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Politeness HH{B=E

1. Brown & Levinson @ Politeness IBEORIIE

Brown & Levinson (LIF, B&L X B§E) 25 Politeness ik » L CRPOM L 19T8EC RS
Lizk &, Ecotdritii, £OE5 b ORFEXEER» CERALBAOMKR. #E, BO
HRAL LT ARBTERLTELDOTH oy OBLOIBIFRTHE LI OEFHIBE 4D
TLMOEZERCHIET S X S EfEbh Tn 30 TR, S5EMORE L HEiT5 fcdD

(EFE 7 +— o b] ELTERLEOTED X S HV-HE LT LG LT 5,

LA L ‘coded social statuses” (FRE-L Enicit2byibr) @ X 5%+ 2k P, D, R DA THUE
TEpGhY LRy EEDTH5 (1987 17), AWML T3 2 o/ 2w T B&L © positive/
negative face DIBEIC>VTER LIS LB 5,

R UBDIC B&L AEEI LTV 51K BT 28 ARORZRBOERC DT, B
WAL 5, EOEBORCILITO X 5 a2 ORiRA D 5 (1987: 56),

(1) & ARV OEEEALHRE L. BR L LTERST D,
(2) BROHMIL FO4>RTFT I LRd B,

(i) %%FP{principle) X @RI TH 5 L ARFCH LML DO THS, £ DRDILERR
OEFEFC RN b OBFETS,

(i) AT CEBELFATA LG5 ERO iz, B CENEESHERIBOIL T
WT, FhPEE - FEERORLPIECEREh T VW5, ARt thi oy
B TWT, ThEAIFITASEN - FESTHEHLTHECLTYV5,

(iii) £FIAFEBOHEMERATH > T, LOELEFLERTD LERKCE Z CRbH2
hDEEIEHMBCEREIRILOTHS,  OBMITL £ » £ — 2 OB (strategic
message construction) 23, FiE &% RSP LB Lz 5 (the key locus of the in-
terface of language and culture).
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(iv) B> ERR RN 5 0Laye SR HRT 55 ¥ v, SCEaIHExE (cultural
relativity) # F3R 5 & LT 5. REBA SR T OECH b 2 EHERER
Bd->T, Labth ol >ToiHEIRS 5,

(3) HHBHTT 3 L XOFER - IFFENHTEICI., B3R bl R h SR
Hd, 2DX 5B ESY polite usage’ O TRHFFET 2 HEA/2FAICEM Lv - (We want
to account for the observed cross-cultural similarities in the abstract principles which underlie
polite usage.).

{(4) 20X 3 HBEMOERELRET 5 =711, brBEOXELTCH-BhEERK
BT B ENTES, DF D, WhipAT{bEIT 2H2MRY & BT 5 2 N T
EHREENITFRELD 5 %,

#HhoEET, a5 oRSECOFENART V- S competence BRSO &R
FETLHOTRAL T, el OBE TR > SEB I LEREERIFERAN I TZ b
HBEEGIZLTHD, BERANAREEINIBRERIIhIEE (F{ 0BS54 %
WHELTHH, TOBRAKFVREThEhOIL - EFCTRAS - LiLBEE 2§ 3B thd
LB 0T, BLAHAThThOodL ERRELOMEORA I EBRYHLLELS
DTH5B,

DEFEELOBROBANIAECS LASL, ¥TELKL LS Face Threatening Acts (7
HFTA EMP) EXOBRERA LD Face (HF) oW CHIBCH~L 5,

2. Model Person, Face, 334 TF Face Threatening Acts

Politeness % BRI fT8IBT =57 1 L LT B&L & MP(Model Person) ¥ BB X435
(1987: 58-5%), tOREOXR—AEATL, BREHL LFFV- 2 L, rationality and
face (BEEEET) &V 2oDHMERR LTS, BRI AMNYERT LI RDDFER
ERIRTABEOFMA e T AEFALTH L, face LRHLMAEEDOT 2 -V T, B
BHhHLEEAAELHETLHFE-TBLDTHESL, L0 123 negative face T [MBAKHS D
RAELFH LYY BEIhT, THERES iy & ] (the basic claim to territories, per-
sonal preserves, right to non-distraction - i.e. to freedom of action and freedom from imposi-
tion) T, 2-DB!L positive face T [l A SR DONHE IS = X | (the positive consis-
tent self-image or ‘personality’ (crucially including the desire that this self-image be appreciat-
ed and approved of) claimed by interactants) C&H %, Zhb® face DEERILThFh [T
FLLAAVCHEFROEREY S THE LWHEFAESC ] Ev 5 AFERBROPOR, HIRED
EY— T BRT5ERMHR YD S, B&EL © MP 1.2 D X 5 KR > BB R %
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Wikt 5 & LTTET 5, 8ic bil¥iF £ LOHFIIOETBASL, BA LVCHF-LIL
OleT oRFL, LS EMATH CEOBRREERTIVAMOeF A CHS MP 325
TR,

B&L i, MP 235 7&/%7 2B BP L AR TREE BTS2, BEIVIELERIED
LEOBMABEML CHLTIOBREYTEEELD, TLTCELOERENEED polite
usage & LTHIZEEL S, ZOFRERRAOIERYRDLERIL FTA (face thereatening
act) gD ehi (EMFLFHTTA] OREC LS, Tibh, FTA ov<aAhngith
EBCEBREANER RS —K, EFhEEVCEEREAEBIRIh S, o T3 &8RN
O B&L @ politeness strategies i it 2 NEM L T, SR> TREET S,

