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05 5 (Pochhacker) (1995) 48 H FIHHE, i i —H
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TR I BRI S SCHR 0 B 3 T DA I, K AL
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7% (Anderson) K 3R T 19764 ) SC 2 F Iy /5 (1]
WL o FEAZSCH , 2 AR TR, VP )38 03 1 A €8 I
H ORI 5 B S A 2 30 & PR L E)
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with their customers) ¥ 1A, Bt A 5275 & $4IA
9, RS AL 3 2 PR S AT BR BT B AE , T
HSE R LE O3 AR £ — i8] 7 A FF G B TE 1
() o SR, FEIE— IRV, 2 B AR ERARATTAR
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A — PP, (H fh 13X — RIS A5 B 1 e R (F
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ITHBEW e, AR O TR T
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PEAT A — Lo, TR U B R (substi-
tution proper) A] AE 1E & — T HERIE 7, 1%
RO R B RAE DR ] T 5EEE S
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W, W BTG R B R R & — R 36 1 ik
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ture) , BF 788 N NG #y A5 B Th g LA R b £
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A 1E & — P 7E B S04k B8 I R 8 3% & 3EAT 11
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KRIFEFRATVIE FEARIE, I8 F) T 44 32 1 R 1 22 )
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X 18 1) 4k 22 SO TE B 7R B 90 AR 0 b A A
FURITE A S E 7 % 7 (Cronin) (2002) oA $8 H 1%
TF 55 - AN 120 B2 0T 70 HR 3 4 1 3R K R T3
T3, SR R B N AZ AT IE RS SOk AL
2 BN T HOE 7T, T R RIS B T AE B BLAK
257 JBUA CIAEE 7 (2002: 391) A, flt 2
P B AT SO 1) 7
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OSSR —#EMIE 7. B B (Toury 1980,



IESSERE 2012 F5 4 H

1995) ZE(E S 1 H# 5 #17%% (descriptive trans-—
lation studies) B TEIEET HER RS
522 4 SR Al R — IR SIE R
R E R R AR AR 2R B B (Toury)
(1995:9) f& i, # S WA PIKAES— I E IR
A ST ) o DA 5 0 1E 2 49 ok B 0 R 1) A
5 RIS AR LTS B R AR AT O BRSSO
A) A5 B H B2 A0 H S, 8 BRI R ]
(A 28 AR 1, 38 i T 138 0 — M A, 7R Ik
FEA b SRR — R

5 BB RS B B T AL S UbiE B
HOR AT HEIE, B AT N B A — PP 2 I S
(1] (norm-governed) # 2 47 N o BTG A& AL S
A 3 [ ) A B U AT R AR B A i A Bl T B AR
WA AT R ” (Toury 1980:51) , MEYE“ AU ZY
WAWIAT A, R Ak 2 A AT IE 84T A ik dE
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Z: MR L (1995) ¢ T BB REYE 7 3, 34T
A DA TTREAYE 7 5 8 s X T RRAT A A 35 )
HATR S W R — S, B BRSSO R 5
(1) TR BR M B R DA R 10198 Al 25 6F G B AR 3 2 1 iy
TEADYL A, A iR v ol 422 32 1 VBT ik S 3R
W, A& O T A 0 IE R 1 3 2 1 AT U 1)
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PR N — Rt 24T N, 2 2 TEH 29 (1) . T
PEREYE & WAEAL T BRI, AR AE — ph L2 (14
M RHAT R 20 IEAE iR F2 L DT A
A RIS B A b T SCECHI AL, I3 11 PR 1R 44 Fh S B
HUEN 375 B D3 1) 25 P R SR A AE — 2 R FE 2 3R
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2.2 HPERTER) IR R

o - HE R 2R N 0 A e 1 1R AT A
A A (1989: 111-115) JfE(Target )5 —
IR IR " A, A A% DL — R R IR ) TR
T RO B B BRI B AT AT I AH S, W Y S
5 H AR — Pk, B W2 2R o0 HomT
AT B MR BE o b 51 25 13X PP S AE 7 b ) — LS
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FEEARE RS 7 E B AL R SCARTE R LA
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HE o

TE(Target VA —BAM“ R 7642, B — A 3
WEFE 3 0GB (Harris) B BAEH 7 IR ABIA R,
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BARRA D2 A (1990: 115-119)

