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1. X C» K

KM TREEBTHCRFEETA b 2 ZADOHFEOFLHRERONRO—D>TH S [HHE
(face) ] w2 WT, BXLEHEKD 2 IR XEE 2 2 =7y —va VOBEANHLEEL
THi\, FFiZ, Brown & Levinson DHE S5 4 b 2 xE5F A4 (1978, 1987) D@EBETH %
L AD THEH] OEREEICOWT, WS2hDIET v r/ey27 v voSEXLICRT 5E
Bl d L IEHEL, Brown & Levinson DA F 772 v 277K T74 + 2 28 &, BIOEEL
T 27 vF7—EL LTLIELEERINTWS, £74 +x 2%x8#, BE, #HF
~D—HE LT RELEOBbY, THEHI OZHEYE, ZRTERECOVTHLESLI LR
ER-D

2. R4 X2 2ADFELEHE

AIA bR RADOFEMID I L HEKOFEBFIC KT, Brown & Levinson LA, %
DEFAZRPNLE LTERML TE 7, Lakoff (1972, 1973, 19757 &) DEREWRR Iz
A% Leech (1983) DFERAMMOPHHATE S 2L 5L T5RL LB BHD, LTLIELD
ZVWEE I e ot (FhL, 1996), SFEMNAEATA P X ADRICIEXREET S &
LTd, SERRACEZRZEBEL AL 7 Ve -5tk (FHLIISEFNTEELLTEL -
LT ETEDED) BRI -7 WIS % 27\, Brown & Levinson {345 1 b
F ARROFEHADFE > —RINC I ESFESLH S LEEOBLTH B & 2 AHD, HENFEE
E LT ARRBERICE 2B < AMOITEFEEIC KD 72, Goffman 225 [HHE| OFiE%x
B, EEOMCEA VY FDLR ILEE, AF>aDY =L ZAEBEOFHI\T, EF4 Fx
ARROEBEEFRL, LORED2=-272bH->T, TOPHFORRCKE B
Sxt, keLhie, KmTHWY LT X 5ERIET v 7mny 27y vOFEXLLBDOK
HEx b LT EEXFEMEATIZM LRI TW5B, LL, 5IHIh5EE, #it
HoxReleh, FROTELERIBEENLLE - THXTDI I RFRLZIDODETAEZDS o
TEHLTWAZ LR EZDOFEIOREIXMECYFE-TEY, TOHEROET A+ x A
FHE LRI E VI BERTHHE SO F VRS TR ONF B THLR 72 1% E]
ERIELTVWAHEV S THBEE TREWES I,

A#HTH o Brown & Levinson DEF A P 2 RAEFARTEELCHERYTTHBHE
ERLLES, EFTRZDETLVOMBER TR ZEILT R, EHDETF VBT, T
RTDEFAEDOANY) (Model Person) 2048, /bbb M (rationality) &
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HEHEEZF->TW5 ERESh, ML CEBNERcI T2 a=r—va vk
DHWCEECEbLLENE X RIFTRSEBHWRA NI TO—RBIRTHEIND, B
1%, Zo Goffman 2»bHFtdhs [HE] OME%, HE0TXTOMEE 2 M OREE
ENEATVWAZ EEH > TWT, Lrdb—RNCEThEiiicd 2 LT XTOBKEICE
S THREETH B X 5 nERWRAKIE LT B, T LT, £ofK (=EHE) &l LEMT
THEVIBEATR I A + X ABERER S, [HH] AT Lic X VFEHCRES LS
By, BRI IE RS TH S L Sh, ThC3Zo0fiEA D H, —2XIEER7LH
B (negative face, AFNF &3 5), % 5— >3 FfEH7cEE (positive face, LA TP F)
TH 5D, HRICE 213, FiELESOTEEMEFCHT O v, BEXEZFI AL
BN EWIERT, BEIEHLORKIMIZICE > TEEFLLSDTH- TIELL, fBEIC
I Bbhiy, KEFNCBbhicwEWIERTH 5, HEIBENCLLOOHE %
73174 (Face Threatening Acts, FTA) W5 HIEZFE-Tkbh, ZzoflE LTRD
IR DONRBTONRTB, Tibb, (HMEFONFEELTTA o, BE, #E
&, I EFOPFa2&n3ThA 7 FH, Kimks, WELFONFZ2ELTT
B CHLEOZTAR, #FEOZTANL, [OTTERVHIRKRE, WEELFOPFE2&H
T1T5H . #HE, @D LE0ZFAN, EARETHS, IHLIREYSBZFTADEREL
TRD X5 kMRl s, TTHEHEHZZEZ»TEREOEE LG CRELXHIL, FTA%
TET AN EI R T 5, FTARTHET2LERETS7b, IHI“on record” s
“off record” DA b 77 —%FERT S, FIFHEZ TR [—BIUCERI D] £F %
T, —ABFX —EWCHERE R\, ThbbREEAOES (llocutionary
force) xZxh & LUBRENZVWAIREDO D HERBEEA VB E W5 Z L iItieh 5, “Shut
the window” (XKHH, @e7c & & LT—FRIC L BRI hisvA3, “It's cold in here”iZ ¥
WTRELFENLLABOBER 2> T\wick LTh, HMEFREhEDRLELEHI~D
HHEE L CBRT AL BRI EHTH I L0 TE 5, FFr0BEHEFERETRAREL L
TR LIE LT, DRCKEAKLOS D Xieh ol LG LFHENEENOB N2 EE
THIENTED, 2%, ZOAPRTEERRF > T B RETHEHE~NOFFIIEWEF 2
ShabdTHbB, “on record’® R + 572 —®FAWEE, BIERNTTA (redressive
action) ZFHICH 2 B0 E 3 DOERY R85, DEEHEE S (kbe5) G
PingE Bz, BREXELLY, HEARPHEBTHHHE) MEENTARLT, T
b Hnb&F I (baldly) @FTAZITEL, BEZN2%5%EG, PFENFoELL
RHAT AN T oD ELY LD, PFEHTEIXRIA PR AR 770 - FFRERF

