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. 1960 FERICHFAFOF — AT 4 ~ (Austin) R4 —)v (Searle), 77 £ A
(Grice) 2 & o TEEMZEMSE»r NI Z DK, 1980 HEMFE 5, NFHFEH D A
28—/ 3x— (Sperber) &¥E v 4Ly v (Wilson) 12 & o T S 7= BEM: P (Rele—
vance Theory, L% RT &#$) X, F 3 4 AF— (Chomsky) DA )% Ci: & i
WERENT T T4 ZAOH % FEIHA L, %@%%ﬁ%%ﬁt&#%%ﬁtf%toiw
ERABIC B W TERGROBRA IR SN LW, SR SURIZ BT 2 L0 EIRO R

WCREANRTHLZEITHDLIRDLLEIATHN. TOMEFIBIIEAEALTY %=
HeETwb, =T BHGmED L LT RT PILZIFANLNTWD LIFEW
o TOMMIE, BZOSHEmAKICNET WM ICHL LER LML, RT PR
T kR4 B H AL TIEIER IS ﬁﬁ%b Sk SR RBOBMO G ICHR TH S &
ELOHNLE—FHT, WSRT OHGHEZRZEWCHFELL) 25 h) ORENFEIN
o TT, MEVSTHHHmDO LY &AL % 5HDIE Wilson and Sperber (1986/1995)
“Relevance Theory—Cognition and Communication” T 5, RT O34 T Hwnwi b
CORIZIE, RToEARE L a Y27 MR HEIN TS, L L, BARW 25
MBEOMATFEII > VWTIRIBL AR ENTES T, ERIZZENEFRITIE, RT &
o TERLRATMOMAERMLERALNOZOMBEZRD LTI RO v,
Blakemore (1992) “Understanding Utterances” &N, RT oA TED X 5 %
SHBREAVBEDL I ITWZ DNV LA A=V ONDLEHHD, ZOHOARTD
EHGA~ O (I 2001) 2 (@G OHERN—FEmE I a=r—Y 3

3 ORZBFR® - HMH &1 2003) pstilE iz L2 LS. BARBIORINL DH 2
7200, RE)FHICEERZHGOERAMIH V. KT OEMHGIIZED ML 12
Lo TIIMFTH L I LIZIIEDY v, RT L K OWIRZICZITANLN LW, 5
VISR IR RS £ 5B RIITE Vo TH ZOWRIIH HEE DDA K 5 ikl
EHARBAIHT L LORESICH D, ZOMHFEL S LTUTEAN L FHEEIOSHTIC
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RT o #i5EE =R RT M EH O ) w2 @ rOMRMIMER 2nE 2HIZH 5 LD L, il
OF R RT & 78 MM &, HEmE XA ERT T, £h
AERTLEOMHADOHELE ZOEH#AEATRTHICANTHO TELL i 2RO TH
Bo M HEN/FERMEAFAET 2T, W5 LCRT 249 LEVBH L D0 &
ZRZBANSL L BVESL D,

ZHIZ HOWLEHMGmICHML,. HARIZB TS RT 05EICHED R L% ED
I NTH %o AFEIZIE, RT IR LFTHORIC, RT BMUOFEHGRE LD L) ITRR D
DPHEEP ORISR ST 5B, BIREV DI, 5 1 T RT OB ORI ER
ERELB LI THDH, 2NFToRT O cld. SR FEKRE (ostensive
stimulus), FAAIERYE (cognitive environment), ik (context), (JEFHEEAY) HEfE ((non-
demonstrative) inference), Bt 5 (principles of relevance) 7p & PEGOEHL &
% HMBEN L EOFMPSIHE L0 H Th o720 AETIE, ZFREORHEICHD L H
WE WERRZ: (disambiguation) X2, $RRFEICIRRM L 2 A 53 % flafll (saturation) 7z
&, Wi (explicature) Z1H7C§ % WAL 2 3f M fE (pragmatic procedures) % HAKB]
o THHT 2L IA00MF 2, COXHIICHZLZDOLODPHLHICH FHETH
PORTVNELLSTE), T2 LAEOGHGOMEIMEZ 202 Lz v, LB
bEDL L) BEEIIMESN TS, L L, AEDT/225 BHWIIHET 2 MoEH
ERTOREKIZH 5. FafiAT A8 (Speech Act Theory), 27 4 ABlGg, £z kAL
RS T T4 A, 7RISR (cognitive linguistics) 7z & D FEARBEZ A3
BIZHH SN, 209 2 TINSOHEEATIZ 5 BEM PR Z R WEEFH 2 215720,
RT CIXHMWTRETH LI LEZR LTS, ZLTC. EHLEMNMAZLOHWPIIBIT S
RT O FEH T 5 & & b I2. TOERIFEFHFRICB T 2HEmRORDFLEY 2—
WEMEDT2ZERELTVE, ZOX) 2RKIE, ZThIETHEZFOFFOH T D
NTE72D, HLETENERT OFHN 28 LT 27200 DTH o7z, SN, HE
Bt 2D b DICHNZE Z & THBHBRICBIT 2RSS HICHEICRoT0h, £
HOFTHA MVIZH D L) S SAREIIZEE G2 ST e ITIEAMEE L
Ty HAREFEMERICHEEL TWAIIER I FE S LIEAROKRRmE LT, AFENS
BOFERGRMED DI WRIIARER L LD TH LD EAEE - THERT W,