TR PR A, W LT I AR R A 3R S A i 51 H I A
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99-105) , fh i S smiE 7 I Em 5T A FYE A 9L 7
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NG i AT Y B TS5 Ve AR AR B AR E A TR
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H ”(cognitive overload), M2 T 1% 5 A g
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X T R SRS S JE RV HIAE L, R 2
B, — S 1 SR 1R 0 FH AT R 2 T DL R RIE 7 (=
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EAE R 58 =, o KA R 75 H AR s I 22 b 52
Wi 775 58 =, 5 R FE b FRAIC NS BB S ) T o 3
JRIEFERFE Y, « R SRS V7R DR PG B 7T A 3
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AW A4 G "I AR, PO DU AR AT B &
WAL BE O, HO AR RR IV U — AN JoR
RS IR, T H X e B AT R A A AR AR
W B AT I 56 =, DB A —
BEET ORI B bRE R, A Rt 5¢ 07 U]
DA SR V5 86 1, 0 At AT7] P R4 1 IV 7 TR 6 5]
3 1 B 20 STk, & L b R i R 7R A 4
g3 B P B 1) 52, 7 AL TIA DR 36 3 8 3 < R 6 R
07 LhHAR B LR B AR E SCARHEAT VRl B ARAT
B (R AR A AT TR AL 55

it BB A 2 B H AT O 15— R R R VG B
Wiz B DT I BT ST, T 19964 il i 2
B L0 SCE AT 7B TS R 1 JRE -
HARiE ¢ R 00817 (& Wpdchhacker 2002:300) .
R, Wi 5E R0 SR E - H AR B R R AITE 7,
T HL A0 WCER J7 32K A R S AU, SR 56 1) 7 7 IRAE
ZKAEE LREWE R DS s Va5 7, i
52 55 . S by b, IR b B © R TT 7 AE )
SEUNE BT, et B A L 2 O WO ER 5 T B BE A
H br #0840 o8 103 1B (2 I
Schjoldager 1995:65-87) .

ML L SCHRBRBE KT, 50 1R Y 1) TR
REZNRZHIL”, RIRNRD, HARA RGEH
BT R R S 0T AT

3. AFHEHHEHAR

3.1 PRERFAT N AR RN LA E

PRI 37 B 53R 1 R AT O 0 32 1 D3 N FR A A
2 AR =W L0, H ORI 2 M R RS FE
F 25 F o — A 1 5 W) S, 9 AN AT RE AR
BAVERE A PE, WATT BEfa] B b AE AT T35 #B LA
RS TR N ME— I DR AT AR HE AR R T H R AT
NHIF R FEA

A) BE R B RE ) o A VE D XUTE RE T 1R
ORI EN AT 5 PR T B AR B R R RE B )
BERE I ThE TR R 1V RRAT O R I T B
(potential) .

B) FIPRILI BN R0 A B 2 A o R DAL AE DRI
AT ZAT S8 ” (nul ti-tasking) (I8 2 A RIS
BN, e RRAT 9 R 5 BRIE 32 3) F BRI\ a AL
FAFRIH L), BLFE: I K E N TEEM D& IS
(A5 B2 FE AN N B FE 55 2 R B N TR T PR R
T HAE B S i K, R S 9 e ) B ) 1R
T, A AR R N BS K (cognitive
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overload) T 5 M H M 1ER I o

C) HPEREYE « HERVEAE Ay H BRI AR DL A
13 R 25 0 B AR L B (il AW 8, 2 W EAL )
FIUU, 3037y 115 11 8- Tl S s R B 37 1 O 1) % o e 5
HRAE— B FEFE 52 B 3 RTE I SO A A — AN R
AR, 138 510 HERNMVAT N SRR T — € B HRE R
o, wE PR EARENCERFSWAERE
(ALIC) BRHIT 1 P A AN M SO — (L 3
1) BV bR #E” (Professional Standards) f1“ (&
WO ) HRMPIE RS ) 7 (Code of Professional
Ethics), Z3RH 2 A 208 < o RUAEA & B fre
WHBE 27 (ATIC) 2 R IRME B8 51, 75 H %
FIRERE I, DRREUM R« S48 7 1 GH e fin
PERLYES AL 73 R R B HRME AT

PL_ 238 TAE T DIRAT N e H 3R B i =
FERZR, BATR AT N S H R I ) /E AT LU
B 1SRRI « O 1 H IR0 FE R B R AE R A
A ZEB L, TS R 2 CRI TR0y 1) R bt 5 B A

JUF&EA
JERBUAIA KA T A
@ """"" l """"" > %I (performance)

B g AT R R RN E B

3.2 DIEEHYERF AR X

“HBERLE T E W A AR RS AT — IR
BEVE BIE J5 T Ho A &/ SCA B B 1 & 44 () T
X IERCBIFEE i a7 (TT paradigm) X+ 1
BT T 1 SFTALE o IE Q0 i e 48 HA I A0 R, « B0
BEERS I 70 2 IR AN A M () 2 B BB R
i, X R AT R T A M AE M ZE T (Po
chhacker 2004:76) .45 ., £ L EEMIE "B 7E
LA A, BE AR EARTE = A B AR R A s 2
(R8P, T A LR 53 A R A B Je 22 05 1) %5 WAL s
AR 7= b o NI — A BEEAT BT 72 /T B4 5
B TR , 48 L1050 R I 2 B

