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Abstract: In spite of their differences in approaches to language and ultimate goals of linguistic inquiry, Systemic-Func-
tional linguistics and Generative linguistics have divergences and confluences in pragmatics. Halliday’ s “grammar” deals
with “the instantial aspect of semantics” of discourse in linguistic systems, with no place for pragmatics. But his analyti-
cal framework has successfully incorporated insights from Conversation Analysis and Gricean pragmatics and touched upon
other central topics in pragmatics. Chomsky’ s “syntax” focuses on abstract systems of rules, but his theory of “linguistic
competence” involves the speaker’ s knowledge of appropriate language use and his reflections on “pragmatic compe-
tence” have provided a theoretical concept for pragmatics. Their semiotic perspectives and reflections on language use
have laid solid foundations for the “pragmatic turns” of their followers. In view of its profound impacts on such disciplines
as discourse analysis, stylistics, and translation studies, Systemic-Functional pragmatic theory can be taken as an applied
pragmatics ; considering its foci on syntax-pragmatics relations and the semantics-pragmatics interface, Generative prag-
matic theory can be characterized as a theoretical pragmatics. The two schools of linguistics have collaboratively contribu-
ted to the development of theory and metatheory in contemporary pragmatics and have played important roles in the study
of competence-performance connection and comprehensive analysis of language use.
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IITITE S I To ok, X N D 5 L A7
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PAFERDE, HHESANHIEARIRE, IR o 38 R0 LA BIE (BR 1 2017),
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B A5 B DU DI RE, 02 A5 Y 0l
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HALTELE 5O S5 . MBEdF T Ak
X—ARiE, BEFEFHRAN IR F E R
A IR)E (Halliday 1987 3) , flliA N, 76« ) k—
T X —1F 7 BT L 5 5 2 1 SR ik
IR LM 1l L —iBh—ih " XA R L,
WA AR 5B, & R IER A1E S N,
G5 M gihs RS BB — X — X R, AR
[F] 2RI R 5 18 5 s A 2R 5
R G R A T 5 A R X 43 (Halliday
1978 ; 43-44) ; JUiFE RS FRAF 518 1k LAY R Go st XK
R TERE L F B4 T8 2 (Halli-
day 2002[ 1996] : 412) . Fr iR BLALAT 527 B it
B F AN LA B, IR XA & L gk
E S A8 Chomsky 1975a; 20) . 5L
SRANTA], N8 & 5 % < B O 57
(Chomsky 1975a: 37) , W58 BRAR UL TE A N 1k 1 1
HRES R AR R T LA S0 B R
AR, E AR AR RN 2 SRR AR A T )
P KB T MR IR TR 2L A# (Ka-
sher 1998) , S LIS 5 H 2= 80 T FL R STMK ( Allott
& Wilson 2021) ,

3. HHLEIERY

AL T T A X 1 [ R X R
SGEAMAT R IA R 27 MR« X g 0 4 3 77
(Halliday 1985: xiv) ., Ik« A ik—if L7 X 57
o iE H” HEBRAE SN, DL BRARULTE #1015 e T R
FVPUNR G T F O HE R R, 20 T i
T W SEBR A OJUHDE O X 15 5 25 0
{H ( Halliday 2002: 9-10) . Bl 75 15 ke 15 5 2F A TE
Az BT SCREZR TS #Y R H 45 58t TR I A
NIRRT 5 TR S S A
filt b TR e ok A P e At ots AR B
SEEBCA A 2 & M8 20l i s A
VFZHAMH R,

ALY, U RER 5 M AR I RETR &
FAHREMIH BN ENAET ., HRRLERE
PRARTE R R OCHE B R 210 F REHoR I IE R,
PRI T P 2 1 SCRA s (0 A8 B B0 s A0 i S
(the semantics of the instance) . ﬁyklﬁffﬁﬁ/ﬁﬂ‘,
1T 53T — 4~ 0 (R 3R 8 v 9 i 9% 0 (BT AT
REAEE R W5 3035 5 USR5 S AR (45 SR,
PR SR N5 N TR T8 A2 3 B 7 22 (0] JAN B LA TR 55
Hy, AL R R DTS T HORT T 2T S LA
PRIER Bt TA D AT AT o 5 B el PR 2 7 A 3 SOy