(solidarity), FE= 1t (informality), L & (familiarity) OFBH &L V5B x & 5,
ELTREEFELEIVWENRLFTARZT#ET 5L 05 2 b5 72— (“Goodness, you
cut your hair! (-++-- ) By the way, I came to borrow some flour.”) ®°Z% L3F & H X F o4t
BOFEC GBI ERFHELETAIA T To— ([EErEHEI] “Now, have we taken
our medicine?”) 7w ERBIFbN B, —FH, NFETLREZRITA PFAR LT T oI
ZL#E %z (restraint), X% (formality), fEEE (distance) OEREAE 5% L %, B
B cBEERRYAV5 2 & (“Can you please pass the salt?”) L Di}& 555 5KH

(“I just want to ask you if I can borrow a tiny bit of paper) K EWMHIE LTHIFSN 5,
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THREMZT, TOETFATIEALSF T —DRROBICHELINBEET A+ 2 ADOFRE
T, ZOOMIT L, X EGIhRTVWERICL > TCFTADOKEIYHETHZ &
WX TRETHEIND, Tihbb, FHLFLHEEFOHSHIIERE (social distance,
D), L F oM EF i3 2SN (relative power, P), Fo3fbickita4L
DD Z v 7 (ranking of imposition, R) D=ZEHTH5, FTAODEIZFThbLDOFIT
X oT (Wx=DS,H)+PH,S)+Rx) HHZh 5,

A CEHFFCE M 2 § a =y — > a v H BV IEEMERLE & 5 BE S THHE
ZOWTH LB Z T 5D T, Brown & Levinson O & L L >0 F (b= ¢ =
=4 —< a3 V&L T\W5 Scollon & Scollon (1995) A5 4 b 2 AICEHPHB I A2 3 a
== a VROWIDEREZ I TRY EFTRBZERL L D,

Scollon & Scollon Iz X fuiE, EFEDO_ANDE5FZOHEBECELAEEN R - TW5 &
ZDE NI DB ERFHINBMEAL DS -5 (Scollon and Scollon, 1995 : 48),
—H DBE5#M positive politeness @ strategy (PP S) &\, /5% negative polite-
ness @ strategy (NP S) #fWAEPPSEHVAALRHED > bD EALIKIIDE VD
ZETHB, PlaiE, —ANPPSEAGEETSE, MADEROBERI=STH5, T
bhbrhEEL Rl d»RIAMcCh 328 ERREORRE BRI 0rTh s, FEDIL
S RBE—HBPPSHAVS L LOFEEIHEFNL S PP S #HRFT 50 GERBEF
EE2BH7eHiE), NPSE2HfFT 5 (ETHERER LR LELN EMETHEEF 2D
bIX) THbH, b LATEV ERFOBMREHRL, BELNPSEHVS LATHEIBRE,ED
FTOLCEE, BAOXHECHIELTCWS21r0L 5B b5, ¥, —/HBANPS%
BAuwichE, To@EEIEFEALOOINP SEHFT2 (BEWKHERLVH O XEEFRE
EZTWBHebI), LrL, tHEBPPSH#AVA e bIEX OFEF IHAF S LML E
ELTWBERLDETHA D,

LAE73 Scollon & Scollon D FERTH 523, BififbIhiceTrr —2ELTH WL DOn
DREESE DB EBbhb, FTE—ICIhbD IR iazr—va v TXTHENIOX
TCICBIL L TE 2 5 D IFHEHNTBE B h, BB VE=RA /2 Y v 7 (BELLT VS
RtV Y v2) THHY, PPSERAGKEE EFOMMRELIAFL, HFEANPSEH
WBLATERBREVNEO R TICEE, ENYHECHTEL TV 220X 5 ELLAS
EVCIOPLTLETRTCOY — AR IADPYETULEDL L XE 278\ ZONP S A
{ BlcbDFEE (distance builder) & LTHREL, #EHORITTEEREIELLLVWHE D
THEEZLNBDTHDH, T L TIHLIREERAZR, Ko [HE] Z—TTHCLMED
ZTCWIEWEWS T ETH BN, ZhiE oW TREdT %5 & LT, REITRIIET v/ my2
vvo MH] €fb s W< 2»0E T RHEBE2F 2 500875 L Bbh 5EH% R T
HX o,

3. E7vreyr2 vy vEE

AHiTiX Brown & Levinson 23R & FET 2HE O T2ET v /vy 2 v

VOERBXENL DRI N O E D HFTHRL S, T, HOLOEEDb Lotk
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Eh 5 Goffman @ [HEH] E KR LA bHEFEOEH 2. FEZE L, Brown & Levin-
son D EF AEKEEL T % Mao (1994) DFEREY R THhicly,

Mao D X 2ui¥, Brown & Levinson #F310 5% [HHEH] 0 RA X T T Zh &k
RELTEZ2DBZETHD, Hlzid,

(1) It would have been possible to treat the respect for face as norms or values
subscribed to by members of a society. Instead, we [Brown and Levinson] treat
the aspects of face as basic wants, which every member knows every other
member desires, and which in general it is in the interests of every member to
partially satisfy. ([ ] @F3HEick %) (Brown and Levinson, 1987 : 62)

B X 5i1C, Brown & Levinson 3 [MHH] &M af#i-Cfifie T53350H0 52
T EERRHMLTIND, Lal, HHRIhEHSMEFELE L TOAMOERK /KK &%
ZIeDTH B, TOMAWKRARKICHEZ A b 2 ABREBILEE, EHRILTIhEDS > TH
WEUEATFRLACZ ECBBET B L5 WL OhOREREBA TS, Ltk ThNHE
LOETALDERDANERFEE V> TLIWIEA S, TOF 2 HOBRAERICH 5 FEIIIHNICE
20, TEAM] 5 EAD ] THH, ThiEEFHBMICN F o s
NEBREEH LR TEA] £ LTERh, TLPFEBWTHTOEHRIEONE XS
1z “self-image”, “personality” & LT MEAM] AEERFE L 7t T 5,

(2) “the public self-image that every member wants to claim for himself” consisting
in “(a) negative face: the basic claim to territories, personal preserves, rights to
non-distraction-i.e. to freedom of action and freedom from imposition” and “(b)
positive face : the positive consistent self-image or 'personality’ (crucially including
the desire that this self-image be appreciated and approved of) claimed by inter-
actants” (Brown and Levinson, 1987 : 61)

