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Frontiers of Studies on Politeness Theories:
New Trends in Politeness Studies and Discourse Politeness Theory

Mayumi Usamr (Tokyo University of Foreign Studies)

This paper critically reviews politeness studies of the past thirty years emphasizing the distinction
between descriptive and theoretical approaches. Descriptive approaches refer to studies pursuing
politeness realizations in various languages and cultures, whereas theoretical approaches refer {o studies
pursuing commeon principles, which systematicaily explain, interpret, and predict motivations that
induce (m)politeness strategies in human interactions in varions cultures, After examining the roles and
significance of both approaches, I focus on the theoretical studies of politeness and reexamine Brown and
Levinson's politeness theory and other major thearetical politeness studies inspired by their theory. I then
summarize some crucial points to be developed and integrated into politeness theory in order to establish
a more comprehensive discourse-level theory of politeness. '

I introduce Discourse Politeness Theory (DPT), which is based on a series of empirical studies
of discourse behavior in naturally occurring conversations, This theory broadens politeness research
to encompass the concept of relative politeness and permits the explanation of both politeness and
impoliteness within the same framework, and allows the pursuit of common principles of discourse
politeness in various languages. It can be considered both as a system of the principles of motivations
that induce politeness strategies and as a system of the interpretations of both polite and impolite
behavior in human interactions. In this paper, [ introduce the newly developed parts of the theory, in
which I propose that (im)politeness in human interactions should be captured from a more macro-global
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perspective in addition to a micro-local level. I also discuss the factors that I incorporated into the theory,
such as face-balance principle, speaker’s desive to save his/her own Jace, and bystanders presence, when
estimating the degree of face threat in a certain act.

Key words: politeness theory, Discourse Politeness Theory, facework, face-balance principle, micro-

local/macro-global analysis of politeness

L RIS PRRETEHE - RS54 bR ZAEH
MRAOEEOMBEL ChETORN

Brown & Levinson (L%, B&L) 2%, 1078/1987
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(Multilingua 8 (2)-(3), 1989; Journal of Pragmatics 14 (2),
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& Gilman,1989). #1 £ 14, Forgas(1999a, 1999b) i, |
A— PR R S 4 bR ACHET 3 HED0T
DIEET, TLHOL—F) KBZAR, £ |
4 MR B I REEEHE L, 20T, TA— |
By OBEEARCMAL S L2 HLBMIC, F2 |
1
T, oy —EEEEBINEEE VISR
®B7:, o%h, BLAOT—FiH5Al, BEL |
DARDPEEME 55720, kHETA iE
HBORLBIRT 5T EMTE, BRI, BELO
DHEIFFL T B LEALOTHS, DED, T ¢
NoEREMHELB L, EDRERER, X DEX |
FEOMKEDT e EEE, & LCHERY, H5
RIFE, VrvS— AE R LD LD BB
B SHEHOTEE, SHORRIELT, 0 ]
3ODTHEECIIR - EH3 Nz L2300 2§
LvH% (Holtgraves, 2005; F4625 , 2002), HEDH, |
Y s cha oM, ZoAhicls, fhomEEz |
MZAVEI B, AR E LT O & A §

OHEEEINEL, BELwh—Fizds Az, EL

THELT, BEERLEVCIEE L TEE, L]

L, DPEROBIFIRTE, Firk TELFES0 ]
7 =4 AECRIE) & THEFO7 4 AR 3§
BE) OFhEVEZRT, 2HBO7 x4 ABEE |
HEBO6ND EVIES, X5, U (g
HeEE P ols gREosREORE e R

RERDTHEE & L TR 5,

@) BELIBRLERSF 47 B34 b2z - fF
AFFFS, RHFAT AT P RA - R
PP REEESH S L e, TOFTER

AL TFI—ORICFEND L LI

BELAHERLE TRI4 232 AL 5704
DBREWRET BRI, Thbb, 74 ABEE
EHREIZI D oIEE, FTA 2Thhw, 17 &
Va— R ARSFY—, AHF4T RIALRR

#4522

A2AFFTS—, RPTF T

FFFY-, BEEASETDLGIR LT T

.......

2 BREASTO LI BmconT Y, (TR

ZOEEICAS] EwI ki, 29viERcs R

Bl REDEFNE L TRA 2 0EsD s, i

FER AT FFAERWRO7 0 F 4 P—E 54 F X 2ANRPIEOWEL ¥+ Aa—R - £ 54 b 2 RAEH—

i, QTR 74 ARFEORML DA

WIZBT 2 POR OHEHOHEORAF LAKTD

3, Eh, TEAMA LS F9—) OoBBEY HBER

LEZ BN, Ehbit, HRoBENSE LD

¢, BT, fbikv, Lil, S8, ${D

FFREENBALTHEBORIA P RA A5 F

S—DHIREFERL T BENS 2, Fi, Fh

i, BEL OB TRFINELOCBRET 2 4H

v, Eh, BBREM, RAHF4 T B34 F

FACAFFIFS-ELTYH, BT+ F BS54

FFARCAFITFY—ELTHEETEZ LD HS

vy R U - T - IR, 2002 % ; TR,

20012,2002) 1, HEEEFTAHEHELEITHLE

HERHBOTHERINCWBEN, SETH2,

$ric, HAEO L) & THEEER) PHRELL-SH

T, TERBROTERE, & THEoms @

WHT, BT 7 f734  RREFTF1T -

R4 PFRADBESEREB L0 TRIAL FRA

FINOLENE) 2% 5. DPEERTR, S%RF0m%,

K DI S BEEH D EFL TG, 73, &

BT, 5ET THR L LCoRROKRELRT

Bl b B 5k, ETHD LA,

(5) B&LDEHELERF A FFA2FHUEHOM
EERAOREANERA—BET B L wSERnED
WiMETE L, TORREIHINAESEX
fhick 2iER %, BRLOK I 4 + 7 A
~NOFEEEL LD ETB LD
A, ZOEOPRRIE{E-RLETR

5, PHEEMEMR - 2 wd L b, BAAUEED

BRI EES D A TREER, FomEEEEN

LholBTlzeREL, 20ER2LRARI

BE&L DS 4 3 AMERO TEEE, ~0 "KL

ETBLUIMT, TX54 + 3 RER, HEcd

hoTL B v LS E{ o TR LBR

LThEw#a9, 2LTZ2OIED, Sodk

i@ TR A P 2APE; ELTINETREL

TLRHMNE & BioT 2052, NOHEA~E

PITORZLORDVEDLLBALNS, L

L, HeWITROBEOIDEIE, BTN

DRSO AL B D EEDLTEE, 200

PO FRRCRET 5 CH R 0EREE LW
CEERBARV., LdL, —AT, Z030EMH
DL, Madhhvitnt 2o oW ot
Bokh, HEDEENELEI L, AEROR,
WEENR, WEERIREMOT, RTEOTREIE
TR E A A T, BV AT, L
HMAERMET B LWCEBHED TR », o
DHFTEMT 2 Ths, ZORKBEOVED
ELT, 1990 FEREBE SN, B&L OO
WkETIeig g THABONER, BEL OIS
TIEFHATE v L3455 (Tde, 1989; Matsumoto,
1988 %) :iziic, B&L O AT 4 + R AWGROE
ZHW, BANSEO WEER) LR 5 ENS
Wl BIRAAHMMTET S (¥, 2005), ZO
L) affRoSsEoRME, TENSEoE 71 b
FARDBERSE, &, TEZ A4 PR AOEEHERTE,
OFEMEOLE LD AERLHEES LEALNS,
HL, Zhi, Hic, BEL OMHmEEA L CER
BRORFA FRARFEETLEWI I LicHE-
TWTR, BEdid, EHISEME, G LR
HRCRET 2 itk oT, OESEOMRI
LS HOFRRARREL, o, 202
k=T, "I 4 LR AOUEIATR, b
HikT5., 20k LRELRECIE, flH T
WOFERT, WbWwa TR A + RAFE 5FE,
TRF 4 P RARMIE & T334 k2 ABERF
%1 BRI RO ETHR L, HECh - BEE
HEEn) HEOED A, LLCn{ I LRbE
MTELLEALBZES ). HE~DHEELEDHT,
S0 TEHEOUER, OHEROE 54 3 EMIC
b, BET2ELITHS,