HERG, I HAY I F &1 2, A
RAHEEWOE RS S R B — 7K 2 (Halliday
2002 11), fhiddg i, EAR AT 2% ( grammatics )
fRRBEHERLOC RIFAE S, (A B B 1 O RN IT
HYRR, BRI LLSCR L IRATAZE B 1L R
BB SOCR (N EF X 3 —M G5 8) B 24
B2 BT XA B ATAS 2 K 5 A 5 —Fh
MSrAEAE, P 58 4 T R A 1 SO ] 2 ik g
Ry RS BE SR, EhrL R 1K
i (realization ) Fl7~ 4] ( instantiation ) 3X P~ HE & 4G
FRARZER R (2002[ 1996 ] : 412-3)  {BIHFFHIES
TR B R G AR UK RO R 23 08 B — A ) R, i
ANZA — VML B TR 2

Wi T e T o B R 7 S B v O T
Jig AL AR B N R B R AR S s ], 4
EE R B N —Fh s, T
FRISH AT LU A R0 7 R, DA R A A
(Halliday 2002[ 1996 ] : 416) , LAY 5% LIAS IR
TG 0 iR R AN 1R 2 2
JCHE, W ITTIR LIS, (HY) B e
TR w1 FH 2 A8 o A HE SR BB 18 2230 4, X 2
SEALEAN KA R R

WP ERFIS S TiE S W FR R
MBS DL K ph 22 $ESEE Y REES K
PrEfie CHKHEE S5, A L ZHR N, BARIIREIE S
A RIE T M EIS AR E T I E R
(UHGE HR B F TR e, WA S T2
HH ARG, BARYREIE F F IR EIE ]
SEOUAZ B iz A (L AR SIS O G
2 F WY, Hom & Ward 2006; Allan & Jaszezolt
2012; Barron et al. 2017; Huang 2017) ,{Hi%& 15
SCEETEEE I 22 B HE 2R R o A 7 vk,
AT BA MG 0 RS O B 5 Sk
OB AE . AR STRRAE T DI RETE
et AN 2R PR B 1 A

4. FBETERIERY

Frabp L AN R 001 5 R ZIE 18
ML RAR 2 2 F il (B7ETE 27 i R IE 5
WA — 122 B Z 10, T I e 4 i A G TR E
RIS, M58, S5 AR 1 5 AR
BT AR R XA PR AR T 7 A )
AL SR DL IERA A F A9 2544 ” ( Chomsky
1962 528) , s e 18 7 o BHE fe 5O 1Y [R)
DA S BRAE PRy — W B A S Pz F 7 e g ]
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H C A3 7 %03H ( Chomsky 1965 3)  fliA b “iE S
i (language use ) A FRISHEJE “ iz " ( perform-
ance) BEI (Chomsky 1965 9) , Ht Kasher(1977)
1 van Dijk (1977) 518 75 2= R0 T 5iGE 5B
T T A 338 A% PR o FH 27 %) 3 R i o 1 < 1
FHMHELE” B 20 tal 70 4EAC, Fr i st &
SRBFIETE S a5 B S A i A 2 4
(Chomsky 1975a: 20) , fHAIA A CULiE 2 &l
YRR 15 HOXF R A2 i #9318 A 517 ER ( Chomsky
1975b; 64) , MAZIBF %S, AP+t 2
TRBE PR T 2 a8 ol T AR, TR I RE 2
— AT RS,