Brown & Levinson A FEME % E#- & 3+ 5 Goffman DEIEX* R TR Z 5, Z Z 2 Mao D
FBHETHHH, Brown & Levinson DEHE & Goffman D Zh & 3R IZFTh Fh Ol
HENDHECANER-TEY, MEOEE I LAA Y < F 40 Goffman O HICHL
PN 50

(3) The term face may be defined as the positive social value a person effectively
claims for himself by the line others assume he has taken during a particular
contact. Face is an image of self delineated in terms of approved social attributes
'''''' (Goffman, 1967 : 5)

TZTWwH“line” L XELOREIT T 5 REXYRHEL, zLTxhid@l (5%, F
H4r OFli 2 KA 5 53BN, FHEFENR 2 —v0Z & TH5H (Goffman, Ibid), %D
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BES b &9 T Goffman OIEAM 735 2 /5 & B & % & X b i Brown & Levinson ®
MEH] stk MEAM) 253 X h, Goffman @ 513tttk HAETAMER F &
THEMETHDZ Lo b, Mao bIEHEY 5 X 512 Goffman o5 THE] & AL
(private) # %\ & [AZ AOFIE 5 | WL I hicRtE o T, —Eo ks
R | &, oMW R S h, DRGSR 5 IEMAM B 1 X - CHEAST S
NnicA A =2k TH% (Goffman, 1967 : 7, Mao, 1994 : 453), FhixtEm» bEAI
LT ORI 2 =2 THY, HZARFTRCSE LW E WD Z EMbhh
FE E 5 (Goffman, 1967 : 10, Mao, Ibid.), Goffmaniz& »To [MEH] (ZHHEST
RuFME L HEANCE bRl TARNRFYE] o TH B0, Th & 3 Brown
& Levinson (% [THIH] Z2AErnc TMEAL, THE] WET54 2 =2 LS T\ 5%,

Mao iw X 29 E GE) o MHE] oEEx R Th L 5, PEFE I face” 1Y 4 555
MZoHbEWVDH, —ok [METF (mianzid)] THH, b 5—->ik [ Jian)] TH 5,
AT BBESLEAFXRL, ThIHTHRIEZ R DTV I b Shicb D
THHZ EHHAE (Hu, 1944 : 45, Mao, 1994 : 457), TDOANPNZ= 3 o =5 1 Ofthod
AVA—Z L 5Tl TWBEENE (BB b TW5H EEEINS) bDTHS
ZEbHBH (Ho, 19751 869-870, Mao, Ibid), — /i M) ofk MEM»B D, WMER
CEWFHO B2 NNCHT 28] THY, [MEomVEEORERI KT 2EE»b0
Bl »BB bLicboThY, T NMERENEEELFLE ISR TEH D,
WE L EhicfH Il TbH B Ev-5 (Hu, 1944 : 45, Mao, Ibid.), Brown & Levinson
DEFACE T [HE | OHfEHESH (communal) 7efflif X » & {E AN 22 I A3 s
ERBDEEDHERTHBNTH D, HHICE-THIBEIDEBLETAHDDA £ =2
ThhH, TOHCRMEOHEI MRS D 2 L IKET BB TR AW b
D7D TH% (Brown and Levinson, 1987 : 61, Mao, 1994 : 459), —H THEH GE) T
o [HEH] B LAMEOZLIKFL, Thick > TRESTbh b,

(4) Chinese face depends upon, and is indeed determined by the participation of
others. To maintain one’s Chinese face is, then, to perform a communal act “in the
context of the immediate dyadic relationships in which we are inevitably circum-
scribed.” (Tu, 1985 :244)

Weh s Lo, PEOHEEZHRT 2 05 2 LT b bHAERNCREESN 5
ZECETHETH D, TE GE oEHZEEED Goffman JRICE 5 7e b1 [HEh
LELMNIbR] DO TEHADITANZOHEIIH > TV ARV ICEWTHAD BV ILE
BicEETroThh, HATAEKK 7t 22 B LTELRLIDRDTHD, =\ 1z
HEFE GH omHEEE S h 2y, K50 clitvwE w52 e Tths (Mao,
1994 : 460), FicHE GE) R AMEAREMACHEFEHSOEHAGL > &35 L 3F 2
b s n, Brown & Levinson 285 9 X 5 TeHHAANDOHKRZME E R L 5 L3 F 26T
o THsBH (Mao, [bid.),

Matsumoto (1988) =& 2 HA GE) oHfleRTHrL 5, FRicLhiE, HEAZ—
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B DERPHEDMD £ v~ — L Db Ik F AR EFEL, MmECKFEL T
WBHZEERRR AR YACTRARRE LY, cocdhELohE G s
Mao D 5HE & [k, EAOBEBORFFCEbLAHE TEE L, HEX GB Tikxth
XL A oM E OBROFRM & MR AT R CORESMMHETAEZFTERL TV 5 & »
50 Pz X, HARBCTEAWCLELERHVWOLIhD TESZIALLS BEVWLES] &
U 5 EIRIZ Brown & Levinson OFHHATW 5 LIKIHTH 50 BIHFONFADFH L &
W kiLied, LrL, ThiED 7 LI THBR D s\ TIMHF 3 54 L
D ERF—RITEL b, BCHEFIEES AL E VI HAHESTRIVEHTD S 2
—ORBEMEFTAZENTE D, Thbb I IHEEDOH 5 Lo (deferent impo-
sition) THH, MEFOHEEXEDLIENLYUARPPS LRI 53T TH 5%,

Brown & Levinson @ % 5 A OIS I3 54— >DMEIL, 0 X 5 KEHOED HIX
EFEFOFENRECA A —2&@ED X 5 v rnTiERL, Lottt >Thhahs
ZETHYH, Fi Brown & Levinson D5 X 57 PP S &iditich, HEBEIOLXHETEH
RNEWS T ETHD, JBHICL » UL ZNIIEHEZFE Y HTBE ORI eh 5%, &
D X 5 xR A Matsumoto 1% BRI E (relation-acknowledging devices) | & I-A
THX G To=aia=/r—va VERARBEEREL TV, HEFHEDFEEICL > T
WOBEE, RN, EEFH R ERTRTEFHEKRERBL I 2ZH-T, Thb oA
HEAREERE L, BT 5 L ohRICEE DT, HAFERWILZD X 5 eifi#izx =2 — Vb
T BERR e i > TWBDTH B, T L THA G o [MHHI 23512 Brown &
Levinson D D & Fico TV B NIERD L 5 ia—Hleh bbb I TV 5,

(5) Since a person’s self-image in Japan is not as an independent individual but as
a group member having certain relations to others, his concept of 'face’ is under-
standably fundamentally different from that of, say, Europeans, who define them-
selves as individuals, with certain rights and a certain domain of independence.