VAR FEEICBOTLIRLIZMAOTGEZ M L Twb, #il 213, explicature % implicature
. AETEWE - BEL VO TEEMELN TV 225, RT OFHRLmLTIRER - R L) IGE
WHTONDE I EDVE V., KETEIETHHOREZHHT 5.
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1. AEDEKEBE

AEOHMIZ, BHICERXSNTWAEY, 5 o0 F kG (BEEHGR, ST
M 7 T4 AWM. 7T A4 ARG RAISEY) O & SHEmOERICH b,
RT Lfiod 4 DDA KE A /8= AR T 4 TH 5 BT S, ERGmONHA L L
TORYMY - HHRBESHCHIICER STV, HiKIE, KX BEEMRoMsL,. S
1AM - 794 A8 - B 774 ARG BHSHEEOIHLOLR-oTnb, K&
BILOKEOEAE L BT, TREICRET,

i M & ERALESD

1. Emkam &REER 2. EWREFZE
1 B

L1, BEHEAMERG?SOUY) 1.2, EREEEATEO T —X¥
1.3, FEH A 1.4, BHE4 1.5. ®Va2—n

1.6. FHAFMAEEY 22—k
B2E SREATAMR - 74 AR - T4 Rk

2.1, BOOAKWEEN G - SR T A 22, 774 AHE
23, 774 AMEE EHFHT 50 24, ;T T4 Rk
B3E RHEEY

3.1, B0 “MAN ofhE

32, SREMIRIGERAER L OBEICB W TTbRITNIER S
3.3, RAIEREFO THRA 3.4, BHEMHEERICESEY 2 — Vil

i ClE, XOERER ) 2 OO FFHHE “C&)Z)Elfﬁi AR OE WV EERT 5o
WCEoTIRRAH AL THER, 2F25 L&, & B0 X N2 23
5o ZZTId, BT+ %Wﬂ“(%\&b‘gm%ﬁiw’(;@ﬁi i DLEED RS, B
KA ERZE (1) (p. 4) &, FHmMEKRZ (27) (bid) LEHRLTWE, LT, X
DOFFRIZ BV TIIERG IS LS NERE V) T 225300 > TELHTH
TR 2R BEIRZ G5 2 LA TE L0722 L LT, Bl & &M 77 o w32 Ml L
T,

AR SR FICEASNAZ LICE ), SESEHDN LU EES TR TR, &
SREOMEMICBIT S TER OFHPUFEICXHITE % &) 127485720 TRRFZE/NE, T

I, BWREmH O RS 2 AR B W, TR BE LB ERD TEK, 12w To

%‘ WCHERLARVED ) HBICE LD 5N TV,

41 H Tk, RT XA S &R0 Tk, BN S HFER T OERE & B ITH
HINTWD, RT Tl BBIWIRIVEEZ R 5 B2 & TOLONICFE RSN S LA

1 i
EE
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WEZNEBICT Bt EPEAITHE SN, DOZDHEwRIIBIT 5T XTOHE
BEEBEICERSNTEY, TN ZAR TG TH 5 RT OB 2300 ) 2 A Al
FTHE %o TWD, SEEAOH LA (logical form) 75 LG U T 4 2DEMH
BREERETHENL TR (develop) S, S SIHEIATIICAT b b7 11 X
12 & b Bk (higher-level explicature) <% (implicature) %553 % & w9 RT @
ﬁ%ﬂ@wﬁ&i R OFEER. B EO SRR IR L, R i — 1k
BEMEZIED EIFTwa,

