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SHEMRZ 4 b 2 R (linguistic politeness, LATFHRT 4 b 2 R) IZhd
L ERBHARVEABOCHESEEFXOBREREE 2 HD 2 L5 Xk > Th
530 R/ L7z, KT A 2 AR, BEFECHSMOBERICENT
BAEkE b Y ER SN SR OEE LS 2 D, O kR
¥, BRBHEAEEEMHOLE LR S HEOHSAEF B T 2 ABFRs 2
Db LHEERR - S SEFHRE U CH L 3EIGE LIchhb % 5T
ZEETHY, TRV ICHEEBCB I 2 5BEAOSHELMAE S
LERETRML T3, 2D, INETEORRLHEREDSD
RECOR M2 E2Fm1 DY, SHEEHEGRYT 7 —F PN REEINT
Who RTA bR ABFERARRAL L 7z 1970 £, ERSGED EFRIRICK
BRI L 7o 4R (Generative semantics) ORE — % DO1%EE i,
BRBOBABTEFZOHOF L ole — DX O MK (well-
formedness) LEFFEATHENME (acceptability) OFIWHZERDIEFHa > T 7
A b REEE OME (assumptions) % EWEDH B Z £ RS MIC L, WIgESt
RELTORMPOF A HEDOSTFEHER L OHERIK S % WiE
BRI BT 2558 0BRSS EE L E 2D ﬁUJA\%’[‘i’EI?ﬁL’C,
ERSGEERES PO XD o> R EEL 5, SEMHICET 23R
DBRET, FEONREW X E2BZ THREEICILRT % £ &£ H 1T, Austin
(1962), Searle (1969), Grice (1975, 1989) & HH 5B FIRDFEETH
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HERPEFmOMER R BT 2 - BRI LOFER E MRS LD 2E N,
Z N FE TOLEHAERR TR TRt & S /- B AR R 255
b DGR EFERRBIPOND LDk DEIFHMOMEY THh b, FE
MEBRTH LRI A M AR %D DEmDE LY % EFBEU
OWFE I L EBR TR VDO RBIHED LD 50\, FEHED 2 WIEHEE
Y OWREEE L TR I A P AAMEIEER» 5w s b R0E
ol b s Grice(1975) 1%, FHEFHEOEXOEK (TEbhiz 2 LV (what
issaid) ;) »oFEEDOERT S "EH, —T#E (implicature) ; 2SR & F
LSO TOERENIHERD A D =R L ZHAT 2D HEL THHA
OJFEHI, (CP) £ ZDTHiD 4 DD "AR « A¥E (maxims) ) DIENICTH
Mpoliteness DA D & 5 /N FEEL, 5 L72dbDd b 2HEDOIEE
BIRER (HER) 24ARTHREEE R L 72,2 2 e GENEEHAD
HERPEAR AR & LT, ZD®&O Lakoff (1973, 1976), Brown & Levin-
son (1978, 19872, AT B&L 1987), Leech (1983) t&whw s THH
FHEH T IU—FRETABREEINDS Z Lo,

T, K74 b A ADOMEIX, FSEEHEHOFEAR "%, (standard) &
L0k THAL (rule) KKEINAHAEE EDICZF Ty bR T —DH
AIRZ EWCREEIND L5 5L OHBICEEL T 5 (BIRgZ W LK
Ro) TEHECHEENTEO L S 2HlEc b5, Lics>T, EhE
KT A P AADHEMCTIEBA SO HTZ D LIHSETORE
ChHEECTHFEEE b &) COHERBESLEIC 2 2b T ThH S, K
ZA4 AR 1980 FEHIEE S o X FEH G GRAGEmE &), g,
ICHEEEY, & oS LEEPHESHE (social theory) 7% E%#k7k 4y
B E/ennsd "B, e 7 Loy, FOBESHE R EY: &4
& UEREY, H2VRAEREZDSD INETRESNTVWEET IV
77U -FIFESC THRFE LLLINEEHEREL TV, Th
WXARZ A bR AWFSED T Hydra” &R 2 & 5 7% b O (Watts 2003; ii) |
HDHE TRIA A RABHEIHEERCB T2 2 XA vFyDI L&D
D (Watts 2003: 24) 4 £ W I TEEDBFHRICH Z 2 201 ESHP 228
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RTH L0150,

KITA NARRFFRADEZT 70 —F BEALL THZ S 25 LIBR
WS LT, A, Eelen (2001), ® Watts (2003, 2005) SiT4ED X
& HER IS D © OFEH LI IC B W THE S L5 2 DORITT 3 ik
i, b b EER, BITERNL TAEFEERNT 7 0 —F (rationalistic
approach) | E FEDOHSHEREEZA L IERITEENLTRA M ES U/
SR 7 7 a—J (postmodern, discursive approach, &43EE N5 2O
DREBFNEEEZT, INFTERZDELEBRIBEELORT A b
AR %O DFFTEL U EOFERHS I LT, IR LSRR
REHEDEDEHLLED ETEEE00BRAADDOD D Th S, AT,
N FE TOEHRPAIIIZEL overview(s) IZ HKHLL 235, $5L THZ
LEEIR T TU—F BT E LRI LHECHRET L, WIZDOED % X ¥
WM RBS ORI 5, £, IEDFELLIFRER > TS TR
T4 PAARS EVIMROER-BEC» b 5 ME, 23R TR,
THZRTA P A ABERICBU 2G> Twd "7 x4 X - HE
(face) s & 2 DM & &AM Z © < 2 [#E, KUG)RZ A %A
MEOFEHRE L TOAHERE KA M ES VFRCHET 2 2 5 HRK
WD 3EEFEOTLETE2Ob D Thb, B_HTIX, KI74 b4
ADBEZZ Db DOBIEDZE BB L 2036, Z OHERIVFHRGICDOWT
FRERNCHRETT %, DVWTHEZMTRRIA M A ABEEFCh o EHE
57 7 —F OEREREAFN LS, HPRNCHET 2205, & <12 1980 4
RETRERTZ > LEHERNT 70 —F L 1990 £ DU 0 563 75 i 52
[, 37%bH Bourdieu & DHEHERETRHICKR 7 A4 b 2 A RHETSR
ELTESZAEGEHBIC LI TEHNY 7 —F ® LT 5 RA ME
FUMT Ta—F EEMIL RS, TRThORE L BN ICEAEY
T%, BN TIEIEH CIME 2RI T T A L« 7 b EEHBTEHNT
7a—F RHERDET IV EDRIILTRRHE D NI CHAIICHRET T 2, 26
AMTITFEROEN L E B ICSBOBE L LT, FPHINLZKIA A A
WHoEo SHratkicfiin s,
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2. KA P2 RADOBEEDC2FR

UTo#EmDOHiRE LT, FTEEARDOT—FTH2 "KIA F2 A,
OB L FAFBCET 2 B OB ROBBL ST LD L EVBETH S
Jo BIETHEL, RKIA M A ADWIERIZIT > L THBELZ DD TR
T, TNEZ A, B LS, TEZ IOV BEERSEGRORARIC
Dipb BYIELZMEE L CGREONREL>TBY, R74 bR ADER
PHEOMBELEwRmO DY &5 L HdEm (7 7u—F) ORMEEZTIEEL
THMT2IERIFEAERARICE>TWD, 20 "EXRLFHKT, &
BRI oA 72 FFesE (Held 1992, 2005: 131) y THEZKRIA M xAD &
SZHEBELTHVERCHEDOHTERENAONT, 9 LIAR—8H
SHEBFEHTIRBLIINLEZ I bRVD L ZOMFERNRERET % /2
DIZHH SN 2 TR EERCHISVIRANICE L 206 ThH 2 (Watts
2003: 1, 2005: xivi)o 29 L7HERINA—BIIFEHRCHEEEY 0N
B 72 2 L TR, T4 b 2R CET 257 58I, Peds
72 RITA DR ABOPICERSNDERENPICOWTE S Z bIFEERT
EBEBEVWIETHEEVS>TEIWIEETHS (Fraser 1990: 219, 234,
Janney & Arndt 1992, 2005: 22, fEmEE), €5 Tldb->TdH, £FET
bRELLT O E DD 6 ATERC b 2 FEMIEEDALMIT S x
WEETHY, UT TR InE TREINFHEN» 0 FHEL b D 2MBIL
CETETN—BOFEL ZOHKEHS LIC L TBLBLERZDH L. ZD
HETIIEZHORERE L E2EMV T2 dbBIoNLWI x>
TBEIZ\N,

2.1 EEEEE LTORFA XX

EC, RIAPFAEZFEISBEHELLD O E L TIE, Kasper
(1990) %> Fraser (1990) @ b D 23H 545, HWIETIEPLPEH L Ko7z, 1990
FERDUBED EF RSN b B % 2 72 Eelen (2001) & Watts (2003 © 50~
53, 2005 : xivff) X, MEO 7 70 —FLEZICD LD bOTHEEAN &
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EEVDTo 0D, IR BERFESE L LTS > Twd, ITTIEZS
L7z overviews RGATHIFRICIRILL 72035 b, L D FEHELS» S, KF5
DFEMCETL2EEONIFEL DR LY DT T,
FERERIE R T A4 D A AWFRO LYY & LT, Lakoff (1973) 2% 3
EV BT S NDDOHEHITH %, Lakoff 751970 Ff» 5 80 FEREFEL T
FRLIZH OPRIED Lakoff & Ide (2005) TR Z4 P A ADEBZF
W R ZALS A SN B DS, BEARZA Y Y ARIEIZFEL EF 2 TLv,
Lakoff (1973) 12 & % &, ZEFERMIEETT (pragmatic competence) DHIHI
(rules) 1%, (1)Beclear, (2)Bepolite, ® 2o, 5% % & L, HiFElX Grice
(1967, 1975) OHFADIEA] (CP) & ZDFALD 4 D DAEDREFHIZIH - 72
EENERBTENICHY L, BEIXDOEENIIY L3 2[RRI 2 /KT
B End BAho ST 2.0 HEOHAEMN TR 0> DAl EL
WCLTHIL LW, ZOHEFEERT A M2 AQFRIERI NS b
HBo LML, ZOMXTIE Lakoff IZAFLOTRT A M A A Ew )R
Z0 b O ERE T, FAOFHZ@E U CHENICHE T 2 Fikx
EoTw2, ZhS LWHEE LT, "HEFOR S 2ESHWI L
(“avoid offence”) ; (Lakoff 1973:297) £ W I ERHMB™FELN T35, B
HHNZIZ 3 DD TRZ A b AZDKHL, D V(1)BELL W & (Don't
impose), QEFEROFMZ 52 2 Z & (Give options), GHFORS % &
{352 (Make A (ddressee) feel good - Be friendly), &V>5 3 #H]
ERELIOVEZPEBRET L EE N, ZOBRDFTIE, KT
A+ A A DOHAFHT ML E PR (AohE) 2R/ L THHANS
HEfTOE 5 b0 (Lakoff 1977:88) 1, H 5 Wix "MEAMOMHAIERICE
J5BEEEREO TIOHENREEITL D), HIWIETRIA MR A
AN ZHELERICB W TEEZES 3o icffibn 2 FE (Lakoff
1979:64) 4 LV o T ABIRIVER 2R L T 5, Mz b D & U TR
ALEIZIZE U Green (1996) Db DRZET 5 Z LN TE LM, I T
Lakoff & #&xhd B&L (1987) fEvy, RIA M A A% TEEE EHEEFD
HEWEROMMzrrb o3, MEFORE (72137 =4 ) xd
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DHERRTIOICHASNEFROTRT, LEZRIN TS (Green,
1996: 151) o

2.2 HEEHIXILEEE —RKS4M PR RE TREY (tact),

Lakoff & & b i¥IHADHIFE 23K 3 % Leech (1983) T Politeness O
JEH] (PP) % Grice @ CP & "trade-off DEAfR, IH b & s b0, ik
DRT A b A ADHMEREEN LV, LHL, ZHICHILD Leech (1980 :
19) Tx % OBRFFEDHEINIIG LT MFEE L CE/RT 225" )
WS ESZ B (strategic conflict avoidance) | TH 3 LHES TV 3,
Leech 13 H & OFEMGw %z "MEFHY, FEHER D 2 WIFEEHEROEER: GR) #Y
ETINVEREO U T CP & PP 7%& & %2 & Ll 2 3 AIETRESR (interper-
sonal rhetoric) D#IEEIZET % b D LALE D% (Leech 1983: 15f), &
DEFEWMICEDL 2D, Leechi2 X% &, 3 3a=r—yaryTiRHEHDY
(dynamic) % & F#6i0Y (standing) B EXAITE, R7 4 b3 A3
o (FHAFH®) & OHSrEREO X 5 2R RHH L EE M EF
WL ORI Do CHREBNTTR (EFE, IS, nRl) 2% 2
B E D "B ThH D (Leech1983:12), /oW T4 M2 AL IF
H (self) &ft (other) & Leech BFER"EDEARIZ LD 2 L5 B
PRI (ML EIX 5D BEFEN, LXWEIE=ZFHDI b DHB), Leech
&, THMEEIAIIERE, & LTORT A b A ADEA W, THESE (comity)
BHERFT 2 7 OB R O TR BT 2 e D IR A SN BB TIOLEIC X
DHIETE2bDE LT (Leech 1983:19, etc.), (FTICHRES N TWwiz)
B&L D XS WERIC "7 =4 A (HH) ) ZHYA L%\, Leech (1980)
MWRIZA MAADOHFLEIEZ 72D L ATEHELY (tact) s TH Y, © Leech
(1983 : 107) T M(tact I¥) HFEHETIE b > L bEELBEOKRZ A b
FADBLNZV, ELTWBIEERED, PP Tk "&EY 4 iz b &AT
X & (BA&) (Generosity), E# (Approbation), #f# (Modesty), [l

& (Agreement), & (Sympathy) & -5725 DOAH (maxims) 28
LMénf,%n%ﬂkxmfﬁi(@%)%ﬁamwm%%mkm&m
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UER/MET 2FEIIC L > TR I A P A ADEGVEZHIETE S LT
5o