(Matsumoto, 1988 : 423)

HAEADHTD A £ = 3N LA E LTD DT, HFEH M Sa0fEE2E - T
WHERMD A v A-LLTObDOTHEARAD HH] &, HHFEOHEF &ML b -
FEAE L THLYEESTS, flxifs—r v 20HEHEY & IBEEAHNCERT > T D & s
2B Tei2l, T [HEFD AV A—] EWOIMRCIETOMELR DD EFELLNRENE
N RS IR a5 <¢ 57 a Wl el D

Kz Nwoye (1992) =X %54 7Kg, 1 7 #3E (Igbo) DHEFIX R T X >, 1 7/ At
SR E X BHDES T L (hospitality) THDH, FHIXTEDLEDNLE LW H DA
DL EWD X5 ebDTix/el, XEXATHS Z & (good neighbourliness) dDF i T
Ho, 17 RXFEO-AZDFHER D (Uchendu 1975 : 71, Nwoye, 1992 : 313), (6)D
Blix4 7 RS TREFEO Vb ORI T MBI IC /eI hEeh D THB, 2% D, P
¥, HH5VEELORETIHSWEH I RKECERBLWAHFTH - Th 1 7/ FHEE& Tk
BACHME LR THZEDFRRTH D, TThEBRHCZTANDLONA 7 ROfH e T
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H%o

(6) moto m nokatalu kwusi bia nyelu m aka kwaa ya aka.
(CMy car has suddenly stopped, come and help me push it’)
(Ngwa, ka anyj jebe)
’(Quickly, let us go)’ (Nwoye, 1992 : 317)

ZDGE DEREEZ T AN Z O X 5 IKIEICIE U % O FEF AR oM 2 i -
TWwigh, @Yo vt WAME L TESRELSFHET5 & & 2iF %
RN DTHBEND, DL 5 BEOEFICH L TUGL 5 2 & BHIFE I TH O
HEANDRIG D TH D, Eic, 17 RS TRFHIIIEE Y CEL D NICBY 3
CTHX5CHEILEEAIEEL, To#EYRFErFIC o0 s HEbEebhb,
FHIEELIED S LT OB WD - oA R HIc T 28FENTE 5 2 LR
Nd, FHECEANIZORDOFANERFLHRILCTHI 57+ —~ LB rNDHH, 1
THRIE > T REERZIETERLS, RLrbOBIDTHD LY, FloZ D
(b Tl #IEMHTHEEIRERBERELEEZONT VS, BELL(NMEHD X 51
A 7R ST THEE] PEELMS L hoTWwb b Z0—HTHA 5,

(7) ---in the Igbo culture, where gregariousness rather than atomistic individualism
is the norm, where people are still to a large extent their ’brother’s keepers’, very
few acts are considered as impositions (Nwoye, 1992 : 316)

FEFRfEA X v b EFM, #EM (gregariousness) PRETH H, LMD 2 v -k
HAWicHEEF LI, Ao 50T (BEoFEA (brother’s keeper”) ), MHL D
Il EFE2BbhBTAZELDTYRL, T Thl] Bxo X5 wEMANOER L HER
HREEHSTHBDTHS D, ¥z, Nwoye K X4 7 FHECKVTREAOET
12 =2 X bEMOEER (collective) HE A 4 — i3 2B L0 E L, £HH
K& B EEMO NEE ] T A2EE G Tl b &\ 5, 2% b, Bk E
EWEMO A NERDOENIHKRE L, BEHEYNICTE 7L\ & “impolite” Tk 7z < “improp-
erly brought up” & FE#H & 5B, 2D X5 KBENSTHE, 1 7 S TRKELLE D1
LAEHL DG ERTERTTVWD, WHED D WIXHAK T & T face risk 2MEW 7o DI LD
BHRFTAE b, FlZIERESOEAVAEVWEERE LITENCEZ-TWH X5
Thr, BEWCAEE %2, 52bhdd L THEAKE LTOBERELED TS EF 2
bhb,

17 R0 X 5 Istte EEOHE® L 0BV EIHINICRET 5 e bERE MEAER THIE
DEMEMTHB E V2L D, 2T Nwoye DEHTNEFRE [HHE] oS FERH
BREEELTIERTHHINES, Thy MEANKEE] & TEMAOEE] w TAI#E
fEFREL VI ETHD, [AANKEE] & XMEANRLECGL T, WMEOANET
IDbELOLThEEEIRICVEVIFKRTH D, —F, EFWLEE] &3S
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- THEIFEE R, BRI T 5T S TEI OBREHE » TIRDEEV 7o &
SAADKKDZ L THBD, ZDRMBIDHERTIEAFH COMBEERLENI LI D
LD LA TESD, Xy MEAL/TERH] &5 ZxicEmB T 5% 27,
AL HIEE S R e REI~D—B & W 5 RA DWW TR REUBCRS T LIZHmLE D Z &
L7\

FOEMCEE THE] wIE kL Tixuvwinwa, Brown & Levinson @ [HHE ], FFic
N F off&ntEmtE~DKEE & 725 d D & LT Wierzbicka (1991) O A —F v FEELLD
HHIN DD, FlxE, 8)m X 5 refiiEny s #iF 01k Brown & Levinson O #4H T 13
LoB %D 5O NFAOBRXERTHZ L1252y, ThXE—-F VY FETRTLAS
HFOHEEYHBCRIRLDTh 2> THELERY, 9D X 5 REIFOEAL—KIT,
@I & b < Wi eEEf & L CoRMBIRE h, KL L CORERNORNBFcizvavd,

(8) Czy miatabys ochote p6js¢ ze mna do kina?