%2%“(“ I, BT AR, 794 A, SORXENERESELH T IA ARD
HEHZOWTHIL SN, ZNETROBENER SN T W5, siHEE. ERSEMANER
i TR R oz TRELFOEM, &) BROMMIOE2 LN TSR ITAMmE, £
Nz BE$ B0 "Hidw (inference) y DLBNEZ WO THRIE L7227 7 4 ZBGGH S At
ICIHE 5728 T2 5. TDKR. V74 AMEEERLEILTA2Z L2 HIgEL oA — >
(Horn) L4 v ¥ (Levinson) 12X »CTH 794 AROEFwHPEFTN, —HTH—
AT A YR —=VICK o TR E S 2 FF T Awd Y 7 ¥ ¥ — 7 = — % >~ (Vanderveken)
LIZE o TUETPHD BENTE 2 LB RENTVWE, LT, WINOHGHD EA
EABHEZ o T o 720 L IIRIRIIZ, ADOFEARB LB A A = A L1230 RT o
BYEAVREN TV 5,

FI3ETIE, BBASHEAICHT GBI T WD, W UABORBMY AT A%
HKIZEPNTZHwmTH Y 2H 5, RT LRASFHFIZOMRKRE a4 Rk 5,
FH13. LM a7 (Lakoff) @A MKGs (generative semantics), ZD#%IZHE T =5 —
(Langacker) O SiE%% 7 + 2 == (Fauconnier) ® % » % ) - Z~X— 2 (mental
space) BEnZ MY FIF, NN OMENRZIML 22050, &I TSEoMBE N,
EWVH DL, BAEHEEOHNN O S IZOoOWTHEmER SN TWw 5,

2. BOEMEIEGRBIE

HLXPHHEINL-DIZHED%5IE, TOXOEK®E ZOMHED TEIX, 29D
MELTEZAZ LI TERVE L, TP HEISGMMEKE (truth-conditional semantics)
PODORNEEETHEIADNOLERFIIBT S, 2F D, DL ) ITEBRIHEHEINS
L2 L > TEZ DN AL EIROBRIZIZ, TOBERICHET L LFORMNEEMBT LI L
PUETHHI L, ZOLDICEERGRTER TG THL I L. ENIFEHGRO LI
EDORPo>TNDLDTH b,

1.2 T3, RTAZRER W L2 TIIRMICEL TRV AR WwE vy TRERAEE B
A4k 7 —+¥ (semantic underdeterminacy thesis) ; IZV L Twb I &, #LTRT
OFEIIRFEOSHERAR L EESINLIBEREOMOT N2 TIET S 4 OO EMmEfE %
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BAMIZIRRL TR 2 EDPFTHRROENT WD, IHEEY 22— VO TH % imEA
ZELTPMEELTOVRERL ANV TH W EA LIRS E L MmifE s LT, 9,
HVEFVWLEHEROBREZHEET S "TdWVEWIERE ) RFEORRNEZRET 5
Fafll, FEOFFENERZKDZD, JRTF72), §¥6 L7720 LT Z2OXRTH LFAME
A &)L LABWRICEDT 2HmmEtE "7 FAy 7 &5 (ad hoc concept construc-
tion); ZFIFCTWV5b, ZhbH 3 OOFEHGmEMIEEFEAUR S 2FEHGR L v,
DF ) LEOEFIZL DD TH S, FEIC. 7 Py 7SR L v GRS
X oT, k754 AHHTIEEE (what is implicated, # %\ % implicature) o L X
NWTHFbNTEA Y 77— DR (figure of speech) b WFED L <)V T ZIRER
PRI 272D TH b, 4 DHD "HHHiM (free enrichment) | 13, #RZRE DD
DOLEED SEFNERICE > TTDI S, S 512, KL KA (the proposi-
tion expressed) % R SREIT AL KT RIUTHOAAZEHKNED 72, W
XoThESIN,