FEECD L E VI BEEH R 7 A b 4 A QHBIEERIGE W & v ) R
7513 Goffman (1967 :13f) b A o6h 2 Z L WWEHL Vv, 22 TR
“face-work” ("HADLTWwWaZ %27 =4 R (HEH) £—HIE¥LL®D
W& B EE (Tbid.,p.12)) ZHHAT 2@ET, The"FEREEFZ S
M, Fle—MRICKDEPBELLT VIR E LT tact” 2 H 1T T %, Goff-
man |& % 2T, tact EFEIEN 2 HRRSREERIZH & W 2 B ORED S D
RELENTWSE I &, EEBETIZIZ O LIREN I T&AEEH - KRED
(tact) 5, “savoir-faire” F7z1% "tE&HEE (social skill) ; EFEIEILE b D
WL T 2 LT w5, 2D &5, Leech i, B&L &i3E K2 X%
YARESTWEEIAHAZTH, tact EFLICHEZ TV Z e oHE
E7 24 2R EFBL iz EfEEIND, 0B, ERORERNY 71—
Fr oS 0HEFERNY Yo —F ANOEH 2B 3 5 Janney & Arndt
(1992, 2005) IZHSHIEE LS DRT 4 b AR EFARELS DR T 4
b AR EBRFITRE L L, HiFE % social politeness, %% % tact & M8
FFERERZELTWVWSE, 25 LRANGOBICFEL T % (FEFRAYAL
B3 E % %) Watts (1992, 2003, 2005) = Eelen (2001) @ politenessl/
politeness2 &\ 5 2 MBI OB EHDEFT L LI,

ZD XS5z Leech DEZRIC b % TRELD OAEE, 1%, EFEPEBESER
& impositives & Wb L 3 B OFFENITALKIHR, B L H A L commis-
sives L FEIEN 2 fTA W H b, THIZEeE A (Cost/Benefit) ; O R EE A3
Hahz, ¥bb, HF-MFEH (other) ~OFZEEHZKIZL, BEHZR
IMET B 2 EWNRIA PARITEIE R LI DI THS, ZITHEREL
72w DiE, Leech b 1990 AR LARERGEE O N/t » S RER S D 2 L2
% “politeness” WIS FHFEDHVEVE LED I 2ARML Tz L EL =
ZEeThb, $sbb, ZOEPRIA PAAO—MAECHL L5745
RO T Ef (nice) s |WEIFHEWHOZT L E, BT LHFEL TV R
BHEIAEMHIE, KIA FMAAPNEBREHEHICET 2 "Ry, BE
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DbDEARENBEHRENHZ Z &% T TICHERL T2 (Leech 1983:
83)o 2D Z EbH>T, Leech iF, —DANLZ DD % FiEHFEKF 72133
I B 2 E DG TR R b O L A2 TTEHREE (norm) KK - 72
(LIFUIZHHER REZ2 KR ) TR Z 1 b & X (relative politeness) |
&, LEROAEBIC L THET 2, BHRORESEO TR Z 4 b
# A (absolute/inherent politeness) ; & % XAl 3 2 ShEH ZFEFL T 5,
Leech 2383 2D, —MDOAL BMEHT 2 "HIE, CITE%E2K 2 55F
PIFFELULIC L > TEY, FAERISEC NI T HBERI L 72
WTEEIT 5 2 8D 5 (Leech, 102) s D FE D —D AL D TH»ILS
RT7A N3 R b 2 3 & v S DR RIS E 2 M- 72 b DI 7%
DINLEThHDZEDERHEND,

Leech i2 & % THHXHIRT A b AR, & THEHHERT A M2 X, OXF]
PRIZA PARALWIFEORKOEREMIL, "SHNT 70 —F 3
% politenessl/politeness2 DX B, b BHAEERIZLPD 5 —DOAN
feb® FHFOBENCNT 2) BEEROFHM B fEE % K 2 & - 55
LTORZA b3 A (politeness & impoliteness % & b IZ&offa) B
FIE T VPRIFEER CHEL N AR - MFELE L TOR I A P A ADK
IO LEMETH Y, BOWFOLRITEALIEDLTED (BE,
Eelen (2001 : 150f) & Leech @ Z ORX4302filitt €, Lakoff ® B&L 51238
J2ERIA MARAD TEEBRER (empirical variability) ;s ZiC T3
2, TEHNT 70 —F BT 2EREOR W L IZAREWICEL S L »I T
Bkt b)o WIMIZL T, Leech R T A b2 A &2 HMOBHRICB T %
tact O & O fTEIFEAIZ UL E 32 THBSHAIIERE, 52 TWB D
1%, 1980 FX» 5 90 FERICHL T TR I A b 2 AWFFEOT#iH (paradigm) |
El o7 B&L(1978, 1987) Db DL, HRFER»S L TH, Leech
WBEAB&L D "7 =24 X, ® T/ (strategy) 1 ZE#HL Twizdbok
EFzohd,
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2.3 714 A~DFHIEHIACE — Brown & Levinson (1987)

FELE, oo T#H, o7 B&L (1978, 1987) b CP OEKE
RELTRIA PAXREBHEL TS, ZITIECP VI bo5Ed%)
T AERANC e D TICIFEGHE R REERB 20 5 72 2 —RVEIEE
ELTRIA MRAREZHHL, SESERFETBEINDIZSLILE
DOIEBAIFSMEDO 7 =4 A (HH) (face)? 133 2 HMEHIEETS & L
72 7 x4 A% O DEmFIIRELARCHE S 2, "EADBHEL (Nindivid-
uals’ self-esteem”) J WAL T2 DT 2 A A ZF T—DODAR DR A b
F A EWI A OFREE (the kernel element in folk notions of polite-
ness)y (B&L 1987:55-7) 728 LT, RT74 PAREWRHEVDT7 =4 A%
B I HRENED b 25 E T N RHERN T 5 Sl E £ 572912 CP Of
HRZhERME D ol 2 F 72 2R THY, RF74 M2 A GEEODELRE)
BEICIDEPICE > TEbS EWI b THS (“politeness is then a
major source of deviation from such rational efficiency, and is com-
municated precisely by that deviation (B&L 1987: 95)”) .® —f& IZFHHAAE
HTEAZBEHIAL CHWO 7 2 4 A &R LD 5D, ZOHIHZE LD
72 A ADEDERTE (vulnerability) 1EH-D< (B&L 1987: 61), Z
I LRI A M AREFEED AT O EEEYE, FEFEECET 2HE
FOEOEEEHA & A2 THFZH1E, 1987 FEDOFR () ThRIAS
NTW»3 XS ICERMICED > Ty (B&L1987:4), 5 O Fis
T, ZO%imm e MHOMWC2s "7 24 X (HH) 1 WO BE&IE, Goff-
man (1967) ® “face” LK TO—AEOHMEEHRE LMo &
LTHESNS, "7 24 ARBBWICRG SN2 bDTHY, MBS
RicBwitkbhizb, Richizh, moohizb L, Mz TE205 5
H2hH 5 HD (something that is emotionally invested, and that can be
lost, maintained or enhanced, and must be constantly attended to in
interaction) ; (B&L, 61) THD, ZOWAEELALIC &> TERT 24,
NZENBEZS5 LI:HEHE (public self-image) H25Wid7 = 4 AT
LHHEHGFR EAAERICBWT Y =24 A~DiEH (IEE) %57 S0
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BRI LT 5 (B&L, 62, BEriEEH), 7 =4 ADHETIE, HOO
TEEHE S NIz BV EWIAK (negative face) & (b HERT) il
Ao @RENTWEWSHR (positive face) D2 OTHY, WIhd
TR DD ET D,

Uk, 070 THEZFOHHEIH > TAHATEIDY, L{FHINS L
DFHEEEH B&L OICOREM & BIPIc a2 BREG W THEbNI S & D
BBV TH B, I 21, BITH EMEDOH L% % Goffman D7 =
4 R & OFEFEIZ DWW T "Goffman O 7 = 4 A OREE % BRI L,
o O BRNCHEM S &7 (Watts (2005 : xil) 1 EWS RGP, 742X %
BEIF LW, B&L OFADEKIZD &£ D WL D D2 5 Goffman
DIRZZ>T, BLANErOEZo02 D WS HEEZID AT,
B&L @ 2 fEEEICINZ T, "SHUEEBED 7 = 4 A (culture-specific face) |
LRDIRELTH3FHEL DS (ODriscoll 1996), UL, B&L X
7 A4 AN "&b TR S (B&L 1987: 13), TH Y, Goffman
D7 =4 ADEFE (Goffman 1967:5) 2 Z D F 5[ EPTwaWnZ &iF
RBHOTRDHDD, HACESBbTwartw Sz L b o
ARHCERTH % e ¥ Goffman DEFKICH 2 SO ME O &
D ZATWS, %7z Goffman D “ace-work” Do SHW L TdH, B&
LO7z2A AW Goffman Db D Fo/e{ Bz T 2R FICFERL
Dl FRICE S ORFNCWHEI NS 7 = 4 ADEEHIZOWT Y, B
Tz L o1, 724 AONEPH-EPLIC LIV ERT 5 (B&L
1987:61) s BE&RTH % Z L IIHID SHAREICRD T3 2 & 2T X
Th s,

ZDETIVTIR, HAFRICB T2 7 24 ARE (AJRE0H 2) 174
OFEFIFMEE LTDOERT A M FZAB, & <I2 Mace” OBE&E L Sstrategy”
DX REEE (H) LHEEF (ft) OXSIERHEE T2 BAI &0
WERLEL DX, B&L DN b WL 6nZ 5 L2ZID FEFHD &£
DN H L THSS (FHROFXTB&L HS b 2O AT
W) 2R L, B ETHRL, AESWHEERELTDI I 2 =7 —v 3
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%ﬂ

NFBIEDPNE AN LIAAANTH % &\ 5 il & v iciaae, 38
MPCIEERE S 32 WO HEPFEELLZOTHY, BRLDOKRT A
b A ADFHATHME XA 2 2 EBEAOHITE R & L S BB E T
LI TEENWIERHBET 2UNELED S,

TE I EITE & H-20ENTE 72 © NSRS EZ R B4 2 8RR Z
4 b A A OFEROERN LM » b 2 72 DEZMTHRD TR A, 2
ZTiX, B TO I NIcBET % Leech (1983) OAHRERINTT 2 #E4Ic
il TR & 72\, FENIE RENICEE S 23, 2 2T B&L 13 CP L HAEMSN
PP & L TEHOAEIELIEE T 5 Leech (1983 : 80-1) DIRHLITH L T,
T EREAICR S KA Z AT 2 BIc A% T3 5 (invent) 4
ZENHIND LS, TOBBERLL 25120 Tr<, BHEMOERZ
Db OWEFIFIICR Y, EARRFAILED S22 EL, 612, K
FTA MR ADGH GEVPHELD LRI A P TR TRRSRWR) IFHE
FICHE S TR Y, (2 ADMLD T RTDONICEERINTE» 7555 H
HoH 2, twvofzl b TR (B&L1987:4-5) £wd, Thbb,
K54 bR ADHKORABAADKEMRES ATV EDITRL, b
LRERSHAHGTCDS 2 £ % BRL UK LTV 2 b0 Th 3
(BBEEH), ZOZemob, BRLOT7 7u—F 0 TEHEFERN, T &
TCERENLTIEH > T, MHAEFEM (individualistic) 7 7 v — 75 (Watts
(2005 : xii) EWIET 2 DIFWE IWRIEND 5,

PIE, Lakoff, Leech XU B&L @7 71 —F 1%, Kasper (1990 : 194f)
WRT A b A ZXDOBEEIRE R THIPEIZEEE (strategic conflict avoid-
ance) | & "HERIBEME (social indexing) y D 2 DIZXBILIzdH DD S
5, HIEDIYE, $7xbb Watts (2003) 25 THBEEEM, TS =X MY
7ru—F, EEY, H % »id Held (2005:131) ® Wb W % "Grice-
Goffman 1,35 %' 4 A (Grice-Goffman paradigm) ; &FERITHBICIIO D
DTHBN, K74 b3 ADEFRR Z OFE TN R Tl mEs 4
S5N5b00, BERNET 7o —F PRSI EZ» R D OHERD %,
ZI LI BWEEHEL T E, THIER (B Ww) 3 a=r—va
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> (smooth communication)  (Ide 1989: 225, 230) = "t ARYEHAI
(interpersonal harmony) 5 (Blum-Kulka 1992: 277) R EDEZEICH £ D
770 —FRETNVOERNCIIFABEEATEIWI L2k 3 (Eelen
2001: 21), & 512, Sifianou (1992 : 83f) b, NF 4 FF A% "HHMD &
itz T () B O LB e i 2 iR 9 5 7z THGE O BARE & 1
fed iz ko> THAFRICED 2 AR BREVICHET 2 & 5239 —H#HD
HERMES, CHEREROMRFE WIS R LD 2, 7272L, 25 L
TeRITA DA ABE ESTORYES bBART 2 HSMREEHAT 277
U—FRZELOTGRVIIEDHY, RIA4 bXAADERE L FERPERL
T3 LT TRRWZ EHENPTH S, —7, Kasper Db 3T HEH
6, o7 7u—F1%, HAEEMICB T 2 ERHPMER F 50k ar
7% EDHEHRERLRICE U KSicBb 2 0T, Hhifd 2 Thb& &
% (discernment) ; (Ide 1989, F:Hi 2006) OBEZIC L 2 KT 4 b R XD
BHE L E S A o 503, HHERTRER O H D BROIEEHIT) 2 ST id SRk
WOEH/EPTILDE WK E S (Kasper 1990: 196) o

2.4 TRXPMES ) MIKRSA FEFRE

B&L (1987) 1%, _ECfiidizz L9512, 1980 HAL & 1990 MR 2 U TR
Z A4 bR AWFESE D "THERRFE/ X F 41 4 (the dominant research
paradigm) s (Watts 2003: xii) & 7% - 7228, 1990 S5 51k, B&L DO
PO DNTIA LY T M EDETHIET VLT 7u0—FBREINT
Wbo T LIEETNRT Fu—F b BREANTIE R, F74 bR
DIETH B AL > TV Db Tlidew, FICid B&L OHEERIPLHE
HEMWTIET IR 7 24 AR KOS XUER %2 & ) 1T 55
SHHNIC T E v b O bEE N5, B&L OFHEERN, HENFEE
HEFT 27 70 —FWZHENDRT A 3 ADBEEHE % W DR L
THEI,