"Would you like to go to the cinema with me?’

(9) MozebySmy poszli do kina?

"Perhaps we would go to the cinema?’ (Wierzbicka, 1991 : 29)

¥ 7z, Schiffrin (1984) D= £ v NOHRXMEXRTHERS 7V /Y27 Y vl THE] &
REALZEFELTCRAETIENTEBREAD, 24 YANTE > TRMT A EEHEFOR
BAWELLVRD, CLAHFLOBRES2ERH TR TAZ LD E WS, LI
75T, Brown & Levinson O¥SHAL TIZP FADEMNL EFE2BbNBHIDLLLAI DX
IEtCEPF*E»A I LA EICBDTHDH, FDOMITH Sifianou (1992) D F Y
e NEAFY ZAADHE, ThbbBEIT Ty —RFEAMIcX ) BWlEL R X,

B x4 v (involvement) REMWNOBERIC L h B WMiifEZ B LW HEER, Gu

(1990) oHE G OXEFA b FARACKFTAHRANREE L AWLEE & O XS 0ERR,
Yahya-Othman (1994) 2E LT3, A7 b VHEBSCKFLEZFEA~DIELE (redress)
DA To—IHESTONE L5 HEDRy b 7 — 27 O TOMMEOEEY, ZL T
FhicBih s [HH] Bl S 8% < 0FEflrHE Ih T2,

PlEo X 5 7w B 5 & Brown & Levinson ® F5E3 5 MHHE | OEEMEICIZK X /5
BEE2OTE s 20, ThODRIFICESABEOLEELRD D, FHITT RbbH
Wi{b LTS 21, Brown & Levinson O T DEE OEA M XT3 B4, Th &
EXMcBELBEDO O TH B L MEAAEMA] X MEFHER] &\ 5 2R X 28t
H, FLTEADREYELTRERA NS Ty 7 BETAPFRRACHORTEHIDELT
REl&E LThTbhns, SR, MEANO—HEVWIETS X ABTHL, Thb
TR HEEL TV B EE 2 bR B, RICBHCHESHREE, HfF~0—REWI R4
P RAEREEL, FORBRCEXEI {2z —va vEBELEESC L VKB
EEbhB WL ODfERFH LS Z it Lz,
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4., BEYMEET

Brown & Levinson DX 5 4 b F AT ANBLLAONS X 51cic - TLISE®, KFIL T
“REEoBERPIOETARRLE LTCEBHAL CE R, — 2RIt Rz X 5 7dERCK, JE
TvrsaeryvOBEFICESWIEEEADHNTHD, WE—DEETA P R AR
BIFHAN 77— L LTCOHHADRECH T 2RETH o TOLBEHEIRE DML EL
Th, HEH] EWIBEBALOZYUEIDELTEFTANDN, ThxiEL, H5DHW
BED L 5 EBNT ASETAN LIRS VD ZEEBWTRERNCHE ORI TERD
—HEETRY, —BROFEECL->TIBLHLLERELIDIDTHA S, LLIDLS
AT T 7R TAPFRAIAETA P FABEROD B —HICBE 2\ & W5 FRDEF
WWIEERAC R ENTE e, ThLDOFRIIMEC L - TEACHE E VDI, HHI
BT DEUIE, ttesUbi it B, REi~o—8 LB T ENTESE
5 ZZTREDLIATA X RACKT 2 AMEY M@YEET V] LFESZ 18T 5,
KEHTREARTA P FRADWL 0@ T A 2B L, Lo ET7v7reyrry vbo
HEE BbRT, BRTIEXEz s a=r—v 2 VORRICETIBES A F % 2DfE
ML ALHEETHIEIRL LS,

F 4, Ide (1989) o @ = s (volition) ] & 4% F % (discernment) | D&% R
THLE Y RIAM P XA ZDOZOOMHIERH Y, Brown & Levinson DX 57 A b7 7
Ty IR ITA P FARFHECEL, AENERCH - TEF A M efTARITH Z L3tk
BB THEINS, (MBEHT] BEFELFELRZOBERICIG U Thi b BEBIRICBEIRA1T 5
RIAPRADAATH D, TR LT [T E 2| - TRAES Z &L LEDHBRN
CRWT, AEDBEEFIC L) > THLOMGERLERE X FEN, ESHBENCRTI L TH S,
ThbbEiENGE LFORMCESNEIN DD L, BHIEEMNICHEE S hicHE I
EOrErh b, BEIRICKRAEERTHD, HE2RWOTEANTHEXEEEICHbS
MBI, SHEOS5FOE5 2 bR REZR LWLV ITREECATBA
thDTH5B,

Fraser &350 # 4% (Conversational Contract, A FCC) o5 ¥ [#EUHEET
N] DOEDIHzObNE 5, ZDEFTATIEGrice DCPHEER LV A TIERAL,
Goffman O EEH SO BEEMELFED T B, WL DD EHE L ST Brown & Levin-
son DL DER ST\ D, TNIREFEHEOSEENEL LEFNO—BORNEFRY S > T
EEREATWASEWIATH D, * L TRFEDSEH IV DR © I3 HAR I HEE 021K
BfReH b, SFEITITURORTIOYHIOZNEREZHEICHZE L T AL -
TWbEWS, SFEOHEERZT Y S5EN Z OZNBHREHEL T 2 RITE, 3L AER
BARARE e — B e b © (£EDIEE (turns) & o7 b, BHEARELSEXFERLAD,
HEFLPBEMNAKREZOFETHE LAY THI LR ENPFERD VL) b, HEH
RHIENERLTWE EBbhsd o GEETOIHAFTEMEZ I EDORFHEIRIERD
TnZ &), HiEDOHESWRRTIZE > THREI NS LD E TR TH 5, BRICETS
RRTTTORFETCIRNBHISBEHOMAL, #, BEREDERICL > THRBIAT
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WY, ZOBANLE 2T, AT A xR ORICHETREEIZS S (on-going) 7 rE AT
HH, NI h, ERIACTEHORBTH S, T LTUTOZo05/HICARbhH
5L 5K, SH0S5HE RN OHEORPHANTITET5 Z ENERIhTVWBHT L
FEHLTED, R4 XA LB ZOHESMCFABEINICHFE L {TAD 2 — FIZAERZX
BHZEEZNT WD, DFED, K54 P THBHT EIEFRLS DT ThiEHELD
féb,:@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁbt&?m@t@fﬁsfr@@@y&%ﬁéhaofﬁao

(10 In short, we enter into a conversation and continue within a conversation with
the (usually tacit) understanding of our current conversational contract (CC) at
every turn. Within this framework, being polite constitutes operating within the
then-current terms and conditions of the CC. (Fraser, 1990 : 233)

(1) Politeness is a state that one expects to exist in every conversation ; participants
note not that someone is being polite - this is the norm - but rather that the
speaker is violating the CC. (Fraser, Ibid.)