RT CTld, [ZE S NEEREZEICT 5720 OGO T2 D 1 ZADPERICFH > TW S
TR (relevance) y ~OEIAICH 2 & L, BEMEIIMAORBAERR 2 WHET 25 3 DDl
HxhH (cognitive effect) (p. 54) TwFS N, MHUCET 257)) (effort) 1ZHEG 9 721
DR EEZHRIAET S w9 TiHREO M L8 (presumption of optimal rele-
vance) ; (p. 61) IZX DI TWDE, F72, EBROFEFMREMKZ. 85 (p.63) T
RENTFMFMEN R > THBSI MR T T5LINTVS, AORRAIERZZICE L T,
FhE TEM B EYEO JER] (cognitive principle of relevance) ; (p. 57) & T{Z3EME
Wik JEH] (communicative principle of relevance) | (p. 62) &9 2 DD JEHIZ %% L
TWwbo, TOXHIZRT TIE, BEMEOERE, MRFM, BEESL RO EFKZRT Z &
W& oTo ADPFEFEZ LOHNTED X ) IZRET 2 D020 THIEZR ka2 5t L Tw
LDTHb, 2512, R 2NEH SN A 01E, H#HRAYEK (informative intention) (p.
58) LA=EREM (communicative intention) (p. 59) oMl &Kz 72 GEaliZe E0) EX
B RIY(E3% (ostensive communication) (p. 60) DA TH B I &, Z L THEKRIEE
OFFUTEFRN Z2ATETIE % < TNEFWAZ2Z1T THEIIZZET SN S AR (sub-
personal) Z247E), DF NV EV 22—V THAHI L2 ELBRTWV5S,

REDOREIE, RT OZEMFHBENEY 2=V Thb EMEDTLHE &SV TH® <
(HBNTWE, Thid, RT MGG & REMICRLE LN T, AEZHELTESN
LHRODELELRA VM THD, A= N—1%, WMOTHMLNVOFRE (IR 5L 72
) ZEVa—VEN Thiimt - GtE LRGN GHE % &% 20 & &5 TREAR
(central system) (I EY 2=V Tldewnwe 357 %% — (Fodor) O#FHIZH L. 100%
BTV 2 NVHERZ TS, DFNHH2CA Ty FSINTER. B4 RRLER A S
IFONH L 72 SOIRAEE 2 BRI BT L a2 3 & v ) SRR RIC LB L SN A RAEN %
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HR7TIEZALEY 2 -V THY), THE—KNZLOHEROY 7EV 2 -V THL LW
I % RT IZHLS TW b, FEERICLE R HERATE Y 2 — IV OFFETH % IS E
Ph, FHERIENE, e O RHEYE, BHCERTE 2 E2 L E6bE T 2 s, B
Ble & HITTEHICHMENTB Y, ARFEFIZEMBLZNETH ) 20O HOH IO HML
RTVHDELR STV,

AETIE, RTOIZEALETORERELRME L HiEmPIEFITOr )R HPEINT
WEDIRRFTH L. — T DB LT % 2 DORR, BEEER (con-
ceptual meaning) & T X YE M (procedural meaning) ([ZOWT OB H L, 4B
RTOHHE L TOREEZFEWHTELZOTRZVIEEZ S, Z1tid. Blakemore
(1987) VikEomrge T S T & 72 RT M H O B T, BRI ER IS 2R 2 H
BT BL5DT, TNEZEDL)ITBIETEZNICOVTOHFRIIFHREMWEIRE SIND
(Wilson and Sperber 1993: 2 i), (2& A EONEEIIM SN E®RZHFFILLTED.,
=l TREAF R EIHBN S TR S WEREFTILT 20 TH S, MIC D GGG 5
(discourse connective, & %\ (3 discourse marker) RRFgEEPIR)IFERE (illocutionary
force indicator) 7 &A% %, KBIE R TH %,

(1) a. It’s raining.

b. So the grass is wet. (Wilson and Sperber 1993: 14)
(2) Peter’s a genius, huh! (Wilson and Sperber 1993: 22)
(3) Mary doesn’t think that Peter’s a genius. (ibid.)

(1) @ (b) TREINLaENE "ZAEFE-> TS 13 (a) TRESIND TS T
Wh ) OB SNZZRGmE 2D W ZATFREEERT ] so IXFERE OWE I HI 2 39 T &
E‘J%’fllili’i’fv’f%1lztfu\éo ATV = (2) I LIZETHE, ZNE B) D TATY —
BE = =D RFZEFE TRV, LWIHARZEEL TV LRI N, TR
huh &) RBERGRIE 3) @ X9 Z@RNEICHR ZRT FHd 27l Twb. &
WRER AL SN 2 BIRICBLEI IR E THE S IR E V) 2 DD IR %2 &% %
CEIZED ., EEDPFESR LN TED &) R THEEZFHOONZHNTHI ALY
ROV ot B 50 72, "V AF v —RHRY ., KHERHFOH T L VoI
Sl 7 BIXPIRIAT 2 & SRS E O BEAEH OB S %3 5, ()R 2015: 50-51)
&N, PRI - 7Bk 4 SRR EHW T 2 WM OEZ bFHVW/ZOTH
%0