BlE ChETBELOETA PRABEHICHL
ThHENERHOELLORWBTE LD, IO
X9, WERIZIZBELOKXS A 2 AEHH
L<, 20 T7x4 2 L3S #EAEE
THbDMG, 54 FER) Ewil&eHE
EEEETRLD, 71 ABFEOAAZEIL
k2 ETHLO, FoM, Rt LBADSTFRMT
hhdz, 2oL, BELOLE 4 7 AERO
EWELERIC R BB ETL bohs, B&L



& EIER S

DREF A FRAIBOPRETERT 2HT A FRA
OYREER ORI T C, BERiEmR R
ELHERMEFLLOET, BATH-F ZLT,
2000 ERIC AT EIE, BAICZOLELRELS
PRAOHEL S, TRETERE TR PR
R EOEL L D ICENTE RO SHIGE
ERCD XN, PRAEEGEG 2L SR ELT
w3, Bl Lzl 0osToRE L 2 0BAiz, T£
T4 b RATRIGE, RS A bR AT,
BB AT TERTAZ L, 2PETHHPTL
BBEZS. WUTTR, 202207 7a—Fzh
From@Eic TR LS, FOLT TH
F4 M RAHRDIE U EOELTEBELTET
wh, DPEROBEFHEO—EREBIIE DS,

3. MSA FRAWRLSISS FREH7Fo—
Fl & EEERERTIO—7F]

4t TRZ 4 b ABBRHE) ~OBENHEN
LDbniFEZ, FORA 2 FEECLSDIZ, ESD
RI4 FRAWMROTNCR T2 REN? Fo—
1 & TESEHEIEREYEE 7 u—F oue, fHE
EEDHTESL.

3.1 H3A bFRAHRAOBIEMNT Ta—F
Fichih ki, TRENTFo—F1 OfR
FHYA B OIZiE, Eelen (2001), Watts (2003), Locher &
Watts (2005), Mills (2003), Locher (2004) 3% %, ZH
5O b URHTE O FOBVRHBOT,
Z Tk, Eelen(2001), Watts (2003) % thulatz, TS
1 P A ADHEERER) bbb EFoTRE
TOMBEREE LD, ¥, "HHER51 &
A)TEIER A FARA) ORRICoWTTH D,
Watts (1992, ) kB &, THE—MER A AL &
B, THEDHESIIHEROKEIR L->T, &S
NTVLBREL R 7 4 FRfTE (EHR), EHEL,
TR S A P22 Lk, THLAETEHOR
B ERO T TOMIMEER, & OEMRS
pEm, BlEMETHR (EEHR), LES. #
LT, B—HEIS FFR, 2%, Tubhnps—
BOAIEG A FRRAREIRATVREY) L)
M, %, MZHAET4 2R, Thbb, TH

— 12—

BILBELS

I4 FFARRIIE, LRAL, TAUCKEIAT |
FEodhwEERTE, bolbTHB, E512F |
A, HEHLDURTHT, ¥, ThEHTD

SHELHTHLEIRETH S, BHE CORH
i, BROEAICLEEH, £54 F2ARAHERE |
DEBICE, L2, PLoTE LI RROEA |

FYUEEITZ LS R pRT, TETHS L% |
AT0B, (K4 b AHRHR 0a% 6T, TR
F4 b FABPA CHIAOMETHNR, i |
#5 TR TH B, PIRMREOLTORED |
TEHh e, TROANEIEL T L1
ik, TROBENES L4 A—TH3R7T
ARV, LA, HEOEIHWOKIA bR |
% (MBI THokL LT, 2hat (]
%o LLTORBELZELLTOMRY, 2ohsH |
FHEN ML BRT 3 EETHE L, b
BREMALE M TR LLTo TS ]
A FRAL EHASLORMETRETHY,
B, HEOD OBEZADKI A FRALLED, b ]
L, B, BTEEwISIHEE, BeThbe F
TEIRGIE, ZHIVIBnHNTESL LWL L |
ChEM EEW, ThEHTHO LPTHIT
WLBIliC, AUy MERLEI S, BAo
TRAGBILESRELF X Uy be¥aks s
Twa Y R, WEICR, PRFCLoTE, o

V. Watts(1992) b, TETIER 54 bR, BHHIE
RE—RSA PR LR, ERXhsET, A0l
EMELGABLEHD, (EER) FE4. LR
T, BRLOF S 4 F FABML&H T, 2 OENY

P ERTOHDIZ, Watts (1992) 9 polite vs politic {f

behavior &, Janney & Arndt{1992) @ emotional vé :
emotive communication 722 L SE S 3, Janney &
Arndi 35, £ OYKROENE L LTS OmE B
RLTwS L) JEICRRARTE 24, B&L S

FITHAOETRRASIC, FEErBLS 32

i (L3, Janney & Arndt{1993) i, B&L 03]

TR R 54 P FRAMAWRD 7 0074 PR T A P 2 RIRATEOBEL 74 An—A - £54 F 2 ATH—

HEGHAS, BIEME T A L ARMRE LTS, 20
FUEEPEEL T SR TEIE T A R—2 54
VERBESERELTHE EERLTw3),
7z, Watts BEEOHROEME, 2123l sfo T
5 Eelen (2001) im0 RMZ2 A5 &, HEE, &
HEYM, Co“HEoRSA M 2A%RALTE

b, FIER&EE LToB/RS 4 bR 26T
LENTwRLE LPB LG wE ) LiERRcR-
T35, Wb 25REIRANREE T 3 R, K
2, BEREOMEBETHILIE2BEL LD
TH B, (FHFEOHREIE, Davies(2005) ThAEh
Tw3.) %7, Eelen(2001) otd, W T Fo—
FORRZERT 200, K54 F22PHERICE
BEENT 70 —F, FRHAEE R GETERA~O
HtHG H 555 T LFERHATEREIC LHE
LT d LBk k) abyasdiic
T IR E W (ZRKR20TH, Davies(2005)
THEBENTWE), $£7, iy, REN7 T o—
FehiigE, TRUREAGBE Tk 5%
%?ﬁﬁ&%ﬁhﬂdm1w1u$$@$%®¢b
i%h H 5 (Kasper,2006), L L, &2l
< TEREFE DEBEOSLD &b 2 EErIC b
LTwaifE, B DD, T LAaHEDIES T
HFROGED SN TELBMS S, (F, 20042 - K
Bl , 2006; Z4%, 2002; BE, 2007 £5; % ORI,
FH:2E, 2001a B8 )

Locher & Watts (2005) T, 7 =4 RBRTA%
BETHBRLOAT A » 2 ATERA S T 2
n, FRERDIEEL LT, A BEeEwT
LI EnJ1% %% Relational Worky & w3545
A, BEETIC (discursive) 1= TR A P2, %
RIZBDIFATHE LT, BEINE, RE,
H%E o B&L oftfli i, "BEL OEBIT LS 4 b
FRAOMFTREL 724 A7~ OEBRTH S
Locher & Watts 2005:10) L9 & 5 2 BEAHAD
255, #%E, TWEERERT o7
DEEE D 62, BEL OEHRO TEF, LRAS
NTWB (724 2) b0IEREHSILLT 8
NEG, L Loigses ok Lk, SEEOE