ZDEFT AT Brown & Levinson 3\ 5 X5 ICAETA P THBH EWIBERBIZTHBERE £
ye—T L TUREIhBbI TR, K514 THBHZLRCPEHFL, »»CC%
BEFLTWABIIHE LTO T Edbhd, ZOBEALLEZENRSD L) HFTWBHRD
12 & AEIERENHE (intended deference) & L Ti#fibh b Z LI/ b1EAH D,
Meier DFHIEITENC B D B IEEIEFE T $ 52 E 12 Fraser & 3202 & 7o » 7ol 4
THHD, 74+ F A ZOHTCRTHEY)YE (appropriateness) & & & 2 % i TH
HBLTW5, BEEELITAE (actor) LHBH 71— 71X > THHF I hcEiEL TE
5 1 1TA & DIfEDEEE (responsibility link) D &1z, TAED A £ — Oa\ - F-hE
BRETHEVCOIBREY R T, HEER B oM A —CREBELFLHEFOMHRDONE % D
Teb T, BEEEDRA ST —134 A —CDBEE & HICZ DAL 7RO IR & {8
HET 2, BEFECHAERNLSETH Y, SN RBROM EHERYERNE 359,
OF VEEFFEL IEELFL XA (good guy)] THbh, HEMNREICARL 8]
ITE R E o TWB I ERRE D ETHRLEATH B, (DD X 5 FHICIT T [HEYIE] A
T X B,

1 - politeness can only be judged relative to a particular context and a particu-
lar addressee’s expectations and concomitant interpretation.------ Certain address
forms, for example, would not be described as more polite than others, but within
a particular speech community would convey a certain amount of deference, which
could either be appropriate (polite) or inappropriate (impolite) for a given situation
or a point within it. (Meier, 1995 : 387)

FRRIA P RRARTRTCOBENZOXLFFED (FTibbXbic X » THRX 7o) #Y) 7
TENCNT 5 B HFEDOREHFF o> T 5 & W ERICK W TOLREEN LT 5D FRIL



HE] BF—R2tMaia=7—> a3 Y OBA»S 77

BRebfh 2 B2 =2 s 2= —>a VOREELTOET AL E L THOTRITH %,

(13) Politeness can be said to be universal only in the sense that every society has
some sort of norms for appropriate behavior, although these norms will vary.
(Meier, 1995 : 388)

Kz Watts (1992) o“politic behavior”’ & WO x A X RTH X 5, Zhix Lic&Ed -
W oho MEFIMEETA] IO JVEERTHY, ALFT2v 2754 xR EDED
DIz T EYEE T ) #BCEEL TV AERCETALTH S EBbh b, Watts
R 7efIE D T <, MREMREN SR oS I B TR AR S T R
DI EITADTZEE % “politic behavior” & EA TRD X 5 ICEZE LT,

(14 “socio-culturally determined behaviour directed towards the goal of establishing
and/or maintaining in a state of equilibrium the personal relationships between the
individuals of a social group, whether open or closed, during the ongoing process
of interaction” (Watts, 1992 : 50)

i Fraser WS Wx T4l T£EOEN] MWEITERTWBRETH 51D, &5
oD FEOHETEDOHENE 2 bNS, —Dkaia=r—vav FOEECEDD
DT, b 55— 2MFLOMbLYICKITIHEROUGXED LD, ThbbiFELLZOA
ML TEDIKEI L5 LDDHDTH B, HIE X non-politic”TH H, HBEMN
“polite” TH B, Tiabb (R4 +] BITALERIND DRI LDAEY —F23Ia2=7
1 BV CHE I politic” TH BLULED D & L THEXERICEIZE L Eh 5HETE DR
B0k THSB, “politic behaviour” & FHERICETIZITHITH D, FHOHLFER
PWELHEIL R A L —F 1 <XV F hipolite”’ TH 5 LRI W B DX FIBHEXL
(LB I8 % 3 )1 “politic behaviour” & LT DIE#ER IFIELU ED S D TH BHE LD T
BB 172, “politic” & “polite” & DERIL WY & T2 S5 —] DFh ELT
LdARFvAaTidit, LA GEYME] Rl LTEhEDBEbIICBWTA T T
vy 2 AETA P FABNBESFLETALEEINRETHA I,

DALE TEgIEEF L] OB OhERTELD, ChxrBE 2 CRETREMERE= 3 =
== aVvEBRILEETHIETEDL S KIEANELRENEEEL TR,

5. Xtz a=r—>vavi [HH]

5.1. Tars57o—] & [EGIH]

ChiET HE] oX b %M & Brown & Levinson CREZIWBA T2 v 7
BETA PRANRL - Tl HH] B LT, BOEERARRKRL AT WS EYIHE
ETN] OARTA P FABOEREEY LT THH] oW TR TE e, FEITREXLRE = 3
2=l —2avHRBEHLEETHILETELIDEEZ2LNSE WL OrDMEIDWTEHL
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THhic\, AT 72— & [ & o5ER, BHOZEME, SXRTELPOEHT
HZ EITiEAH,