E,_ﬁ ﬂms 77{Zi¥nlﬁ\ ¥ﬁ7-5{15)ﬁ

(7]
|
=111
il

&
[\
i
A
;ﬁ

A OREE EDONL 2 ODOREIGHmELTNLZ I HITFHEIEL



76 A ERESE 5 17 5

HEICOWTHF L2255, RT LR LoD, FHEEmSWZ L HEBIIOWTHRRSN
TWwab,

F9. AV I A 74— FRFOEFEH T THH S Ik (Ordinary Language
School) y DHLAMTH o 72F — AT 4 Y IZX o THEARESR, ZOHBYT—LRT 7~
¥ == VI EEBNIFEATAIGRICOVWT, TOMESBERLNTWE, 2D
HEE. XOFEMSEM: (truth condition) Tl <. SrETA % WHEICT 2 BYEO KM
(felicity conditions) #EM L7z LA L. SiETAOHERLUIEL L > TRL S
e ATBE) LORBDB DRI o720, 1 DOFFERID 2 DL EOFTH % %17
L7203 200585720 #REHETHE LTINS b ODPEBREC L OFET 2000 H v
FWThb, /20 TOTLEDPELT 5502 IEMHICTHT A2 LIIATRERLELEVW) 2 &
NH. TOL) BHEmEIHNFWNEEERIZVWE LTS,

KIZF v 7 AT+ — FRFEOWHFH 7 54 ADBGFHIZOWT, lAPRIcB I 256 LT
DM (speaker meaning) & ZN %N 2O & FOHFROEEM: % RMWICHZ 72
CLEELEHET AL L DT, MRARBENERRL TS, 794 AMHOWKE 2§
DEt# O JEH (Cooperative Principle) (p. 85) & Zh i Xz 55 - H - Bk - ii‘ﬁ“ﬁ Iz
%1640®%$(mwm9(w86w)f%é EEINDEROLRVIE, TEbR

Z L (whatissaid); & T&EIN2E (HAHWVWEEE) (whatis 1mp11cated)J D2
ONREINTEYN (p. 89), "Ebh7zZ &, 3D T WIHEBRERIER GG (refer-
ence assignment) 7 EOFEHGEEEZETHONLD, TOMOEKRIIE T4 DORFE
WDV HERRIC L > TITh A B ETH S, RT Tl %A OB TR LW
BEOBEIICBDHAT 20U, 794 AR TR Ry A N Al b A N i o)
Nb, 51T, o JEBIEHE L#éhé—ﬁ“éﬂowiﬁ’? IRFIEF I N Do 72
D, BEEHGLPHNZLZD, E52H0SFIEKEINS (flouting) Z:dH D,
WHWDHLAY T 7 —RTA BB EDTRITIDL ) BEFERE W)L THA SN T
WHLDTH b,

75 A ARG ANORGEE. MmO T TE %2 5 A S 2 ABEIRD -2 L2 o0
OBNA, 4 DDMEIFOLNIZD, FONED-720TEDIELEN, TDEFD. 2D
£ BREHREENERICHAET L2000 0w) 2 L&D, BimHAORME LTIRfL
TWb, 220HIF, 794 AMBm T TELWRIENSBH L L W) L THD, Hlz
X PIEOHICE 7 =y ZITHPIT 72560 Z2RKNICR o728 ) 2R EZE 2 THAD (pp.
93-94), (4) (FR#ETIZ (26) (p.94)) OTAT=—=0DBlL, VT4 ADEOKEFERLT
FHTE 2, LOBEIZOERI LR (5) (KETIE 27) (p. M) ©kH%TA
Z—DBIN T T4 AHETEHHTE LW TH S,

(4) What a lovely day for a picnic!
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(5) Did you remember to water the flowers?

3OHI, KFOGEEENTIRT 74 AT "XFE) OFKIIEBETEONS,
EENTVEZEANDEMTH %,

6) A YEFTAIIWELETT, EI)ITTIAH?
B: AEEflizEEEbRVATT,

(6) (RETIE (28) (p. 95)) Tik. BOKHEKIEIDBAA "YE¥T T4 IEHDb RV, &
WA EEICH AN, THELTEMAEEEDbR G, v TEbhzZ e bRV IEE
ENTWVD, 2F), BREEET S EHARICXTHE) OBRIZEIN TV LH0H 5
CLETIAAMBTIIHMTEL VD TH D, WA, BEAKOERZRODHVF NS
JFICBROMED THETLZEZ2E2, EWVWIHILSITBWT, THEYE, 3ok )
b OV TIZR V) AERLT L, BELZTFOLLETHRVTIRMNIBSZ HSZ
EERRL. BMEAKRPSHRARMICHEOMENDIRHBL Vw5, () (R#ETIE (25 (p.
93)) # R TH %,

(7) Paul: Where does Bob live?

