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Goffman (1978)
(response cries)

I forgot to

Kissine (2013) (perlocutionary effects)
Keysar (2008)

(1) Goffman, Erving. 1978. “Response cries,” Language 54, No. 4, pp.787-815. (2) Keysar,
Boaz. 2008. “Egocentric processes in communication and miscommunication,” In Intention,
Common Ground and the Egocentric Speaker-Hearer, ed. by Kecskes, Istvan and Jacob Mey, De
Gruyter Mouton, pp.277-296. (3) Kissine, Mikhail. 2013. From Utterances to Speech Acts,
Cambridge University Press.
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Traugott and Dasher (2002: 24)

(2011: 290)

(1 . 2011.
: . (2) Traugott, E. C. and R. B. Dasher. 2002. Regularity

in Semantic Change. Cambridge.
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(1) Lakoff, G. 1993. “The Contemporary Theory of Metaphor.” In A. Ortony (ed.)
Metaphor and Thought 202-251. Cambridge. (2) . 2019. . .
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(Jucker et al. (eds) 2009; Aijmer & Rithlemann (eds.) 2015 ) ,
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(1) Aijmer, K. & C. Rithlemann (eds.) (2015) Corpus Pragmatics: A Handbook.
Cambridge University Press. (2) Jucker, A., D. Schreier & M. Hundt (eds.) (2009) Corpora:
Pragmatics and Discourse. Rodopi.

1. 8588cH, SEEREI—/N\RT—H
A&H (BEEKRS)
Leech (2002) I )
(E )
Chomsky (1965)

(1) Chomsky, N. (1965) Aspects of the Theory of Syntax. MIT Press. (2) Leech, G. (2002)
“Corpora and Theories of Linguistic Performance.” In J. Svartvik (ed.) Directions in Corpus
Linguistics, 105-122. Mouton de Gruyter.
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, (1946) ()

( 1980) , ( 2014)
(e.g. )
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(1) (2014)
183-198, . (2 ()
(1946) .(3) (1980)
343, 46-52.
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(2005  2011;  2017)

b b

; 3 , (@) +
, (b) , (0 ,
(d) (a) (d)
(b)
0 (2017) (2 (2005)
« 7 6, 23-32. (3) Rithlemann, C. (2019) Corpus Linguistics
for Pragmatics. Routledge. (4) (2011) « 7 1, 38-47.

4. FRIERICRIT DHEEIZBDIERRA 57 Y —(CRBET DFERAFHBVATR  speaking of which &
FhIELT
WAF (KEKXE)

, I mean
, speaking of which , (a)
, () , (© ,
, The Movie Corpus
, 277 ,
, 6
X , which

b b

(1) Chaume, F. (2004) “Discourse Markers in Audiovisual Translating.” Meta-
Translators’ Journal 49 (4), 843-855. (2) Mattsson, J. (2009) Subtitling of Discourse Particles: A
Corpus-Based Study of Well, You Know, I Mean, and Like, and Their Swedish Translations in Ten
American Films. University of Gothenburg.
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B©11:55~12:10
EEEARD other-speaker formulation M2 L — ALLE DT
AlE (BEEBARFEAFNR)
other-speaker
formulation

other-speaker formulation formulation FrameNet

formulation

(1) Deppermann, A. 2011. “ The Study of Formulations as a Key to an Interactional
Semantics.” Human Studies, 34(2), 115-128. (2) Hasegawa, Y., Lee-Goldman, R., Kong, A., and
Akita, K. 2011.“ Frame Net as a Resource for Paraphrase Research.” Constructions and Frames,
3(1), 104-127."
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B@®13.10~1325
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I (REARFE R

I order you to leave the room
Bach and Harnish (1979)

Searle (1989)

Searle

(1) Bach, K. and R. Harnish. 1979. Linguistic Communication and Speech Acts.
Cambridge Mass: MIT Press. (2) Searle, J. 1989. “ How Performatives work.” Linguistics and
Philosophy. 12(5), 535-558.

