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FiEX A
1. RCoHIC
. “linguistic politeness” OWZEM—BtEBAITIL > TETVAA,
Zhid. “linguistic politeness” A%, I I a=h—vav, PVTIER, B
WO ARIRBEZEE B ICED TV HDOMSBERARBBRTH S &V ) B
KESVTWVE, BBRNESA, HATIazyr—var0siod, HE
Aiazh—vay, XMHaIaz=r—va YE JKVWEKRTOIIa=
r—varh, KOEETEATICHHETIERLEL-TVE5H, Hhe
KPEIchiF2aIasr—va vEARBCEDBH, i, FSTVE
B/NRICEED B -0ICH, “linguistic politeness” DOEEBER/EHEKT
BIEiF. REBENDBLEEZONTVAEILILHLA S, BEEHRmOE
FicYto > T, B SNV KREBRIERIC, FEBCEFORYE EEE
ETBEELEITHVEES) 20 DREINEVI T ENH B, £b%
b “politeness” WS HEHMK. FORNAEL L CoFSLEYICRT
BAEREELBVEV-THIVES S (ThiTo2VWTIE, RiTkE~3B),
AR, ThETO “politeness” HEDOEEEWMBATIE L bic, FED
FITHAROERICESE, KEBCEFOBUEEA 1 LBEOREA L
TEeHiid. 4% “politeness” %, FEFAL L TOTEEPEERS
ELTOTEIEVIBANSKIFTIRIEL ., KEVAANSIEBAET L
DHBATHEEVITEETBTEHDTH 5,

2. BFEILHITS “politeness” X

AARZFICBV TR, HELERE OBENREL TV BT, /R,
HEEPTZL. R, MERE, TERFAOHALVWSET, £ic, FFERX
& ZOEF. RE, BEIWECATEOEORFITER/EBVIHALNEA
T BAUHEER. BRVERINTVS, LOLARS, HEDicHE



ENEEORRAICLEObNTEDIRD, TOEHEAL L TRN7HEED,
HuAick-Tik, BFERRRICESES BRELE) JLbhbL0S
X5k, EROEEMMICKY 2SEORETEN S BEPZEOMOEET
BAELOALDELEMRR. BEAERINTIUN-LEE-THHBE
TlRHBHEL,

3. BRKD “politeness” HF3

—F. BRKTIR, BOELOPFRVZINTVEH - REFE IS, BAEE
BUHETAHEBET VTESEICHD & DU, ERRIICHH N EFREOHEE
DEELBVWS EbH->T. “politeness” 2EE/EARLLTOTEELL
S BANSIEAZEVI LDIF, T —0 v GEICB T B ARREFEDRR
(tud& vous DEHEVAITE) ICESAEYTT, 20OERICH S AMBEGKE
politenessDBA%% 5347 L7 Brown and Gilman (1960)%Fdmic. Ei. &
2EE. BENICEH D, BENICES S HhEV ek S, EEROREN
EA BT, “politeness” 2 & DILBAFLHRD ., HABARNLES
NTx7-, Lakoff (1975). Leech (1983) %. linguistic politeness D
SEMAAEIRRL LD E LR DV 20H B, FTH. ROAEN
BbDELT, SIHER, SEFEOLE LT, ULAEH, #E%,
LS, BEHEEROFEEOEEKE bHHE L TE TV DI, Brown
and Levinson (1978, 1987) @ “politeness theory” #%d %, I DImat,
AN I E TIN5 b, BA BAFOREEDEFELBRVOTVEE
EEBIE. S 0E&A “linguistic politeness ” &I BHENO L. &
=R I E Sbht, ARG, 4w - LENERE,. HFCHT A
HOESWE, HEICEsE O BEREZRICAN. Th5>OHEEIFRO
Bl LTH, SETHICEHITS “politeness” % & O IFHNHY K-> TW
200 THBEEALD, TD Brown and Levinson O “politeness theory”