1990 FHRHHE TOR T A P A AW A SN DR T A b2 2D
FUE Cl3— Mk L BEROMEEOMR N D ITER K L 2> T &
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NELHEHINE Z L3R, BI4 b3 ADORITIZRTOEEN
HHEFTEVWIREROMEN DT L Bbid, EBE, —RcEbLNLEE
PHEEROFMICHE S DL, 2hiF#ETRnz & eF 2z 55 (Mills 2003:
8)o B&L(1987) DR T A b A ABUCXPLL T 1990 FERLARRIC 4 F 7z TR
74 32 AWFES Vv —7 (Politeness Research Group) 1 Z/E9 % Watts
et al. (1992/2005?), Eelen (2001) KU Watts (2003) TixZ > L7-FFE
DHVE W, —RAECBEERAFEORR, RREERREE S ORI 9
HHOFEBET >Nz, TDTN— T DOWREDE—SELY R IT—KE
TRV, BT 201, B&L (1987) O 7 = A AREREN FE T 2
TODHMBER E VI KT A b A ABLE 2 OE@IED ERISH S 2 5ES
P ZHE L, WIS ROBE & HEm L L TRER L IIMRARNICEZ 27
Tu—FhEbHIETHD, B&L FEBEOE ST & LT, HEFELS
Tzeltal & & Tamil 52> & DBE %7 — 5 2R L7228, #i LIS
# K3 % Watts et al (1992, 2005) S HFFERE7 > 7 a7 2 7
VLSO EFE « SR U TR EIEISE TR 7 4 b 2 A DT EHEA
DKFER KA T 5,10
Hoo7 7a—F13 TEFENRT A b AR T ZRREICH L WFE 2
4 (radical new ways of thinking about linguistic politeness) ; % &M L
c TRANES VBRI A P A RABIORYIORERN 2K L (the first
tentative signs of postmodernist thinking about politeness) (Watts 2005:
xiii) ; EEAMRT 525, 7 u—F OWEH» S L TEETEOF . 5 & »
CHOFTHITL2EELELTHEZDLIBRTIA PARXRDOFRBEREITH 2T
W T2, TOFELLIERIE, K74 PRARIKDODWTIE, e TEES
KL EENES %, AWICHod T 20 ERvIMET 5, AWz @nLL T D
5, HEEERbEY, BE—MRIEEVPBONZI RERICOVTH
BWSm5 2 &, %72 politeness &\ 9 FEEDOHEZ D b O DEEM:
WHEEHR D B Z P T35 (FEEED politeness DEIFREN K SE TR
% Z 2B 2% Held (2005 :131) B E221), 2501 TC, £I4
b AR L THSHMEIER O BARE 2 S AIF S S (Mpoliteness]

13—



e AR EAGRE 5415 (2008 FE 11 H)

emerges out of instances of social interaction”); D & LT, B&L &
O TS NIEFH R BESESE (socio-anthropological given) ; & L T®D
T A MIBEHFEENRIA MARABLOBAL L5 3% (Watts et
al. 1992, 2005: 12; Watts 2005: xvii)e & 5HIZ, ML/ NV —7ICET %
Janney & Arndt %, ®74 b 3x A% THRERTHAER OS> & B,
Foal, FEAC & 2B ARTEE) (dynamic interpersonal activity) 4
ELT, RBYKRIANRRADYAF Iy 7 EEZHFAL T3 (Jan-
ney & Arndt 2005: 22), 7272L, B&L W25 L7l %2 >/ {FHEL
TWEPoEFERRVDOTHY, T2k 2 IFHROFXTRHEERO
ERPMRGE U THESWHEFER L W Dk e biczh 2 EARTHEA
(EE) DR BB U - 8IFE M (emergent properties) O i CHRiEE
TREHDTH2 (B&L1987: 48f) ; L HHAIEROHZHIBIFEMEICE AL
TS ZEEEHLTBLONATFLEVRI BDTHS I,
IHOLTBERE DD, V=72 HBT 2 EZHE TRV, Eelen
(2001) % Watts (2003, 2005) TIERZA AR EVIFEODHVE NI %
BER T 272012, 2 DFEE—R D AL (laymen) DFEE LHEFIC £ % polite-
nessl (BBE—FERZ A b2 R) LWFRENED (X5 FFENR) EHiRIEES
& LTD politeness2 (BEPERT A4 b3 R) E2IBRIL, HiE I % TR
A4 PAAFRTETHRS 2NEHRTH D, BEERSHT D ATT (input)
ThHhYHFEERETNER LTS (Eelen 2001: 25) 4 mT—HLTWw3, 2
2L, ZO25F0ZLMICOWTIE, BUHTHT 2 & 51, YRER
MdH 3 (Haugh 2006, Sifianou 2006: 668 7 £ 2HH), Eelen *® Watts & [
1, Bourdieu D#-EHER (£ Vb, "E b X (habitus) ; O %
D ZATEERSGETO AR OF i 2 BHH L T © & 05 < ShE 2 5
LI BEHEELV LV DET I (a more community-based, discourse-level
model) ; 23 2% Mills (2003 :8) &, &I NV—TOREPHIEL,
Eoh, FHiishzv AV Ths TRIA FAR1, EHSTEICEEM
FICET 2 HRIRERM TH D TRIA M AR 2, L2240 T BRAIEHE
FBI20R3BGTREVWEATHWLZER2EDHZTHEHLTBEW, §

— 14—
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FBIRZ A N AADKRRA b ESY VIR TEOREBE E T REEINDEKRT
A PFARTIDES BERER T A P A ABEROIER L 32 2 LIk d 2

EPLE D 9D B D, REBRAWIZE TR Z 5 U FHEER: 2 8 E X/ (opera-
tional) WA BV EWVI HBDTH SH, ZHNIZDOWT, Watts iZ polite,
rude, impolite, well-mannered @ K& 9 % EBAIEZ OMWE E, RN EH
K OB TH Y, €S =A MYET VS EDHHGHFERNEBINEL
REIN TV LU TiEEWwERRL TWS (Watts 2005: xX) o

F U7 V—70D Eelen & Watts IZIZEHTE R WE WD H D, TN
Watts (2003 : 9f) 23, —#&FH# D politenessl % & 51 “politic behavior”
& “politeness” I3 T B RELEFRL TWBE I ETHD, HiFE (politic
behavior) X "SMEFENBUCHETHOHSHHEERHCSEbLWLWbD L
U CHEEE T 2 SiETEI°JES RE1TE) (“that behavior, linguistic or non-
linguistic, which the participants construct as being appropriate to the
ongoing social interaction”; T® YV, "tEE=EMOEAM O AREER % B
B HERRETHESZ L 72 D #ERF L 72 0 3 2 BIc MG & i 2t brgic ik
E 3N 5178 (“socioculturally determined behavior directed towards
the goal of establishing and/or maintaining in a state of equilibrium the
personal relationships between the individuals in a social group”) 1 &1
EIND (Watts 2003: 20), FW#Z L, "TEWIZILEINLMMAAND
lidig D H 725 (“mutually shared forms of consideration for others
(Watts 2003: 30)", 226745 &35, —F, “polite behavior” & "8AT
OHEMHEERIZSSb LWL ERDSNE DR 272178 (“behav-
ior beyond what is perceived to be appropriate to the ongoing social
interaction”) ; LEFTIN D, DFED, KIA MfTEI L Zh < T THE
DY e KRBT A & L MRT TRl BRFRE AR TDOITH S, #
BE& & LT “politic behavior” &3 polite &85 b LWAEE%R (1988 4F
LISk) - T\ 2 #E D politenessl/politeness2 DEEICEE»»b 5 &
LT, Watts i, (A —7DIZIFHEBEOEE L L) KRT A b4 AWRIE
Smab L CHEFTFHETENCE T 2 FHFIROFHE 2D AL LERDH 2 2 &

15—
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ZHaH L Tw» 5 (Watts 2005: x1i) o —D AR I & o T 1L 2 HERFE
filiz R EER (FEZE) OBl L L Tpolite, polished, courteous, well-
mannered 7% £ % HVF, FEENFHEOEESRE & L T standoffish, snob-
bish, stuck-up, priggish 7z £ % H T TV 323, FN 53T X THERATE
W20 2 B MEYZEE (normative, moral attitudes) Z5RT dH DT,
SMEPHEOHEERORT 2 ZDRICHELNE D THY, £S5 Lk
TENIE I & 585 (Cdiscursive dispute”) ONR 7%, Watts IZ &
i, FEHMRO IS LB Hh» o 2%, HAEHOMRE ST L -
T, K74 PR RAREDL2 %5 LGN WD, EDLSfibhsay, %
TeEIEPESESCHFOMHEERCB T 2T82ER LI 2 L 2RT
EREMR W LIESREMIKIGZ L TW2 5 E S pOREDBLETI K D72
£33 (Watts 2005: xli)e D & 912, politic behaviour #8 & < IZEH
Sz (L2 LAEWDORED %) 7817 DIicxf LT, polite behaviour I&
politic behaviour ~® " L3 (Yaddition”) (Watts 2003: 30) TH Y,
680 (marked)y OFEIE WS 2 125 (Watts 2005 xliii), HEE
F &I, polite behaviour &£ \»5 DI & X ICHEMNIZ b EERNIC b T
ENB L) HTH D (FiBE X2 W EFTIE polite/impolite 2>l T
X7 \»), 9 L7z politic/polite DR ANZ DT, Mills (2003 : 68) I3"E
BUCIXR T %08, B b D & L TR L T %23, Sifianou (2006 © 668)
13 THAIR (ingenious) ; EFHMIL D23 “polite behaviour” 12 DWW Tl
S OICHEEMOS LI E LT 5,

2578 politic behaviour D5 5 EL%E “polite” & AT DL IEEAR
RIS EOEBIC L VED 5, T TIfilitLlz Leech D5 THEXHY
RIAMAR) EEER RI74 MAR 1 REBNFEEDO L OLFEHRHBL DO
ThHhdHILZHRET2DITH S, ZMEET—A—AHEDORD DD
th & NUARTOHEIER CHER S Uz B (%) /> TwbdbDe
STHRWVWHDERBITE 20, KAOPLY &g TEET, Y, Tht
Koz (Cunnoticed”) £ EFH#ETT LI Ln S, 25 LHEAERT
13T —HE4r Lo “polite” ZPEFHlis B W LItk b, %8B, Watts
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(2005 © xviii) &, "7 =4 X (HH), OB CUEMZERIIUAD 5 &
LTd) BZS EEHREY, K74 MR RERZAPEOOTOEENR
WlLE, 7oA AREZENT 2 SBOEENENE L TDORTA b1
By R (L4 CRT B EATWS (Watts 2005: xix), Watts
DORITA PAAL/ETA 3R 2 OEERAIX B politic/polite DR
& B&L ~O#H], S H5WCRTEHT 70 —F 12D b DODOZEHEICE
T 5 HamE RELAE TS

VUESFESCSUEAEEL S DRMEE L H LRI A4 DA ADESE
EOS biame b2 CEMUENT 2 &, SHEFEERN, BILERNHEDL
KA b EY UHHSEENKILT 2RI R T T a—F 0, v HEk
BT 2RI E WO E L TES 2 oD (b2 ERTHMS
FEFIC B B ERSGE L RAISGEORN RS 5), T b b, 1970 £
RUEDR T 4 b A AWFED—FH D TSRO, %R THEERMN-
EY A N7 Fu—F, EBFENBABEDOEENTFEEZRAT L7
O—FTIERZA b2 RAE CP LHHAHEBRIBIRIC B 2 T UG 7 [l
BHDVITTEEERE,, H20IET A AREEFHET 2 ABNSEERO
WaelTeozo6n0IExl, XPidT s TRAMNES Y « FHHT 7
u—7, ZV—7 (Watts et al 1995/2005) DOFEiwIcA SN DRI A b &
ADOBEERIE, K B&L £V 5 —HTHET 2 DD, BIEZ Db DIFHEM
Tk, HIFEREZVHDOPSHEHFHNZH DL TIHAH 2 (Haugh
2006) .10 7272 L, BEDOWNENREKT 2 DIE, Eelen (2001) KUV Watts
(1995/2003) O7 7a—F, THbbRTA AR LW REEAENK
WL 7R ORARN e RE L OBERE 2 FRL T, —BOALHE O
HAERA THSMYE (social equilibrium) O#ERFD 72 01T 5 SEENC b
LRIAMAA ] EHBRBEDO LD OMRISE L TORT A AR 2
BT CHENTIEREZEET 2HLVEA NES VT 7a—F, L)
RBHIZ 2> Tnb EARD I EIRERIZRVWTH S I, &8, ETifkb%
o tel3, Grice DFEEEDEIR & 5EE OER (HER) OXAID X 512, 58
BEHTREAC L THFEORERLFEOEMNRVES b bHD T Ln
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5, BEEDORZ A M A X (politeness of language) & SEEHEHEDORZ A
b % A (politeness of language) & ZXBIT 2EENH LTI TH
bETIHERML B Ew (Xie 2007: 257f)

3. RZAPXRANDT7 7O —F L ¥DER

KT 4 b2 RAOFEE, BEOITNOBIIOICEEL, ZNETDH 5
EHRBUCHHANTONT: BRL O7 7u—F, LD bUHMERTSH %
T x4 RALT7 2 A AMRETROFETHE L TORT A F 2 ZADOEEME %
O EMCET LN THho 2 L FHIMI TN EBYTH S, T
T, INETRESNLZEERLT 7o —F12BT 5 FERHLAER &
L CHkIR & L CHZE % Fraser (1990), Kasper (1990), Sifianou (1992)
W& 2 b 0L 90 FRUBEOTIEE A b L < #o Tw 3 Eelen (2001) &
Watts (2003) 7 £ b HEHZBIR L 2036, RENT 70 —FONEZREL
T W, BwOBEE L, —IIEHiOEREERT 22> T &
7230 1980 AR & CI IR B D > 1o T T VR T a0 —F 12D
T, ZIOMEELE, %913 Fraser (1990 © 220f) 12 & % 4 DDHiEE 22
F L, MEICIR U T 90 FRLBRICIRE S NI T T u —F & O HIEHE %
179, HIffiCHI L 512, Watts SORFD L S 12, "THHEERNT 70—
F ERANES YD TEHNT 7a—F, L0 2DODOKE RNk
LORCREDOENED, ZNTNDT Fa—FDONED YRWERTIT R L,
to U 2 SEAER R IAN GREERER), ST FEAIEETERE, H2 ik
Ot 7 a7 ra—7, H50IEEBEIHESEER & v S AT
WTEHZDHIENTE S,