ETERTE, FTARIDISELTHBDTES 5, 22T, B&L 12 FD X
ST BRI T TS (1987 T6),

Wx =D(S, H) + P(H,8) + Rx

Wx i FTA ThbbEEr HEOET 2B TTAOCEEILET, D 11 [HESHROHS
AUEEHE |, Pl HEEEMOMENEAABEER), £LT R 1 (Sl 2BEDTADR
Bl #FT, DESELF) L HEEF) L ooty oz - BH0EL-3, PBHD
HOFNRS Lo b RTHhEHI B EKREELLD, Tiebb HAS OTBORERELRE
DREDENYRE-TWE L, SOFBNTEEYE > @ ORI ROBEICE P Offik
K&E<{ieB, R 3EOTH @) S 3B EOLL - #&clhi o kEY B orET T,
CCRBEOZRA K E L HATHEESAD 5, BE TR, AUTAVEMLETcRE >
LB - LEYFHOHBE, CORx OADEL - THIS,

Wx OEFEMAHENEC VT B&L Efl & R8 L Tiigyw 3, Brown and Gilman
(98D R O HBEAR ST = — 7 AT OMKIEBORDOLEL I Lifrib s, L0
EE. ERBADOMOP L Rx DB LD Wx ORISR0 FBALEB N TH -1
Lo LEEg D oF i ABpRoORBBEOE (RS bbhick 204 T, EES EES (FES
Ficicd) LEHASHEIT L v TEZ /b face ~ORBITE ok, TOARNEB&EL OF
BRIFIL Liehotibvd, 203 UTHESMO 3 20 FR 2 BN S+ THE
LTaAiE, Brown and Gilman @ & $ e ERSBBRBC B, ZhE T B&L wxf
T2 ORI OHBEADOE - HE ET LA > T SO TIRRNS S iy

3. FTAOo¥m

CHLTHMEENS FTAWX, BLFES O face KT 54 02MEF H D face ickf15% 3
D, FioFhil negative face ¥FEH T D positive face E BT OMhC L - TARFES
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Heh, koL s3cgBElIha (B&L 1987: 65-68),
T 1T H D negative face #@HTHDE L TROD L I DHEDH D,
A. HDFEEOTEC2>WTCERTS, O THRENENI S EiTins,
(a) dr4r. HKIE
{(b) 7, BE
{c) BvHHEe3
(d) &8, ¥, R
B. HeR LT S A9KT 5 iFRAITACODWTER T, 202 . CH X DfTARR
T ANERT 20 0RIRLERT A 2eeh, AVGERALEATHEELEL A,
{a) BALH
{(b) K
C. HEH it Hogblh e T2 5BOEKE DD, £ THREDLO%
SHBLEEIMSKEL ARSI TELINIAL G 5,
(a) witfE, WEORM, WH
(b) H irb-+5am ki, & niLa, Bb, Wk
DEFE H @ positive face BT H 0L LTHRD L OEIITFT B,
D. H @ positive face ©H L THEENLERE V5,
(a) EZUiv, #05, BE, »obh\v, R, el 8. B
(b) FE LIz E% v o, BE Ly, RABRE VS
E. H @ positive face WER bV, D5 ERT S,
(a) (zvbte—A2hipTE0) T LVRELEDTS
(b) EPARICFERA, # 7 —. TORLEHL LW ERYHT
(c)HEET2Ew=22—X, SEEBTIIv2 2 —A%ELHT
(d) BRI T HAIEEED B DM, & A ER. AB. &%, TSR ED
R T
(e) BAEBHNAEESY LT, izl HoFoRbes vidty, FoRLRs
e, R R
(1) R LT mRHCERTEREY E L2 B
DF S D face /AT LOL LTROBEAEHF T 5,
F. § @ negative face B 5L ®
(2) BHEOBELXILHT
(b) H DEHDDIHJEEIT D (THEGE - @ LicThdlebicw)
(c) Wb Evh
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(dHoHLEE 5172 (AVWE%AS5. H O negative face CEATHZ Lins)

(¢) H DL RIGTS

(f) BeRTHEE - pLBET5

G. S O positive face ¥ HEZ»THO

{a) WFEH

(b) wWFEE 5T5 (FhEPEE - fPhLinthiltbine., FDLHEDD face ¥8
OitA, HECIE H CREFLEIhERLRG-EELS)

(c) DA AT vA%EH, BbLT, 1AL, 5K

(d) HEBRTT5. BE3E¥5, bt EifTBe+s. HEFETS

(e) &8, BHELCIMELTEDD, mE i@ d2TAELEL/ Lo, ¥ARE-T
WHERTOLEEIFEMO b o

(TY P &3 RYOBED =2V Fr—ARNTER

COXSIZFTARILA 7S G T8O acts BEEh D, TibbohbofTad Bl
H5 ] ARD politeness WIS TEIR T2LF0XEL D EDOTHD, B&L HARA
7t ‘the mutual vulnerability of face’ (FIEICE 22T VAT 2R TWZOTERDL A
P/ 5¢ FTA @i X 3 &T5, E3 LTL#IBhiVLERTOEEVLZED
&5 E15(1987:68), C D FTA #8D L 5 2T AHEMN politeness strategies THH, D
FHE L LT X {Abhfs positive politeness/negative politeness @ strategies ¥ #RE TS DT
b5, LOV A+ ORRIEBEETZL 0L HS5TRILED FTA ORGCAZ2HDTEETH
ST ERFLTVS,

