PEBXIGEREFLMALENI (1980)

REHBICB I HHLEZF0OKE
—/7nzﬁm®ﬁn%¢u LTC—
Nz 2
i Rt ) ha

F? ]

HEEERLREHTR, thehEEOENERZFLENS, [ SEER J LW HENE
BICH -T2, HEEERI, SHEEROHEFRELEL, TOEAMERR T2 L8 LS
MEDENTH B, —F, TERBREELFRENEEFOERLBL T, KEOERAZEHERL
T3, MEDMIC DT SFEER | O BERMEFET R0, HERBFIMRIEEFFH oM~
* @ impact AR TERLIBEEZ 513, communicative competence A3TGEHB 2R D
SHITEHS Lz, speechacts, rolerelationships 73 K33 EH T - FTHEOUEICE LD 2K -
720, HESEZOEBRBHTEI,

K# T2, Wilkins(1976) , vanEk (1977) , Munby (1978) TRENI ¥ 5 N REROH L%
B EAED b EEMICRETL, ¥ 7Y% cc&tafﬂi%;%%@sfg%%ﬁé‘ %, MAZT, ZODFE
DY FRAEROBAMBFHFOBERTHER LT, RELXBRBD 2HLEFZORIEAREICL 120,

SERPOICAEEE

TR @ T A2 JTohic JISHAT2002 0FRBATNA TS, 22, KHTS
T &N b 1 THB. HEEBEOIHR, 5T, HESHEEEAL, 21, TOKEH
FERA»EOIBIKBREOWL B 2RI SN, LsL, Brown(3:1) 2i55T5&
SiK, BEFOEHETORELBRTHD, SEFXOICHIR I EFHEOHE, Htk, BRER
BREICET 2EEHBOMBICEMT A& | (Ferguson 6:135) &, SHEMICE~S B
JTHbo

HEEFEFOERIL, Bright (2: 11-15) 25%, SHOMEELHSL T E 5, SHEZOE
FEREE, —BUARBIIROBEE0, UL, Hymes (11:324) p338HT 2 5B L OH:
wEDHEAS, #IZI1E, SED langue ICXT 5 parole DEM, SEOBMENER, X{toX
AERTIEEE LTD speech #, ‘communicative competence DAEBAYE &, MUGHEE L BBRIC
HBELERERF Do

JISRAEICBIL Tid, Spolsky (18:149) #52%59° % implication & application DX 45r&,
X 5K, micro & macro EDVNNVDXPEEZ F2U, implication &3, HBTF—EhD
SlEHaNBZBUHTH - T, HEEBFEOSHEHLE D, SHEMNTIERNWLHAREELS, M
ENICGEEBICBAONWABADRETHS, | BESETHh, XFEETHH, AHRRE

KEEEEALTOAEETHD, S oHEINTEHELRELT, o AREREUT>
WTW3 | (Fishman 7:1) , [ SERBEICABEEET 2 hoBAKICHE b—é‘, B, &,
ReRinhT, ARBEGRARL, BECEEDEETHH S | (bid:d) REOSEICHT 2EH
i3, SEBEOHEBICRIEUNEURBHETCREZEL, EEEROSERIAEEZRSEEL
TOBRD, FEEERENOBER &V D EEHBTORRAIE B ERNRAIETH 3 8L TEL
THWbEEZL 53,



—%, application (I AFTEHEZN EROEF T ESEEAOFELLRT ZRICAVIES,
BRI, ETV, HENIERORER, HEAHR - FHER, SATECLTHY,

implication &), FEHBFLEEOLE U EEFL T3, EEEBODRERELZM OE
R, SARICAL S Chiu(d: 5168) , KM ITICZROBEION 7T ) —FHAT S Levine (13:

107-133) , 3 I 2= —¥ a3 YEEMTEHE - FHBREHRZEZOET VR OMAT
Pl (15:76-86) 71 Xid, application TH b,

HESEE TR, ERLHDOBERLERT B4, SEMEICESREL mcro X
wE, HEWBELERTS macro VRAVOZEAFEHEERET S, COWThoL~wiiih
BEADRONICL » THIBAREONEII RN 3, SHEBIE  (language policy) P EEHE