20 tHad 80 AFAX, v 407 B B w4 o 1 T RE
TR B EIE E T A Lk 7 5 OF
R E RS ST AES T BRI R MhE
FIR 5 4 Tl A — 2R A 24 8 8 A 4 A =R
MNP W AT R AR SR Y < A R
(Chomsky 1980 224-225) , 45, —/ A\l GE
SELHAE R EE AR &8 AR 71, LR v]
REA 9 —A~ 1 5218 FH A9 0 BB AE ( Chomsky 1980
59) . XAMEWT S Hymes (1972 280) 48 H iy« (¥
1E) IR RE " 5 (WE) iz AR /AL 9 %6 57
—H, 20 22 90 AR, TR S | IRL2 A A 5T IE
ade i, NS R s e —iEA 5 T
RS (68 77) (Chomsky 1992 212) . fi1ik
H,i8 1 & 45 ( performance system ) 5 %¥ % 15 5 AH
KB TIEG R, B S5REESAMT 8T
M LAE I R 48 P 1932 ] & 48 K78 (Chom-
sky 2015: 2) b= FR B & B F L JEME S YE (con-
ceptual ) 1% , (HAL I35 B SEUE A C £ (Chom-
sky 2015 17) , Feiidtic Z L3, Xz H &R 5
AR5 e LA SRS 1 2 | O R oA T8 A 94 1 1) R 3 ok
5 SRR B T AT AN K, N S ) A7 5
(R DU HE LA RS . AT 24 AR SEHT LA
G A R DL BV A0 T 15 5SRO A, A
ol I 24 S A A 2 T v D) AT E AA B A A TR
HBTE TRk S0 & L (B4 2008) , #2F54E
BERRMER PT84 35 0 2R ] Bof ) g ) iz
FHPIAS R GG Hh 2 ), iF STk & TR

TrUTHT 1R B Y s A e D i ie
IR, B Kasher (1998 ) FR 0 7% [C 1 F 2 BRI 1 « "
RS TR ML, TR AT LR T = AN SR () A ]
BT HR Y BT R A 3R A 35 AR an e
fiifH? (Chomsky 1986 3; 1988; 3) , Hirh & =4
7] RS R i 5 7 R 27 B M T R

TR TS B E AR TR A 15 B R, XA
B FATHIR, Kasher(1998) 15 i, X &1
ORI R B RS, HfE DA i O, O AN S AN Re A 9 3R
SEFGIR, 1B T IR ARG A e AR X A
FEAR R, P 8 = AN AN & 2 () R T T
X BN E PR, 8 AR AR X
ARAFHY VAR, 38 18 S v FH 2 B 5 )
G B BI85 A B i) — A B ) R

Kasher( 1991, 1998) 45t , 7t i L i) f F
AR F R S, o 2= B0 R, R/
(R JEL B, FE S B D i 35 I {5 B K, B T A
THUTE S At 5 S, 18 RO 2 1 Rk
WHER @S SRS A R E i, Il
FLEA R, 76 R 1) 0 S8 R 5 Y i
PR T % 35 1) AR 22 (8] — 245 99 78 ( Chomsky
1995: 29), FAMMESEHTIX A AR E X SIEARE
SO A A HRIE (Grice 1975) LUK B 2F
() R B ST T IS Al R 51 5 A 2 3, W 5%
ARz, 21 HELR LIS, 3 FH 24 B B 1Y) (B 45
FPEF TR G TVF 22 B R, R
fif el R AR 2% i HL B 75 A5 BE M5 B AR B A (D
H 5 TE— B R AT LA 52 B, X 3 25 AN B
I e e LA e e 14 [ A

Hymes (1972 270-271) $§ i, TR KL A R 16
AR EE (HALRYE TS 50, HE
WA A fr Ak 2 SR B R W BIE A RE R B sC BR i Bh
R JLEEAT N I BELSC S O, TR T LA Oy, 22
Tt R AR R T IS N E A R R, 1E
PO R AR KRS TS, ANie R4
ML ZERSAE T, #0620 A5 PR IE A B , IX A J f RE
PETE A7 %) S B 5 o F BE 07 2 R T3 75 41 FH
A MRS T3S T A . R P DL G
(1) 3 (1] A 1 128 T H AR R R 4k ( Chomsky
2015: 27) .