A E TR R TRR2NGREME, TBE; &
DEELRSNEROBERRMETT, TH54
PRy el S L e WEICLE, L
IRAQEBEL(TELRL, T2, £54 L
FACIERL, 724 AT7—7TH3; twikH
BIATLUSTEE, —F, BILTH, %05
AR CHBLTE TRIAL FRRA Evd b
DEATH 20D, £, WEOWS TEFES
A PRAS BT, 2REEIIEERTER
200, HEOFI TRSAMRRA, L, POk
5% RIS RodlcowvTiE, WIS
ENTd, L5, WEN, SeEmEsl Lt
RS A M32) RHETH - LEFAMTHS &
FRTDLIEIE ST, BIEES A 2 ADHE
EHREL, B, 54 P RAAEE—E, S
A TEAZBENSL LI LEOTREFES S
LT 5,

PEE, LA, R4 PRAPRCHELT, &
FTELHRLTRVT RO, il S-FEo
RI A4 FFAORINTRER L, Haehibicsd
SHRERTFA P FACTEROBREES T &
ko T, A FPRAL AL D Z LEH
CHCTEIEREANET S O, ik, T2
DERFERF 74 F FAOFROBEIC S S TS, &,
HARETEO TRR OFEIELTO TEFA b
FADEEMS) OBMEREANE TS OhOEY
THEBEELL, 2D, ZDOER (principles) @
W o, % OERE (realization) DELAIE A @
Ml DRI 4 PRGN, & TRIA R R
AW oFXHTHB, HiF, FENST
BI2A74 b 2R, BEEHER-LWEEROWE
RS OWERSENTIR A Eeh b, B, S5
I ko THE - SBIchi=5E54 b2
M2 (realization), Ol d 2EHE L ERI NI
@ THEIR (interpretation); O 7B R %, HF—iy
1238, MR, FilL X9 &4 5 TEEER, B
BWEETH S,

MAEDT 7n—F 2 FRICHEEER L BN
HHEZLEFEIETOR, Fh TRIFALARR
HRGIE, b, MARER - kit a (R34



HeEHEEy BUAH1S

\2aoREObE 2HAL I s b0eEKS
ZFAUTR SR, 2IWIERT, BEY, 0
“ONREE 770 —FONENREET 20 TREZ
{, 2OEMDREEILEARLE BT, BHIK
BEILS ) Z EMBNETHE LHFL TS,

3.2 M54 FRROTEERBET I O—F

R db, BELOEF A b7 AEHE T ¢ Sl
+ BWFGEE %> o (Brown,R.,1990; Holtgraves,
2002 HfE3E 19930, HHEIDIE S HEEREIC O H
+¢, BEL omfiomEmeRmRL, RIFe RS
BrrwikakFFo—FN, EHELTHREE
FanT oot lnds, Lol, Tebibs
k5, BTRETaIES-LIR, ZOREP
BAECID B0, TORASPER,G, HARY
ko, TRAI S Ay —say; OFAELTO MR
F4 FRAOQUEE OBROBELEEDET T
n—FEREREBLTHE EELOND, MTIC, 2@
ZykyREELDER FATES AL P RAOY
WAL 12 k> TSR OnEH LB,
Janney & Arndt i, kb RVEERL, £7
AFER, aEazr—aviclTagiReR
B2 LT & Y (Janney & Arndt, 1992), £y, O
wegdy, e OBERNEArS, WAE{2 222
be—a v AR onTHRUTWS, MEaiE
S4bRAL ETE L) BT TELDZRE,
Bz AR VWAREREL T W Tu3H, 2
75 TRIA PR KBELTHERETZ LV
BT, BRLIEFILELE-2TwB LEEAR
v, Meier(1995) b, T 54 b3 A (politenessyy &
Wi BEEO L TRAREEL, Fhe THY
f% (appropriateness); EE#RT DT LILk>T, M
Ho%  MRE T2 20T RVh LIEFTS. £
Fo, TV R7 - 7— (repairwork)y &V 9 ¥E%
BHLT, T¥ELV<) oo BELEE
BLTwAD, Lal, YRPT—FicowTii,
Z2OWEEO—HBRPISNEZBET, ZhoEd
B F LB EIBETIBES TG, Jary
(1998) 13, BEGIEPERIEN (relevance theory) 44 T,
Xo4 FRARWABILETHWL, HEFOHD
RIMOESET D Aftd LI BT, DPHERE

LELBEIBMHE, LiL, N, FBLFERD:

o DEAERNESN, BR, £74 b RAMR

LT BERMLLOLEE2 TR,
Bayraktarogiu (1991) b, B&L OHEEHICRITT: S,
IhRBWHEE S Iy 7 cRAZERTER
L, Hewitt & Stokers (1975) @ 7 = A AE(R) D
ZEBEL, BELOATA FRATERSNTY |
B, 7oA ARBETIHO7 x4 AREEERT
BELTOEIA FFAL LSS, 724 ARBE |
Licfiic, ThEMHEHEBTRLETA FFR
fog@dn kL. 21T, Goffman(1972) 2B 3
FRHAGEDIEIE (correcting the disequilibrium)s &V
5 s d s, THEFR OIS (interactional |
imbalance)y &V HEEREFRHL TS, E6HIKH, 4
WE~D 77 24 2AEETR KTk, AF .
D7 x4 ARWEEED 17 =4 ARRTH (face ;

hoostingacts)) &INA, ZHZhdBHETRY,

HLFLHEFERTID (7 24 ABETH)
'7 x4 ARRTH) OERKHBLEP LI A |
M, 4EHEHEL, FRFTACEETLHEME
BRLTWLA, ¥/, LhesokBED 57y

AMEHETERY (balance restoring activities)) & 3 8t& 1
LBAL TS, B&L D7 x4 ADOHEEZ[EE 4§

ELTR—RIZL22b, Goffman D& H 72 9% ;

BawsL, BEL OEREREL kL
E3ELkboT, DPERLIETZLIALEAE
W, K7, KIEHTEOBDILT, &R ]

McElHenTw3 LB, ZORAEE(FY

TES. LbL, BEENE, Sk EbfliLT]
BhRTOLHE, n—Hin Q2os-voll
BhED) DbOLBEE-THBILEE, BV IE
Eiﬁ%&&b&ﬁ%b,%ﬁﬁ%@?47%?ﬁf
Ny #AKEEDB I EiCkoT, AEMCE AR
SFECEDTLESTED, #4737 20RedR
—RANCHSIS B L T B ETRE STk, T
{235 (2001a, 2002, 2003, 2006a, b, ) &, [@Hc, (7 = 48
4 A1 OERGHEBLANGY, 1, 205 —v0lf

b hEHEILLIRBOERELANTTo—2t

54 bR AR B b, it (AR
LW A —g - HAL, £74 P2 AR

FHER R4 PRAABRMRO 70074 7K T4 F R ABRIEOMEL 71 Aa—A - 154 bR RAH—

EHEMPCEI B EFERLA, 2LT, £54
F3A%, BLFUORMLS ™85 4 2R - R
F2FE—, b, HMEFHOBRIELTD TH5 4
bR ATR LSWTERL B 2 L BB e
THHREICERL, MERMAET A LA, OERL
LT, "FarAo—Z - #54 F2AHEE 2igg
L, Ef, #ikk, Ehe2okilsirenirzx
A A¥IHIEER (Face-balance principle)®; & s 9 i
BRHU TS (43 2008 T5).