4. FTFREOHBTO Face

ECEHD L 57 FTA ARBERTED 121 2R TR TH B L, BAREEE L
LTRPLBRRSERHYRERLIEC(LS, ARRSOBEYELTARLL, o &L HEN
RO RIAERED 5L PRRORLHSTH S M, ETHENI-EH LTWEHE
i LT T OB ~vulnerable face’ (2o TWHT) £ O EBNFERETHA b,
BEo®lERCHETTH . IFEEROEKOGIEEETOLOTH ), BRTLELHA
OFRCALFOFOEETHS, DX SR LTHEORT, T@dihizEBiC face ¥F
DEENHZhDBTHAL D, RRFERLELTCRLDLAALEBD face ¥ LOEXFRIT
LA LT FTA (HF2E»T7E) LRAEZEREDTHA 50, ETHROL2TE
face DHFLELD P O~OFMAH H, FFHC FTA BN T 3TV THLEMY R B,
B&L iR s LB Hh ¢4 [HECE-EL T faceke - AMABALTE
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WD face #5F - TB] (1987 D2 THBE 26, BICHAZELE FTA % 1 o355 LT,
LTREROHSECEOREFFRTEILR TR L 5,

1 A [H OfTBC2WTERT 5, firs, KE, 7%, Bd. BVliZ€s, 0, ¥
. Bk imov-Tik, SO H o ETH BBA MR FTA Tiicyv, LA ETERIX
EDOXENTAYELTHEIT -TV-2OT, ffehSi Lol cin., TOED
CDISRTAREFOETRE, T L0 LRELY., ThivIEO R THhbeA L L
wadHEe X 5 TR EROBRENRGEB - T3,

R, ChBIEETEWIHERBERICT 2 HR T FTA tB@ERShicvd o0, EERC
FhET5 LB EDLIRBELF - THALEALIM T 2O LieonTRiCE L A
b B,

DFIC B [H X LT S 2437 5 FREHTACPWTERT S, BULH, #MHE] o
T THeAVv-B4x a5k 2355 0T H @ negative face #8225, LaL
BEHESTRIOL 3 TR HEHTAFEH 5 VRERTHEH - Th HicHT5 =1+
ADTERLELLIRV, LOBRTIhRITOEP LOECH LTTTATHY, L2
BTWED > TOTETEV LER-Tohil S W FoE, H L LoETchidiuiis
foh,

C.TH 53 HoOoFbHh Lt T 2538O%kRE D%, BittEE, F8, & ©
DT BT TaLE~THS, Z0TH% H © positive face L TS Z kici b,
e FTA Tikdbiicn, COBE, S ELYFToE, H3LoBTHS, LA L

MH A+ 25CREE, LA B, B8] 20e TBHEEE FE, Rl Lvo Ll
CIREDTHEOrbbigy, TOEEZE H D negative face ZHETEL0TH S50
CFEFERRER FTA THDH LS Licind, SO X3 BBrd O b G T EH -
TiHETVE, BEE X -TR Thrblicilaz b dH5508m, HXLEWThiahado b
HTEi,

D. 2 H 9 positive face {2#fT5 FTA & LT [HFEWAZER L5, R LW, #it
H, BE, »bv, TgE, WE, R, B I [FELEZ EEW5, B Ly,
EHBRAX 3] 2555, chbli S boBENTOFCHEDL » TERRBT>HTw52
HETRI D, OISR EER Y 2 TERETEZ DANE DTS Linodl,
LEFEFEEAFFEDL DL LTRIT AR TV EH]ETRZAEADBGBWE LB b S hicif 2
Terh, Lnd Fabbicitgicns 2 i TEie, £okdhi3rib?d Siiko
E.HRTFOFELCHBBCEED FTA THD, B LTETHE SRz 0 L) B
politeness strategies % » THBEXFFH L5 LB -TWEIE5 5 d, FOBRTHESLIER
EWFTA ThHHH, EDRE politeness DR L DBDIEA I i,
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E. [H o positive face CEF ¥ iot, HACITER T3, MLUGBRBL 20115, 3
RAEE, £ 77—, FORBCSIH L AV-ERLHT, BSTTH T 5RO H 558
T, RAFBINEBELT T, Sl il FoRtRInyv, ERLHDR
LD XA IR ETRIR L5 X h L LAKRABIR - REBARICH noibir s &
ThHh, MELEZTIERLORD - BEicES ETRRTS b, Lo H KR
FERETEHRTOEBRIEBAESZILETHAS S,

F. 2 AL S © face it ¥ % FTA TH %4, negative face @2 H o0 & LT RO
Ehhbit, HOBBM/@RL A, wobibigwd, HoRUR%E 515, H oEfLic
BRIt 5, BERTAWE - BFLEHATA] BHITFLRATVA01E, ThH) negative face
want (BERORKICBAETh{ B8R 2L THEA S, L [RF0ELD
Bixt] X [wnbitknd | RO AZEAS, LHLETRESHRLZAEGES T
B EMENTRE TH ORM/BRY 5035 ) on@Ford TRBAABE] & Rk hic
FTA T\ & Bbh 3, TH ORBCH#HBEEE  -M/T5] CLESEFODFTARGL
Ricvd, £heyMa s c & 3BT A] & LTHDO positiveface ¥ 55 2
Erfobivod, [BERTHRE - BLE] RERTALLECH LUTITATSKREST
BAE/ FTA THLH, EBEX LT LETHRIHLTTS (HOoBRLHEY 315, HD
HMAULRIGTS ] B EFESKE ST FTA THRATLHSEN,

