B H SR S B B HI IR

5.0 &5k

Xt AT FHRE S OB IR 202 PR iR A2 A E 1 SO O A B . (R
F R R Z RN BTl 20 1 BB S e BRI RE I A A B o Kesckes (2010) $2
H XL R G AE AR~ E A IS RN TR 5 R GE M S A, T P D I 5 TR
BRGNS RGBS S . PIRE S A AL RS2 R A ik >
Ho TIREMBE R R A SR R i R AR AR L BR T AR S S
G 5 AR RGN Z A0, BEE LS R G0 DL B AR AR B W S 2. —
TEIE FHRE e H A2 RERE IS 2 o FHTE 55 1T R SR W oA 38 0 M B 4 1 T 1, S B
HEIE,

S E 3k
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