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Exploration of methods for developing students French communicative

competence for the Sino-French joint program

FANG Qinwel

(School of Foreign Languages, Zhejiang University of Science and Technology, Hangzhou 310023, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: Taking a selection interview for the Sino-French joint program of ZUST as example, the paper
systematically assessed the general level of students French communicative competence in accordance with
the communicative competence frameworks and the language proficiency scales proposed by CECR as the
evaluation criteria. Taking the teaching practice into consideration, it investigated some approaches to
develop students communicative competence, suggesting that the French courses attach more importance
to basic knowledge teaching, more exposure to target language environment and authentic materials, and
intensive oral and expressive practice, in response to problems prevailing among students like lack of solid
basic language knowledge, lack of expressive language and inappropriateness in personal appearance.
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Table 1 Description of communicative competence defined by CEFR
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Fig. 1 Language proficiency scales proposed by CEFR
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Table 2 Evaluating scale of grammatical competence (B1/B2)
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Table 3 Evaluating scale of sociolinguistic competence (B1/B2)
AE IS fE ) ik

TEIE R BAE IE R Wi e, 3k B 0 G A ALE 8 S SR 555 R 19 S PR A BUAN S R B 0
BV 30037 & 1R AR PR L R A AR L SR FLAR A 2 5N VR

B2 RE R ARG I AR RAF IR A W i R AR 7T B TEAL . I A its AW R & B v A 2 240 E
T Xt £
AR 1 1 B A5 A UE IS L 3k S (o LA 19 R 3K
A dac iy 0 2 3 0k DO AR R X AR TZ B S BRE B 1R
0 A AL ORE AT 2 1R AR A
HIETEF MR EZH A CEZTEXAE T 5B (B0 A5 0055 7 T8 A7 78 B9 B 32 200 L 9F e 4l
P2 2 A ¢ Ik

o T B 2k s TR e TR R E S 0 R R S . SRS 2 A 0 18 bR R ) B
Can Tl i ERIUGEED (iR EALE N FRoR Bl B SO EE R IF BRIEMAHE A C SHIEM B, Hil
A SE A TH D AN ZOM R B B B Bk AR R EOE F AR IR S g AN E . A D HERR
HE A [ s 2 2 I B IARE  aR . IARE R S BRI B R b AN R IR AT . — A YRS A0 SRS DA
R ARSI, T MR S F DA s I Z s R IBARITE T AR, WG 22 PR g S . il ad F2 v s
AIREH T BRI A=A S A Bl A F A EmE A SRR - e A2 ESEw A
5 Sl B A, X B VR AR By AT 56 L7 X 43 AH SR RN A o 1 T 1 B B AT R I AR R BT
MRS TE  — e 1 A8 bR 44 BRI 1A B 45 D5 — 0 T 0 25 (5 %8 Jy Je 81 A i PR s Jeis » A T
R AE PR R T
3.1.3 &A%

wHRE I EIE IR IIRERE ) . WIERE IR B I E M A AL SUE R ), R R
TCIBE T I 2 A S = A T T ) GER i s ML L2 20 3R L B 1 ROk B K 2
AL REUE BT IR EA PR A S 2 DB ISR A AFE R RIR B WIF TR, K = AW E
RRARRE ) SORIE R EEAR B TP R MR . R 4 RUIESHEQ)XE T 1R IK B QB 0 Al
P RVFOIE A o) & RN T DI RE P RE ) 1 55 1Y SR R .

F 4 OIEFRIEW A WETEAG 23 (BL/B2)
Table 4 Evaluating scale of oral fluency (B1/B2)
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