4, RS bR ABRATOEHE

BEY -« LA a7 k> CGERBITELEE LT
Wh LW eh, V—Fic k- CERRN TR, &
LTEedbdh, BELICE 2T, & hEEHLE
L LTHRBEERALLEALS T34 AW
Tk, REO LI, S AT, BEUES
8, B REREPLETE TR 4 P22
FoEhAFYE) &, TiEYIHE (appropriateness)), TitA
BERE (consideration)s, (/9% v REMEIEH) (halance
restoring activitieshy, T4 A3 —R - {34+ &
A (discourse politeness)) @ & i, WEHFRL L -
THE TS PR EA DS b, AROHS
AR Z IR LT 50 L v Bhs,
B&L 2387 -7 TEEME 7 4 I & A (linguistic
politeness)) I ESHV MHAI S a2y -2
vEE ~EERTE TR A b3 AMERE, &
i, 2 L2055, MEEH7 7w —Fifss, T3
74 PRy &) AECESPRAOINERRO
PEERERLAHITFL, TOBRR2ELT, B
FHOEBRERD 5 HEIGEATH R DI L T,
WEBERATEIRE, BELICk T TRF4 F&RAy
LI FETRbINAMETRSRHAT, i
ToickszsEaro b, TARBORSIEE
Hi, Ao sz=y—v 3y, OBEBLISESS
ELo2H 3,

R, WFMELEESI LTS, R, S
LEF LT BRERAZZIDZ2DF 7O —F
Wi, Q&R EE S5, #4d, Thomas
995z k=T, b hRT{BRAehTnE L
G, THES A b3A) B, TEEBR £0hE

BERET LD TIREG, EWIRFTH2
(Bayraktaroglu, 1991; Eelen, 2001: Holtgraves, 2005;
Janney&Arndt, 1992; Jary, 1998; Locher, 2004; Meier,
1995; Mills, 2003; Usami, 1994, 1999, 2002a, b; S k25 ,
1993a, b, 2001a, b, 2002, 2003; Watts, 2003), FRHIFHTIZ,
A74 FRAR, TESEER FRASKRET S
L OTREVERS, VRS /T, g s
A FRILPE 4 EREEICIEEL T v CHENS
h, MEEAROBELSORIA FRR) 21
e D RERT AT LI, BEAEAY Y bt
sy LESSR-T1F B (Locher & Watts, 2005), L#s L,
WEERRIE, (X774 PFAPEFHRENARE
KHET 50 THEVWES &2, BESHT2E
ELEITHEVEE EROZELIEEHKOSE
%4 DEEHE EOBVI LA bh AT, LhdE
TRFA FFRRy ZESRHETEHEL EBTHOMR
oW, BEHCIET 2EIE LD TR 4
FRAOEEER PHETED) EEIB0TH
5, ZOREZFOBGE, WESERNL, THETA
FRA] EVIERER IR itLibhiTng
ZEEPEoTEY, 02207 Fu—+aiyik
Rith-Tw3, AL, EHE, 2hTH, 185
A FRATE, 0bEAEELLTE, co2o0
TR —FiE, BEEOOHNREEROENE L
PHhEEREL, BELboA e, HEICHMERL
HLahs, HERERBLTHI{RETHELER
Tw3, IOFESIcHsHhic RA ZWMEDRICE
MR OHBEERHEL, o207 Fu—F
OIERERB A & S 6V STIFMINA 2 2 L2 G
THEPYTHD,

CCTREHRDA T A P RAAOERAREET S
O —FOFFEMRE, FROP S, FEHEHEENL
BHILOERTICE LD, RET, ZNOOEER
By 3B TRBEE->H 2 DP MRHOFHBON
MeRy.

FHEREBARIIEL TERLTwB 2 L,
TRT 4 FFAKDWTORM, Thbd, wod
DL HRET, HHHEERLT, FOLILERE
TEIETRED LW D b, o koTHY S
SRR R 5h, ELEM, FOIILEHLE



HegERE BUAHELS

SOBBFERLT, FOLHLRBETHLESD

Lyl to¥Bich i, KEOEHETIO

BIRO A= AL, FEANTHESL) Lw3lET

BB, FITHZ LTI, FERERBERIRD

B#it, TRIA r2RA0BRICHLEEBLTLE

HHETZ2SBEAMOA A=A 4, 2ERLTE L

iwhd, Ei, Jary(1998) EHT, B EA Y OR

TEBEFL TRV, £74 FFA0 MHHIC

BB LA EEMSEMESLEL 20N TR

HainhRi94 P F A0 OETHS, <0

Hbghd e, LEOHRES OWRCHREE AL

B&L OEEOEESAO R T, $R~DFEELE LT

PEREETHE EFEL3H0E, UTOONRT

5.

M R34 FRAE ZOHLbVEIZAL AT
4 FPFRAELBE, FH--Wicfibh s % T
&35,

@ MZEELBE, LRI FFAER L3
BEFL, (K54 2R L0 )EEDE
HOLPKT BHENH B, 4, TOERR
UL WAER RS 2 088E 50
L, :

@ TARONHIVEELIER ), ORAGEARLO
Hiclk, 1,208 —roehkhEBE7k,
L hRVHFEL ~NOHEERENS LTS
MERNH D,

W @, Bl T(AK) KFF—F) 22
WhF—F L34 2 LOBEBELETRT,

@ MHFO "7 AR EUTR{, BSO
U7 x4 ZEF OBEAS, &b HRECERE
AR NS B,

6 HI3A4rR2RIF, 7 x4 ARETES Face
Threatening Act ¢ FTA) @ FT ZlERETA L L
TG CEL, T7 24 AKEBRTSE Face
Boosting Act: FBA)) AT, kh=ruk
HiEh o bIEAL 50N D,

M JEFHEITHERIC, RFELPHL WS FTER
oL L TREITR{, FTAR{ToTLE-
fefhiz, ThEnabe s EHEFHL M
i ARBETR ORESL - RO O DR 7T

P LTH HFALLRA; ELTHS B
FhH B,

8 E#, BLEHCEWT, —HOEED,
FioHT D 77 = A REETR OFT BER
WITHHED v, Y, £ hbo7ig
&z, ACeFodT, SERAEN RE
ELRARLSE T7 x4 REBTE, 2HAT
fToT, 724 ADBHE, 2R_LILETS
CEHBHBZEVIRELHECHATEZ
Lat, A rRF4 bRALSU L OB
A4 FRABRMCIESETEH S,

@ Foikkk PGRHHRET 2EFEOEECE
WaehEhizguwtid, —HoSESY
THS, EFhEBVWAA YOO —¥ 3
VEGEERHAEL, DEooSFioBYE e
4 AREEOTHEEZ, ROSBCEVTHE
Izl EbMETHI LS, khwro
ZRALHD AN B HEH S, 2hd (72
4 ZATRRITA) O™ & bokhis,

a0 TS AABR 1 WEFOMBOR ]

HTHdmE2HMECL, TEHIAELS A

N RAOWER, OREEELT, MEFoEm |

MR HRICHAOALSEN S B,

®ic, #5773 DPEOFHER, ERO~00 3§
TARATRHET b0 THS, AL, QOFLY: ]
TR ofRMicoLTE, thETowsnel
A, DPEMMTILORELTELDDOTHE f
CLEEMETTES, 2k, BiltEisior 3§
b, ¥4 2a—R-H 54 PRy E0IET, T §
54 bRA) EGIMBEERERTS, Lo, o f

i3, w4 FA- K34 PRALLTO A RS

4 bER) ORSOMELIA - WL TS, £ {F

fo, 02T, 2R TEALRREETH S
o, S, % OMRENRBAL THED T

REFHETHB EELITHD, ¥, kel B
EFORIUBED, DPER) OFTEDL I AL
Bt shsmind s toaeiy, 2h, B IR
WEKD, AHOBEEMOERE L EHOmTEE (|
VIE 2y —arvDAHNZZLDHPT, #5754