BRI O 1 DO IBEOMMEA DIz EHE LT, UTIcZOfigE
TLH3,



4. Brown and Levinson @ “politeness theory” (D#EEE

Brown and Levinson® “politeness theory” Tix. [MH (face)l %E
RS E LTS, bbb, AR, thFicEBRI NIV, Fhhi:
V. HEINVLEWS BEBREEHK — HBEE (positive face) —
s HEINBOLETH, DRCEDL, BRI LD, XbALh KL
EWVWS ok — BEBATEE (negative face) — D ->OHBEAKEbIWE
W BRIk ND B ET B, “politeness” 1T FEEHFOOFHEO
HHERDILDDR S FUV—LLTRHESNDZE LTV, FIZE THEE
EVWITAXRZEATHANE LT, HE2EOTAIZ. AENICHFOD
TmHEA&M»T174 (Face Threatening Acts)] Tdh 3 EEZ 5, Al
EERPETHEVS 2 LR, HFRKHPHNENTIEE I LICL-T,
HEOMBIN/IKBVEVWSHBHNHBZENT I LICRDEEL S,
“Linguistic politeness ” 2. 2@ THEOCTHEABNMTTE FTA)I ©
BEEWIGLTREZINS LTS, T7b 5. FTA OEAVLLEITHITEL
BE, LDpoliteh A FSFYV—ZRHVILENRDSHLETEHDTH S, Bk
WICHBILTE 2D TIRIZVR, COBFOTEEENTEAVI, =2
DERICL->THREINZELT. UTO LS icARLashTWn3,

x =D @M + P WS + Rx

Wx: THE%2ENTITH FTAHDOESW
D: 55 LF (Speaker) LMl % F (Hearer) @ (& HIBEEE (Social
Distance)
P: @& F (Hearer) OFELF (Speaker)icxid 3 I3 (Power)
Rx : BFEDXAL T, HBTHVHEFEICMT B IEIEOEAY (Ranking
of impositions) ]
g, SCTREEDOME L, F#FLIBAXRSNML WA, Brown and
Levinson (1987)icid. FIARB/INBICE EDB1DDR S FU—-E LT,



520FBR IS FU—, ALICHN LY T « A bS5 F V-0
icigshctwnsa,

5  “politeness” LK1 2 AEDLEMICONT

P Ec#EB L7z Brown and Levinson DIEROPEEA TIZ, HFICHL A
ERTIDICAKEE 720, ACERMICBTE I EERTLBIIRAT VY
A5 2 &, “positive politeness” & LTHZA SN D, ZOHHMATIE.
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“polite” KXEWH I &L B, LOLENS, ZNEHARET TER)
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Ide et. al (1992) ix. 7 A Y A AdSpolited friendlyDEBKE N D ATV
bOLLTRATVSDIZXM LT, BAAR, TTER] & TRLIE %
CLAMKT2b0E LTIRATVA LV HEGREREL TV S,
Brown and LevinsonTikbN TV “politeness” (. & B =B OHHE
IEB L7 TERRpoliteness) THEEWVZ BN, ENEHEEZET S
BABIYTEYE L. SEVROTEE(ANE) &0 BLEYE) O
HRTEENEVWE) LEMARNpolitenesst R T 32546 (BREEILS)
bEAHBD, KEETXEODOLNS, BEICBEVWTH, BETIR A
T2 —va vEABICEDEEDOR ST V- VS REEER
TEEEOHEHEAE L KX E3iIcid. HFICHTIRE. [ Dk
A& LT, “theory of considerateness” & WHIAH % LIcANL VD
ThREVWHMEWSER (Green, 1992)%. “politeness as appropriate
behavior” & L TRZA Wb TETHO (Valle and Poel, 1993) .
ZORMDOBHBLEIATH S, ABTIE, BERKEBOIBIONELD .
»H A TREIFY T, Brown and LevinsonTHRbHLNTWVWS | L WVWHEKT,
“politeness” & L1z,

6. TEMTHSELTIREBENT: Brown and Levinson OEGDORBIER
SIFEHTIEH A, “politeness” ZFTARR/PNRICEEDHZIHD TR |+



55v—) &LTH#Z 2 Brown and Levinson DIERICIE. BIFTOZ>0DE
BEIREND 5 EBbN 5,

(1) i, XUV, RETAUVNLVTRS E. BAEE., EHRIICH

WHEBOERTHRERREE T A SEBICBY 3 EEMAE. 2E<H

B L TWIEW,

Q) B & IEERNEBRINTVAHEE LAMITHBWT “politeness”