Lena: Somewhere in the south of France.

COBIT, V=FPEELTWEEEZ SN TRTORELGTZIEMHICIZAS ZRv, Ew
G, FIA AR TIIEORERZFLZ LI L o TROBKREZIPL22H & LTHY
ENTVD (p. 99 TIRBEOKKICERILZBELTHHIFS5NTVE), LirL, U—
FIE TEDOZLIZOVTHILAELS RV, W) T ERIERIHIELZORD Lk, 7
FTAZADHGEHTIEZDZ EPHHTE LD >72DTHD, LA L. RT o Mo Bk
DLRAL (p. 100) 5 T/RENS 2 DOHE "TERRIIHIL, Z0Frseht Tat R
THENEIIIMET 2T OREZ > Twa 2 &y TERRIEEKIE. %) Fo
BB & BIDSFF T RPN TR D BVBEEMEZ RO 12X ), UV —F25 TR7OESI%
Elmezwvg (8B & THoTWANRSVAL v, GEIV) &) i oo f
PEAVREN, RTOHGHE LTOEREDOE S 2 RFICHEHLTwb, 2% ), RT Tk
LA B R AR FITHR 2 7 < T ADARKA 2 T 2 B0 FHINC X - TE TR
RE72& L. BT T A4 ADIEARN 22 EWIE BRI BT 2 55 i e 2 SRR
BB 2=V ERBRERDPoLIELLERHDLLLNT VA,

7G4 ANDRENE, 794 A% —2 ) (Grice’s circle) &\ EERBIGHA~D S LD
I, 51T XD ERELDTRRVREER D 74 AHmIIBWTIE, Fik

2 754 A% — 27 MIZoWTid, Carston (2002: 148-149) &,
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T A TEbhZ L BRICRESIN. TNPLEENIT S, L Leb,
and # 5% some % EOREFENE EFNHEFEHNICB VT, SEZRELTHDL TED
NIz BPRFELILEIZRD, TELONLZ L PEBIKGAEED2H R RDE V)
FEWERI b, 2F), ELNIILRETEZRET LY, AREICIoTHRESINLD
Thhbo TNTEH, s "Sb/Z 8 KOHEL LD >72Z LIGERT A K
M2 EZXHDTHb,

RIS 7 T4 AREFENDF—V LT 4 VY Y OHRmEET 0D, EHIZTT
A ZDOHGmEMRKLDDT T4 ADKEOREILZIKI Y, & — i P-Principle & R-
Principle ® 2 DD JE# %, L4 > » 1% Q-Principle, I-Principle, M-Principle ® 3 >
DFEHEVTTTVD, F—VIZBL TR, " D% (some), ¥ TFXTTEZAW (not
all) y 25 HT 52 & TRESN D REEE (scalar implicature), Q REE (Q-scale) (pp.
104-105) IZ2WTHMLTWD, LT, £HZ B RE L) B« 0Ff L F0iR
ABEBRICH IR T 2089 PICEMEET 2 EHEFEC, "W, & T9XTTIREA
VI EEETHEV) R YOG, TTWLOhH L EHAD Ls v, Tnwond
B05, e E D PIEEROHPMIZIE RV &) some 2] L 7235512 TL ko
RO EEEZFHHTEL2WE LT, ZOXRMEHRHBL TS, — /5T, RTICX5HH
i &) FEH RIS THEEOFA L VW) EY 2 —VIZX > T T b DT, fiH
SUIRA HIFONH LW BB 2 AR T R TOMMAREIC A2 D, ZHEHEE LTI T
E5DTH5b,