G. B D S © positive face T 5 FTA i3 MEFEL -5, iEFEL TS, D7
VAERKS, WbT. IABL, AL, HORT, BE31&¥F5, xb3 <, BOFE.
8. # -MELEB DS, U - L5 EOREO2 v b e —ARTERG] BBEH, TO
S5HOSFCTHBFIHFIETHIREDOEELES < THTAROTYHA FTA Th
Bo LinL T#FEE5, BFEL 3T 118 50, #FT 50D ELHhCECOMFE
EOF AHBHFL I T ETAL L5 THL 5, B&L ik, BFLY 2L ThidHEL
fo D RRO BFEL RS T hIE LB - 12 8T 50 CHDD positive face 2213 Z Lini
Beb, THE (] S50 REAOFHT, HDface b S D face 3FTE LT
f£d, LArLE¥osicd SRR 2 TwAL, HHML S E a3 this BTy
Er3hTw3X5Rafkt, ¥ THEAT] RAXHES TR TRHFILIEROZ LT
Hn, LETHHRECI T [ LVCHEFLLTHTFERDLILTRS, b5
AR R THTFAMES LR 584V D5,

LlEdR~ oz &% BEL ©F Y 24 L Wl 5200 2 2OF L EHR L, #1112 B&L
DAY sFa, FLHETEAREZIGELA-FSESHC L2728 THS, B&EL O A-G DAETHA
%, FTA 2> Not FTA . H & § £h Zh O negative face/positive face ® b LT 5 3
D LI TR LI, S>H, S<H 1L §, H Mo L TRFEHET,
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¥ 1. H/S @ Negative/Positive FTAs (based on B&L 1987: 65-68)

FTA
H’s face 8's face
Neg. Pos. Neg. Pos.
A-ad; Ba, b; Ca, b D-a, b; E-af F-a-f G-af

F2. LTRARICLSFTAL Not FTAOSH

FTA Not FTA
H's face S's face H’s face 3’s face
Neg. Pos. Neg. Pos. Neg. Pos. Neg. Pos.
$>H Da b F-a, ¢** | Ga,c d*** | Aad E-, f F-hde Gh
E-a-d e f Cb
S<H | A-a* F-c, f G-c, 4, Ba,b Fa Ga, d
e f Ca

*S<H DBE, A-a D5 b0 [{KE] 0423 FTA Th5H, [l dfTbiticy.
*S>H OFE. Fa, c T - iTbhitviTieshic L 2 FTA €35,
»:0>H 0B, Gdo a0 THER T REFhiny,

DD TR - TWAERC L EERYNH A, Tihbdb, S>H OB5, SXEHO
negative face ¥ @11 X 57 FTA T/, i, S<H OH &, Sit H D face (negative
} positived ) & F T & 3¢ FTA BTHaV, R Not FTA Th - T3 H @ positive
face BT ATH (RLAUHTOBENLEOEY [BDS]) R E) BiThikv, chbiRED
& 5 7 politeness strategies VT HER TR L Lk, TO XS5 fTAR ETREKRD
FTREULR T3,

#2005 T, FTA ORI A - Tw5 L D1L B&L OFEEAMN 0 F FHEHATE L 5,
RIEIL ‘Not FTA' O A -~ T\ 34D TH%, FTA Tl 7ol B&L O strategies 1188
TERMCES S, £5 Tt ‘Not FTA' &5 Z Lk FTA 2@ s choa@Ey &
Bigts, BETHhELTOEEA L - DS, W52 L THS,

el 2 S>H OBE, Aa® [§4] BREHSCTIER TS FrBFINRo L L LT
FTA i K- 5 B LI TREEciT 5, B&L w243 ‘Bald on record’ (X0 F it &
h &) O strategy WA D, E-e @ [RAFBANLRBEL LT, H OFORACE 1AL,
e ] bR, EMERYROLSTS. £, F-b, d, e TH O - #EA 5175 ] [H
DRLME 515 TH oLt +5 ] b r LTYRD - thibRcTho
Wil 2% b, PS>H)OB & ‘Not FTA' @B T 5174 T<T ‘Bald on record’ i/ 5.
ELTRHIE I

S<H OFEL, 2&2iXBab® [BLE, ¥R Ca® [HFE, FAOXRN, HE)
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i, FTHESS ENE~OLROTHRE LTI, chifTokhbivnT SIESD
face Bfilcbitic LBy Tr LAEFED positive face #BH2TE & LTRLZ T3
BT, FFC, Fa [BMoRebbbT] £ Ga, d [#FL-5 | TEERTTS] A
6 face ZHBOT LA ATAEEERW, HLAHGHEBLZ L Thi »THSD posi-
tive face @B LR AL BT 5, LEHMHH-T S<H OB5ict 'Not FTA' OfTAD
strategy & LTt ‘Bald on record” & LUt X\,

IDX3icE2 S L, ETHROKLVGEHS TS SSHRMO Pvalue #H1% - TANTSZ &
X T B&L O strategies ¥+ 0¥ ¥ FATE A, “h¥ CHAERBOUR»D B&EL B
A LT & f Matsumoto (1088) % Hill et al. (1988)3s X TF Ide (1991), Ide and Yoshida
(1999) T3 [HAFEY MR 5B ‘relation-acknowledging device’ (BH{RIZEIER) 20
2| (Matsumoto) &, [ BAFEi: ‘discernment and volition” @ 2“2 mode M T\ 5 |
LLTRFgESOV— At T508% (hE i) Tk EE DS Hil et al; Ide and
McGloin; Ide and Yoshida} & #», V¥ A& S L AREOEFRE LRI LH LRSS
EhTE, Ll [r—nopbeiz] 2 [FEREOES) nE&EOBNTEYROYHBLT
B O AT, BEENAFCILE OB,

AEAEGZES AR E LTOERNREREF - TWELThEALMLORETERLE
WERLTVS, LALEEXRE g UTREERTS L3 Th EhogRaTRES,
¥R AAEAIR I hE CFEL Eichiz » CTETRRLMAL YEERL TERO T, #44
BHTHCAl - GERZRTELLSE LTI, L« TEoidscfErAEAL
LTEGRY#RT2HATCTR LSEERA L TELORYURTHA S5, T TO face HAKE
REAUPELERTSAERESO face LR ->THEHLE TRV, B&L il face 23TLIC
Lo TR DB LE > TWTh, %0 face 5F 5 B2 AL politeness strategies #E&E L
ERATD L (L. 18%22R), ThE RT3 nic LT B&L © FTA © H AR
AELBOHESRLRARLDTH .