FRR, Thbh, HFEOD7 A4 A~OEEOES

FEXE R4 P RABERPEO 700 F 47— T4 FFAAMMROREL 74 Ra—A « #54 b3 AHGH—

#, BZABD 7 =4 AQFROAGRE Edic, »
PEZREERELTHEhLwS I LoENT
ETRTHOTHLH D,

% -, DPEH O WM T, 4% @001a,
2002) “CHEF L 7 BT o fIIEE W ~o R 2T
bk B,

) BEEEHTH>EHRCRCTR, EEOLIE,
WLkt 5 TEERAOTER, i
OBEBEELTEFIALFRAERIDEVSE
MEiEML, REOSEERCE TS TS
LUl OFERBRNES A FR2A 0 BAE
MoRTA P RAABREAETHENS B,

(@) WEAEILOLEBRBLIE, HEHRAOR
Al & 2 BRABOHMICHS T2 k5% it
LB EENBEPET IS LB TEIEA, «©
b, Lo LEETAIHRENDS,

(B HWEEETAERE £ ThVEEBERNAKE
W, BF 4 bRAE, "HESHRENEHP
BWEIHE S BEHA)  TIEERAORE
My B, ¥4, WEOHIFRLEE
LT, BERLALTRATH CAENS D,

W) WEERETLEECS TR, SHERL RS
RESRFETAL P RACRETEREIZ, L 08
PRICGITL T BEMNE S, £, B
DHEVEBREWVLTS, BE203EEN, &
BF4 T RBIFALFPEFALRES T4 AT
4 FAAWEOEEERFLI I Lito0T
ST ETED 2 END B,

B WEFEACEE?, BELELREZFHHDRS
&, X BRI D AN S BERS B,

5. [F4R3—R+MR34 tRIAER] OFHER
DEE

DP#IFIE, b=y uiBEdsid, AHOE
R (PR SEE), ThbbRA (B 23a
=r—varOA A= ALEREERFILEBVLT, R
i, T854 b3A {(4vE74 F 3R offab
5, FOFEMPERELEIETELOTES. &
DRIz, TRS4 FRRL & TFER AR
RERY - T 5H00RA2E 22— a v,

ELT, EEL RN, Fu— AN s RA

ET, v—AanidE» 6, ELFAOFETE

&, BMEFO 2 OFERED—Z - F—EEWIH

HPEATS, Z7:, WhRs4YRI4 PRA (=

A+ AR EF4 PRR) bE—ORE2 T, £

DatkDA AKX L%, TI0 -2 OMEP6D

724 27—, LI BA0G6, HENIZHHA

L&D ETHLDTHS,

FAO—FDHEELTE, YIihicds lE
ahp THHE) 2L, Bl Tnl tn)ii

Foal, BfcEEds (88 2Lomhi#g

ATEHRL, ZOEEEOMISEBAICEETES

PLedBEE»S, BENEECAEREAT S,

ZOUEOOKREN BRikER Y TH5, B,

FOERE, TEDRGERANT, TEZLETS

DI EFFHHETEZLOEFHB LTS,

FTi, —EORENTIE (FEF,1993,

1995, 1997, 2001b; Usami, 1994, 1999, 2002a) @ &5 5

PRiEARETEEDONSE (FoAa—2H5

4+ 3 AR, (F:3%,2001a, 2002, 2003; Usami,

2006a,b,¢) K, Frzic B L AR A TR

WEHENT2ICEHD B,

5.1 DP BEiROEH

9, HRICDPHEROBMESLOTE (.

(2) 0 THARE, @0 TAfsbE) K2wTh,

Hcis kb BARMc R L,

O BF4 2%, TERETFHCEIT W
DEZEPL L THEOY A 7 2 2 A0,
ELUTHFRLALPEHLE LT, Z0O
&9 IR E LTRARA I A b RAE 74
RaA—Z - RFL FRAy LA, T35
BEL ARy DABPERLRT A4 PFRREEE
T A,

@ TEFRE LvIBazEAL, (1)CHE
Li@kE LT T4 RA2—A - K54}
A %, WMEBEO TEARRE L) TE
S8 (parameter)y & LTIRAZ B, ik
iz, AUEHOIcBT 385 {0 T#EL
WRWT, FARa—A - E£IFIA4FR2%H0
BT 384 0BEED TYHHBFICB T AHR



3

®)

)]

HEEENY WUBHLT

) oRENRboR, TE4s0EE0LR
=), OFEME b0, THRENLEEERS
vy RS, TERFhOSETEHRR
ERMAAS —VOEERE (F7aAk, N
), ELTRAS,
FrARaA—A - BF4 PR TE, BLF
BEELDE RIS FPRRALFTE— L,
L FERERICT A EETH0 7 o AR
EEICOWTORELFLHEFD TRELD
DFE: Def)) KEoTiERZENS TH
FEEORM ELTO TEI A PR AR,
FEMLTHALS,

TRF 4 bRABE] &, KOIHD TEELE
LEEFORML D (W 2 ovIhub,
i, TATIR LT, HMcEzINT
CBLHERD, OFLFEMNEBICIT- TR
THO7 = 4 AREEI>VWTO TRES D
£, ® 724 AREEORML VIRIELT
BENEINEALIFP—) KOWTORED
h () 2 O THEOERKIRE) T
BEPIOLTOREG Y (B &
FLFELHEFEOMORMG b (R £0
D, TEETE B THIR 0xa)y PIRINE
HIBE D, HHERTEH (—HFELSA - B,
BL L) @ TRI 4 FRASHR) &, M
DHBEPEREBRT 2 ERTLLhO TH
AtkbE BEILT, 2Iho0 THETE
DERBOREESY (EHHE) ) 1S L TR
EFNTLEHDTHDL EILLSB,

R EThs TRIA FRARE B, &
LFEEMaEFEo3ED TREL Y (WF ©
v, Ho, TATO TPhy oFm
EREE ST, (7 AHER, 22—t
FEE,, TeA FAZR) ovFhichk
2, U735 A%, T4 AR X, HE
F5, DibE d, PLEVIRFA b
FAOBETHLY, Toa—F3 A0, &
B, T2 4 FRAE OBR» O, =2—
FFak, DED, B oEnIbT
b, TlE ELEEU b Thiy,

En3CThs, Z0BE, 2O TEET
By i3, CEEAEEN, (H3EROEHE, T
B, 4 Fo TEENESEOR, (FixE,
20013, 2002) FHEATWE LB LGNS,
(7} F4Aa—A K74 F2AMERE, 2 8
AR LI RAFEEROHET 5B,
52 DPEHROSHORD
&%, DP RO TH&iiEAMRA L LTHX
AT Easnd—avig LB aRERMTE, &
hEREIC L Tw S, 24, MifERAELEb0%
MERR LT FETH S, 4, 20, #
it 3 ABERE RS 2BE0ORb Y F v REA
b OB ERELTEL
DPERCR, FhPERTILEERIcET2
AEEGE, 2OSEERA~OBEL VIR,

5, BTo2M RS THELS,

a AR - fHE 5 0EYE, A8, R
FELH 50 (Fik, BE, ERS, 8,
TwEBGESS D, £, IHETLZORD
PR oL, FE RELPEH200
MO L B DR EEET)

b ARIRBEAHEEE T 2 EE, A, RELo
oRER (BERPLLA—-FIEhAbER
N 2

DP SR, ZOWH BRI AN, ABOTH

EEORRLEBRLT LY, ST, a OBE

whHar AFALORh D EARE UTIRRERLT

ma,xmfm,mﬁmﬁébab.DPﬁ%m%g
e LTOnE CRRITWARE OB -5 ¥

EROERAZHTMBEICETT 5 CEHD 5,

(1) B&L®7 <4 REHED ARG H OLADE

1E

BEROTRER 08 L BT ZT 5.
@ 77 x4 AHEHE Facebalance principle)™)
L AR ITDEA

NELCIT PEUIIPET ALY,
RogEcEY 3 rE— Sl aRArs07 e

ELE0O7 24 AR & THEEo §
7 = 4 AMRHEEE) Ofhay, YA (eR 3
LEE) OB, BEEOAEOEELY, Rx {§

Fie B4 PAAARNED 70 74 7—l T 4 FF RAEBRNEOREL F4 A3—2 - £ 74 A RMEH—

AAT—0%, (724 ARETE) #YThH

{1724 AFRTHR) 2MATERAS., b6
b,

TAERROH - REN SRR CBEE, &

HE, RELOFEE L), Xb=rmirl
P HEERIER, (7 24 AHEFIE (Face-balance
principle)y LW HRAAZHEATS, iz, b
BETIZEWT B 7 2 A AEEEOTEHE, RO
SETHETIIL LTRETH S LI RANT
H2. DPERTE, coldyhvroikiBElAb
T, n—hrkfAllosEoehthoRy
A PRAEEITH,