B®13:50~14.05
Self-praise and politeness: Is gender relevant?
ITAKURA, Hiroko (Shinshu University)
Self-praise refers to a speech act initiated by a speaker to evaluate their own ability,
accomplishment, and possessions, positively (Dayter, 2014). It is an under investigated speech
act. Self-praise (e.g., “My exam results were so good.”) is a problematic speech act, especially for
speakers of Asian languages including Japanese, as it clashes with the norm of politeness that
we should avoid praising self and remain modest (Leech, 2007). However, self-praise represents
individual speakers’ fundamental desire to have their self-value be positively evaluated by others
(Spencer-Oatey, 2000). The present paper addresses the question of how Japanese speakers
produce such problematic speech act by analysing naturally occurring conversational data
selected from the corpus (BTSJ; Usami, 2018). Results included that Japanese speakers used both

12



direct self-praise and downgraded self-praise involving discourse strategies to conform to modesty.
Second, use of different types of self-praise differed across gender. Implications for politeness
research will be discussed.

Reference

Usami, Mayumi (ed.) 2018 BTSJ Natural Conversation Corpus with Transcripts and Recordings,
NINJAL Institute-based projects: Multiple Approaches to Analyzing the Communication of
Japanese Language Learners, Sub-project: Studies on the Language Use of Japanese Language
Learners.
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1993 2015
1 2015
146 259-293 2 1993
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B®14:10~14:25

“Shitakke” Conditional and Deontic/Evidential Modality in Hokkaido Dialect of Japanese
HIRAMA, Yuta (Otaru University of Commerce, student)
NISHGUCHI, Sumiyo (Otaru University of Commerce)
We analyze the connective shitakke “and so/then” in Hokkaido Japanese as a modal inference
marker, which is translated as deontic necessity or as epistemic judgment in predicate logic. When
going out for dinner and deciding what to eat, Yuta would say “Shitakke ano piza-ya san-ni iko
((If you like pizza), we are going to that pizza restaurant),” upon knowing his friend likes pizza.
If all individuals in the discourse like pizza, they will go to that pizza restaurant. Shitakke
conveys deontic necessity for future plan. People should go to that pizzeria in all the worlds where
current obligations are fulfilled. Moreover, when talking about the weather on a rainy day, we can
say “Shitakke kion-wa hikui-ne (and so the temperature maybe cooler).” According to the
perceived visual, auditory or hearsay information, the conversation participants conclude that it
must be cooler outside. Thus, shitakke is a deontic or epistemic-evidential marker.
1. Aoki, H. 1986. Evidentials in Japanese. 2. Faller, M. 2002. Semantics and Pragmatics of
Evidentials in Cuzco Quechua. 3. Kratzer, A. 1981. The Notional Category of Modality. 4.
McCready, E. and N. Ogata. 2007. Evidentiality, Modality and Probability."

B@®14:30~14:45
IZNSRIBICRITD 2 DOWRE] OB
DEERE (J'J—)
1
(stance)
(viewpoint)
(focus) Fauconnier(1997)
Dancygier(2005)
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(1) Fauconnier, G. 1997. Mappings in Thought and Language. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press. (2) Dancygier, B. 2005. “ Blending and Narrative Viewpoint:
Jonathan Raban’ s Travels Through Mental Spaces.” Language and Literature, 14(2), 99-127.
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(2015)

( ).2015.
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(1)
(Da.
b. ()
twitter
(1a)
(2018)
(1b)
2017 (2018)
2

(2)a.
b.

(1) 2018

— — 92 153-164

2) 2018 25 25-37

PAYNDRFEDETTICRITD | don’ t know OREICDINT
INME BEBRIUILZFKRF)
Idon’ tknow (1) Tsui (1991)
(2) I don’ t know
(2) (1)
2012 2-4 19
7.5 marker of uncertainty

avoiding disagreement
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avoiding commitment
repair

Brown, Penelope and Stephen C. Levinson (1987) Politeness: Some Universal in
Language Usage, Cambridge. / Sacks, H., Schegloff, E. A., & Jefferson, G. (1974) “ A Simplest
Systematics for the Organization of Turn-Taking in Conversation,” Language 50 (4), 696-735. /
Tsui, Amy B. M. (1991) “The Pragmatic Functions of ‘I don’t know,” Zéxt 11 (4), 607-622."

