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Age Factor in Descriptors of Language Proficiency
—A Preliminary Adaption of China’ s Standards of English in
Elementary School English Education

WANG Jun'  GAO Miao’
(1. School of Foreign Languages Shanghai Jiao Tong University Minhang Shanghai 200240;

2. School of Foreign Studies Central University of Finance and Economics Haidian Beijing 100081 China)

Abstract: Applying theories of age factor in Second Language Acquisition(SLA) this study explores

elements with apparent age indication namely the age factor in descriptors of language proficiency

for common reference levels and investigates the influence these elements may impose on the applica—

tion of China’s Standards of English(CSE)in elementary school English education. The research re—

sults show -firstly generating a preliminary list of age indicators in descriptors of language proficiency

(including two categories:high & low applicability for young language leamers) ;secondly finding

that these age indicators stem from not only the special characteristics of young language learners but

socio — cultural and educational factors ;thirdly confirming the influence of age factor on users’ un—

derstanding of descriptor difficulty.

Key words:China’ s Standards of English;descriptor of language proficiency ;age factor;elementary

school English education
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