& T, Fraser (1990) & % &, 1980 FERETDORT A b AW3EIL,
(D& HEEH (The social-norm view), (QEFEDOAH (/A#E) i (The
conversational-maxim view), (3)7 = A A (i H) f£43# (The face-saving
view), (4)&E5EHUE (Conversational contract view) 2SN %, Z
D534, Kasper (1998) @ overview ThHE[EHE (FEEMIC) 5 Xk
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BN T02EH, Z0O%HOD Watts et al. (1992, 2005), Eelen(2001), Watts
(2003) &> OHEBERICD DL TERNT 7'u—F, OHBT, BREZK
ML s TwaiENY T, E—HiTHsrMZE Tk S, KT
A MAROMZDE S 2 FEVIDEEL TS kR imd 5 2 e TE %L
o TWb AN TIREEMNIC Fraser D43 EZFH L %2235 b, Fraser ¥
Kasper 23filiit T w72 v 1990 SR LABED F 72 2 € 7 v @M & Xb
FER LD S BERELRREBRFBRO WL O Icin b L, REOEHT N
&7 7u—FTH 5 Eelen (2001) & Watts et al (1992, 2005) & U Watts
(2003) &Y HS 2,

1. R EEH

29, (NOHESHEDIZIEALHEZIZ LD 2 LHESNILEOHEH
fii (social norm) 2 &0 770 —FTh %, Fraser (1990 : 220f) i,
PEEB DAL BI—RENTHLL BT A b2 R D0 T ORI & [k 3
25DELT, WLRIAEEZTHOHESORED D 2 FEDLHE T DOIRS %
WRHERLHE Z FERET 254 £ IR —EHOHSHENH 2 L »
9o & T, HITAPHEE L 5L TONIXHE EREFHE (positive eval-
uation), DE VKT A b RABEEN, TABRZNERTGDO b D5 IXE
TERIFEN (negative evaluation) 234N %, HAFIZIE, HE0o%< D
HEweHd TF v NOHEAIK, (The Amy Vanderbilt Complete Book
of Etiquette (Vanderbilt & Baldridge 1978) 7% £ D RLEIEELITEIHR &L D
R IR ANTeAR) WWHHRIIZIRAR SN TW S L5 SHl#i & vwo Tl
Fraser 1, Ladies’ Book of Etiquette and Manual of Politeness (1872)
WChHd THAL & LT, TEE LHRECRI Z CriciEd £ 5 wifdik
WL, & TR SFHETB I b B OBEEE 2272 L
DLTREWT R, H250VE"H2EHADHEE> TWT, ZOHITWRn
P LNBEWAEZEOT2HE1E, FELFREESTWE 22 THIZHE
L TLwn, bLZOMECHEZICRY RV DR, ToELTE
Ty s>z H T TCw5b, "1TEED L v, (good manners)

19—



e AR EAGRE 5415 (2008 FE 11 H)

VIBEEE OO ZDE I BRKRT A b2 ADOERIT L T - 7RI
BEDZEDIVIBIH > T D, & 7R AIiER & BhET 2,
COHESHE 7 70 —F 137 LI —RERICTFZ 5 50870 3 knd
DD, ZO77u—Fz2FEINHHE L TRATIMEFET LV E
Fraser 134 %, 72720, [RRIBERT NI, LEO7 7Fa—F 3R L
LCZhHiELERLEAOGNE D DL, 12& 213, Xie(2007 : 252)
X, Gu (1990) % Blum-Kulka (1992) »#&SHEiHi - AL TWw3 L,
Bk ¥ 2 L9512, R4 bAAWRICB VT HaH#, ORI, o
Bo TEBNT S —F, OFRIZES LT, HLEWET Fraser (1990)
DUEEDOIERBZBEREGVEH VL XS CB o EE 2 %,
ZDIHE, FUHEEERZ b DAL FFEAM I F CffifEs R
F7A4 D AABOTHHEAELZIEET 200, LWIBECH O, T5H
7 7a—7, (Watts et al 1992/2005, Eelen 2001, Watts 2003) Tl %
5 LIEERHIENZ T AN E b D EN S, AR, Eelen & D7
12TV Xie (2007 @ 252f) HERET LR T A b A ANOBKICBEL T X
ANDE D R EHE—DIFEAE & 2 SHH B ORI Z D b DN EYTH
D, SRR OEIG S £ OBFER 2 Fi# L THEDEIFICE T %
RIA MAZADEHZEIEL SHEVNCHHL Twitwnweas, 25 Lz
o@D, K74 A2 ABRH b DI TTFHAREED DFHERT 72
HE (evaluative nature) #FHRETNEZETLERTH S, S O ICHHH
FMEEZ LD EDREREE LT, FHliE WS b DIZDE b DDFwFE (ar-
gumentativity), FE8: (subjectivity) , THEE I (indeterminacy), &V>-
TKBEERDI L 2/RNEVI D THD, 5 LIRTA b ABIC
broEanod, Blo@EY), Watts (2003) 1, FEEOMAEIER T
SIVEG & LT AR DEET 2 WUk 2 ol TIRED, BES R
b &% 27 F8 (politic behavior) & LTETHEL TH 5, EHEDOV
NVOEHEE T TEEO, ELEAERKIT 2EH L L C3im)
politeness #7332 HEDITE H % & 5, —7, Eelen i3 Z 5 L7z XAX
Lizwds, =57y MZBT A XHR LD, EPHEADOKRT A b rAH
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T 7O —FDEL Do Twb T3>0 EDfRE (triple conce-
ptual bias) ;, 2 % D polite/impolite DRED—FHD T4 (JE) L, =&
L T polite DAIENZIR> T3 2 &, HAEERACEbL2 =#HD> b, (H
XFERERHL) FHEICRE-> T L, MUTEIOEHNE (the produc-
tion of behavior) O &ZFEH L TTEIOFHM (evaluation) Z#b 7w &
WOTRD — o T bon 'FHN7 v —F, WEEHRT 52—
DR DHEFBHIEARZ A N4 ADOHEICBET 2 EHEELRBRNDH 5 & AT
w5 (Eelen 2002: 119), 7272L, "TE&#HI7 7'u—F, TRILFEAEDOHRA
WCHBOHERMIER O L 5 2 b 02 BEY S, HEFACBILRT A
FARFHE DT A F 2y 7 KR ERT 570, £ TO THaHE,
DEI R bDODEENITKRENTHS S5, LoL, HMETHED HIF
2501, TbZ b ARPHEERICBOTHELWOSH 2T 2700
FLHE DB S —EREE B M 2 T Tl O RV E W HSEE I AE L T
AWEEaia=r—yaryBEILewidTThb, Watts D “politic
behaviour” IZLTd, HEESRKEROEEELTCPR TRIAL AR, D
PR HY S 2 ENH 2006 X FARERDTH Y, 5 LicibdElaz
EDEDWIREPVBOLLAHEMOTOLER>TLPERNETH DD,

3.2. TEEEZMN7IO—F, (1) — REOAIES

Q)OEFEDONFICED K IBIE, FFETORI A b2 A TEH 2K T %
NHEWCP 22X 25N NBOIERB EWCHD AL HDTH S, BE_HMTH
72 & 51, Grice(1975) Tl 4 DDAELISMZ b FEL OHEE (implicature)
BHEAETIRIA PAXOAE DX 5 7% CP LM RbDOBH L Z L
DIRB I NI hs, SR> 72335183 % 6 D & LT, Fraser 1& Lakoff
(1973, 1979) = Leech (1983) #HF T3, UL, Watts (2003) i
B&L (1987) & Grice ® CP 2>/ ET VL TEY, B&L HE (B&
L1987:5) bZDZ L WERD TS0, HiZHE2ED T CP 0%k
AT TEHTFENET NV, EERDIEIRYTERVWTHS I,
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3.2.1 Lakoff (1973) ® "RZ7 4 + A ZADHRA, ZETFTVE L THD &
Fonlzbo g nEns (Kasper 1998 678), % Z Tl XiEe
(grammatical competence) X9 % FEFAFRAYEES) (pragmatic compe-
tence) & LT, (VAREICE 2 (Beclear), (774 ADAHEIZHY, H
1 (rationality) OFEAIE bbbt d) LQFLEIEL < 5% % 2 (Be polite)
(K74 PAAOFANBEEE NS Z L3 Clcfiins, EEOSHETIR
TREE T S 2T 5 & D b HHFADELZHET 5135 BKRETDH
D, RI7A4 MR AMEELEZINS (Lakoff, 1973: 297-298, Lakoff, 1979) i,
Q)DEZ A b A AOHANE, FIEiTAHZ LS, BHAIL (RELAWI L,
A2 DB 2525 2, HAI3 (HTFOESZ2ELT52L, v

D 3WESRDBH, Inoi3E ORE, HAHRNCEHE, Thzho
PRI AM IS D LWERI & g3 I 5 (Lakoff 1977:88), 977

B, BN BN LIEFANLERI A M A ANERS NS & &,
A2 1IIRIE S BRI A PR ABERINS & &, FHEA3 I3HHE
BRIA NAABRERGSCHEBIND L5, 25 LIRAFREZLY
CHEBIRKBLL T2, Lakoff M5 THIAL, &2 T5EF ISR
(pragmatically well-formed) 1 (Lakoff 1973:296) & W7z m0z (4
KeD) ARk Z2 RifE & 3 2 E@d, R OH S HmRIC It U 557
A H < ETHRANMEZ KRS 2 T##, THhs I eroTnd, Z0FE
FERAS TR 3SGERAIERTIO b OTIEH D 27%0» GFEG)ESR), %
DD Lakoff (1989) THRIF VFHELHNELL T TEFHMLANE R L
K-> TW2EHDE LTI LERAIZHRk-> TWwEH, ZHIZDWTIE
politenessl/politeness? % XA 231850 5, ARFKERL T —5 2 HFES
% 72 % OFCIRH L B2 B 72 70 b FEEBEHE ORI ORI ELLEL T 20
DL d OISR REEE L w5 N DH 2 (Eelen 2001: 50) 0
KT 4 b2 AHFROBEE £ L TO Lakoff OUFEIIFE V5028, HAD
BOTWDE LI, "RIA4 AR RABEHE (core grammar) (ZHAATe
(Lakoff & Ide 2005: 9) ; AHEERMNT v —FO—AHEERL T3
WWTFES, RKIA4 P2 RAD (FEH) TETNVEMIL EEF0HVwEWS
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DIWKFEDODRFTHA> (Watts 2003: 591f) .

3.2.2 —J, ACHEEDY Yo —F a8 E N5 Leech (1993) 1%, ¥
TiEHlzk Sz, 774 ADBRDER LFFT9 % (trade-off DBIFRICH
%) R7A MAADFEREILT2ZH, FHiZWL OO L EE LT
MEATH B, HIfi TRz & 912, Leech »MERERIREHG & XD ICE
T25DELTORTA PR AMOERR, FEOFEFENTH (G-
locutionary act) ® HAE & §EF O EE (BEME, TES, KRAKY)
ERRAIL, KT A M AXDT F X B TIE L <, X AREESR (inter-
personal rhetoric) THRONIZREHDEEINE I ETHS, ¥ I TiI,
K74 A2 ADRANEZ 74 AD CP LB, 351274 v=—0DFH]
EWSHAERMTERCH S 3 ODORERNPLR2HDEEINE, RTA b
FADRNERET, V) — T IESFEOSINE 2 EARHNCTH (self) &1t (other) 4
GEEI, HTEIEEE (9, BFIEEF () Cil, fificihizi S,
[ELY, WA, BE, i, FE, KOHEE, w5 6 MOAHE L&
FxdzhHR (Cost-Benefit), 3R (Optionality), 82 (Indirectness),
MERR (Authority) &5 7z RE (scale) DFAE DY THIATHICBIT
RI7A PR ATENRHAT 2, AHEFELREOHEMARIIUTOL S22
(EH L, FFEOAHDORILTRT ),

(I) Tact Maxim (in impositives and commissives [speech acts]):

(a) Minimize cost to other; (b) Maximize benefit to other.
(Meta Maxim: Do not put others in a position where they have
to break the Tact Maxim.)

(II) Generosity Maxim (in impositives and commissives):

(a) Minimize benefit to self; (b) Maximize cost to self.

(III) Approbation Maxim (in expressives and assertives):

(a) Minimize dispraise of other; (b) Maximize praise of other.

(IV) Modesty Maxim (in expressives and assertives):

(a) Minimize praise of self; (b) Maximize dispraise of self.
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(V) Agreement Maxim (in assertives):

(a) Minimize disagreement between self and other; (b) Maximize
agreement between self and other.

(VI) Sympathy Maxim (in assertives):

(a) Minimize antipathy between self and other; (b) Maximize
sympathy between self and other.