(AEIVUT 1 OREELETSY )T « MeE—EBRmOERRNS—
BASF CRBRF'J R SEGEHIRE)

2013
157
2018
(1) 2013
14 1-17 (2 2018
7 311

11 8298 (BEB)
OB|AER / AVTVVE BRS1T (9:30~12:30)

BO~123= : WRI BEEAS)

BO9 : 30~9: 45
HEBDO— AR « Z AFMABRFIDEFHBIEARE
RO (RRRFERZRD
I, we, you
| you we you I  we

I you
we

Wales, K. 1996. Personal Pronouns in Present-Day English. Cambridge University
Press."
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.2011.
41 130-142."
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Lakoff and Johnson(1980)
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2011

< >
BCCWJ
(1) (2011) . (2) Lakoff, George and
Johnson, Mark(1980) Metaphors We Live By. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.( ,
, (1986) )"

Bi®11 : 35~11 : 50
BARGBIETEHREND (12) RS+ FRX
EHSF GHERF)
1987/2011 B L
B L FTA

1 Brown Levinson.1987.Politeness.Cambridge University Press.(
2011 ). 2
Jonathan Culpeper.2005.” Impoliteness and entertainment in the television quiz show :The
Weakest Link. Journal of Politeness Research 1(1):35-72."

Bi®11 : 55~12:10
BERHICRITDT Y/ NRS1 FRRAEIT IS —
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Cameron and Shaw 2016

Mills 2003
[1] Cameron, D. and Shaw, S. 2016. Gender, Power and
Political Speech: Women and Language in the 2015 UK General Election. Basingstoke: Palgrave

Macmillan. [2] Mills, S. 2003. Gender and Politeness. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
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Shared Sense
Current Sense

(1) Kecskes, . and Fenghui, Z. 2009. “ Activating, seeking, and creating common ground: A
socio-cognitive approach.” Pragmatics & Cognition17(2): 331-335. (2)
( ).2019. , : "
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2
LINE
2
(1) . 2016. —LINE
() . 213-236.
(2 . 2018. 49.95-34.
A210:10~10.45

h ERBABFEEDAY VEH —PRSEZAHRDERDSDER—
BEEEF RILKXE)

NNS
NNS 3
1 NS 2

3

NS

:(1) Fraser, B. 2010. Pragmatic competence: The Case of Hedging. In Kaltenbock G. et al.

(eds). New Approaches to Hedging (Studies in Pragmatics), 15-34. Bingley: Emerald. Group. (2)
. 2019. Eruditi: The CGCS

Journal of Language Research and Education 3 14 — 28.
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F 8 (BHILESESFIFER)

(P) (Q (P)
@
(2013, 2014)

Q

(1)Yoshimura, Akiko (2013) “ Descriptive/Metalinguistic Dichotomy?: Toward a New Taxonomy
of Negation.” Journal of Pragmatics, 57, pp.39-56. (2) (2014)
— — C)

n

AD11:35~12:10
VT, £€52] —SNS [CRITIEtEIFE [ED2) DILRIARZE—
=RINS QIonBEAFNZFEFE) « A (TIaiBEAST)

SNS Y
SNS
Twitter \Y%
\Y
(2003)
SNS
6)) . 2015. —
195-216 .(2) .2003. —
ABO~QIE (IBTE (BEEAE)
AB13.10~1345

Synchrony/Diachrony, Seeing from the Descriptive Perspective on Grammaticalization:
The Case of Seeing
HAYASHI, Tomoaki (Kindai University)
This presentation details a descriptive qualitative analysis on the “ static” type of
grammaticalization (Mair 2004), which is not reflected in large changes in frequency. This study
conducts a synchronic analysis of the deverbal preposition/conjunction seeing (that)by collecting
241 examples of seeing from the British National Corpus and classifying them into two
grammatical categories (preposition and conjunction) and subcategories. The analysis result
supports the finding by Hayashi (2015), according to which prepositional considering and
conjunctional considering are used in written and spoken texts, respectively; further, as a
grammaticalized deverbal preposition/conjunction, seeing exhibits the same tendency as
considering. The analysis results indicate that prepositional seeing and conjunctional seeingtend
to be used in written and spoken texts, respectively. Therefore, the current study illustrates that
the synchronic descriptive approach toward grammaticalization reveals the contemporary layers
of language change.
References: (1) Hayashi, T. 2015. “A Synchronic Study of Prepositional and Conjunctional Uses of
Considering: From the Viewpoint of Register.” Proceedings of the 17th Conference of the
Pragmatics Society of Japan 10. 105-112. (2) Mair, C. 2004. “Corpus Linguistics and
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Grammaticalisation Theory: Statistics, Frequencies, and Beyond.” In H. Lindquist and C. Mair
(eds.), Corpus Approaches to Grammaticalization in English. 121-150. John Benjamins.