AT A+ FRAERY DHYIM ] OB THET 5 2 L EELRD S LT TIH
F (1996) BT LIz, BT A N THHZ EMIMERETH B EWH BT, HHEREN
HHHDLDHTELE VDY ZENTRERD T RDs, RURRETWTRIETE I
LERBED L, AT T70y 7DD OEFEIRT 2TV CHEAL 5 200,
E Vo RIENEINTLE S5, T, TOETAMIIDKEL ELFEBRNAEX LM =2 3 2 =
r—avDdDETAD—ERE LTH 25 b IXRERM BRI EOBAERL L LR
DIZEAETRITE LV, BXADORST A PR AETALRHEMBL X5 L$T5HFICE - TR
TR D s, AIDEGI DD E VD S EMADE 2T MinW®, &5 35 S FFFI T -
oo SCTREMEE =z 2=y —vavHBEELC THE] CESAZYTCT AT T
—1 & THH] @2\ TEHL BT IR L Thiy,

FJ EYMEET L] TLELIERAVWOHRS THHE (norm)| WO EBERHL TAH X
5, CORBIIGREIC L - Tk MEHE| LW O HARBRDEL L EBbh b X5l ZTh 2
2, FOMEBZLTLIBEOLLHEEERLETE2ONS X S NELEh, ThiIZf> &
EDEREA, FEBNNTHH X o7 [Hfi] L3RR ->TWB L5 THD, HlridkicR
7z Nwoye O A 7 Ko MEFMWEE] wouwTid

(15 Group face, on the other hand, refers to the individual’s desire to behave in
conformity with culturally expected norms of behavior that are institutionalized
and sanctioned by society. (Nwoye, 1992 : 313)

EHB IO THRE] s> 2 &k TAARNRARK] LE3hTED, IdelrLTHUTD X
5z MHRE] Wl T 5 ERAKERLL TV 5B,

(16 discernment is oriented mainly toward the wants to acknowledge the ascribed
positions or roles of the participants as well as to accommodate to the prescribed
norms of the formality of particular settings. (Ide, 1989 : 231)

FofoflyBRTd TEYIEE T L] Kk HEESHHE &V 5 RARER oMo # v~ —
T A HENREBYERL VB EnbiEIbEFELLRD, 2 ), NEILS I,
BN LERTIIRL, 23a=r—vavOE5F0HNTAL W OEIE S S DT
BhHe THIIEFZERNI L SR LICE WTES A FVIATEIL X 5 &3 55813
BHETH B, WYITH B L5 Z ERA—EATHhEZOHBIAT LI nicb D, &
METiRisWdDE WS 2 Eicdhinh 550, BEXMbLoBEMME W IFETTHEYITHS
ETHAFFRIhRERbV, THbLERNEOTHS, COXIREANLE LD
LAY THRBENE R INFAMC [HE] witd 2 L XERNTHL > 5 L5
& THhB, Brown & Gilman (1960) »EH EFTwb X 51, Idefiiic\v5 [ & %
2] WRSEFHTH S AFHREFADOT / VOFELSFELTH A 5572y 7 fAlEH
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Bb5sHL, HEFEOHFEOERHCOWTS, FHEK ELWHEEDHE | 0FEOEKMNS
BbHsZ L, WHikZh?PBERECERNTHE0EYE-TwbE V2L 5, E1,
ANSTTy 2RI A L FRASHEN R L SRLCHBTIEAR L, FlxE THEF
THERE ] EWVWS X5 A LT T2 — XSRS & 3N L CTHEF O LEICER 2 00
00550, K] CX-T MEHZOHHAL 5 X5 hfFlixZF 555101k
HEMIRBEOBFIE NS DD B EHE 2 THINAS, FDLOIEELTHERALT
TOvIRATArERRALE [HEYEET V] EOBERIEIDT VI Lo E v
5ZEiLleBd, B2 i azr—vavieBWTHE—ERD2 s a = —v a3 viT
BOWTHREOEII N, TLENLREXONEL X 5 @I HY, Bt 2=%
— a2 VIERWTIHEBC F N RBEELLT 20 Th B,

5.2. EHD%ZITM

DX RMICITIOE, TRV F T v 7 AT A bExA] & [HYIEET L] L)
ZDORANLE LI [HEH] Z0bDELTMCIR 2% LW O FBErEGoh5 &5
z2bhb, T7ib Brown & Levinson D ERDIBRICHAAD 2 3 2 =% —> a V1T
o _fillf (NFEPF) ofHEEHESMCHEYRTEZ L5 LIl - THELRLHEED
D EAZODRITCICB T HHEELR DB ETXETHA 5, Brown & Levinson D FiE7
%5 THEH] OMRRFoRRO LntcRRAicE7 v 7 ey b Y v 2 KEILRSH S Z EIEE
DIg D, THETRTELI S REL T 2R TORIELRZHHICER LI L Th,
O DFRFIBRW LIS TREET AT OMEHL <, Bateson ®\~5 [ —EHH | K
TEWRTD, Aoz ia=r—vavicdoThod bERPRIBDICTI A TIIEARE L
THYEUF->TwH X 5B bhd, &bHENEEbUAGHIEE VT, HFEHL T
FRTHANEBZEEL S ThWX hEFEED, BETHANEDBEELITRRVWI DI
FoOMUELYED S L5 etts - XETH W R, b0 THE] oERWERME B X
bRIEWTHHL Y, TLTED—ATHEL BT ONBIET v 7 ey v VIIREFIZEDS
NHHEXECHE I N AEEO L v EWw THE] d3FETH EF2bhikihidicbis
WE LI hETTMUTCELEY TH 5B,

CHIEFETEH O DB ITHERITHE, LM & b EE TV, Bateson iz~
E, HFELLT S &V TAEIREW (phatic) REHRTIMEFOPFEED 52, [
FRCHITF 2SR XA L VWO BR TS HEOH L 2T 2 D125 2 L THFONF A~
DEMNMLIETID, T, MENTHLOT2HD2AKEYACCELLT A 1L, HFO
PFENFOMARHITZ Lt/ b, Holmes (1990) DiEfEich 5 X 51, H#HTE
Lo THELFREBOPFR2RFFT AL WO X RBERYFIELEF 2 5 DIEHRE %~ —ITH
ThDEELZBNICDDEITHBEEVSTINVWTHS D, SEFRARCELTE-TH,
77 —AFFX—ATHEOLFT (PPS) MENLEEXTT> (NPS) LWiHED X )
WEHITTHNCHE 2 5BE1H B L Bbh b,