L4 vy OBEIZ O W TIX, Q-Principle, I-Principle, M-Principle £ v»9 3 5o
e R (heuristics) (pp. 117-120) I22oWThh ) R ENRTWE, 22 TYH
WL OO L ERPBRREN S, 1 DHIE, BdfTbh T d % S % witahiE
WRIZBWT, 3 ODOFERBRED & ) LB 2B ERLATEZ o T a2 E )
MEVH T ETHD, EHIT, F—VEKL Y1 vy b T—RNETFOEE (general-
ized conversational implicature; GCI) ; & W) V. L7z EZHEDO L NVOHFIEZRD TV 5
CEIEOWTHIHHAMTH S, 2% 0. ThENE R BMEEZF>TW5IET0
M & Tk 4 2 IR CTHEFMEITHIRE, T2 sy 4 THBEOLHIZT 4 7+ b (de-
fault) ICZ TSN 2 EREZFIHIICT 2 2 L HERPHERN L RBTH L L) DTH
5o EHIT, TEbNhzZ &g e /ziz, #loTGCLE PCIL YT S, vt
DIEF % HELTVD I LI BENTH S, RT Tl BEEICZ O X ) RPN T

PUGAAHRTE, REICEoTEREINLZBERIZ2OOLANL, FEOIT VT F A ORE
BT wWEETH D GCI (generalized conversational implicature) SHFED T ¥ FF 2 b HiE
MEnhsEETH D PCL (particularized conversational implicature) Z#E L TWwb, HEANRT
DHEEITHEVE SN TV,



SHFE TEFHR L L COFHR—AMD SR Ty 79

Wy, F7o, BEFomBEIEA. RibeE, WE BEOSUTEAIE TAHE AT
(mutual parallel adjustment) ; Tirbh, ERIC—RHNERER XY 77 —OBITH LI
WESMEITEN, ZORTHEIEILINLHL DY, THIIEBRTLIEH IR TWLD
Thbo

L4 v 22w Tld, Brown & Levinson (1987) ©T—#a@EE L7-8ES5 4 P R &
(politeness) JEBL (p. 127) IZ2oWTH ManxEHL TV, 5 OHEHTIX. AE7 =
4 A (face) ZFoTHBY, SHMHICBIIZRIA FEARAE V) DIFENERDIZDIC
HHEVIDTHD, 724 ATIE, ATROLNTVEVIRKY T4 T - T2 AR
(positive face) & ANMIHE I N2 kW) 7574 7« 74 A (negative face) A3

Dy HLHOW ) LK L) ZATHEIMFICHT L7 24 A2 E»TIT 4. 2%
7 = A W4T (face-threatening act) (p. 128) L E X bhb, €I T, Thz iy
572912, I'm sorry but ~ o X 9 e~ v ¥ (hedge) % Can you ~?, Could you ~? ®
I BEHETHEINDFHEIAPEHEINL L VIDTH L, RETIE, THEHLAFHER
BT LIEoTETIA PARLEV) BOIPMRESIND EFZ DT LIZHEMNER
L. TNEEHGTH) 2 & BERIEY TldZweE LTws (pp. 123-130), 23 %D
PTRIA PAAMMRESI NG, EEIR, BANICED X ) ZHEMLEI N TV S 00
BHNWENTH D, RT Tl @ LF235 2 RUTHFITH LT T 2 AR BIER %
o MEFE L2V W BE R ERIURIEET HDOTHNE, FH)THZEICEoT
MHFORAMBREEASIEL LR, ML TTES ) MREINDLEEZLN
5o TL TN, MOFEFHMNE [FAR, B JF I & R Tt & 12 X o THPIHE
DTH5"

= =cHEN
4. FRHEREF

RAEFETE. Ao TERH (cognition) ; ¥ AT A DB FEROHLIZIEZ TW 5
HTRRT EPTws, =T, £, SRR FARD RIS & DREER - &
BRI L > TESTohb & L, SHEOMBEEEE TS0 HE L5 L Wv) R
T, RT L 3E B2 EBlzFo, HIETR, 7= —0@BASHMmE 7+3=
IDRXYH N+ AR=AHEZ NI, FICRRI T RSO REAB SO SRR S T
Wb,

T, BAEHEEDSHEOARNATELTWL, 2T VSl v SHEOAIE

4 RT L K54 2B LTid, Jary (1998), #53: (2001) 7 &%, RT & 58S i
SV, Zegarac (1998) % %I,
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L L 72 DS DR R BD RV E W) VR E L 2 LT 22T 5, FHH
BRBIE LT, Sl VI REDTEIZFITHL L7IEIR, B 2 AXATREDME NI S b
SYLEMmERMT AN Y 7y v LIRS A7z FEE O T BRI O ALY 70 [
VRSN LR SHERE (specific language impairment), ™7 4 7 A Rl (Wil-
liams syndrome), HIGEA D THRVOIZHGICSHEEZHL I 7 7 V38— T 1 FEGERE
(cocktail party syndrome) 7 EDBI% 2P, ZNLIESREICHEDLEENEHLL TV
CLDFRTH 5 LBNTWwS (pp. 142-1460), S 512, BREFFICEM S LS Y
TliE, BRIEITZOOZEDPEHER L IELSAETE ZHEREZFONTZLES VL E V) F
FERFPTELVWI EEZBHL TV S,