AB1350~14:25
tENFIICRIT DB HF—NTEEDHEEITIN—
BIBZRAR (RRAFAZH)
2005

Levin and Rappaport Hovav 2010
(1 2005 (2) Rappaport
M. H., and B. Levin. 2010. “ Reflections on manner/result complementarity.” In Rappaport, M.
H., and 1. Sichel (eds.), Lexical semantics, syntax, and event structure, 21-38. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

AD14.30~15.05
BAREBEA Y RRYPEOZILET A VO —BREBAD MZIFRIT] ZH<>T—
Muthi Afifah GERAZFKXZR)

1999
(1)Brown, Penelope and Steven Levinson.1987. Politeness: Some Universals in
Language Usage. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press ( 2011
). (2) .1999 /
23 179-189.

£8#E / General Meeting (15.15~15.35)

SDRIETSNLTIEE),

SEMTEE / President Lecture (15:40~16:40)
I BT (BUSEHEAS)

BAZECA Y/ NS 1 SFRAFARDUEIENDT
BAZAHRFER

BHEA (BEARFHIR)
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1580588 / Special Lecture (16:45~17.45)
I2 INUBESE GE) — FLY AZTAS)
BOERGR—/\N\OYT 1 LD\ Ty REKRDHT
FEET R (BATTASZERID)

2020 11 12

2020
18 2 (2016)
_ 2014
2006
2005

Robin Lakoff Broadening the Horizon of Linguistic Politeness. (John Benjamins

Publishing Co.) (2005)

Richard Watts and Konrad Ehlich Politeness in Language: Studies in its History,

Theory and Practice. (Mouton de Gruyter) (2005)
FBHE / Conference Banquet  (18:00~20:00)
&% :REMO (X351 VBHRE) KESSNEREOERSSNIEENTT,

REMO

REMO
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11 8298 (BEB)

O8eHEER / UPIHL A (9:830~12:10)

ABQTE : DR (KERAZ)

AB9 : 30~10.05
A Pragmatic Analysis of Interactions among Speakers of English as a Lingua Franca on
a LEGO Task: Exploring the functions of other-initiated repair in ELF communication
YAMAGUCHI, Masataka (Kobe City University of Foreign Studies)
TANIMURA, Midori (RITSUMEIKAN University)
The aim is to gain insight into communication among speakers of English as a Lingua Franca
(ELF) by analyzing goal-oriented interactions. By examining the way in which these speakers
interact, we demonstrate the process of negotiation, accommodation, and adaptation. Through
analysis, we argue that one of the functions of ""other-initiated repair" (Schegloff et al., 1977) is
to metalinguistically resolve referential ambiguity and further get the participants back to the
task. Our data are taken from circa 12 hours of video-recorded interactions among eight groups
of ELF speakers. They are instructed to build LEGO bricks in a way that represents abstract
concepts such as “responsibility”. Analytically, we focus on revealing the functions of other-
initiated repair and show that repair is used not only to “resolve misunderstandings” (Bjerndahl
et al., 2015) but also to keep the task on track. Implications for pedagogy are also provided.
References
Bjorndahl, J. S., Fusaroli, R., @stergaard, S., & Tylén, K. (2015). Agreeing is not enough: The
constructive role of miscommunication. Interaction Studies, 16(3), 495-525.
Schegloff, E. A., Jefferson, G., & Sacks, H. (1977). The preference for self-correction in the
organization of repair in conversation. Language, 53(2), 361-382."

A@10:10~10:45
The Appendor Wh-Question in Cascading Troubles Seauences

JONES, Sally (Nagoya University, graduate student)
This paper will take a conversation analytic approach to examining the appendor wh-question in
cascading troubles sequences. In such repair sequences, the repair solution for the first trouble
then becomes the new trouble source. This paper will focus on sequences that contain an appendor
wh-question repair initiator — a linguistic format consisting of a preposition plus a wh-question.
Through the analysis of naturally-occurring conversations in English, it was revealed that the
appendor wh-question is used in cascading troubles sequences, being the second repair initiator
in the sequence. The appendor wh-question points to the initial repair solution, in addition to the
initial trouble source turn, as being not sufficient enough for understanding. Furthermore, the
initial repair initiator is a relatively weaker repair initiator in terms of locating the trouble source
compared to the relatively stronger appendor wh-question. This suggests an order to the repair
initiators being used in cascading troubles sequences.
Reference:
Lerner, G. H., C. Kitzinger and G. Raymond. (2009). “Some Sources of Cascading Troubles in the
Organization of Repair.” Paper presented at the 95th Annual Convention of the National
Communication Association, Chicago, IL."