@3

THRUE R B 5 WREWIR O RLE N
THEERRIE, TREBZENIE, &, DP B

ORT, FETHO (7 24 AMBEECEL TE#
RENSGBHEA L7 7V —FF 2BENICER
{fLLTw i, O THEETH R,

&3, RELS A EED DP BROFERIZ 2w

T

i,

&0 B ERLSFROMELRTRTOLLY
BI 4 P2 AOEEERRR L, HHUEHEOMW

RSt LD, TOWEERMRIOBD HFIC

DT HBERRLTLL,

LdL, Thid, koD

BE&ITHE Lk,

D

2

3)

4

i
AW IESETSCLBERTERRASTED L
#FEI T3, FTR, HLERIS2S, BF
TN EREFRGEBTELD T,
EE RS, PUYTOERETBHLTWZE
Ik, EHTEBTHILEFLLD, Fhz bl
FiE Lo TRTIICE, &b BREL T 5 PR E
i, WTITICIRNT BEEH D,
TEIETE L ERWR SRS L M e BT S
I LR TAE D, TRMEBLTWAATLE
BH, Bbhats, TS5 4 R RRAPHE) I2BweTH,
WiEHES & (WA ->Tyhel EARKXOFEME
BoTnsg,
SHBOEHOLDIc, BRLORF A P R AERD 4
DOETFEEMIIE LD TEL, OB&LIE, TR
Mgk LToRSF4 7 724 ALRHT 47 -
TrAALWATHED 7 2 A ARG ER 0L
Rz e, M, RFA FRA THDLESR
L7, @BFEDT x4 ABHdTAEEO S BTH
% 7 x 4 ABET# (FTA: Face Threatening Act})
LIETE, #ED T7 x4 RBUE (FT HE : degreeof
FaceThreat) ; #5& 4 Iuda2i3L, khAF4 ¢

5)

8

9)

10)

—19 —

BAFFTFY—MBERERELT, BTokI
SR ARIcE E Bk,
Wx=D(5, H)+P(H, 5)+Rx
D:Distance P:Power Rx:Riskof imposition
S:Speaker H:Hearer
Wy T7 x4 AREEFTE) {TARMEFDO7 =
4 AEBHhTEE
D: 85 L3 (Speaker) & B & F {Heaver) @ TH£ 18R
i (Social Distance).
P: B & 3 (Hearer) 35 L F (Speaker) ¥ $ 2 04
{Power)

Rx: FEE DAL T, 175 (x) 47 TP 2 AME
DR M2 250 { A-51T (absolute ranking
of imposition).

@/, FTEOREREURLAIA PRA AT
7 ¥ - IROEE E B LR (p.60) DIF TR E &
&, @RABINEREA T 5 — 4025, BH
L.

IhsOPEFRORERIR DL TH, FESE

(20013, 2002; Usami 20022) L2 2D = &
ZDEBICET B W O DI, Lakoff &lde
(2005) ICF L H LT\ 5,

BEL OEGRIC BT, HHEERMENEHDAS
A—F—r LT, BEMCERINL "7 2
oilfsE, T3OvEw: oFs»SRERL, B&L
OHEOEWEERHYT S X wRAF e T 5 L,
BERE, coribilmcE-TLEIILR, %
DitHHHIES R LW BERO I L Chok L
HErExs, GFanehR)

Mo —FHELTHRELAREIHCA
Conversation Analysis) T 3 2%, BHERSHEEET
BLTAMRETCIOFERMBENEI T3,
#ER, TSEESLMEPENT To—Fy EFRLT,
ERWHIT L EENEMOm A2 &0 TRIET
DHEFRBLTED, AL '&Eoait 8-
THEFOHBERPANE 23 (Fhk, 100
2006).

DHFOFIFE VT, HEROLHEEHESS E

Dich TARL 2E—H8L, 20%{OHEHC &

LR P TNt oB@RRT TekK
A, HEREATVwS, FHFLZOMREHRATS
¥, I CofER ToRTHNOBRETHS.

e, WhE TR TEYABERRVI L,
ki, AYHFRIAR L ITREZET A6, BEL
OB 5 positive face, negative face & M FN TR 7 4

Fe?xd Ay, TRFF47  7x4R) ELTR

frL T EFN (SFHESE, 1008, 2001a, 2002), MR

VIR RS 5 bicid, AL ENERT negative

face want, positive face want D13 5 2B D LW,
oyt Tk CHBILEHALLEI bR

Thaotehb LBV EEATVS, ik, BESD

B&L QM F 4 F FABROMELERITESRDOEIE
Eaga, SOIRIC & 2T, positive facewant 13, T8l



11}

12)

13)

14)

15)
16)

17

18)

19

20)
21)

22)

WO ETRE

HERRE), negativefacewant i, TRWHBHE, b
IHEBEES, (SAERR (ErEENER o
OHTOWELER T2 0D TH3,)

FH7T 7% TR K832 Lk, EEO
BEETRAhv, ST, i TERT2) BoT
RE@d a0, @EE, ESgLLcHY s,
U—9, BELE &L 900E5 4 FFAKETAE
e TRENRLO) ELTHIT, 2o%, E i,
HWIEATA FRA LI BEAD s MBS L
TW3d, 74 PARELELE 2290 TR
LHIETEIEI LT, MRA0T, BEoEil
MREE N, Wi Eelen HHOTHEORRMERL
FeBH B, Fiz, Belen ML D b S i,
TRHE) Ev IR, D bRiokvioyn
HFENTED, TLF 4 Belen ARV E LG
D NRE) 2, hOBRGS 2D TELDEN
5§84 (Davies, 2005) & IH T3,

Fraser (1990), 7% - )M - 327K (1998), /1) 12 - §E4s -
KA (2002) £ &2 b 2 OFEES S 2,

DL RERI ARSI, TOBPREL LT
¥b¥ A, MEERF CoFhic, HEUEL
LT, LobhbfEEFLTE{AEILLEL,
FHE2% (1993h, 1998) % 12 bIEU 3,

B&L (1987:236) b, M73% > R FH (balance principle))
ELT, MRICHhTwED, BRET2L-5F
TIIEELTldews,

EHARROT 70—+, 874 F 2 A0S
LW LORELEHEL THE, 20EEERALT
FRDREE T - BRL Tl vk, ®/A
M T B OB RO WENR I £ BT 2 -0
Iz, M, REMCESL AN ARBIT TRS
A FRA) L@ELA LT, 0N ZES
LTwaDTHS, DL RIEEHIHT 5T
ROBTIIBGTH B,