ZNLFTEI Tl Tz 2 £ 7228, LELOAMBEED 2T, TKEY (tact)
DAME, & MERE (generosity) DA, & WO HEFMNLAEE S 5 &b
EHIEE IS, FiFEME @EF) 0z X 2R/ L, FEriEKC
THILTHY, BHFIL, FEONEERNCLT, HEFOFEERA
T B ETERENS, ZHIZEST, T2k 2L, B (requesting) 12
FEEDIZ { WETHXCHTEE (wishing) °H L (offering) 7 ¥ DFEEET
HTHELNULIEEITHINS, ZOMOAHIZOWTIRIFE A EHHYR
bOEbwz aH, TEHE) & THE S 3 aBERchy, AEEH
BIREUL T2,

Leech ® "A, FizoW T, #ifichnzk S, fisbL+&C
W, ZOMOAHIIEEE (BEH) OBAIMECHIG U TERZ <82
Mgy, LT 2HHNDH S (B&L1987:4-5), F7z, EOREZE S »
SR THEHAT RELDOHMEEDLEDORER ESHS OBFEYy, k&
DOEEENIHFET W E WS RS H 2 (Fraser 1990: 227), & 512, Leech
O "B, "HEkL, o0 THE ® THABL O &5 okt
BREWCEAT 2RI XA=FRESKES 20, $1Z D87 2= R
B ED D, EANERZESERD », REVEETEVWI &, KT
A4 DA ADEEDOHHELFEEIT DA (speech act types) 25 b D NAYERM:
CHRIL T T2 2k, LT TEHNT 7a—F, »oitHoxt
REZ > TS (Watts 2003: 68f) o & 512, FEEDFFEWNITA (illocution)
B polite H % \» 1% impolite TH % & A 2 FIRIZDOWT b, FKEEWNITA
DEBODEITICOWTIFHETELELTH, 1TAZ DD DH polite/im-
polite 72 £ 5 I HIDORE?Z £ % 2 5415 (Fraser 1990: 227), 72721,
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TEHFENT 70 —F DELSBZESTHS LD, Leech iF "EHET
)V (production model) ; ZER L TWwizb I Tld% <, FHENEROHA
TERCEMT 2% TAICLELR I A P A ADBDPEERZ DL S ICL
THET 2012 O0W TR Twewn, 29 Lzt o—7, T&ihon
W7 7a—F £ LT Fraser (1990 : 227) 23% 1 Tw» % Kasher (1986)
@ "RV (mercantile view) ; D X 912, Leech OFBAZEIHNC E D
7 7u—FbHb, i Leech ® "EH (cost) ) DEEEEEAL,
FEETRICB W T CP & PP TS| &, 2H 558, HIRETROKRZ
A b A RFEBOMEREIC L > TREZ2EAOMEE #2335 Th %,
BEHEORFTEIEENEEEINS 20, T E2IELLL 72D B
(reconstruct) L7z D § 21X ES WIHTAN b > L bREATT O», &t
EOREAEE, FRIERTA FFAA (R 0L kBbAnrobr
WS DTH% (Kasher 1986: 110),

O, BRI B Gu (1998) O Fu—F bEAAEESTLTELT
Leech DAH (D—&) & Cost/Benefit DRE® £V ZATEYD, ZOH
BICANTEIWEEZONED, RTA4 MR ADAE DT PLH SR L1
A NSE A AR W I

3.3 TREE®EN770—F, (2)— 7 1 XR&H

Fraser "7 = 4 X (HH) frR&#, & L THHEL 7 B&L (1978, 1987)
MRARELTRI A bR AWROIILR N Z 54 24 (#iH) & LTV
EHELLOIFTBY, TNRTTHBOENCESE I ENE LT LI
Hiffi Tz £ B TH 5, Grice ® CP 2HiFEE L, KT A4 X X% CP
oGt GEIR) 3% F72 2 RE & & % 5. Cld Lakoff % Leech DEEHED A
M HET 20, T DX/ HHER, BRLWETFEL & EL
T, Goffman (1967) @b O & RFEEIO—BIEE» STBALI 7 =4 X
(HH) Z \Hitt OB 2 EAES L LTS 28, 5107 24 AR
FET R RHE - S 2 T 2 BRRNICOR L, £ OFERUCBIE T 5 ER %
FEICRE O U 2 R L D b S FHIEOEE FRIT 2 A =R
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LOMEERLI:Z L THD (Green 1996: 151) 012 K7 A 2 A D&M
B2 %SO BRG] % FEEE & Tzeltal 3 & Tamil 355 5 28 bH T T
%, P (1978 ) @ 9 FHOFHK (1987) T b % OO HN % 5
UteHiiz7e 54 HOFL E BB ENE 2 £ o 72 SEHEL TWRW,
ZOHEMCOWTIE, TTIEL DR (L JICIFEME) Kby, BT
O BB 7a—F, Wk MWHTHHFUMNE I LR HDT, 2
TRBEOHERCLELE RO ZHEBOWMIBERTICE ED D,

B&L XA E LT, MR S vk £/ (constructivism) 7% %€
TVERAT 2L 28T 2 (B&L 1987: 58), £ Z ClkEEMEMICE
%5 A ERHMEE 233 5 72012, (&) B (rationality) & 7 = A4
A (face) £\ 5 2 DORERIRFFE R 2 72, HASHEOWBGLIEEL LT
E7)VAME (Model Person, MP) %Z#k3 % (B&L 1987: 58), &¥ME:
W EDWTHEITT 2 3T OMAIERICBWT CP O Z & & GHEIFEE»
SUIEUIEENT 2 SHABIR SN2 HHZHHT 2FEE LT 7 21 R
EEETLISHENAKELTORIA MR AERET S22 1% %, MP
25 T(E) HME, ik, HED S FEAOWEICHE TS 2T R
BEHEOWIEE S, EWIRFRLOTH D, WL D1, B&L D
WEMEE, HESWEFEELLTO)EAOHELLEWLAKRELTO T =4
AP E L, The ZEEICH T2 L TH DD, £ LI Goffman D
F7 242 EQRREBMHOAT "AHT 4T 724 A, BPERECHITS
n5Z %y (ODriscoll 1996, Watts 2003), "7 47« 7 x4 A
FH oA 2 A OTE) (DEHH) AL STHTF SN/ kviwn
IBRT, —H, "RYT 4TV T7 24X, 1, BHOBKN R LHHE
BOMAICE > THELL o TELY, FZOFCRICHKT 2178%
BoYRMEBNs AL S EZE L VLD EASRIEVE VIR TH S, il
ANZED STz, Fhnizv, LISz AKRb S EN
% (B&L,62), T CIcitnizLo12, Thod T7 o4 A, IZEBICHS
ERERR T 2 HMERIRRA 2 EAE U 22 fF4E & L C O MP 236 ¥ 2 RN
BECREBEESN TV, AL OHETECBIEEEDPY LD T
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X, FEETAICERL CHEE I 7 = 4 ARETA (FTA) 2+ 2 &
5 7 EI & AEUE S h B RS RRL TIE 2 IR T 5, U I FTA O
B, $hbbiiEOEMT 217ADEHS (weightiness, W) OEED
bah, 2OWIE, HAFHOZIE, &E, 3% (S tH&EF (H),
DH-ERERE (D) R UB X FEEEHICHL Ty 2H (P), &51cZ20Xb
WEBWTFTADRREED Sh28WOESE N (R) ZMELZRD LS &E
ERTERDbLIND,
W,=D(S,H)+P(H,S)+ Ry

HAEFERATRETHELFTA 2T 2 L0 BEIRL L Tk s
T, LW o SR ENE I 52w E T Th ), 21k, Goffman
(1967 : 15f) DWW 3 TEFEEZ 1 ¥ A (the avoidance process) ; (ZFH4
THEEZON, FTHECFTA 2 ERTEL@ITLILILS
RPN ET 20 REE D H 220, —H, FTA 29 2 EaniE, BRE (on
record) 21T 9 EERIF (off record) 12179 % BRI 5, HHARINIZITS
&, WlEITH (redressive action) 2L, #iEEFEI 2, OEH &»
BRIEND, BEOHE, 2HO7 24 ADZNTHICEE D k2Tl
DS LEY)EbDERIRT LD, RPT 47« RITA4 MR ADFMED TH]
EF (OB, #k, BE, FrEWae) KEEL, [V T5, &L 15
E, 2AT 4T« RI7A b2 AT MEGIRRHEERBL2H S, 2L 10
BRRENE, —F, BRAEE (Zoonrs, %X 158 238#RT 2
LEWIE FTA BEMz2IRE SHENIC WD BHERE 2 2 K TH
D, WEERNEBEEVWRNTEZLWIHEDDH L, BRL D7 =4 ADX
{EARZS FREO IS (ORI  Wx OFEHROFZ LD T
Lo b5 (Fraser 1990: 235, etc.) 735, XALEIWZOWTIE B&L DO
BHIZRR D AAEATH L2 3T TCRERHLIZEBY Th S,

SC, HifiTAIL L1, B&L O 7 = 4 AOPHCEELFHLL, DL
2 Goffman DEFEICH 2 HEMEICHET 2 b DT, 72k 218 TAKRE
(public property) s & &Y (Nit is only on loan from
society” (10)4 EWwHHEENEE THEL) v S EADBMEPACKIC
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BAMELTz, EVWS DD S5, ZRIZODVTIEPPRHORALH S, T
bbb, Goffman KBWTTTIZY £ DT 2 V7 — L DHERELBEA
fbxh, HSMEMSEANERCESIZ Shs, LARTRATHS
(1 2005 122 ff) o & 512, Goffman O 7 = A A b #ERIIEA ORI )7
95 EIIMERTICE KD % (Goffman 1967: 331, 39f) o B&L ~DHEH
X, Goffman D7 = A ADEED "M, ZHiTEE LI bONEL, *
DOFLBHRERE RO TEENIZEAERVLOIR N E S HERL A
72 dbDOBDH 5, WINIZ¥ L, B&RL b 7 =4 A2 AKEHCHE (public
self-image) &£ LT3 X 512, SETENIIFEAORKENLELRTHY, FA
(MP) ©7 =4 R bfhaeitfiie o (BRO) SRS cHETE 5137
WL, ZOEWRTIE, B&L D7 = A 212 b HENEMEDHT R
Do TWEZEIFLBREDVZ D, 2O S L, B&L B—HAED 7 =
A ADER]E S D ZATZ LT Goffman & OMLEIZE U8, HAM
WIEBIL b DL AR I ENTE S, HESPHFH-TOT7 24 ATH
L2ZERIFEAEHHETHDIC 25T, B&L ~OHHITIX % DOfF
MNEWZEERNYToENDE TH SH, Goffman bIThA%Z 7 = f A LEER
¥ % face-work DU EDODH L LT (HSCAT 55 FTA KL Q)
A L % “poise” (CFERE, HELD) 2FIcZET T, ALt 0hn»
HLHEWEREHH L Twv 3, “poise” 1FYADE £ DX (embarrass-
ment) %, L7225 T, TOI L TYAKMD AL D & D HEX
W2 2 EER face-work OB TH 2, L LI ET, 7 x4 A 2HEFFT 5
1TAOKDITE (consequences) DT RTEZYADNKHA L TEMNE S H
A& LT, face-work iZBETEMEM L -EITICR S Z EBFELICL
Th s EBRNTS (Goffman 1967: 12-3),

B&L O7 7u—F1%, 1980 FRUABEDO R 7 A + 2 AWF5ED T#iR, &
Boted, TNRITHEM»oZFRLMHP L LidFTueiiniz s
DThs, S EBEOMHENEATH FTA OHREEL D& D, L T25Z20
BEICOWTIE, B9 DEECEHRINT, NOHAFERICET 2wsE»
BWEZ R (Schmit 1980: 104) J & FFE /2D, Fhoaia=r—v 3
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v TIRANC G OO 2% 1, £ A Tw3 (Kasper 1990: 194),
RSN, BRLEBED R T A b A AMGEIL, L7 24X EH
I (A7 7Y—) OEEEEZD S HHHNCH LD bDOBLWV, FHF
® Watts (1992, 2003, 2005), Werkhofer (1992), Eelen (2001) & &
BT Ta—F o OYFFERERNHGERZ O L OICAT 5T
%, ZOFLWTY Zu—F BT 288D TR IS BN S 2%, %
2T TR S Leech &0 THBSHSIZELEE 3id &9 T, B&L
DETNVH bW T3>0 O (atriple conceptual bias) ; %
RIbDEENB, THbb, (Dimpoliteness DEIMEHZEEEIL TWwW3 Z &,
QEEEHLOFEZ T THSH Z &, QMHAFHO—TOLEEETHLHETF
OFHHi AL T2 Z & THS (Eelen 2001:119) s ZDIED, KF A b
F A % face-work LEI—HHL T3 Z &, & 512, B&L 2w OHH &
ET 5B E N7z “Model Person”® 2H & FAED THHEEEN,
ATFEN 7 70 —F, (Watts 2005 xii, etc.) DEEL T, @D AL D3
CRIZA PAADEE» S THNTW AR E S b (Eelen 2001,
Watts 2005: xv, etc.)o %72, B&L ® politeness DB FARNC THESR
WX o> TEDL B KT A » 3 A (inferred politeness) ; 2y, Td - L B

2 TFHIEN BRI 4 b xR (anticipated politeness) ;| Z2FEL T
WET YD H 2 (Haugh 2003: 410),

RI7A4 MARAEHSHRE A% T Watts (2003) O #3112 1Z B&L
(1987 : 1-54) DFXZ BT 2= F 7 7o —FICBd 2 EEmE Eak L 72
ERLELZADH D, B&L (1987 : 84) & Watts (1992, 2003, 2003)
% Eelen (2001) »#2H 3 % Bourdieu ® "EERAVEETH OHER (theory
of practice) JI3FFBH L Tid vy d DD, Durkheim X Parsons 7% £
HEFZIMNTEY, 25 LIHEFH 20 I m 2z \HEL Tn s
bF TR, AL DFTROSHIC OV TIHMERS, L LTwa,
WIRICE &, B&L DR T A b+ A%, HeL0BEPce &, EHmN
X, HEZVIFHESANEENCE X, TS50 b O (given) (Watts 2005:
xvii) 5 & L CEBMEE L S TH 2 AHOSMTBEVRR 2 5 =2 PR
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FETAFNIPR—HNCT ES LD IBbh s (Watts 2005: xvii-
xviil) o K74 b 3 AWFRIC B THARIFER, BB R 2 G E 3 2B
AHARILI 7% <, Z ONIIZRUIERFE TSRS 2 A Y HERHERR T H D,
MRS T ICB T 256 LAk, MHHORBLOREZSTHo,