ERABLEVSHER[IRIF TV S,

LIFic. BZEOWLS SO DETHEDCEREZMBIL LN S, FETHICE
173 “politeness” DEE L NIIcHiF 53445 % Brown and Levinson
DOERICBFROITTHLE B,

1. BELANITHRAT “politeness”

AAOBERNETRRLIS BENTELII N, FIZE. BB ED
AT EBRBLEED TTL H) ZREPEREORIHEFIC, £hE
NEIEEIDEVWIFETEAIRZ LI NHETIR. BEDRATICEIT S
URIV, BBV, RETALAMCET 3 EERROEVHFTICET S
HMERBONEN, $5FLTDLERIEL>HERORKXAFFEOPFTAEL S,
Bl— ANt s 2 Ehf « SHBEOMA L AHEA. TEGEEEHEORAFD
EH5LTEIADHN, £y TNOOBEANVWINIZBEEL>TVHON
EnH kI, FEHEOBRNNEBERAPCEROERNED, X574V
7 (strategic) WEBEBEAICOVWTRER TSI LRTERLV, EHIZ. &
CETEBOEEMAOPTT, EFDLSH “politeness” DA T FIV—N
BHushTwah, o, ZOUNHEFIIELTONFEVZIT STV S D
AT B0, R—ROHEEBHD, ThehyxiERuo 6L, ME
Z), THT) OMFLOKFEE, V20D HEISHIF LI (FkX.
1993a; 1993b; Usami, 1993), ZD#ERICkZ &, T D 3OV HOETF
toLsEFicknTid, BEEDLETIZ 100%. RA%EEDLFETIIT8%. B
TEDLETIFB0% M. LEHSEE OB VWEE - FHELSLH. TEKE
AWERFLLE>TV R, Thbb, 2BMICR2 L. W - AOBERICED



VT, FIMEOHRFEICIR. HFOEH  HHSFPMICHZ VEDLV IS TE
HEAVBEVS, XUNLVOHEFBAOFANICAIL R LT > TV,
SF D, COFERIZ. BAREOX VAR, RIETALANNMTET 2HEEHER
OEA%E. RE=F LRV (ER, TEESE) OFERBEOTIGENIRL
TWBEWAHZETH B, HITEH & TOFERIZ. Brown and Levinson®d.
CORBEORRTICEVWTIE, HFEOEH - EIEMANFHVIZLETELR
FSFU—RAVLNETHAIEVIFRICZESHIBN &I S,
fz12. 2T kB 3hRFhERsRn sk, LA TEEN
BEAE SN TV AHHAOHEFLOLKIF BV TH, ERcR, BEALD
LT, BENAVSNTVWEEVIEETH S, COXIHFRUISIFT
NBAE—FURLVOFRAIZ. BRN - HBEH (strategic) K EEFRA LA
BT ENTEZ, COFRAMNSRBRTNEAE—FUNLOERE, KE LV
RCBVT, BB AE—F LRV (ZZTRTERK) o, £9TR
WRAE—F LRV (S TIRERE) AD TRE=FLUARNLVYT b TR
b, BB ESEMALE LTRA, 2OHELHALEHTE L, HFO
R - HEEHPM BV E ., TEENSEBRNDZAE—F LRIV T b)Y
WiEn, $Rbb, KD TERZAFSFV—DNAVLNTVS EWVWIFERIC
1> TWl, =i, Brown and LevinsonDIEF/OD FHRICIZIZ e bD &
Vo THWWESS, 1L, EHROERTRIEL DR EFELMADMT S L.
Rk L DLETIE. TEEDSHEEADZE—F UL Y T M2 EITD
H->THYH (Fe%E, 1994 (F5E)). Brown and LevinsonD I/ TIFHL
DUTTERDbhATHEY M) OBREZ, EHFI NN, SROFELLT
BNV ENR->THS,

PLEWC R~ —EORFR (FHe3E. 1993a; 1993b; Usami, 1993) T,
“politeness” KOO BHKFELNVOBERE LT, TEEHAOHE) b
o . R—20#E8E L MXERED B LOEF L OLKEFICEVTHE,
HEOHFEOZEYADHENE . AEOHFLOLETIR, FEEAD
HEZZEECIEY, BTOHFLOLFT VTR, N— ROKEE
(B FicM4t-3) OEBHAOHENEGL L LEVIBEROIMEL TV S,