AR ERMZ, D RERERE 7O T DR 50
6 20 SCIETE 51 R AIE 50 T ok ik 22 24 3 11 2%
o 7E 1R 50 S B L AR R LD R AL K& |k
(FF 21 LM HE”) , 348 (Garzone) (2002:
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107-121) % [T BESCHPRE AU B8 "X T 1 1R i &
WFFCI) B S A dE W, AN T2 AT R0 A HI A R Al
(0, 17 ELF P 3 BE A 2 B T Y o DA () 1R R
A 7T E LRS- B bR 018 5 LB T B 5L
AR 013 U 4 D A B DA R D
4, NS 5B ORIy E RS, siF 2
B T T o A5 LA VS ER AR TN HESE, 1R &
B 5E SRR DR RIS 0 — SRS, S8 7E— 2 1Y
Fhg 304k s E S B ) DR R LR A A
PN AN A0 B AR R . 7 (2002:110)

NI RE— AR A H 2, 19 4 o B 9T 7 3 e A
FIIE 5 TR B ARE ST, E VAL I S8R E
BN ATH o 7B FUYE R 7 A3k b, TR R R AT A
AP T FH RN A RE T 4565 11 i
(1 VR AR, TR B R RN S 5 %)
ST A TERE I R T A 1 o R 0A L TR
KRR A0 Nt A ) T B 5 B AR R pE 2 30tk
JJ3 S T 45 T RR R A SR AR v R e AR
) 5HR— M IFAFIER R — 1“7, A
WA DA K A B 210 57, FER e ik
ITRUIIFS , X 2 SR IR T O S
FHE 50T R T 2 P LE .

“CORERERER 7R MRS AR O T N
I J5 B TR B AL 2 L SOk AR ) B S B
TR S B, HE S URMUAE TR R T iR 3
FE2r /SO 2 it ELX T DR A R S i
FIRERA = R I A A B % B 11
(1) LA RN AE BTG , 1T LR Z ARG A1 Ay
Rl RS, DA B E 2 SCfh T RiE S R
CTRE RN o X 1RSI0 B, 1128 J PR A 90 SR T
DA G AT R 4R 5, I BT DL 1R VF
fili FRE L IE SR BEAR A -

3.3 DIEEMTEHS BB HESE

“PE R CVREAT A I 24, <R E N R A
Z AL B 5L 1 VAT ORI S 1R 5/ ST 22 B
H A5 o BF I VBT 52 TR S , 128 5% P
I8 B4 1B RS — 7 TR SR 5 3 013X /S pk 2 RO
PR B 0% T3 SR AT R I SR RS, [
R R AR SRE K F AN BARIET AL &2l
WP/ e EE O P 2 MEKAR 2 T g $
T BB s R

“CRERE AT DL =AM SR TS (i
2HTR) UG- HARE R R HVE 7 H AR 1E A Br

07 R IPAAG BT 7 BAK B S A LR
—, PIE- FARE R ARG S - £ 2 E P A
H o 18 18 e B B RCHEAT, 465 i FE A4 - L
— B AE BRI R T, BRI PR TE
5 o 1 B FARE I TE S A 5 SOREEAT, #
HMEAE =105, &5 R G5 S NaFiEik
PE AR ; bR aE GRIK G 2 1% T 15 )32
PR A2 PR RICR) 5 A T3 3 G b J5E S A 58) o 56
=, BOAG PEAVE B4 S o 32 B B R E )
{1 ) 4 e (B 535G T L R0 3l 10 4 46 B8 5
HR) BEAT , 115 Ay FE AL HE B DA €08 A5 B BN
T AL s 1 R E RS

BB RURER T

WARA LR AR A

RAAE B S0" B

K2 PR S R PR HE S

4 4518

AR T P RERLYERT TT R 5 0 R
B FE AR 24T T IR, £ LR b, FR T
FHEREVE AT O T H B0 FU R TR R R R 3 3t
M H T VSR S T I ERHEZE . th T
TR , 283 1E 55 3 (Wang 2012) i f — I T-HOK
FURLTE R VG 1 S SRR 7T
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Descriptive Study of Norms in Interpreting: A New Approach

to Interpreting Studies

WANG Bin—-hua

(Department of Chinese & Bilingual Studies, The Hong Kong Polytechnic University, Hong Kong, China)

Absract: The interpreter’s interpreting behavior and performance is shaped by three major forces: interpreting
competence, cognitive conditions on the site and norms in interpreting. For the past 60 odd years in its history, in—
terpreting studies has focus on the exploration of cognitive processing in interpreting, featuring the research methods
of “de—contexutualized” simulated experiments. Meanwhile, there is the lack of studies into authentic interpreting
behaviors and activities in real socio—cultural environment. This article examines the thin vein of studies into au—
thentic interpreting behaviors and activities in real socio—cultural environment. It proposes the descriptive study of
norms in interpreting as a way to make new breakthroughs in interpreting studies. A theoretical framework is also
designed for the descriptive studies of norms.

Key words: interpreting studies; norms in interpreting; research methodology
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