(language planning) {3, macro VXWVOIRATH Y, HH, HBIRE, 7/ RERIT, micro
VARVTOHATSH B o -

I XBEAAICHEIES1R
syllabus  DFEEIIHIBAE (/NFRES ¥ & by RETARM ) Thd, 2OREIT Page
and Thomas (16: 332) ki, [ 2 —RDBEAEBBRICTR LD J$7: Good (8:578)
R, [188EME (acoumse of study) DESEMIERNRIED | THB, LL, FELS
b, MIBRDEHEDI S S, YINRONRIBAETI. T, FEHET - ZHOLEKBROHhTY
BT 7 NRADMNE EBEEICOOTHHWAMBKT A TH S0 TC TR, White(21: 40) DT
DEABRBLTYSNADHNESEEZ Do

~ | THE SITUATION | HE LANGUAGE
- THE SYLLABUS |

objectives

selection, organization

[LANGUAGE INPUT| |=—{ PSYCHOLOGICAL FACTORS
1, .
THE LEARNER |

ILANGUAGE OUTPUT| “{SOCIOLOGICAL FACTORS|

- }EVALUATION I

¥ HEREDORET, »5EELNRICLTEET 3, FHEICIZHLLN P O0ERRIE S
BboTn, ¥I1R12, MWREE, LHEOER, LEEHELEELC, ¥BOAE
(objective) % FZEL, FEMKEZODH OMLBERFETHHALRERIRL  (select) , THLEET



(organize) ¢ 32, ¥7NZONFI[ FHEE, FHHBORRELEIERLILD ITH 5,

LOXHBNEERDY 721}, HBE, REBEM 5 ERANUBICANG ST, ¥BE
KEZ 605,

m
i

I NRADEBREAR

2ROER

ﬁﬂﬁ&bﬂfw5/7n1ﬁ&ﬁx%@ﬂK%$?5WK§/7AZ®%&&W@K§ﬁ
TEERNEEZ S OMEHCA %,

VN IRE L THLOEE EORA TS (cf. Hill; 10: 115-118) , UL, 20
YERX &2 the Council of Europe % thilh& 9 2EEANILSIBHMLHARICL - T, £EHIN
22%H bo  Currie (5: 339-354) ick#1id the Council of Europe {3, ¥ F/NZX{EEKDFE 1R
AIAZEFROFEREMIKEL . Y7/ 2OMRAI, ?E’%Qﬁ?ﬁmﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ“ﬁlcbtof,
HFEICT 2 L ETH Do, NRFETFREDOEREEFIDREX, SHEOHE (frequency), HHE
(range) , Hifditk (implicity) 73 K#ZEFBHREAPOFE LT, HLILY 7 /Y2 TR,
SEEFRAOENNRREI NS,

B2 DEANT, SEOOBIEEES (notions) ¥ 5 NADHKICT B ETH B, SEDOKEE
HBFZRICBEL T,  Halliday (9: 7) (3, SEDKRELERBHNOBRIIARIR B TIIEW

'w,mmmﬁ mmnm; EROHIELZENTERAIN TV A RZHEEAT I L0 oG R &

BTN B, SEMALL, SHEO macro & micto OMETHETS 3, MBI, I
HE  (emotive function) , SEXERAUEEEE (phatic function) , SCARAVEEAE (contextual
function) 7% & '(Jakobson, 12:350-377) , BRI (mstrumental function), 3 SEHKSBE

(regulatory function) , FB{AYKEAE (imaginative function) 7 & (Halliday; 9: 9-20), encounter

regulation, meta-language function 7$& (Robinson; 17: 50-51) , 6 ~14DAEN ST LT
%o ,

Y3 NRIERICIR, COXS7 macro HICH 5N 3HIES—BRAS VB, SHERED
duisd, Austin(1l) TfRFEIN S micro functions of language T&H %o AAOmML, Ki
REOMIEERTUTR  (locutionary act) , RENITH (llocutionary act) , RELHITHITA