3.4 RERZLKIE

Riz, "EEHY v —F, L O—EHELR D H S Fraser (1990) O &=
5K (conversational contract (CC) view), ZEDHITFTHLD
(Fraser, 1975; Fraser & Nolen, 1980, Fraser 1990), Fraser & Nolen
(1980) @ "EHFEMITE U D FHME (a property associated with a
voluntary action) ; WS RIA4 PR AD EFE, X TINETTb-oE
LA RERE) T TINETRESIND S ELROVIET IV, &
Watts (2005 : xvi) KEDLLODL D THS, ZD77u—F4 CP %
HitRE L, 7z Goffman D7 = 4 A D& ERT 25 TlE, B&L 5D
HGEWEDF 25, IRBEEHFICL S L EERLLATHRLZ S (Fraser
1990: 232) . & < MERSEHICIX, 7 K & b EERRIED 2 PHERE T, SnE
BBHEWCHTFE,P SR T2 2030 2RET 2 —HOWEM L EH 2T
LGS 2RO ENOMFET 2, BRGNS, SFHEOMRETITIR
WOZIECT IO (SHDIWERO) "5, DEVAEVICTRRL
ToMER] « BEONR ZHFEL, KW LETARENET 2, SEEOEKN
FH (terms) IS OBERITHRE 2RKBORMOD VWb D, To & 2135
FEOZRPACICHFETE 255025, HFCHIZ2EETHT, E
HHICHES, REbaENd, ERBEOLFETONETCHEETIEANE
M2 0&EZ2 %, v lttbaHilE F3E 5 5 544 (conditions)
bHb, Zoff, DHIOHEWORILOFEZ L12 & > THRE S NS FIH
bHb, INSEFZNTNOHAEFRATHRE 25, £ IZEWOHIIRT
BRI 2 IR OME 2 E2SIENTEHR L ED T L TR LE
ENb, Thbb, EAREHOBVSARKBLE S, SENZENETN
DFERLATEFOBELIZN 2 BEREID) THRLER ST T Z
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EDHR E R B,

CCORATIE, KFA4 MThHDZEiZ, ZDRER DEEEORIZEANT
K28 e 2EH®T 5, ZLTRIA PAX M ERBHEHIIGCTEEY
&2 D (sometime thing) TlREL, HOWAEFRIEET S LD
CHIRE (PHA) ShaaREBIRET 5, SER, PhbBRIA4 N ThD
ZE— K FERETHE — CHET 20T L, ©LAEHE
DEHNGER L TW R LRI DEET S (A3a=r—vyariEs
2 20%F 0BT % Goffman DRGICBPUTW3), TS5 LIeKRT4 M %
1%, Lakoff ® Leech D& 512, #HFZVWLKHSLCZI VD, HDWVIF
B&L @ & 9 CHFOLS 2HAL WD DOEE TR % L, SHDOZHOD
RO CTHTOHER2BIZ> T3 EI b2 O TH S,
Fraser iZ& 512, K74 b ThHh 3 ) LT 2EMIIAEREND BDTRL,
bo & Y ENERWZFEEMRD? S DA S »OMEBIIC & > TEE (HER)
ENBEIBHDTHRY, KIAL MTHDHENI ZEIFZCP 25F5 2 &
DIELD LS b DIZEF 5 (Fraser 1990: 233) o Z DEE D5 1%, B&L
MWRZ A M ARBEREFRT 2 b DI Goffman (1961 : 56f) D> S IFRINFE
fii (appreciation) 215 2 2 REEEIFE & LT OMEH & L TORERRPLHER
(intended deference) &f#RTX 2% &3 2% (Fraser 1990: 233), CCHi&
B&L OEFIZDOWTIE, BERKRT A b 3 ABRKOREEED S D
P, & AR TRPRTIA P ARAZHRFINE DD TRHEETEDL S B
DELTWBHTCC LEL2 b0, FHEASHAERICE T 553EH
OHEFAOETOFTFRIC I DR E 2 v HFE (orientation) 13[E U
728 LT3 (Fraser 1990: 234f),

B 212, SFEMHIERT A P A ZAOMSPERICEEE ISR
ENBHDOTIHE W ET S AT Watts D “politic behavior” 1I2te L AiT\>
XA Z 5D, Watts (2003 2 19) IZFEALUEZFRD 236 b [F U Tld e
ET 5, WFNIZE K, Fraser 32 KE» 7% CCOBHA DRI 2R L
727210°C, Leech *® B&L & % \»iZ Eelen (2001) % Watts (2003) &= & D
£ AN RHHE TV EHIELC DD L IFE 280,
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3.5 B&L DMMETII)—HEEXEICL D EE

1980 R & TR S M- UL OFESHC I 2 T, 1990 4z A - TRCK
RTCTDLOREINTERIA PAZATWDE LI, EDVbIFB&L D7 =
A ABEFTETDEHBERT A b 3 ABOEEE IR 2 HEHeshie 7
VORETH 5, B&L Db - & @5 #HE TH 5 Watts (2003 : 250)
X, B&L (1987) OFMRUBRICITONIZ R T 4 b 2 AW%E% 5 DOHEE I
I Twb, $hbb, (1) B&RL O T NVOEMHEZ#HET 2 b 0, QEED
FeantTa (58, IR, HEEr (EOITR), Bk &) ¥ 2 BRI,
B 22 EoxXMbicb/z 2RI A4 b A XADEH S (realizations  of
politeness) D752 % §¥ifli 9~ 2 FSULHIWTSE, (DMOFRSED T —2 ~D
K74 MAx XM, Db B&L OETVOIGH, B FEHIRT A M A A
DERICBET 2 BEZ OV b 2 FAEMFER 2 IR E T 204, TDH %,
22T, BREICGIChl: 2 REEmEDET TEHNT a -7, %
EVHTBENC, FTI3E B&L#HOM E U TEEATE 20D O Z2RETT
%o

3.5.1 FEOETA bFRA(Q)

7, B&RL#HIDMD 8 A 7 L kR, BOKLASD R Z 4 b 2 AW %
WEDL A 7 B&RLMHZHE L LIz bDHBE W, 25 L7 7a—F
PHFZETIE, s SUERRHHESS B&L OEGRO MR TH L 7 = 14 R
DHE, EVbIZO7>7a « 7A) A YHLEREDEREL "RI7A4 b
ARy OMEZD L DOEHT 2 ONERED, T E T X THHRT
3 2 L 3ARROHPHLEZR ORI B2 5D T, FEEHA»SOEHT
REFPET NV Z2WL O LD BT TR L TH S, THE GE) O
TAMNRRARET 220D HEHTHL D,

Gu (1990, 1993, 1994) EHETOH 7 =4 AL KT A b F AHLT S
T*LH, (limao) 2B T L L TEKD KR T A b 3 A BEEROEE M 5% 208
ZIbDOTH2,YGuIC X BHROTTNVIZ, BROMEY, HAMICIX
Leech (1983) IZMKBLL 30 b, ZDRT A b A XA DFAIRAEBEONE
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DT EEIELTWw3, T TIKRZEY, Leech lZ K7 A b2 X DREAIDH]
HIFY (Eily) ZEETh Y, EEND 2 IMEEE2D DD TR
WwZk, 2%9, WA TH-> T, HERTE RV EHLZDIZHLT, Gu
EHRENC BT 2 FLFL & W 5 BERDSEEAR BN 1B R 2 D RI#I) TrE Y
FHHEDLODLDELTWS, DD, ZNNHAADHEASAEEZSFS L
TE 7z Ao ORI ZHFBONRICZ ZBED LI 2b DR ET 5,
FlHEO 7 = 4 A%, B&L O & 5 SEAAOLHICED {AK TS,
HEWREE 2L, LW o T HETT 24 ABELEINL DX B&L O
VI EANDRFRDG Iz SR WBETIZ R, L AHEORERE (FR)
Bl 8 WIEEIWCEENS LT 5, EP.A&L?:O“Cﬂ‘f?/f & A DJRH]
, MTEANOSEHBIEEDE L2 TS 2 &, 3k, VIEOBED S OW
HEVS T HEOHIFITEZ 2, LLIHBCERINTVEES) v
5 ZEWRb, Gu (1990) IFHCHET (Self-denigration), (FLEBIEL )
Yl (Address), SECY (Tact), BMOER (Generosity) &9 4 DOD
NHEEFRC TS5, 8D 22013 —F ORROAHICHE T 2 b D0,
W & N5 FEETAEDEL Y (FRZ 1, impositives & commissives 1238
), 72 TEHES U (motivational) ; & T&EEHY (conversational) |
BUANIVTHEHHAIND EWHIHEND 2, 72 & 213, "B, v ~vig,
impositives & commissive @E?‘é%ﬁﬁ% BT 5 "HERN, (opera-
tional) E VI REMED Z & T, 2k 2, BEAL D LEEETL I &
DE, HDHWIE5,000 NvEs R w@%é&ﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁm FIcHEN B EIC
EETCHIT DI L EHENMCHEZESLZ L, 5 FHE0IE5,000 KLz
g 22 EDE VR ECh»b %, Impositives I T 5 FKEATAEDEE,
ZDZ LFZIWMBHEEERAMT 5 2 &, —7F, commissive DFEEHT A
TRINBFECAD IR b 2R/MET 5 2 L 2EKRT 2, 2 Off, Gu &
ETORZ A bt 2213 "o ER] (Balance Principle) 5 2585 L Tw»
% &% %, 2RI, impositives ¥ commissives DFFATA» HET B R T
A A ARE NSO (reciprocation) Z2fE> 2 & T, & 213,
FEEORREL S "EV Y 2KLIZD, bDE LS -TBERLELD
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ZHELnLUE/HLEDTEE IR ETHE, 25 LTAHBE, GuDE
TN TRBEAZEEOEZE D 2 b DD, FARICIZHEESHEE 2 HH
BHAME Y LT, BRI Leech RO AN H 2D /g & LT £ &
ZIHEHETVEEZ LD,

3.5.2 HEOKRZA bAX(2)

FICHEORI A A ZXAE2HF2236 8, Mao (1994) O7 Fu—F 1k
GuDEFEED, ZOMHET 74 AD CPIch 3 & 5 HEiiOAEME
EEMEL S DBPLE LTHRT A b AR ZAEDT 5 B&L O, &<
CZD7 2 A ADEREE 7 = 4 2D 2 5L THY 515, Mao 1%
HES E BB 28580 7 = 4 RS T 28L& K L ¢, B&L
D ace” IHMEAERN ROk L Xbic# A s 5, EHREMECR T 58
BRREZELT, ThEBFETIZRIA P ARAERORHEERL T, AFK
ELT, SOBENHTYAFSy 7 2HEEE L TO7 = 4 2O
BEL W2,

BERo B0, B&L D "7 24 A, ik (—BHAED b D &) Goffman
(1967 : 5) @ “face” DREZICHRT 205, 2 TR 7 A4 AN TH 2 AN
HL[FEDOHEVIZBWTESTWE D EMAPEET 28R (52 %
WH) CE-oTEELESDOLO L L TEKRT 258N 2tk i,
(“the positive social value a person effectively claims for himself by the
line others assume he has taken during a particular contact”) & E# &
NTws, FIRTO—AEELTO face b HAFED "HHE, ® "H
T A e h e L EBEORNICHIN T 2R TH B 2 L1, B&LH
BBl LT, (AFIOBRT2»LWEwELLY, BizrrEsns L
L MEHZ%S ) (Mlose face”) EfEU DRI EL TR Z LSS
HTh2 (B&L1987:61), HFED face b HEFED & OEHRET, TEFE
O "HFy (midnzi) & T, (lidn) OFREB Y OFREFETDH 5, FEED ‘o
save one’s face’ WM T 2 PEFEORILT—B I ALE L2 ZIT 50
ERET D LV ERTH OIS, Mao iZk 2 &, ThA %7:T%,, "HT%
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K5, RED CEEPHAFED) RIUFHPEFEICIER WV,

HEFED "7 24 Ay WHET 2 THFL (mianzi), & "B (lian) ©
HENWBELTIE, 7oA AOBEKRTIIBREMNT @/, THTF,d b,
B « Bd53 2 iR S MAPHESD b DL L TA»SEKRT 5
HE LORHESER ORI »rb 2B RHEREGVE DO DL I N5,
722, THETFLE, MANESER LD, HEEROMOKEN S ZDA
WRIE Y 5 L EbN2EECFHHZEET 201 L T, Thidd Shik
FEEzb O AN wT 2E 0> OWEEIET LI #E VDD 5, Mao I
X2, MEELOASTEKD 7 =4 AOBEZIZIE THT) ORKIZE
FNBD, THIOEWRIIECKOTMIC D RohknwZ &6, Goffman D
7xAAHBBEL D7 24 XbELSNEWZIE, THFITTWEERR &
T 5%, Iz& 21X, Goffman (1967 :9) WhEFEMAED “to give face” @
IOREBHOBEH® E LT HEALT L GIMBDEGEEET:6 & okho
7epb LN DEIVIFELWELESLE WS (line) 235 L5065
EEVWHIZ TWADIE, T XY THFIOERIGEWZ 2 RT eV,
%8B, Goffman DEFKICH S “line” X, 'SiE-JESHETHOEXNTH
D, TNEHELT, TOAMRIE ES R0, £280%, £ CEHS
HEZESFMT 200RGT2RET 2D, TH2, FET "KF74 b
FA G ST 2R -EEI THL3 TH DA, Mao WERELTLDIX
AR BT 28 & TH 257 = 4 AThH %, Goffman D7 = A A%
FTTRfih/- kS, HETHELOEACHLTELEHEhTHVS
(on loan) M7t ABIREIAIE: (public, interpersonal image) T
D, BOMANRZNZELEWZ ERgrhiE, 5|EhFeondboThH
%o —H, B&L D7 =4 i "AWECTH, (public self-image) & &1
Twa s, AANTHCERBEO AR £ Mao IFFIET %,

BORLIERL T 2@, B&L O 7 =4 ZOFANMIESZ ZTH
HFAINDEDIE, bEdEDERORENER»S T2 L2 B0
MET 252, BiRd 5 Watts (1992, 2003, 2005) D & & 2 17 & [AEK,
B&L OEMT 2 "HCOG, ORI =5 L @R o XL 5 clbh
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%, FEIZE M, Mao OMHZKY T 4 VT 24 R EAFT 4 VT =
A ADXALHIZER E Z DFEDb L WA RIS s,

B&L D7 = A4 RAWCEDT LRI A b A RBEFROELEMLE L, KO
ERUEB T 2R T — 512 b EDLHRTRENT WD X I ICHHET
ZWEWS O Mao DEIERED, ThiFInE TOFHEKL 7 Y7 (HE
PEty) OWREOFERICLIS AONDIFREFE RS (de Kadt 1998 7%
Eo FED 7 x4 BT 2 Zh e LS HEAO mHE 2 A4
DOEE&E T A F 2y 7 EER, WK COMAMEMR LMATEZEICH LK
B&L D 2FEHD 7 24 ADZNEFNNEKRT 2D L IZHAS IR S
7z, TR RT A P RARERTHED 7 = 4 AR & D FiRa B
KA DBEETZ D DHY Mao DFIRTH %, T8b b, 7 = A AOWEH
Havfhic k- Ttz L 2 E, ZOBaHECIIUENZER I
FHET AR ZHAZ E %L TRESRVWEVIDTH S, LH A
EENCIE, HAEERITAZ O DT 200BET 21— 3kbb,