o, REEOLETHERYTLAFHLILTEHBLLL~NTAL S,

5. B& L OFBEICHTIELS

B&Lit ‘Honorifics” &4 5 fiix 3T TRICEECRT 2B 82RO 20T b LK
RTS(1987: 276-284) E FCI9TSSERRADREHANCE 2 542725 T ‘Politeness as ritual’ &>
5 R 198TE R T 5 (43-4T) . FLTWME 2 HBE, Notes THRULUER
LT\~ % {Notes: 20, 28-59, 86, 99), T bDFHRDO I & D honorifics KX T5F L HE R
TA X 5, B&L VX honorifics v [ 5 % §F/icEMLEEL LAEER) LR35, £ LT nega-
tive politeness @ Strategy 5 ‘Give deference’ (BEDFEM) I L O Strategy 7 ‘Impersonaliza-
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tion’ GEARML) @ 1JERRE LTHMT 2, LTt hiaf L6 AFEDHET O\ T
LERLLS,

5. 1. Give deference
Give deference HF & LTEAFROEE L. FHROEW, FROBINOFTTOIDS, &
DX 5 R JOEOERNERARRCLSBOEECRLEN S,

(i) Honorifics '3 deference MAEFENICE2 2 DM, [FBLTWAZ L LHFEL ETS
&l RFIEAELEbOTHS, Thbh, #ENERITHELACBALEL - ELE
/RS T deference OB LB TH D,

{ii ) Honorifics + politeness strategies D E ¥ X3 LWESEEL LERE Lty 0T, £D
BE. BEEY - HEYCHESH oM OELYTT X Sk 1z,

(iii) Honorifics &3/ETS 4 >OMELBET 5, THbLELFHEF, FLFFE
DA, BLFERBEE. FLFEBOWTHD, Thick - T, FELRROBMKR. 5
CIIEE LMEF L HESHREI L OBREER TE S, AEBORBRBETHEMALE
FREZhTIRLIASHEEZR DTN,

5. 2. Impersonalization GEAFRE)

Impersonalization 3., S5 LF  MIEFLEBERT A L AFYRNEHER VI,

(i) Performatives (EfTEIER) *° imperatives (430 LT TIHAFRILES, &
2 ¥ ‘It is necessary that’ & 3> ‘It seems to me that’ @ X 5 XM a5, BEEcd R
bt b [OX5RALS] LWHEHLDS,

(il )EE X » T 1L ergatives (BERREIF) I X - TEBfER D ARMABE LES, fok 2ildlx
i —AFETIE Tbrokeit’ &5 X b ‘Ttbroke” L\-53 DA 525 ThD, ¥ELYT
% L& T4 Ttore the book” &3 F4>F “The book wentand tore’ 245, Zhit¥ ZicH
FREELFAUC EAZLLE] 2RBbTre TChhi] v, TERERH] T
e [RXgRE] &5,

(i) Passive voice {ZBRE) 3 BINCBEELETHETH LY, PTLBHIEE - BE
fEEORFERHLESLOHL - £ b deference EE)DEGCHE L, oEzld 1
regret that” DU b IC ‘It is regretted that’. 5% L 3 ‘If you can’ D3> DT ‘I it is pos-
sible’ 425, $EuvbhdAZHBCENLAFRYFES 20, 2y =n 2138
TIL ‘to receive + a verbal noun’ [ <EifFfaE> 22T L 5| L5V TREELR
To BEFECD [<BE>2FT5) [<BTE>FT3) R ERBLESVHED D,

{(tv) 2 ABREROERILREROE{ OEFCALIIRLETHLINLOEIEL LTH
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20D EHBELBRS, 1 PHHEFCHILEORTEYEL S LARKCELFCE -
TRHEHF~OERLTTHRELALS, 22BIBEEBRCERY B e TL b B
BRbh3 T, ARBALLTTARCEAOREZE LTERE TR S - L tllio
BERT, LOX 5 e TIRARBC—BRATH ST T, hoEMicd LT
RECOEAZAETIHEETI DS, Shild Lt s LEERIC Y - THEEZT TS
SOEB/OA—2ThHBrE LA\, & B&L HBTw %, bl x I —AFETIR

(LD 3L | V3 enka appaa, ‘our {exclusive) father’ & 3 \ X namma appaa, ‘our {inclusive)
father’, HFEDALBUL onka appaa, ‘your (plural) father’ LFEY, H=H (BE) OoALBIL
avaanka appaa, ‘their father’ & FES, A0 C LR HAABORESATOERAIBULE L
WAL A S i, ARBEDGIRITEERETH - TREGHI\ERBAE Yo LEE
ThiT, XOBHTEACHLEL ZRLTOEFORFEL LTBEAZRE > TWB 2 Liinb,
FORBRFEHOBFECT, ThiAoBMEES L dF ks kELL Lavcd
B, Licdio THREZAH CREASEPELB LY AR TR LI TERV, ROMAK
L CRIOEN D & BEEFLEEDLR 303, »o TRECEEBERKUbhr b,
$ Lhfety,