TRUR I R OB R IER S5 (H
WA LEHE & 77 Z ok H AN ZE 220 58 ( Chomsky
1965: 195) , 5 i I ANiE H A6 ) Bl dn & 2 7
“TBRHBES)” KATEE AR = T Ee % | J
T2 MIE R 2P RS IS, R A R
JUHRIE S R BIE , WS 2R AR T Y
M, A 35 25 R M SC 242 B8, Bierwisch (11965) Fl
Halle & Keyser(1966) &1 %11 5 A9 Q1 15 P46 FH 42
I« RE2FHE 17, Hymes (1972[ 1966 ] ) 58 1 # £3 3C
LN AL AT S e N - R el & 12
717, Lakoff (1973 ) 5& 815 & MR G F iR N R
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EE R R 1B BE S, Canale & Swain
(1980) $2 i 1y “THILRES) " “ A2 iB H 2B 1 R
WS HE 37 45 , A2 X I a4l 2k 9 1 5 RE I B
J&. Culler (1975) 2 i 9 “ X% fE 517, Thomas
(1983) & 1y 5 S Ak TE FHRE 117 L R 5 2234111
FRARSE 9 A5 RE ) |1 IR RE T | R BE ) L IA R
RE) A SCPRAE 1 (R AERE 1 55, TEAN LU 1
BreXE 5 e B S E N IEAR

FrU ST R AT T 27 B ik S T s A RS B
BEmSHR GRS TR AEMIEX S B L2
W2 B R N T A LE . #ESTEFF R
SR SEBRAE 1 5 1Y RE 1 AR, S i 2 B At
TIT . T AT AR R OC T N A UL il R B
WL, oNIE A PR T S B A SR T R
A A= i = 2 OF 5 2B R Be B bR Bk T
B PR AR 2 00RO A AR il
NAEL RS AT T4 T2 5 Ak e R R 22
(a7 (Kasher, 1991, 1998) , A i FH % HH 4 A
T HETTHR,

TR AR 5 H A 5 AU O A
BLOIE A R S8 iz 3l P R TR &R G A A B
X 51 ( Chomsky 1980 39), /0¥ R 45 i) A K g
BAYRE WA R, e — 5NN E S
AR TS RGBT RE ) R4, F iR 8 B AR
B NS R W 21 0 B S A iy 3R
TR T T 1 R A G S RE R A
B RNRARZS I HLIE ( Chomsky 2015 153), 2%
FHBA LA AN, W Stemmer (1999 395)
i AR5 < 3K 3 1% 4 3 A o [ Y B T 7 2
ToE S, o — BG5S 00 2% LRI
SRR, T Allot & Wilson(2021) TA K77 M
Bt 2 BIR Y B AN EAE TIAMEL . ) RE
71 (competence ) 51z ] ( performance ) 2 43X} 18 X
SR 0 o B AR 6 A i vk B
SRR I EAE A B3 ) S i 2
R G5 A% S 0T 1 < Ui 3 2 S 18, B G A I A
(TR 5 1 I 5 IR 90 T 28 1) 52 U A LR SR AT R
MM F RIS WA S, THEHRMYC &I h
W5 LAY WA A2 U, AR AT 5 N 2R S8 AT K B
ST R TH 2B 42

5. MIREREIERAF ERIIC

TIRETE & % 5 AR F F WX L kT A,
KEM RN AR Z2 2] Z 4k (Feng 2022) |, J5 22
PR 2F 3 FETE FH 2 2 10 A s8It Jg b8k . HLAR I

RETH & F 518 %A BAME (4K A4 1996) , {H )
RETR & A ) B P TR PO A L5 S 1y [a) 2. & 9 A
A EA ML 1 4 (Halliday & Matthiessen
1999 12) , HHESHERL B A FR AL 5 18 24 1
OB VPR R TR A BT R e i IR
KR, LR R B 52 57 5, o3 AT O ik 3 4y
WA At 2 B0 T AR AR L ( Widdowson
1995, 1998) ; — LIS ZAELEA I A I I, S A
JFE(O’ Grady 2019 473) , 434 BE B & WLt
Bz R T BARTIREE N IR B TR T
SR T E B35 0 B 02 o0 — 11l s # #
Crystal (2013 239-41) 45t , W o 40 Afr S0 38 L 1) o
SC BRI IRIESE R A 2% A FHAR £ B 5
HE PR,

Berry (2016) WF 5% 1 i/% 1 3¢ e 25 % B0 Y 7
K T AR, T F ST S5 S E
FHZERIR RN T R RETE 5 2#HESL (Bartlett 2019
298) , Fawcett i & ffF 5% S0 i (Y 75 e 45 i, S B Y
P R GE 4 38 T AT i 5 s 01 0 3 S PERE SR
(2014 325) , F B — AL T THF5E S i 15
bR RE B “ A R G T RETR 47 (2014 396)
XA TEAR A VI RE TR & 2 I i iR e 1m Je 5
A BRSNS,