SRELEATESI ORI D b 2 2 FEOHAEA oMK, Tab
L THEIEN ST 4 727 4 7 44 (the ideal social identity) & M#
BB O BN, (the ideal individual autonomy) &5 2 FEEED
7 2 A ADHAMERETRELZET 2, IR HAFAOEEICH %
EENZEBBRTH D, HIHE X, HECBWTHE L OHHERR & AR
RICBWTEIT I N2 ANMETHY, HAOITEOHHBL Y b EMOHHM
EEHETIHETO7 =4 A0, ZOEEGRERELS L3517
Brakhahd, "B 2HERLED 301213, FFET 2 HEHEROBHY
(GETER) BB LB ORE TH 2 2 L DFEE2BEON S L5 fTHT5 2
EEREWT 2, Zhid Ide GEH) (1998, 2006) 5D b & £ 2, (discern-
ment) ZHIEIZZZTRI A P AANDT 7u—F LRI CEEHF Fch 2 &
B2 &0, HAKOMOEE D SHitbh, ZITANSNIZWLEDRFRIZD
O bR ELT, MEEERICBIT 27 24 21320 TEEN TS
fE—M, ZERT 2 HETHEL, 2OHRATANBECESEN S £ Mao
BERT 2, —H, BEOERMELIE, Fr» o TS uRaROME
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BREM 2R T 2HEORBEEDO LT, B&RLDO 7 =4 RZAH BN
BERKD 7 = A4 2D, HBE OBEMAEARN BEEERRE LT 5,
MaolZ & % &, HAEMFRAIZBI L ZD2BED 7 24 A 2RH B LI
FoTHEEXMIC L > THREZ 7 2 4 ADSHMECHIENHIHTE % &
WwI,

B&L O 7 = 4 AD& & FEFERIE»OFECHSE - bics T %
7 2 A ADMERICHES D S Z L IFTEM L B HEETE R WD T, Mao 25 &
DFERE 7 24 AOPHHAZFIRL TWBDHEEIT B Z L TH LM, Bk
DEBY, "7 24 ADNFIIXERD 5, Z L1k B&L bHIRED 5789
TWw2DOTHS (B&L 1987: 61)o S 2FEED 7 = 4 ADHE, &<
AT 4T 7 24 AXDOWTEE L OMHDH 25 (Watts 1993: 101f
7% E), B&L EHERORFEXT “Mace” OXEEZFHT TS LiciitHlicK
LT3, 22T B&L T HAERICEL 2 AL PEWICHET % 2/
D7 x4 ZADK» S22 ELO THRINAMZ, ELTO7 =4 ADE
52 HITIZEEBERD 5 Z L 2o THML, Mo X bERIZS L H
2500, "ZOBLOBERFEL SHIRAENL D, LT3 (B&
L 1987: 13f),

Y212, BRLOFHIZH ENE, "7 24 X, 20 < 5EFMmOESIL,
T2 A4 ARXXACERD 2R VH TR, YWEEE2OITHEHHLLTF
LT ERZES LD ChDOREEZNERT A N3 ADELE
RO LT 5 I ENFUNEIDEDSBIEHRCTHL V- TI b
JTh D,

353 T™W&Ez, His—HAEA G B2 KRIA bR A

R, thexexfbrin o REEICEEL T, BKTHAANZ L 2R 7 4
FAZERORBELTCED DT oNE I LD WHED Th & £ 2 #l,
2O UKETT 5, HH (Ide 1989, Ide et al. 1992; Hill et al. 1986, FHH
2006) 1%, MWRII2a=r—var2fRT 200K PARAEW
SBUES» SHFEL A5 b, Lakoff (1973, 1977, etc.) % Leech (1983),
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Db B&L (1987) O 7 = A A @& & 3 2 KL FEFRW S (Eur-
ocentric) K74 b+ A OBEZOEEIEICHE LB Z 228, £ OFFI3EL
DOHETIF R L, K74 bARBEARGNIE U THIEH 2 HEER %
o2k zb77u—Fmi} 5N 5, Lakoff, Leech, B&L 5D,
AR 2 B % R T % 7e O W) R e — V25T 5 TEEFR
Wy AT& 7% MHE 2T (volition) s &IFY, HADHE=ICE T SHHA
EFICBOW TS o Te R I A4 P A XORERER E LTl "Th & £ 2 (dis-
cernment) ; EXFEET 5, Th&EE 2,8, THENZINIZIO VI HD
PELTHEDONTWAL—VIZIFEAEHBIICHES 2 L 2EKL, %
NEFBITENCOVWTHIEEFETHICOVWTLELLIELTH-T, Th
EOEZETEVET L, HFSINTOIEBIIHS LS 2EThHS
(Hill et al. 1986, F:Hi2006 : 115) ; L EFESIN D, "HE»IT, AROE
BHYIEGER L, BAOHHEEPHKICE 57, Ttodidz 5w
OIS LML THEDOMFFICHR S LOCEEEE> 2 Thd
Hi 2006 : 115) 4o BGEEARRDEHK & L ClAR I, BREHFEAICHZD
FHEHEN R il 3 2 HAGEZH S HROHESTIE, T RRFESGFEH
S EMFOIECHHY Th& 2, LERBEAMIEINS 2 L R2HN
FEFAL, 295 LIHARBROHEEOMM %2 B&L OEE Tld#yIcFHii T
k3%, Eix, B&L(1987 : 179-87, 276-80, etc.) b SLIERIHIRT &
LCHARAENTHFEER A VA ADOEFREZBAL TV LI TR
VW, TTIIAR TS TEE (honorifics) y ORIREZ D HR 2 & L
FrCe, RO THBEEORE LR U T\ 5, Z Z TIHAGEED Grice
Dbz MEFIHEE (conventional implicature) ; ORFERF & x5 X
& Tk L7280 HEE  (frozen conversational implicatures) 72 & &7z
LT, ZOHmMIEHEEZ WL D2DOFRBEINCH T THHL Tnwd, 7272
L, BEELILEDKR T A b AR EDBHRIZDOWTOFERPI AT TH S
EIERD TS (B&L 1987: 22-5), HHEVMEICT 2D1%, WEEEXHE
TEIOHTTY > E bERKZRTA b2 AOMEE LT3 HAARFER

Fize, 055248747+ RI4 P2 ADOHBDOVEDITETL T
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WL THRICKT 5, 2k, HEEEEEOEEL LI IBDOA NI T
V=t HDBEPBEEAROFEAER L EbEVWI L THY, B&L OR
74 PAADPFEEORBEBC L VMHFICHE LT TETbOEIRSN TN S
HHS (B&L) HERM b OE—DOXFEIZELTn5, SN EEER
WEEZRIA FPAADKRBZDOWTH, HWEEZDLDIIRT A b DEHERH
HBHLUITEEL, ANTITY—LLTHLOITTHRWELTHOKIH
EH7ed (FRHE 2006 1 72-4),

ETC, ZHULLHHENIZETH S D h HHICK 5 &, #iEIC Grice ®
CP 2570 AHUCHE S &581F, #5% I F oG & 3 EBERAMPEOE
WL WH 2Lk, Lied->T THEmicthsiz, &3k 25,
HAFE CIHSMch IO FFEER (555 B L wS, HEAFET
FHERCH AR E WS bDOIFFEEL T, LIt HY SN HE
BT 2 EHETOHATT SEEHE I LT BEEOIEHEED OFIR 2+ L 5
BZRWIZD, RICHEFEIILTEE S FORRCHET 2 HHRE
bbIEiks, LT —¥ERIFREESREOWRE ITEE@E D 22T L
DL THD (Eelen2001: 11 % &), LpL, HEARS ZHICITEHESE
HEDOT RS LHETE XS, I TERFEOBEEEX 2D 2 &k
XER R —BUCHYS 2 S RERRI A TH D, Lie-> T, e
FIREFHEI— PR b TE S, LWET S (Ide 1989: 227, Eelen
2001: 1) 1o 29 LCHEEOHHICHHEROMES T 2/ NI LA LR
WEWIRAFEHSEBEELTORIA MR ADRABES DL 2T,
HEWEBNC Z > TREDRWTOESD 53 ORFEEZFETRIT L
NHAEAAND "TOb&EF 2, WH-7EH (DEVKRIA MR R) LH2bI
ThHb,

ZD LS, AARS (HARFE ORI A bx R eid, B2 Eho
LNBRZ 16 U THF 2389 5 g 229 2 BER (volition) HITH
FhFNT, %< IESGENTERTE L OEGEEEREZ DB s b L LE
39, FNE HIEWEE (plain forms) Z{H 5 2, B ESRUEENC - 2§
BURICATEI T2 2L EA DI THS (Ide 1989: 231), Z 2 TlX, "4GE,
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HVWED, REVXH R EDFFHERREMS ez bOBa>rT 7 A b
EEELLSHETHE VWS 2 LICRD, ZUBRIA MR SHEHEHE %2
(FEH 2006) 40

HHEOZSULL Th&E 2, OMRIIHAAN R SEBICEETE 223,
Eelen (2001 : 79f) 23EfL Tw»2 52, Tb& % 2, ORI MEA (O
DIEEENE) 2B 250 LS OEITE L TOMEMNEE L & &
U CREEBAM S R 2 HGETH %, 2D ICZE D LI LEE 215318
BRHLELTH, HEWHEERICBIT 225 L2 B HARES I
BEOD DT RV, T T2l L 512, Watts @ “politic behavior”
W EDEFREICEL? "Th& 2z, e VBER IS, Eotsesyb
T b5 AHRIRL JIBIHRICIE C 7o @) e TEE O L 5 b D3 b Y,
FORBEHZE, ZH5L72bDb "ThEEz, EFUI 2, 2bZ bt
SHEERCBWT "ThE 2, O L5 RLNEBRPLEE SN EE
Wid TR 2, TR 2= —vay, ZHEET O
HOOANER NI ZEE T 2 S 2 B3 L eS8 H 5 1E3TTH
D, Z5 L DORFHRETTIC ThEF 2, ZWTHIERTER N,
Z9 LIAMHFRPEBEANDEEIE» DI "7 24 X, EEET D, ZTht
FEOBERICb E DL kAR T IENTE, TOERTIE "Tb& %z, b
7 2 A ANDOEE « BE VLo O L ERN LIS S OIRERE
REARBRTIEBTE D,

X512, HH (2006 :115) X Th&EEx, & TEE ), (volition) 28
TERIBER 72 & LT3 2%, HAGBICRS T, K74 bAaxX (BE) 2E
BRI D D LR, DEFXZEREDHDOD 2 DITIBHT 5 Z LizDOw
THERMBD L, FHEFERICYZ>TE, ZOXFIEH FTLNE LD
Ths xR INETHL, —KIZIE, DEFZ 2D (EE
WD) BEBPPO-> TS EHINTE 2, K74 b A ADBEEME L2
IS DT, Goffman DHHAFTAREILE D15 AT, B&L DR T A b
AARZH ZOMBEEND D, BFCL EOLHHDOb LIRS TWREED
R D % (R 2005 - 136 ), M (Ibid.) ¥, A3 DRICHFFITADE
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REEBRL T TRV &, TAICIEEEED TRIESN2 b0,
ELToZHMEE TETELZDD, £ L TOREME OMEZH D, HiHE
IR T A b2 2 OEALERIY £ 72 13t FEFAE, > F Y Ex ot
HMEINTATEEDSL FOIEIERERE (F71 V1) kb
D, BREIKRT A b A XOFEHROHEIC 2005 &L, {TRAHEI, M
DR ST RS 5 EFRIFEC, HSOBEROTIZS2 L EERL, %
D&EDLEVERALRILICL>TEL S “EA” & L TOXN AR *{53E
$52ET, HFLOBRO D ICHEBIICEE5 L THDTHS, L
T, THHO[B&LIMHNIERZ 4 b xR BT 20HzEE2RE L L TW5
LY aRYnRGERd (FE 2005 1 137), ZHICBIEL T, #EiE T
bZ 7Y — (strategy) O FEIW b ZEN,BEEMIOMENH 2 Z & I2H
BEELTWEY, b ZH B&L O L » 5 FE%M# & 21 (volition) 4
EREUDOT 2 D13 B&L OFHERBLL 723 IC s O b D TH 5. B&
L (1987 : 85) i&, “strategy” &9 FEMX° misleading ThH % Z & %&
FHICBWT, ZORENLT LS TEH (conscious) 18 b D TR W &,
L2 KIEOSE, EBERYTHY, HAERALETHE, (mistakes) 75
EUT2D, TAEVPHETF 2 EBNCE/E (manipulate) L& 9 &3 2
BZoOLERCIDIZE DT, Akl b —EIEANE (introspection) D
MREBRDIZHD, LLTWwWE (FRIFES), B&LICX 5 L, gy
— R ICHEREF, TH % Z & (the general unconscious nature) %53 LD
RAMETH 225, ZHICBET 2#EmIEHR THT 5 &L, AMTIERKR
BITEOREERND D % & Bbi 2 |EFRN, BIEFN (preconscious) 72
5HDOMH LI BZ 6 {HARRFREROMERIC & > TRADEE &7
LZHDIZOVTHRAIEARZD o TR E2bIITREVWI EREZR DTS
(Ibid), 2O ZEbdY, B&L X, "AHlE, &1k (EEENL) FHT
BT (innovative plans of action) % H# DO1EF (routines) — i d -
THESNTw 2 (T8) 38— ORBEAE L, ZBroAmIES
(rational elements) Z&E T % £ 5 ZfLOFESE VOV, ZDFE
WEFRANCHE S 7z 2 & (connotations of conscious deliberation) %
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BEITZICL2rDOT, HZTEOEEHOET S, LEFICHZTW
% (Ibid.BEixEEH), TAHMG, 2 U 2BICIE ZOM % RkT & Tlkk
WTH»9,