TR, BT AR, SRS (2008 T4E)
ZEEEhtwn,

74 P RAWEOHNOME, B&LOES 4 b2
ABGEDRER L S50 Tid, TR (1993b, 1698,
2001a,2002), Usami (20022, 2006b} # B X iz b,
CIRTERYERE) 120w T, SEH (2005) 2 2IE,
TLR—FTERNGbELANC, AEARSEDE
Ladan (RFF47- 8354 F2AHA) M,
TAVAAE, FEdbUDE BS54 7 £34 b
FABEH) o, —fHoEEE LTEiic ks o
EBBES ik -T, BEORIKIE T2 T
FRE PRI LOFRATHESS, CoERD,
EXENCDPERTHHL S 2 L # 4 24 2hic
i, 22 ohiirs0 THARK o2
BRET2HENHZ0T, KT, Ebivw,
T LA — FTOITHNT2 0T, Goffman (1971:32)
IR A H 5,

Goffman(1972:19) 1=, [E I ‘correcting the disequil-
ibrium’ & PSS TV B, B&L(1987:236)

WUEHLS

b, T—AALEBARLOPNE M, 2%
2%% » AJFHL (balance principle)) & LN T3
W, BNEESOAF A+ F RAEHo A B,
HRETBL 2B ETICHE>Tvok s, DEEEN,

B3, LA WAasazH—varvitlT,
EbL S EFT &, B&L LD b, Goffman ICifvre
7 aRBRREEAL T,

(31Az#]

Bayraktarogiu, Arin (1991}. Politeness and interactional .

imbalance. Jnternational Journal of the Sociology of
Language, 92,5-34,

Brown, Penelope, & Levinson, Stephen C, (1978). Universalsin
language usage: Politeness phenomena. In Goody, E. N. (Ed),
Questions and politeness: Strakegies in social interaction.
pp. 56-289. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Brown, Penelope, & Levinson, Stephen C. (1987), Politeness:
Seme universals in language nsage. Cambridge; New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Essays in cognifion and social psyciology. pp. 23-38.
Hillsdale: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Brown, Roger, & Gilman, Albert (1989). Politeness theory and 1
Shakespeare's four major tragedies. Language in Sociely, _’ 3

18,159-212,

Davies, Bethan (2005). Book review of Eelen (2001). fournal
: _ NI~ - $A%E - /AE  (2002). MEERE, & T

of Politeness Researeh, 1, 155-160,
. Eelen, Gino {2001). A critigue of politeness theories.
Manchester: St. Jerome’s Press.

verbal communication strategies. Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin, 25, 850863,

Forgas, Joseph (1999b). On feeling good and being rude; 3 g
Affective influences on language use and request |
formulations. Journal of Personality and Social g

Fsychofogy, 76, 028439,

Fraser, Bruce (1990). Perspective on politeness. Journal of i

Pragmatics, 14, 219-236,

Fraser, Bruce (2005). Whither politeness, In Lakoif, Robin T, -

& Ide, Sachiko {Ed.), Broadening ihe horizon of linguisti

politeness. pp. 65-83, Amsterdam: John Benjamins.
Fukushima,Saeko (2002), Requests and culture : Politeness i

British English and Japanese, Bern, New York : P Lang,

Goffman, Erving (1971), Relations in public: Microstudies of 3

the public order. New York: Harper Torchbooks,

Goffman, Erving {1972). Interactional Ritual, London: Penguin : §
Gu, Yueguo (1590, Politeness phenomena in modern Chinese. g -
- Matsumato, Yoshika (1988). Reexamination of the university

Journal of Pragmatics, 14, 237-257.

Hewitt, . P., & Stokers, R. {1975). Disclaimers. American Mol
‘3B Meler, 4] (1995). Passages of politeness. Journal of

Sociolinguistic Review, 40 (1), 1-11,

FER BRI PR RAMREHEO 70T 4 PR B 4 PRATATIRDEEE F4 Ra—2 - 54 + F RAHT—

Holtgraves, Thomas M. (2002), Langrage es social action,
Mahwah, Nj, London: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates,
Publishers,

Holtgraves, Thomas M. {2005). Sacial psychology, cognitive
psycholagy, and linguistic politeness. Journal of
Politeness Research, 1, 73-93,

Ide, Sachiko (1989). Formal forms and discerment: Two
neglected aspects of universals of linguistic politeness,
Mudtilingsea, 8(2), 223-248,

EEHPF 197, RIA +RA0HEE A Tl & &,
26(6), 66-71.

Janney, Richard W, & Arndt, Horst (1692}, Intracultural versus
intercultural tact. In Watts, Richard].,, Ide, Sachiko, &
Ehlich, Konrad (Eds.), Politeness in langteage: Studies in
its history, theory and practice. pp, 21-41. Berlin, New
Yorlk: Mouton de Gruyter.

+F Janney, Richard W., & Arndt, Horst (1993). Universality

and relativity in eross-cultural politeness resezrch: A
historical perspective, Multilingua, 12, 13-50.

4§ Jary, Mark (1998). Relevance theory and the commumication of
Brawn, Roger (1990). Politeness theory: Exemplar and 2§
exemplary. In Rock, 1, (Ed), The legacy of Solomon Asch: i

politeness. Journal of Praginatics, 30,1-19.

Kasper, Gahriele (2006), Speech acts in interaction: Towards
discursive pragmatics. In Bardovi-Harlig, K., F&lix-
Brasdefer, C, & Omar, A. (Eds), Pragmatics and language
learning, 11, pp. 281-314, Henolulu, HI: Nationa! Foreign
Language Resource Center.

HEE - NIOE— - T4 (1998). HEEHm A B
P

74 FRRS HSEENR, 5(),21-27.

Lakoff, Robin.T,, & [de, Sachike (2005). Broadeting the horizon
Forgas, Joseph (19992). Feeling and speaking: Mood effects on 1
IF 2% @y TTEESTFTY—h—0k WHEE D

of linguisiic politeness, Amsterdam: John Benjamins,

H i IR 6 2 D B RR ISP 23R L
T— WHABEAZAFRE - G2ER (%5
HAWAMYTER, 8 (2003 FEE), WR/EE
¥ pp. 57-82,

FRF - KRB - 0725 - R ileT (2006). 3= EEHL:
SLBENT 70 —F it L 2 2EIFOBR T
LEwa () BARLIGHT ~ O ST &0y
T7u—F (SEBHETEESLE13) 21 g COE
TR 7L TR RS L T SIS,
MRS ERT RS KBRS (LTRA pp.47-76.

Locher, Miriam A. (2004). Power and politeness in action:

Disagreements in oral communication, Berlin, New York:
Mouten de Gruyter.

B Locher, Miriam, & Watts, Richard]. (2005). Politeness theory

2ud relational work. foursal of Politeness Research, 1{1),
9-33.

of face. fournal of Pragmatics, 1%, 403-426,

Pragiatics, 24, 381-392,

Miils, Sara (2003). Gender and politeness. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press. (fE&# FR (2006. =
EFEY e ¥~y HREE)

SHBE (2002, FEBLOVEED S A DAGESIES
BHDAT 4 b 3 ZAHT—AHNESTE BT 2
AR ¢ TAADOR S 5 V=) 2Hhhii—
M SEERE, 5(1),56-74.

HRPEY @007, BRARAEGOSIEC BT EHS 4

FPRAAPSFY— RAE—F LI ERL T
WO AHEIRE R SR S R AT BHE LR

Slugoski, Ben, & Turnbull, William {1988). Cruel to be kind
and kind to be cruel: Sarcasm, banter and social relations,

Journal of Language and Social Psychology, 7,101-121,

Spencer-Oatey, Helen (2007}, Theories of identity and the
analysis of face. Journal of Pragmatics, 39(4), 639-656.

Suzuki, Toshikiko (2007). A pragmatic approach fo the
generation and gender gap in Japasnese politeness
strategies. Tokyo: Hituzi Syobo.