ADDIR : YAA « TAT)—F (=BASE)

AG10 : 55~11 : 30
BAENDEZFONICHITDEBIBDREFEEIL
MAKRE (REARFAZFMHR)

Watanabe (2006, 2012)
(1 2
Kuno (1995) (1998)
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oy

a.
b.
c.
(2)
.1998. : /Kuno, S. 1995. “ Null
elements in parallel structures in Japanese.” In Mazuka, R. and N. Nagai (eds) Japanese

Sentence Processing, 209-233. Mahwah, New Jersey: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates Publishers."

AD11 :35~12:10
OV PEEDOREATMXDIBIHRIBESIC DUNT
KEFEE (REARAFAER) « MAKE (REAFAE)

(1
(1

(1)Mnje podarili knigu.
I-DAT gave-3PL book-ACC
* I was given a book’
(1) Shibatani Masayoshi. 1985.“ Passive and Related Constructions : A Prototype
Analysis” Language61,4.821-848.(2) XpakoBCKUi B.C.KoHuenuusa au
atTe3 M 3anoroB McxoagHbLE TUNOTE3bl —UCNbITAaHUE BpeE
Me He M) 2001. 505-519."

BEWKE /Lunch (12:30~13:30)

VNI I/A / Symposium  (13:30~16:10)

YYD REDOEHE R

= | HBEEXF GRRAS)
SBE | BHE (BFALFKRF) SAEH GRRKF)
SHER (HBHFARP) HER (EWmEAE

o

i)

H-|/
og

SEEEN
EHR (BALZFKP)
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SAEH GURKE)

SHER (HEZFAS

o #%= (BRMEXE)

1. BETRICRTDFHEIME
BHE (BFXLZFAFE)

epistemics

2. BETAMF CERER—TERAER - IFERAEERDOERTH
SABY GURKE)

3. BARBHBICRITDRFZAMDERE—TZEZL DB ZEDHRDD
SBER EEBTAZI0-/NVEEBAREBEII1A T —Y3VERD

4. BEORICRIIDISHER
I &R (RREBEXEABERZE M)

Schegloff

Schegloff multiactivity
mobility

&SI Concluding remarks  (16:10~16:20)
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http://www.kaitakusha.co.jp/book/gakkaisale.html
https://www.9640.jp/psj2020/
http://www.kenkyusha.co.jp/academic/kenkyusha_academic.html
https://www.dropbox.com/s/6aavnj8r7ig8lf6/%E8%AA%9E%E7%94%A8%E8%AB%96%E5%AD%A6%E4%BC%9A2020_%E5%A4%A7%E4%BF%AE%E9%A4%A8%E6%B3%A8%E6%96%87%E6%9B%B8.pdf?dl=0
http://www.hituzi.co.jp/books/hituzilpsj2020.html
https://www.meijishoin.co.jp/files/shoten/meijishoin_goyouron.pdf
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AE2E
T 74

HAZER
B4
BAGE

A PANDAN .
wWrERsR !

WEREBRE
WEREBR

PSJPSJPSJPSJPSJPSIPSIPSIPSJPS)

PSJPSJPSJPSJPSJPSIJPSJPSIPSJPSIPSJPSIPSIPSJPSIPSJPSJPSIPSJPSIPS)

W Bie (BMEA)
B 2R (EBKZE) , NKIE 28 (BMHKF)

‘EREBR EB#& BRI CEBLKR#)
BIEZER Fi BrF RRAT), FAR Kk (IHEEART)
%8 B 5=xE GEFERY), MR BXK HFKRF),
BASHE (REXEKRF)
‘ERER 0 BE (RBAH)
BIERER AR t— (LARIIKS), #iF KE (UK
%8 MRR BR (PEKRE)
KEER Al Jt— (LARIKF)
ZE8R L Bie (RMEAS)
BZER NAKE BB (BMKRFE) , 1TH oo (RREEKRF)
%8 FE BExX (RILKF), R ¥ EERF)
B BA (EKP)
B EE (BERHEKRD)

T448-8542 BB AHH » BETLR 1
ENBERT? AXHESHFER HEABLERE LLBEE

E-mail : secretary@pragmatics.gr.jp

MEEA
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