HEORI A b2 AMmOMES I, ETiinz b oo, Thomas
(1995), FH#E3E (2002) ZETHIEMINTWD, 72, "TbEFEz2, &L
TOZEFERCBELTIE, FCAATIV=2FYDXIRICH £ TVWTZ
OfE % 5 U7z Blum-Kulka (1992) b SFEEEH I B 1) 2 HIGHEIN & 255
HIEER D XA % A & DT 208, Z O L RE I b L s L L,
B 20K TSUERIIEE  ORIRETS £ 7% LT\ 5, Blum-Kulka I &
b, "ThEE2 L BHETHEJEIMELIER I A A ADOESGEZET
Dz 53, Tb&E 2, WhABIEWIETHEDLN S FFEE, "#
DU ORI EHOFREICHAR TR T A b A RO HT & D EG]
BEh T3, EnIBVRTERVEWVS, £/ TRIA MXR, Ew
S HREONE (ZWDMETHR) Z20b0bXMLIc kW B2 2 & %1EH
LTws BEdo LSz, 250W53E%2E5DIEd 5 5 A Blum-Kulka
PO TEEW), HLDRT A b AR L, XERIEIEE % 72 3 b oI
Lo THRES N WY 2 HESHTENCET 2 b D TH 2,9 RITD La-
koff & Ide (2005) THEAMICFEUART A b A ABICH Lo, ke
TYOTRHRDESHPEREEL D DEFAIN TV L, £ I TOFEMIEZ
NE CREE HEHRICET 2 A7 Vv 454 7R RARHA SIS
(Burt 2006), M D&M TRLI LD, HHO "ThE gz, 1cd &<
K74 b2 RGwlE, HARFEEHROHSORELEZFHE LT, €TV E
LCOEFMERRENTH 2 L5 Ebis,

Watts D/EIC X 2(1) EQ)DWIFEDT D 5 b, TR L zhEP HA
PEDT7 A ARKTA P AABOXACNER %2 D < bigamid iz Lo
ERMAZREL TN, PRSP EBAEOER 2 IRHERHE T
32 DRI A DA ROEEFHEICE T 2 AEIRWFTHE O T B&
LOETNMCRT 2B E 2D 2 THEnE S »RERTH 2,
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3.6 B&L OMMETFND)—TRIX P EFH77O—F,

B&L O#MH L L Th o biiiRbDIF TRAMES > - BRI T 7
O—F, LB HDTH5H, Arndt & Janney (1979, etc. AT A&J)
@ Tt ABEfRFF (interpersonal supportiveness) j IZH £ DL KT A b %
2Eb TBHNT 7u—F, OFEREDOPOATET T I LN TB &
Vo A&J DETNVAE, #YIRGHE R THEY) 2 SREHEH 2 5M T 2 58
ELTORTA b A ARG E TEYIEKER O Y 7o —F, 22 LTl
L, REE LT ARG, BHAZERBL, K74 b2 2OHLE
POWREHERK & L TAL (Cpeople”) ICELAZ LT, SHELUSCHNTSEE
PHESHEOESE LIRS TBIFIHFZ %232 2=7—Y 23> (emotive
communication) 1, T7&b B, 52 5 W REEE R BUE O E B IRFED
{57, (the communication of transitory attitudes, feelings and other
affective states) BT 2 HARRIE, 2874 AR EHBTET
NTH?5 (Arndt & Janney 1985: 382) TDETINWVIEL L DKRT A b &

HERICHPEIN T, TR A PR R 0w HEEEZBITTWEE, 7272 B&
L & "TEEY HESARE B3 ~O#GK, (wants for autonomy and
social approval) EHEENZ 7 24 AOWMEZEBHALTEY, Tt AREEK
ISR DS ABIMRI Y = A A2 RET LT 5, 2O ABRE
Tz ARAEWEB&L D "RY T 47+ 7 =4 A, (positive face) 1ZIZITH
BTL2bDEHBND, ZDEDBRT A AR S BFABRTD Xy
=YD LD IZH SN LB & HBRARE & ISR 5 X v
=Y e AR E 7 IR E DR 6 A DT, SESF
RABBEIREND 2 Ecn b, ZDIED, 22 TEIL2RBIZR N,
77V ADHEEBT BT =4 ADHEEHER 25 U T B&L I KGR
kAT b DIz de Kadt (1998) 3% %,

WKL Ok 2 &0 T L TR 2N LI ZRIEICE R 7 4 b3
ADETNVRT7 70 —F HETINE L TOERERS LT, HISEE
LXACIRILL T B&L O 7 = A4 A OBER & HIg O R CREEB 2 5
BObDbPixxv, BREOHRTIEIKEAL TS B&LOT 71—
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F %, Kasper (1990 : 194) 12 X 1uiE, Lakoff ® Leech ® b @ & [ElfR, T
BTZVH Y THDED, HEDICHMLINTETWS, 3N,
Watts (2005 : xxvii) & &hiE, "TEHREHL (ethnocentric), T —m v
2¥Fus (Eurocentric), & S IZ 133K HL0 (Anglocentric) O¥gR, &5
ZEWed, TOLEmFLOEDL LA, BUDIKABNI LS, #F
FOFRIZ 2R T A P AADBOPICERSINENEDICOWTHIRE”MICE
BOALNZVI EOLURDIFREL VI E»a v, T LHEELRE 2
BHLIN Ol 2 HEHRELTORTA DA ADEMHEEVDIEDHY D F
FI2 GERTLEENC) B 5 L5 DB, Bourdieu DR (D—HK)
ERALL TEHNT 70—F, THhREEZ LD, 2OT77u—F0DK
F R EDIIHTE & TR L 72y, o DI, K74 b A MERE
CHEIC bR b D TH2ELT, BRLO 7 = A A% BHFEL
TeR T4 A RABEEEEEFRT 2 TAEERN - MAEENT 70—
F, LHESEPONTTE TRANES VT Fu—F, REBL, K7
4 NAAFRICB T E T4 LT b, BHIETLOTH S, 20
7 7u—F TIREMIEOEEL, SEENTFECETEREERL, BB
WRIC BT 27— WEHEE LTERM (77— ) #§#° DCT (4G4
SERESE) ZEIASIENEDbLWE L, HRESFEPEBOHKEE2Z DL %
S FEEr L b, AHFBRVERIFNLE T2 ROADONEI < TFEEH
TR TS A D ZBHENZRT A bR X DM (Eelen DR Z A b
AAL) CEBETHSPIZEINDERET, 5 LFiBEEDIEHEM
KThHEEPHAEHATD (1) X714 b RIRDEH 2 HOICFHlL
MRELH O E L COHEMSOR T A b AR BMBCBET 22 L1
L0 fEAOEE R E T 2 S TEHOR 2R T 2L EH LRI A - %
ADMEREREST L2 ENTE L LFRT S, T TN L51C, 20
7 7u—F1%, B&L (1987) % OBMGFOERmN b OEINE T3 D
OEA EOIRH (a triple conceptual bias) ) ZEIET 2K A b % AW5E,
7B, politeness & impoliteness DHHE 2% 5 RN&E Z &, FHEHEFLO
B2 SR L CHAERO— DY FEEL 2MEFRrERETRE 2L,
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TENOREH & FRFCTEI O % 8T 2 HiEEEAT 5 (Eelen 2001:
119), fEROHEIIHEIEHO—OYUEE 2R X FOIG2 THE,

i ZERATNEET 2T THS, HESHRELTRIA P ARZED
Z 5121, B&L WAV~ D FIEH) 7 = 4 ZZEREBEITE &0 5 8l
HTRL, BLAEBOHAEERICALNZEROFEERRICE 0> T
T s "SR (discursive negotiation) (Werkhofer 1992/2005:
170 ELTCERIA FARRESZDZDHIDOT 7u—FREORMTH
%, RT4 AR TEHM (discursive) ; ZHEE2 DI LIZDWVT,
RIAPAAREVS DR ETRICLY TFE THY, ThBEKELTHS
NETHDZ L, EIEICHEDTADLD LMY 212, ZhH
EARFDITEEABREFEENS (Eelen 2001: 247),

RETTIX Z D% %A KT % Watts (1992 : 2005, 2003) & U Eelen
(2001) @ "TEEWBT Fu—F 4, 51 Mills (2003) & TH[EMARMAHLA
(community-based) ; "#EEL L (discourse-levely €7 V%% 5 L1z 7
70 —F BKHL T % Bourdieu D#E&# 5w (Bourdieu 1977, 1991, 7 v
Ta— 1993), £0DbFZFD "/ b R (habitus), 12 &< MEE
TEIDEE (theory of practice) ; % Watts 25— & D Z To BB 5n
(Relevance Theory) ORI A b FADPNE EBICFHEL S EE L THT
™

(A FX5)

GE>
1) "EbhizZ &, b "TXFHY QR 20>, AFMOLBY, &
R TL L Oim»dH 5 (FEL < 1%, Levinson 2000: Chapter3;
Recanati 2004 % E 22D 2 &), %B, “maxim” DFFGFEE L TIx, "HE
A, bfibhd, ZITE—ME0HE TAE, B,
2) Grice ZHE#5|H 9 % &, “There are, of course, all sorts of other maxims

(aesthetic, social, or moral in character), such as “Be polite,” that are also
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normally observed by participants in talk exchanges, and these may also
generate nonconventional implicatures (Grice 1989: 28)” &7 %, DWTxk
M5, Austin (1962) DFEERITAIEFRTIZ THE (implicature) 5 YT 2
BESW & o 7o (il T (28, Thomas 1995: 56 74 £ 2 SH8) ., 28,
Grice D Z OIEFE I OERSIZ DWW TIE, BHEH T, B +407T, &
B—EMHIcRT 2 Lo 73l s 5% (Thomas 1995: 56) .

3) “discursive approach” OFFRIL T#KEEN T T 0 —F, Tb LW, 22T
&0 — i TERNT Y —F, 2S5,

4) EFIFHATHRIA PRAREVIEFEEZDEEMFS 2%, TD
B OFETIX LG 2 5 FEED politeness & W5 HEFESFELILTWZ Z
EbDHY, e IOFBIENER MG 2 HEAENRYT 520056 TH
29, I2RL, BTEVHIT 2 L1, BRKTHEFIZIZORFEL2ZDE %
FHABEER IO S C L E L {, —MARE LR TOMEE KAl &2
ETDENEDGEE - T3 (Jz & 21E, Watts et al 1992/2005), Eelen 2001,
Watts 2003 7% &), EZED “politeness” bbb w2 E (FE) L) »EE
THIREOHGEEL LTHELN S, BEFEEHET %729, (im)politeness & FEKEC
T2IEbDHb, HAGETIE THEE ERXAT 27012 "REBREL 0L S
BEEEMTLIEND D, TFEFTIND LS THFEERDLZNEID D
ES#BTZ T4 FXOWEE, bHEHBCB B0, MEEe LTHEZL Tw
ZRIA MAA, ERBFEED E %, (im)politeness) 21 5 OEEHETH 2
I

5) Lakoff I3 Z DX 7% £C "HAI (rules) sy LW IFEEHEL, RIbRI A
b A A DERD THRANCKEL & M7z (rule-governed) 5 & D & LT3k & —f&
EHBDBIGEEITHWIEVWE ) TH S (Lakoff & Ide 2005: 9) . SEEHH %
o> T “defeasibility” & “cancellability” BSPFERVEFE & v > T X WLEERER
HIREHIMEICR LT TR b wI lRERZ Chbawvw e LT Ih2MEICY 2
MEbH25 (Watts 2003;, Eelen 2001: 48f) s DWW T4, Lakoff %<
DOFEFFREIMRE L FIRR, Grice D CP £ 2D FT Lok b
D ElxHTwiew (Lakoff 1973: 297)),

6) “tact” DEFEELTIE, HSFETIT . “a keen sense of what to do or
say in order to maintain good relationships with others or avoid offence”
(Merrviam-Webster’s 11*" Collegiate Dictionary) &%, TS LT, tact
& politeness DL IZHAS 2 ThH %,

7) “Mace” b HARBIZ X ZLRFEZEEN WY, ik "mE., "4,
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HEWIFTAYY (HTF)) BELRaNDD, AETHLHRORIA AR E
[k, RIOETHED "7 =24 2, 25,

8) Watts (2005 : xxxvi) 1%, Lakoff, Leech # & U* B&L %% Grice (1975)
ERFEDETIWVEREL T, H#E®D (optimal) CP Z % KRR & 34
fEL T2 ERHFEIL T 24, Grice DX OB (FaE O L FahE DR
R (OXAD ZHHATI2HRO L A2 F-72bDTHS I &) FiRfFEL &

IDBRNIETHY, ZOIHIHINNTHS S,

9) ®ibI 2L 51, HHEOKRT A M4 ABUCIF Lakoff DI IR WHITE &
ThEE2H 5N B &5 I TIMSHIILERE DI & 3L 2 30 & HIRAE
LTw3,

10) 5 L7z#tHhicst UC, B&L IFFHHR (1987 ) OF X Th HBEEZ TW»
L0, ZOHRLT VT OMEERENLS I EEE R TRH BiEHES LT
5o

11) 3 %3 Watts et al (1995, 2005) WZIERS NLlz5Eam s XTI (<1
Watts DL S12) "THRA M EF Y Ewd vy 7V RIES 2 L5 0 E S 0
WZOWTIIEEM b H 5 (Haugh 2006),

12) 5% TCTd%<, RIA4A MAADAMCP O (BN EXOHEHE DT
W, ek ziE, ¥TZ¥Y (sarcasm), 74 @=— (irony), =T—ET X
EQHD (EAED) #RbH %,

13) MP 7z 283, ECEEcB T 5 THEREEE - BE#E (ideal speaker-
listener) ; (Chomsky 1965) ¥4 9 % fikim L OB ICHE T %,

14) BHAHERE CIHEBEATE OHSEHSEE S X 7 4, MiEE L &0V
Lizlzic, MERE, BEETROEH, AMAREAFORNZ Sk 3T
SOFRBFEKL &, BHOLFEICE T L5 RERNEGEEERRSHB L 2 &
bwubitd (#1999 :63),

15) EREEDORTA b F A L HAFEOIBIRZERE (L4 %) TTER, v
FED b OEEDE T 2 MIETTSE (Ide et al. 1992) IZDWTIE, EU®
b%%ﬁ?\]?@?%’ BOE—HL T RL I DS roTWRELZEHICET

’EJZ[SFTJEW?‘Z) FEBELHRUEREVWLELL EEIFZzZoNE
Vo
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