HEHEA (2005). HAOHEDS KIEHEE

‘Thomas, Jenny (1995). Meaning in interaction: An intreduction
to pragmalics, London: Longman. (R —&15 - Hrh
T - U - BEE - REER (00, 5
FRARY ArFHR)

FHEEEOHR (19922). WHTE-HHSEC & s &3
DAL FFE =D HEEFICIEC A e
EVGEANE I, 047,37-47.

FHEEZOH (19930). PEL-LEE “politeness” ;
“politeness theory” DISRHMRIET O adble = ki,
14,20-29.

Usami, Mayumi (1694). Politeness and.  Japarese conversational
strategies: Implications for the teaching of Japanese.
Qualifying paper, Harvard University, Cambridge,
Massachusetts.

FHEREOLH (1995 HELLHs R MREREE F— A
E—F LeSilie 7 P ARSI LIRS — 353, 662,
27-42,

FHEREDR (1997). T O 3a=r—ig iy
EF4A—R - B5 4 A B AKXETES
() ZIED T 213 RBIE C2UBE pp.2dl-

268,

FREZOH (1998, E54 PR AMBORB : 74
AI—Z R 74 FRRALGIRLY HEsHEE
FREDERE - FEER (BE) AEIFEgEeR
1997 K, TRRIMEISERS: pp.147-161,

FEEEDR (1999, BEOEROSH—S LS00
FRT7o—F— FAFEZE 18(10),40-56.

Usami, Mayuri (1999), Discourse politeness in Japanese
conversation; Some implications for ¢ universal
theory of politeness. Doctoral Dissertation, Graduate
School of Education, Harvard University, Cambridge,
Massachusetts,

TREEDA (20012). & 74 F3AOBEARAE
B EEEMAR (&) #EoHa4 a2 AR



§uasmpe susn1e
i s8R 2338 ~—¥

HeEERE ¥NEE1E
The Japanese Journal of Languzge in Society
Vol, 11, Ne. 1, August 2008, pp. 23-38

pp. 9-58.

EfESE WA (000b). TF14Ra=R-®IP4 PR
by 3 e o B SGE A O B BE R 0%
LB AHEE T 4 bR ADBEEINC AR T 3 T
& — WRMERERAEIREDINATE, 6,128

FEHFOAR (002 HE TAT A4 R AHRORN
1-12s HHIFETE 3101-57-13)

FhEEEWR  (2003). BXMHEMEALT A PFA—F4
Aa—-RA -HBF4 I FADMBOWMS &— EEFE
F4(3), 117-132.

Sk wa (2005, BEMER DRBREESE
FiiERAEHE IR AISMEE  pp 620621

RO (000 WEIRICEBEY R —AAMMTL
Za—ALoEE FhEZes (R ARAE
AT ~DHELSLHENT Yo —F (FHRES
TR 13) 21 B COE Y ¥ h MEEEME
et L B SRS SO IR K
HUgICETFREL  pp. 220-243,

Sl wd (2008 FE). F4Ra—A - H£IL A
RO PHE .

Usami, Mayumi (2002a). Discourse politeness in Japanese
conversation: Some implications for a universal theery of
politeness. Tokyo: Hituzi Syobo.

Usami, Mayumi (2002b). A preliminary framework fora
discourse politeness theory, paper presented at the
Politeness and Power Conference, September 14,
Loughborongh, UK,

Usami, Mayumi (2006a). Discourse politeness theory and
eross-cultural pragmatics. In Yositomi, Asako, Umino,
Tae, & Negishi, Masashi (Eds.), Linguistic informatics V:

Studies in second language teaching and second language
acquisition. pp. 9-31. 21st Century COE: Center of Usage- {
Based Linguistic Informatics, Graduate School of Area :
and Culture Studies, Tokyo University of Foreign Studies
(TUFS). 7
Usami, Mayumi (20069). A preliminary frameworlk fera §
discourse politeness theery: Focusing on the concept |
of relative politeness. Studies in language sciences (3): '
Papers from the fifth aniual conference of the Jopanese : ]
saciety for language seience. pp. 2-50. Tokyo: Kurosio ]
Publishers. 3
Usami, Mayumi (2006c). Discourse politeness theory and
second language aequisition, In Chan, Wai Meng, Chin, 3
Kwee Nyet, & Suthiwan, Titima (Eds.), Foreign language g
teaching in Asia and beyond: Current perspectives cznd}'
Suture directions. pp. 45-70. Centre for Language Studies, i}
Faculty of Artsand Social Sciences, National University b
of Singapore. L )
Watts, Richard]. (1992). Linguistic politeness and politic iff
verbal behavior: Reconsidering claim for universality, 1§
In Watts, Richard, Ide, Sachilo, & Ehlich, Kenrad (Eds.J}
Politeness in langnage: Studies in fts history, theory mm{_
practice. pp. 43-69. Berlin, New York: Mouton de Gruyter.i 3
Watts, Richard ]. (2003). Pofiteness. Cambridge: Cambridgel

University Press. ;

T R NP e

(2007 58 12 H 26 B3 3
{2008 48 6 F 9 RSTERTR AR
(2008 4% 6 H 22 Higikee) I

RERL
BT A PRAYS RIAGE, BEPSRIETAL R 2R
—Z DFEMRMAIRER B <o T—
BN (A

“ BORETER o TLARBIGR", “BE A 2 AT, CRAF 4T EIA R AR AT 7 S
%2 i;vs@m:ﬁﬁg@ﬁum$ﬁ@%mﬁﬁt,%:%m%mmm&&ﬁ;;zﬁézéﬁ
BIR~TBE &9 NBFRBRA L Bt o Clob, KBTI, 20250 B i1t
BRI AL S TN B, B 1, WANE (B ORNFECHSUA,
BGEL £ O, BELF 5 OSMIEICIS L T AMBIR R 5, 55 L FHTIRE £ 5 BT inic & o
THPRBREALD, TNOA O S HHATELNTIS BRI b 055, Hoic
UEEEBRELT, “FH BRI "5 5 1% D" B 7 LT "HE & oo e SHIE S R L
LECE, AUBAZMEALTS, BIHG, MEHEH E ) EREOMESE L B L XADE Bh
2 DEXIRNEEOME THHT &, 2 LT, YL FUHEORE EOM* #8510k, Bk
H & FEERIIRAE 2 BISAI R TR0 ) B FE DM AT B B« b B EIEE B T

F-O—F ! REBEGRTHBER AFTFA TR PR RETF LT ES
y % b ~ b L F#‘Z, -FE.‘-"
HraRHE RS S ORIRE, GERE) OAIME, FGEIRISEE) = SERaREE *

Honorifics Seen from Politeness, Politeness Seen from Honorifics:
An Overview Focusing on Their Pragmatic Relativity

MasatoTAKIURA (Reitaku University)

‘ Tl}ere are parallelisms between the three dyads, ‘avoidance relationship vs joking relationship’
honorifics vs non-honorifics’ and ‘negative politeness vs positive politeness’. The latter two pairs d'fzJ :
fr({m t'he first anthropological one in that they are pragmatic in nature. This study looks atIJ these Irv:;
pairs .m terms of pragmatic relativity. Firstly, as a means of indicating ‘distance’ between peopl
honorlﬁcs."non-l?ontoriﬁcs delineate a picture of the human relationship on the basis of the empathypoef,
;he spg?lker. This is not a ;sumo-lingu%stic but & pragmatic phenomenon, in that the picture always differs
epending on the speaker’s assumption. Secondly, honorifics seem to perform many different discourse

1 3 ‘ functions like showing deference, demeanor, formality, alienation, and affection, and sometimes the use of

gle one forrn_ can even have opposite functions like showing distance and proximity. This paper argues
hat context in discourse plays key role, and that in order to see how honorifics and non-honorifics work

in discourse, it is necessary to devise a sch i
A eme which formulates the contextual relations betw i
: : : een
semantic and pragmatic functions. e
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