LEROEBREONEICIE. TBEOMFIINLTHSOANEEEHA
LT ERfLIciE 3 BV, HFEICADLEZ L HE D) F, HFELHE
BERERESIDDOR IS FV—ELTD “politeness” ichhbd DD
£, THEBEAOHEE] EVIRFELRLHS LOROSNITVERN
“politeness” ICBARL TWAB EWHEHDOFRIZEMITF TV, 12, #
BREOHVB+RERFERALVID, ThOoDHAR, BRERATRY—XX%
T4—ELTHRONERET, ERIICHERE—RILT 5 3@ TRIET
oIV, LOLENRS, ThoDERMIRRT 2EETELEVC &3,
Brown and Levinson DIEFIIX L NIV, REETHLUNIT “politeness”
ZRA D E, HEMHEHORANCHWINAHATBICIIETRESBVA, &
FELUARIT “politeness” (X B &ick>T. FBHLEELA LR
HICEENTL BE, BTREDPFBBEEVSIILTH S,

8. “politeness” HFEICEHIFTBS*kDRE

PE, BBEATIR,. RLBENKELEEDN S Brown and Levinson @
“politeness theory” D ##HA%XE D NS, HEAFEORFEICH TS
HEELARITEIT B “politeness” ks R E#ET L. “politeness theory”
DEBEHEA/MILOIDOHEAMUEEE L THI, R, BELEHTIHAE
DL BEFEICBVTIR, EBERRNCKBEIN TV 2HEEOHEAEL, HEE
HERORANCHKIINTWS 120, HB8H (strategic) 78 F 3B H O Rithds
HEORVWEFRINTE (Ide, 1989; Matsumoto, 1988%) , LHLM
o, ARTERELAL ST, BEREBICBVTIR. #ELVXLVOERIC, @
ADHBHREEFHORKMNBEHITEBINTVWEEVR S, THbL,
REZZNE, BARETIR, SEBERXOBIRO R EEERE R O AL HIK
INBZESVRBVEIFIZ, DA ST, ZIVHFHIEZFITVEKEL NIV
DER, +HbbE, RE—FLURNLYT M PEEZADHEEEZEDHFIC, &0
BEIEAOHBNEEEFRANRMINTVEEEISNELENSTLET
b3, HABEO LS BYWEEAFTEEZIcH VW TIE. “politeness” . &K
EMHHORAOHIKEBADOHBKIESEMGH L OHEEEADERLE LTIE



ZohBRETH S,

RO AADOHE IR, SELRCERAEY T Z0HE. HFRFITET
WA FORRP, FHICESWHEFERORAEITBIY TS I &I
ABRPLTEBLNS . SEHAOMEELZ ML /-ZEMHRA “politeness”
EVIBEANSOHERSEVITOhTI - E VR DE, —F. BKD
“politeness theory”id. EEDHBMMA LV MUHICOAEREHT,
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® “politeness” BFZE b. iz, XNV, HBWVIE, RFETHLANTL
> “politeness” WA TIHN-1EVWIETH D, HAFEDOX VAL,
FEEFTA LAV E T BB R E—F URVOBRICOV T, HREHN
5. ChETORATOMERREE L COHGEMAD RO LY, Brown
and LevinsonDIEH & . HEEBIICHAT 5, LHLEHNS, BEEHER
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ZE—F LRV T MOWTIR, $HATS I ERTEM, “Politeness”
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BRK D “politeness theory”id. HAZEICH WV Tid. KA b, “politeness”
ARFEUNLVTIRAEZICIZE, LOUTRERTFORTINLBEVAZEIE,
s, chET. Fio, BCKTREL T/ “politeness theory ” %, H
AEO LS5, BRANEWNERBELHETISEICHBT B EBEME
b LVMEEICHALS 2Ol HOEBEREZEILT H7:DICR, B
L ALICEWT “politeness” A BT &L Fio, £HFHI LI
<. WEAETAEEICEY AMEGERAORAUOFIK E BRE - HIRIEE
EHAEOHEMGERIAL TV SEPREATH DL LV LD,
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