(v) 1 AFRRBFROERLOAL LTRERO—G L LTONBNFHALAELLLOT,
PARDEBHERALTHEZ, T2 business ‘we’ (EDo—A) &L LTOEKEE
HAxnd 5, k&2l ‘Weregret to inform you’ & ‘We feel obliged to warn you that’ 7¢ &
DEEYVH D, Zhdid exclusive ‘we” (BEAY 1 ABBEHR) ThHBH, 2 I —2FEid
inclusive ‘we’ (4569 1 AFRHEE) 558 - C positive politeness T Ol b, &
T AH £ X AFAED inclusive ‘we’ 13 negative politeness 77+, AFFETE [FLE
b1 L LERE TFHjLd] LVHIBVHTADSE &R, $ic@io—RLL
TR [3b0&it] L [ 3B08] &2 inclusive ‘we’ T positive politeness 1,

(vi) 2 ABREFRTHFOEMN 2L\ 2 THFED face TERTI L2 BT 3. &
& 2T HEE T ‘Excuse me, *you’ "CHL7E 4 ‘Excuse me, sir’ &4+ 5, HFESIERCH28
B b SBEIHC, TR TLHLIBEATENH LB CHRBRA Y B aa)ic i
%, First name FAXHEHR L XL RETE, BRAES D ik M. /Mrs. 7 X OHRB o
26 first name KH 3 ORI TR EESH TR (ATFL19TT: 307-310), £ I —AFETIL,
TR TFAEBTIEH CEEATTE LA oMOEFClRESR L 1 BBaE CF
Ho BUMITHESOIAERA T Licind, T FVATAZCLERTH S, AEELR
BPHRE. #fitbo TV HEEERIBARE TRWNIST TREEDIRILTHA 5,

(vii) ELFXE 1 ARRERAYELTCERMETESZYE T E28H 5B, &4 "His
Majesty is not amused’ & #+ ‘But the President should not become involved in any part of
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this case’ o ¥, ChigE LFH, BAE LTS BRLEOTAEPLESTLEBET

H55, BEZETHRCEREN T -TFHO[SLLHEAHRCEKR T TOIT (B

BEARLTHITET] w5 2d8535%, TRERTLHMPEERRA T
O3 LEHELIN] &l ldihs,

(vii) OB X SIBBEOPNT A H 5, BTRBIERMIGEELBEL L, here, this,
now 75 & O positive politeness strategy TH B DK LT, FHIPBEF L& CE
LR X UM OBEB % T negative politeness strategy 1%, & 2i¥ 1
was wondering whether you could do me a favour’ &5, -~ LEEEZ BV S Izl ‘1
did wonder whether you might’ © X 53 i @EH4# 5., FEOEEHOFERR* 1 — A58
ChHb, BEZETL [ LI fb] W [ZhTIAL 3 ZECELY S D
L5 RREEATIRBFCAE &S LHF L OBRMEN <.

(ix) M., HEBMOEREY BT negative politeness @ VA% HiF5FER L U CHIE
EEREOFHAB B, fobk 21T ‘Tm sorry to bother you, but the Chancellor advised me to
come and see you' ® X S HE=ZLOREY HOORZEOTICI vk, SO LiTEE
FEEOBSCHHR & Sh 3 positive politeness D strategy TH % shared point of view (18
So#H) & common ground FEEDH) LT, BHCLOBGRECET AERYH
TOTHD, ARBIIIOX 5 HEFEES 2 VCIEENLERY#T LB VNS
BABD, REZAXFEL (DL THLG TV 2] TEvbhT 4]
Exfimt s, HAVEXEC Btz AtR) TADSEC I3 ) MRTIR] ok,

Ll k. B&L @ honorifics B3 28R % 2 D, v ACLHLHAARELEY

honorifics * R >EFECHLEOARLEL T Y BF L LbOERITHI AN TS Z L i
%o KWIZHXKELIA T honorifics #>FF/D 77 2~ 5 4 » 7 IEHE MR35,

6. v

Y+ 7B/ honorifics % #F - T4 & 243 Errington {1988)iIck » T X bl 3 Xk
i o e BEDOEGHICOWTIRS F bbbt /oy, I 2 TR politeness O Gic -2
4T Smith-Hefner (1988) OF3CHHEE LB 5,

6. 1. 2+ 2&D Honorifics

Uy TEEIE ngoko LIRS —FEANTELE2S VIADI DL kromo LFE R SREAL
BrHd L THELRIIDLAE D, ChEEEASTLRIZ LRI 2 TEFTF LV ADFE
LAREBRTHI LN TEE, SOMIK250-3000EEY LHTEERB-T, 2OIBD
low honorifics (k) 1135E % B 5 23b D & O T high honorifics (k) HHEF A2 ED B0 4
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DTHB, AFBEORRD LBHEIBCHEIDTHAS,

Yo VAL EROBES I EAEGH I hER % polite & LTWTHEL LR TELRER
EES LB TELSELOBMNILE - RS, B oM - EROFZFHL LT L
DERIRBESHVPBELI-E - BV IR T3, EBRICR I hGHBIGHBRO DI
Eoh T b, ZHEMBOM AT Attdc -IWFEE R IR T T, Bhic/HE LS
b2 %, Ly PHETHEEABIRRL ZATOGIDTEHRIRENCHEE - C
X -FREEST S, TLTRERATRIHEERCH LTTELRSE AW T35, £
Ok, RS B TRAS, RELTEEADERARBI, = 27F -4, HBEWIT
[5] #BHRTLIBER/FRLES, —HLELDLBE~Z 38 TR TR] #BRT38ER
Wahis, mtEicd LT [ (8] A% LR,

FEANTOBLOZ LEOERABEL KRS, kI FIHIAARELEE S LK
LR D: > THEEE > THES, 2 AR TFHORELBEARLRS L L~ TH
BERHEOEFARES, L LABATFHIZAL » TRBEERELXT > Tl TARRBEZ LR
e, BHERRETZIZ LA YARMREE, £OZ LT BERYEDTVBL LY, B0
FHeH LTS E 0L, SRR EE 2 2 A3 2 T LA L, 0K
EEDT I ohicFERTELRLBR, BIVGCTR20bAVY TS, PLERLEDLE
O TREOR LRI T, 5 LTFHRIER - FELFXONNEYBESETRL T
<a