TR I SRS A TS A &
SRR T M R 5 S S BRI RE M Al
A7 BRI AT AR (), 5k 8 2 o e AL 7
AT EEREIT . TR BT e i = B e S O
X R IR R A N s R G & E—Hik
BRGEHME—FE M R G MWAZE A (Chomsky
2015 154) i ia Bt 7 AT AR U/r R R G A AR
2 ATARD X 3k FA =X 1 s 1) R A T — > HLAK
B H (2015 156) , “/mB” EIEETHE & 50—
NHEB AR (Matthiessen et al 2010 121) , 7E 7T 10
Wik T B, BRI,

Az WU T AN AT T A 2 1) 2 /0 i
T 20 4 90 424049 ( Birner 1992) ,fU4E7E S R 5
SO T SE 0 £ 451 (Bocei 2009) , 7E

PEFIR Y S HE T K (Rizzi 2013, 444) , LGRS
FXRPNVE D RE S BIETT , f F AR R ) Y B
SHEWOE m R, BEESE T TR I 5L 1957 4F
e h T B R S 5 Ak DS, i
LM AR AL B BAARTE R D RE R OC R HEE T
A TR A TR RIS, AT AE S T i ) LB
ARG ST A1 4544 (Rizzi 2013 454) , Polinsky
- 11 -



HEf

WREEFHERBEFAEFRF WAL KL

(2013 604) BIFFE K B, i 3] e 956 1) By 2 V32
il T3 /s s al e BRI A SeaE AR I R T B
m)k B A TR R 5 Biiring (2013 880) & 3, [a] i o7
37 & (dislocated positions ) f¥) %% sl F 5% 75 2 1 FH K
SRR E RS U5 SR e ) i 0 R R S AS
Zeijlstra(2013; 806) 45, i £ JLH4EHL, ARG
B R A ST U 2 AT 3R R OG0
(IR R, (B Az B ATk %2 F- W) (den Dikken,
2013) 51T 18 &k 2% 0k, #F — DAk
Az U 2 B AR B e 1
it O RCINFS T IR EFSE T N R AT )
IRRMF I T 5 GH87 B AR L5 AR VC i 45
4 (Biiring 2013 ) , X 5| 54 BUIE 7 5 018 7 43
BrAE T2 A BRI, SRAL AR i iy« — Bk
(congruence ) M2t H B0 AE A2 WE 22 5T HL
(Biiring 2013 ; 880) , A= piFE7EFRIE AT S AITE
AN E X—ih IR R E M, 5D
WHES MBS, Banks(2019: 427) 48 i, k4L
R R BB & UIRBEFH RE VI REE 5 F AR R,

IRETE & 5AE NS & F R E RN AR
K& ) 2335 & IS, AT (Huang 2017) 48
t, LA Reuland (2011) S A3 09 A2 1 A) 25 23 B 0
W, BN AR A7 SO 51 5 78 = il S R4 By ia]
I A S TR LA I B BN F AR AT AR X2
HE A e B — A2k, BIAT DL Bk 7 4
SR T A BAR Y S AN R T e 1 5 8
LAY — SO LR 2 R, X T B e R IR AT
fiff BN 5 24 o) o L R A AR ) vk A I
SUATYER IR RN 55 24 R B ) i A S B R I AR
BATHT L™ T R LA R 2 R R R ke
VEH] (Huang 2017 75) . BAREIEJS BOHTA% 3k
HriE FH RE N B G 5 A9k R oA R TR 5
— 4 AR [ i R e O N
(ANZ=Ts 5 SO) MK o A ST B0 50 56 i B
THE AR TR T IO R I 2 BN AR TR
TR ST FE 0 J5 P A 2 o 25 A (AR 4 TR 7E A8 B XN
ANZZ LR PRI AN 52 29 ) AN R T AR A vk
7, A LU AGE FH %7 (Huang 2017 76) .