Tk b RHETHRELE, BXtiaia=r—vaveEETIES, DL
RIZ A bk 2DEAE O EFTE, RIEENMEEZITOHATIIEBEORE L L TERT
B55, BREFOERWIeA L2 v AL L TERBELZRDLDIHEMBTE LN, P LR
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LIS b B i, HEIIfED ETF S hA BN E T+ X ) bR BREY S - 1%
TR ETFADH BB NECENTHBIETTH D, FETHMOHFEAIT L7 Scollon &
Scollon® i A2 3 a=fr—vavicT58HEC LT, MEHOEEDE VM DER
BIEEINDNEI DR ED X S e RTTOHEENREIC I > TWB NI L > TREDDTH %,

5.3. TEAFEE] & NEHFE]

L L7ehih, STl E V%, Nwoye 235 5 X 57 MEAAWEE (ndividual face) |
& TEMEE (group face) | &\ 3 MRICITB - e—{LOBh 3 H B L bIERL T
BoakidhiEebisw, FIZIEAARADEE E LTLELIEM»N D TEFEER] BECKD
MEAEE] BRIEDO AL T ADOB-TebDTHADH I EFTTIED (1977, B (1980)
LIt » THEMEhTw5, [EAM] KL THH EShbok [MEA) & THEM] &
BT X @I ER 2B DfcdTH D, FlZIEEOOT 5> EFNERE] o X 5 kR
RIS E 7 b » 7 [MEAME] HAACKS T R D bRL L, EO» AEER] L
S X 5T, RIKENT, YABRORcHEEHRT 5 L 5 e ARME, KRt (1972) o
5 TANEADHE] &5 X 5 eBAWAME T ABHEADRECHS EFE 2L D, %
feifii, BIE7 2V A ADARHAAI DS 2 3 2 =7 4 T BELAECERZTL
N5 XoREZENLLRKADOLAY [EFW] W22 X5 fliHdHDDTHBH,
A+ FAOMEREFEYRTE, 5L - HEDORF A b X ADBRLA 7 ARLHK
DX 5 TEMK] EEbTWTh SETEICK VT e ) ORE A ORMEICETT
TX5LBbhb, ThIASEBITBHIERNTMBMAC L - Thdh, #FELFZEERZ—A
THHEND) L BEMiFEEDOP I TH 5B, Bl z¥, Matsumoto > BARFEFRIEE &
ML TEALSBEVWLET] VWH RHIIde TEAWX & T 2] I, HB WL
FEYIMEET V] BEES A P T, SFEDHCA A —CHEDIHEVI T EHFE L THE
5, ZHhik Matsumoto 238 5 & 5 ICHARDHEE TR EA M MBE 1 L TREF T 2Bk
PR TIENECOEHEREDLNLREEE2DND, LL, [RBREXIALSBEWLE
T EWOIHEFERFRICL - T B PMMHFENLTEKEFEL WA ERBEL TS0, &
DERTOEENEE 520X [ME] TRALKRPIIVEE RO TH A, BF rIcEHLE D
b h »EERTZEE EMED 5 ERHODOEE RFT5 (BoomE 2 EH
L) vy TEMAM] BRI hRERbREWS T ETHD,

6. B h I

LIk THE | o4 %, Brown & Levinson @ FiEx HFE A & L TR LB, H 5w
BRIz 2=y —> 2 VOBEA»OEE R, LI FAEERLILET, WD
PORIBEEENCE L ICE S, A5 4 P2 ADFERCETS [R5 5720—] & [HY)
¥ o b, HEHOSTH, SEEETLCHLLOD D THE, ChbOHERE I HIC
BT T05 L 3SBOBELE Loy, ¥, TOXIRFREIDIEHKEIRHLDIC

b & IR e FREULD RIGERN SR A AER TV L S ERBRETHAH 5,
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%‘—__E

(1) Matsumoto X [g2—m v Al EWHEWARLTWAD, ZhHEHAATNTDI—81 v
SRANCH T E BT, ot Thoxfb] v i KK TWw 5 e —< AXH
AN EFRBECRT 5L ST\ 5,

(2) ZoFED TRKLHS (sincere) | EFLATHoTWBHBEWSIZ EX I LAOELER T T
SERBITIBRETHE VI T EE Vo TI W, BT HDA S FiICBWTh ZOEMEOERIIX
RO LZAMELOBbYICETHEHCHTEFERNERESTHER L LTHFEETHLEE XL
5TH 5o

(B) HOEAULBEOZ N ZTHYTLE SN, Nwoye MOKRBIZZ ZTIRL TR Z &
T %,

(4) zzT MEADy R EvioTWBZ EREBETER LV,

(5) BHNCHEREEN1978EDESE T TIREL, TOH LI VWbPET VI T _—0t =L L T—
i\ - T E EbR T 5,

(6) Brown & Levinson D €5V ERKEL BRELDIBELFOAN 2 —owFLEL, MEFoOEE
T AEREE LFOmMBXHREL L 5 LT 5HADRBIEN EZE LN TWB I ETHE, &
hatga4 s MEAL/TER] o s bbb 2B 5 LBbh 5,

(7) Watts DFEEFE»BEFE 2E, Thidxlded MbEFz ] Kbi@ETHLDOTH DA, “a state of
equilibrium” Z£HEE ) ZHWAELT LS £ 5 L XF 270\ Bl 2 XHAFECHEXFRT 3
CEFldenbT5E [hbEFEFZI DRENTWEEFEZBRETHA S H, T hr“equilib-
rium” &\ 2 B0 E 5 MR EE R T h B, Watts DFERAS | 25 2 & TRV &L
Th7v /ety )y 2z LGOI 2 E W,

(8) FoEWkTIX Brown & Levinson D= FAi3b ikl b7 v ez vy voxibickiFs RS
1P FRETARBRLTWSETIHERTDH 5,

9) FE 1995 TERIALOMENFHOFRFEX RO L L TIMLE 52T L &R,

1W0) #FlzE, BEROEHE R T2 £ = | 13 ——72, REDAE—Y DL 1XF— A2TFTH,

1) dHbrAZhiE TEHT (selD | ofEEs THEEA] Thsr LW FMIADD 555, TR
HOMETH %,
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