LECRENPEROBOTY [R] ML 255, ChIELOFORET T bTE
BREOFOR#HLTW50THE, & LENORCEThTFHTOhE, AR ST
KA LTHLHEBEEMS, ChlFH2L 0L S RBEBECBR IS5 LD TH S, FHCTTE
kbromo OBELXHLOR D, FETIBHELEPBR LI BESLVWEET, b LIRAXBAT
i RE, £ OTVL tidak tahu menempatkan divi ‘not to know their proper place’ {EZ 0%
hEFLAV) Zobh3, Zhily « 2 AL L - THIFFCHR LD Z LIETH 5,

6. 2. ¥+ 75 Honorifics MED SRR

BITHLHEOY » 7B R OIS speech level OELISHITHHiCHR Y & 7 OBIETH
ELtophcihrlcicb DL Bbh %, FRPLESHRAICRY + 7 THEEOR R
HE DR Ied» DT, BEEERASR BRSO F IR0 A 5 THBTH
Do RV » VOIGHEH CIHELRDCEFOSECR Y ARS30B#E, » HbiIHED
LA RHTROBHTES, HAOERLBITE L ZIC, kromo 2RI~ TRATER X
SicLi-pt3,

4 7 38D Honorifics ik v 7 & TH < FHE S #15 deference (B /fk#) &. power &
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refinement (EHEHE) L3 2 20BEH - T35, ChRBECERINEZGHET -
L LRECEEADA S, 2 HMEDBOESEREY EFCf» T O CEN LHE D
FTU0E, OLREFEO LFAECFAENECR IST v, 5VRENEINE DL
T b L 3hB X it of, Lind Zhid MW7+ 5o MiEE] &
VARG E LTV AOTERB L » THEOBARL LD LI—RBYRNTH D,

IDXHSNHBEBOMCHIIARTEC L P D, WEDECEHRFERE L SAE - THRICK
A, FRBEELECIEST Y RFLE BEE | ZEFECEVIET, 5 LTEEBEGE
LEOHLHEr & B2 5881 b /e %, Politeness ©E>EERMNE B/ Tldats
B LHAMIRBOFRICBR T Aldic, T4 2 ENRET, HAMfitoFEE LT
HRERCEHTH S,

7. F¥~<v MR

Agha (1998435~ » | EE(Lhasa Tibetan) B OFE S CEEH M hHEL T 1= £
DFER. honorifics B L FOFHELH ZBEE PV TRO L HIKBE LT 5,

A HE)FIIC & Non-honorific form & honorific (Sesa ‘RESPECT’) form @ 2 #8235 %
A, BTFLSRARNZ OFK, B honorifics 8- TVA b Tikict~, Honorifics 127
CTHERMT S E B e TX4GhbRv] Ehbb3B2NEGE-TL S, Th
LOELHH CESAICEIETT %5 &, honorific lexemes 8-> T AL iawbdid, EED
Eixh, BE. Fih. #F. BELEeHGBEERL TN, b3 sociolectal distribution
(HoMBHgSf) 2 LT 5 & Bbhs, LabBEAED jesa ¥H-TWA2béthr s
BOPTEICHES IR0 LD 5T, TOBRTS fesa ¥oF Motk
HESOHSNr 2 RbT L2 X 5,

f=& %T ‘Mother went to [the] house’ 2\ 3 BHEY{EL 30 S BROILED D, THX
O 5 CH¥RIC non-honorific sentence & ““pure” honorific sentence 735 0. TOFRCH LD
3oh$ %, Non-honorific i< i3 honorific lexeme (H¥E%H Hi>T5EK) 3€¥ = T, HiO
3R 1 FEHARE, b - & $ T/ pure honorific 3¢ vk honorific 23 A% W HEH:
OHAHBINETTTTA - TWT, 132 AESEOREN honorific &7 - Tl A, 1XOMRIC
honorific & non-honorific PREL TV 2HETLFZBEO TEEZIR S L TR,

- OFRI3CD X 5 7% honorific lexeme DIRAES Agha VT ‘leakage’ (honorific DR O 7)
LIEDY, fOBFEELT ‘ambiguities’ (BEHK2) LIFA TG54 HHOFHIFLF ISR
V2 &V B, BTET AW 3 3EL pure honorific TEETE X » L HBOBEHSEV-L RATh5,
Tihbb, BUEELERNEAEERCIXREIBCAC—F L~ EE L, £64L 1T pure
ECOHERRT D, 23 LT IERE] & [FEEHE) OEAVRDVFORR Y, FHESVHEN
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TAFVT 4T 0EELRS, ToleFHOFLEHCOOTRII>hiclLL [HDAC
FARGCER LTI R] Eh TTARGCER LALE o ?] & v Tl
S

Honorifics fF OB £, — BN AL v TRV AL —F VA v B3, B

EH - BG - A CANABE TEROSE L LTEbR S, RFOMTILRORAE-
FEERCREIE R D DLl DB AR BB LT 508, TR UL o Db AR EEN T
EEv b o bk, Bl - FESECHALTIER I v b KEREDLE-TH5 L,
Fitiz & honorifics % 5 R I RBEHALAChHAS, BFXTELF L T2 %

[~ (R aTh-Bht] Titie [HEREHAENL] 2 ERE L Tv-B, 2% D honorif-
ic RI0EE S - S B EFRIIE TR,