B2 R A AR F AR R 5 F R BTk,
Levinson (2017 201) 45 1, 762 B 2= B Bt 18
B GCR BOCTE TR F H LL S ) %o AR Y
TEEE gAY | IR Gordon & Lakoff(1971) Hya)% =
AT NBFSE . Brown(2017; 384-385) 48,20 4
70 .80 AEARIIE F LSS =R ik (ALEL A
FESSHIIN B8R 24 A% T AL A v DU | SR M T

- 12 -

) 5 AR SZ A i S s [ 4 T AL
ST TE A A I . Fetzer(2017: 268) 451,
RTRAT O B 5 R AR T T A I R
A B B R R SR, BB S5 G B
JCIEAR G I  IRETE & % R E 5 R Gl
2 GIETE BB AN TR, R1E & S H S5 50T
TESF AR R A5 7 50 L2 MRy, LS iR ik
UIfe , XA R,

MARIEIAE IR — A AN W A SR 1 28 SUA B
T4, Carston (2000 87-88) 48 i, 18 H 2 #H it
SIERES A BK R WA R, o 5 IR i Bz
FILHRI IR AR R G (RES)) o WIPSE A s 5 2 Ak
B R AT 2R U, AN R B 2R S
ANFERES, KRS T 5 AR i F s
TR, AR 7GR RE ) R Gk 21z H]
R4t BN RGR T E I RE M —H ik &
WHRE 7 BHARGE TGS s R G021
BHARGE? XL n A ik — 2L WF 5. Hom
(1988 131) iy L HHE B K& HAERE ) Hiz
Y& F MM Carston TAA 15 Aiz HIAIL I FH 60
PRGN H R VL 2548, 18 AR AL 8 FH 4 G 1
M5 R SOR il BEE TR . OCER IR TR 2 AN a2
“TEFREST” I —384r A BRI AN 2 18 5 R
WA =] i A2 i o i v i A R A 8, R
KM S RGN H LB MAATE, HICRARTE
FHEHLS BRI S 2 (Matthiessen 2015) 1
Rk JHEAR R IH, SARE A BIE R & e
H5EE ARG B[R] IR 5 R E 35575,

6. &iE

REIR 5 F 5 4 UG 5 AV 2 0 8 E X
ST BT P 2 b A 8 25 B2 A R AS [] 3 AH 8L 2
b wALTE R B IR HE ZE N G 45 5 2 (BB TT
MR A A N HTE S e, il AR
INHTE N FANE T8 5 3, B AR 15 5P
A AYEIE 500 B R B W B BAE Y7
ULE /W8 4 0 5 5 4514 ( Chomsky 1975a.
20) . FRALTEZML TR S 5 TR A AR AT
SEAEE A I RO B 4R AR R T 2 4 BT AE
20 AR I AR AE T 2 M R 2 8 B o R
FHERMAZO, A H R E W AR KA R B A
URIIE 5 e it 7 B R UL, Al iy B A A
B HEPE RS M E, B AT 2 R 2
B (ERAE 2020) , SCEEHEUBREE 4R 1 HISA
LA 25 08O & 5, BRE G TR R i X
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PrfE = A= 09 07 20 A2 2 LS B4 & (de Man
1986 4) ; B2 X A A | it ) RN o AR A 7 1Y
$£[0] (de Man 1986: 7).

e A IR 5 A2 B TR X 18 AN i 1 ) T AR SR AT
e, (EE PR IS A 38 Bl AR 1 2% L B 280
iz, 1 e )7 R ] 3K 2 Iy SR A b
SR DIRETE 7 2FHE SR O BT WO T &5 0% 2 Bl R
SEHTE T2 52 T IR SO B A
VFZFBE, TR S R F 2 5 AR B 5 2 6 A idi—
T OE 2 DA BE SC—if A i o8 e 3, o]
MHSTE R . WA IRERA BEE FIIC IS 1Y AL
o SIS SR TE A B R RIS 518 N 4G
A R AR S S T EEAEN

R

@ ARICAR 2024 4F 5 AFEVTRAMEIE RS2« S-L R REIE =
FRE QSRR RIS S BRI MR, FOK
WHCIMB SR SRS S B 2 L R F R,

@ Robin Lakoff 7£ 1973 4Egi4& Hh T 15 FRE 17 M2, G045 W A i
W1 T 2 WAL,
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