(perlocutionary act) 1531, %%ﬁ%@¢b@iﬁﬁﬁ%@é%&btocmﬁ%m;pt
K, B, WE, SHERS SO SHERIENKRIT %, )
SE0BIE (notions) (3, SHEMEICAURLBELETDH S, SEND 5BHRITOLDICHE
BT B, Fic, Y, £/, B, BREONWAWARBISICERLIZD, BIETAMAEN
EY ' '

FIDRANZ, SEERLD ORBOBEURLTERTELETH S, ¥ 7 /NZRERD HREAH
E%Emma%@%%mﬁéb BREEBISE Y 7 2RO 2 KT BEZ 5 URT
36 5035, WEROSHEEE, X&, BERTROERLLELLE,

ﬁﬂ'lﬂ’]%ﬁ
@® vanEk (1977)

3 — 0y ¥ORAEXGE LEAMIAY 7 NRTEH B REEOZELEREEREL, 4

EEQERKIEEERT 5, COY I AEROBELNRTNEROED & 5 I 5o

SN ERE @%Fﬁﬁﬁf@%?ﬁifﬁ?‘ BB S, BERFEEEEL DINEHETHEE (behavioural
objectlves) ET3, COBEIREEEEN (target group) , Bi<, ETHIOEEED



Target Group

Language Activities

L Behavioural Objectives ](_ ¢ Settings

Roles

Topics

Language Functions Language Notions

\ / Specific

r Exponents (Language Forms) l

[ General

(language activities) , SEMMADE (settings), HAHIERE (roles) , 3EE (topics) @
HAED SIRET 5, KRiT, TEHERLZERTIEFTORELBILREL, BENII,
WMEEZBBLU - SEHER  (exponents) %#FRT 5, B, TRTOFHCLELHI

(general notions) &, 2313 BAEEREHEICERTABICAL 2551 ES  (specific notions)
X539 %. LT, Ss F&ﬁ%&@ ~&E DR CERINIERE TN EN—TAET 5,

General Functions 1.1. identifying
1. Imparting and seeking factual information 1.2. reporting
1.3. correcting
1.4. asking

demonstrative pronouns: this, that, these, those _-f BE +
2. Expressing and finding out intellectual attitudes NP (P): demonstrative adjectives: this, that, these, those
+ N + BE + NP (P), etc.

6. Socializing

General Notions
I 1.1. existence, non-existence;

thereis...: theresno...: isthere...? exist (P): make (P) etc.
1.2. presence, absence here (P) not here (P): away (P) etc.
1.3. availability, non -availability: have/have got (P): theres. . . (P) there’sno. . . (P):

1. Existential

2. Spatial is there . ..? (P) etc.

3. Temporal 1.4. possibility, impossibility: possible, impossible, can, cannot (P) etc.
: 1.5. occurrence, non-occurrence:

8. Deixis happen (P)

\ 1.6. demonstration: show (P) Please show me another one. etc.
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Specific Notions

1. Personal identification (1.1. name

2. House and home name; name (P) What's your name? forename: first name (P)
3. Life at home His first name is Charles; etc.
: 1.2. address
14. Weather

\1.15 character, temperament, disposition

SEBREROERDEEL %?Fﬁ@?ﬂ]ﬁ']ﬁgE@iﬁ& 2R, UTH2ELET6 >O#HEL S
RIS %, OIIRER, e, FTE, Ef’nﬁ@&ﬁaiCTleZﬁé 3, —MESIL, F1E, 2=,
B, LITERIT8EAILw I THD, FER, 56 2IERFEINT IS, —F, Bk
B, SO, FE, FEAER FUOHBSBEEhE, L, SFROTMT, &
RINKEFEHLATH 50
@  Wilkins (1976) : )