8. ¥&8

Lk, B&L @ politeness BSp% h.0ic, BAFEI WML IMBEXSEELTE A, 1t B&L
® FTA & politeness strategies OBHRA1 A AFEFEH O politeness T E ED X 5 izAET 50
ECOHHIETH - fz, ThECHBERFREEORL, D B&L CHbCEND 5 Lo 5 15N
$% ¢ WS he (Blum-Kulka 1990; Gu 1990; Hill et al. 1986; Tde 1991; Ide and Yoshida 1999;
Mao 1994; Matsumoto 1988; Nwoye 1992), #iZ HAARRRE» B3, BGE3 B&L OB/t
CEvELTH T% ¥ % | (discernment) &5 BEXRETE2EERL D O Hill et al.
1986; Ide 1991; Ide and Yoshida 1999) BAZE OB >HRA T 2BESHIL2, L LEEAC
BULLBELFOSRI L 2ADH 50T, HElEH L LTel Y £4C B&L 22
THOETM & BAFED politeness strategies B TERS D EE L TARTZ,

o TRUDIEEOLS FTA LRALTWATAY 121 28R LT, BRDOL3LETRE
BASELPEEL TV ABEO FTAKLYWTEE LY, +0BE. B&L © FTA o¥4
EBEXLTEAROH LEINTIL FTA 2GFEER LY. €0 % ‘Bald on record” TEEMIT
FHLTEZ&bbhale (R2), 2% b, ETHESHAKRLREE FTA $ATS
PEELF LR EFOoNME P=H, )BANShiullcbiv, £LTHR2 T Not FTA i©
FHEI Rt acts i politeness strategies X BEATARNE»LBHREZh, B0 FTA 78S
R acts L2V T DI B&L D strategies 25EA I % & E 2 i, B&L OEEILAEEC
L5 L HWETESZOTIRAVLLERS,

Ft, BEBECOWTII2 DOSE, Yo VBLF 2, FEEAPILABLLRBIERE ST,
CHOHPAREOHSE LRABOKELEHL., COHSTORRC AAECIERILIV-L O
B Ldbrots, COBKRTS BAFYEER-THOTIR S, TEHETEEFRLH
BOHETHS - BHTELR ISR LTR L ZENEE L, BEE L politeness DBAR. i
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BEoElbeonwTHERO 7 — s ST+ rtBE Lt obb s (Bi2000), =0
B d BN RS2 AP SPERPREOTTE LD TR 2L D TH D,

SRR

Agha, Asif, 1998, “Stereotypes and Registers of Honorific Language”. Language in Soctety 27; 151-103,

Brown, Roger and Albert Gilman. 1989. “Politeness Theory and Shakespeare’s Four Major Tragedies.”
Language in Society, 18;159-212,

Brown, Penelope and Stephen C. Levinson. 1978. “Universals in Language Usage” In Esther N. Goody
{ed.) Questions and Politeness. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Brown, Penelope and Stephen C. Levinson, 1987, Polifeness: Some Universals tn Language Usage. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press.

Blum-Kulka, Shoshana. 1990. “You Don’t Touch Lettuce with Your Fingers: Parental Politeness in Family
Discourse.” Journal of Pragmatics, 14: 259-288,

Chen, Rong. 1993, “Responding to Compliments: A Contrastive Study of Politeness Strategies between
American English and Chinese Speakers.” Journal of Pragmatics. 20; 49-75,

Errington, J. Joseph. 1988. Structure and Styie in Javanese: A Semiotic View of Linguistic Etiguetfc. Philadel-
phia: University of Pennsylvania Press.

Gu, Yueguo. 1990, “'Politeness Phenomena in Modern Chinese.” Journel of Pragmaties. 14: 287-257.

Hill, Beverly, Sachiko 1de, Shoko Tkuta, Akiko Kawasaki and Tsunao Ogino. 1986, “Universals of Linguis-
tic Paliteness. Quantitative Evidence from Japanese and American English.”* Journal of Pragmatics. 10:
347371,

Hori, Motoko. 1986, '*A Sociolinguistic Analysis of Japanese Honorifics.” Journae! of Pragmatics. 10: 373-386.

W OXEF 1996 [EFEEL S kit 5 Politeness M&——HA kiks & o it— | TRELFAELE)
15: 37-66.

I EF. BHEE. SHESE, SEPK. BLEE 2000, BAASSE L LdoMit—EREY 27
WEERS—) ARAEEEFRRPE LB RBRNER

Ide, Sachiko. 1991, “How and Why Do Women Speak More Politely in Japanese'’ Aspects of Japanese
Women's Language. Ed. Sachiko Ide and Naomi Hanaoka McGloin. Tokyo: Kurosio Publishers. 63-79.

Ide, Sachiko and Megumi Yoshida. 1999, “Sociolinguistics: Honorifics and Gender Differences” The Hun-
dbook of Japanese Linguistics. Ed. Natsuko Tsujimura. Malden, Mass.: Blackwell Publishers. 444-480.

AR B 1977, TEEEc s 280 XEE, $ERE (SEREA &5 485 5ol - SHEEE.
301-331.

Mao, LuMing Robert. 1994, “Beyond Politeness Theory: ‘Face' Revisited and Renewed.” Journal of Prag-
matics. 21: 451-186.

Matsumoto, Yoshiko. 1988, “'Reexamination of the Universality of Face.” Journal of Pragmatics. 12: 403-
426.

Nwoye, Onuigho G. 1992, “Linguistic Politeness and Socio-cultural Variations of the Notion of Face.” four-
nal of Pragmatics. 13: 309-328.

Smith-Hefner, Nancy J. 1988, ““Women and Politeness: The Javanese Example.’” Language in Society, 1T:
536-654,

— 184 —