WDIZNET 2 notional syllabus  IC-DWTIZFTICEp ( 192 B—41 ) HBEAL T 3o
RT3, A8D vanEk EHETZLEE, TOHMROBMILIGHET 5. Wilins (2
V5 RRERRICY 5T, OERBIXEMNE L v 5  (semantico-grammatical categories) @H:AI
EBREIL w O (categories of modal meaning) Gz EEERERI B » © (categories of communicative

functions) O 3 #PFIERET 5, ORI, B, 2R, HREEREET 2 EKRAGEST,
@OREBHFTHY, WEIL, VanEK o;—i&“ﬁécc BEEYT 5, @I, M, 35S,
i, MANBRESEOSERETH 50 SEMICEALTE, wanEk EXPOERZD
BB, BEALABRIFA—TH5b, X%, = Wikins ICIIHHBERO X S BRFOLEIT
VI NADIREIL 2T,
® Munby (1978)

van Ek, Wilkins ~ [Al#%, SEEMEHLET Z Y7 SRR TH DA, ROKICE DR

MBdbbo WOMFEIZ,  ESP (English for Specific Purposes) =% % % 725 D communicative
syllabus design TV, ARD 2HILLEI, ¥FEHBHNEFEEED needs TA S commu-
nicative competence % VMCHREICERE S 5 &0 D HBEICRROESE 52 5, HIIR
DED LS LEFAERRLTN S,

CDEFIWRIBRLERAL LTOHL T tEYER  (sociocultural orientation) =5
Bic B4 24 E SRR (sociosemantic basis of linguistic knowledge) @ik L~V TD
EERIE  (discourse level of operation) DEHAE 5T 3, DI, heterogeneous E
FEdeASHHICE X, REOTE EDOEYE (contextual appropriacy) , S35 DHLHIEEE,
FHEDEE  needs, WEAEHRE TS, @13 Halliday ( 9 ) ik & 5 41 % semantic options



L Participant

Communication needs

processor

Profile of needs

}

Meaning processor

Language skill

selector

Linguistic encoder

L |
!

Communicative

competence

specification

L LTOSERIOLS, %i%@ib%a%ﬁ%@?&ﬁéﬁﬁwoé EL, ZFHDOID
DOEBERELBIRT 37942 ERT, QRX L ORFEV~NVOBRADBEITHD, RF
BSHER® rhetorical acts 75 FOMEA fED LB S FEHT pLE EERT ..

V SRR oTHLMES

@ notional syllabus %> communicative syllabus ZESH U7 3 — o o /N EBRETRARRE
BBEOBRNRNS, BSEREDOALLT, HFHELtDXELH 5, BHRICR, XBE
OETHSHEENISH D, AL EE, SFEORELENENREL, SEMEETEHS, X,
XE, XHEFEE, F, KH-TEF TG, fEoT, EHEFIZTTICY T NROMBES
BATH3, BBEANBEL, $hhEROBED, YINAHERESKTHA D, L
U, EHBRIER, NE, SEMHERILICRELILTIFI4 v ThHEEELZ LN

C B30T, ¥FHEOBEULIBEL, BEAXSIKHREICLT, SEMNAEET 2 BRI AE
KESNTND, 2DOBRICY 5 NRERREERREER L3,

@ BEIBELERACEEIEIFLOY IR, SEOBYIERLEEL-EE TR
BEXbd, 2hllito BRSHMELUAOBNERER BB T—BAENTH A5, A¥V
NNWVODRERE TR Y FNNAREEERL, SREBBFLERTILENSZ EEbN5,
TEBEHONPELETENIE I - RBORELELERTEXETHA D,

® HRD Y I NARRCBNTRINCESLBER, LHABORE» SHRIT M
WH b HICESEREER, vanEk OFITHIERTE 3L Oic, FARIDOBEIHLIHKT,
ENE—D—2% BT IDTHIUL, LBOEIEIIRL TE 5L,  situational approach DX

- 08 —



%ﬁﬁelrﬁ#mﬁ%énfwabwrﬁam,m&@%%&?z , ¥ET 2 EEK
BER b » EHETNETRITNIES S '

g B
KR TRHATELOBANY 5 SRERFIEOBTODICRS SN T BARI Lice kS
SREZDOERAY 7R BOTHERIEL 5253 LS icBbh b,
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