WIZ, 7+ TZTDRX Y FJVAR=ZAHEHIZOWTHEZL L (pp. 148-149), O SiEH W
RO TRt « B - SR L OBRSAIIER 2 & @A LR OS5
ECIZOPDOTRMI AT LADEY 2= MEEZBD TRV E, @ T2V s -
AN—= Ay TE) M) E VW) IERARICH T 2ME L ERN LN L, RERMER L
LTHEITTWb,

fik. (20) (p. 153) 12H 5 & 912, AT FOIEARN T TEFEA7EIZFERI 2k
EOBEIZBWTITb RN R b, THEDS REICHLET 5 R 2 B0 s 5
MOFIADGIRL SNDFFE WA S 7 7—=B0TiE, 27) 0Lk BEHTELRNRASY
7 7 —0f] (p. 156) DEES 5 2 &R0, BURT 2 BBV % 7 FF— (synec-
doche) ZED X HIZLTHMENLDPIZOWTHASFHA SN TRV &2 FIT%
s ADSFEOBRROFRAER D S £ D X 5 1M 4 DFEFEFB DR O 2 F 3 o2 2o
WTRELHLPIZENTU ARV ERH L TVE, RETIE, SN EEY 2—VER
IV ENDOIGREPRFZ D, BOBEN %G THED > TV A EP RO R\, &2
AEFEFIIOWTIE, EBME A OFEFE 2 AR B8 TR, 2 TR, B0 LI
LS, R RZENEZ ED L) ITRET 500220 T, S HIZHMABIZ M-
T RT OfFHGEAE & B L ooflrVigimsid il d 9 A LIE OEN D50 ) 23w
TR TEDOTREVNEEZ D,

KREORZIE, APFHEFEFUII B TTET 2 HEmOARE N 21 0 2 & Rl
ISR % TRUEITEMHER (reflective inference) ; Tld7Z <. HBEIY. BREIMN, Wk
FEBIYHERS (intuitive inference) ; TH Y. D X9 LREINIIAIHEILO WA THEG L 72
BEEETE L TZIFMAN TS 2 &, RT3 ZNEAiHIC L7z BRI 2 i PUR AR 2 B
LML TWAZ L, FFOMERRILOHY, SiiE. EBILAEY: 2 S otk 2
MR TOR R E SBEGEZFEOZ LTSN, RT OGS LToIESME - %7
Wk % PR L TV B
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5. bhWIC

BB AR FEHEBOMIEICB VT, ERBISHETE, 222 DEZ RO LR
TSN TV L HEGCHMAZM D 2 &1L, Mam ISR A2 R85 ) R TRE LR %
oo LaL, €0t EOMEIIRD 2003, T hzed% & ¥ 2 5iEAx
KBIDHFFORBL B e DM, VR T 22 EITHBEINDLLES5 ). dHmICHb L E
MG T — I, L 2055, 2o otk & R 2R LoARF X, H SO
ML o TUDMZESR) ZTRWIRIZEDEEZ LN,

RT3, fil % DFEEFBNZOWT, KEEZSGADEA RS 9 2 MBS R KR E I
& U7 OB 2R3 %0 T 72T DB 134 TR S H & RIS 202 2 HE R i A
TH—MIZHI SN T WD, S5, R Z © 5 RT of@ix, Safods, 7t
DEFHFE, MR OCHFA LR EOERNT 70 —F 2L o THICHEIEE N TS, G
& TOWY L5 LTERY I, mlds, (OB RUNRHE R SRBN R e
F2o RT 134 %B% oMM, SikseE, #EL, OHE Rz Eomi
EDOBEEDOWEED T2 D, TOMGmOMHBILEZ D S LELL TV IHmTH L, 5
#ZNE RTBHEEEZ > T0 A4 OFHHARLEHFETR—MICHNTE L L L
i, TP LRI ZFAKOEFERZE TN 2 N2MA. 72, FERENIEIC X 0 W1k
FERTRE 2 AIEEMACR & L CORBABF AR O TH S, TOIL RV IEFREZ 15 512 H o 8
i@ 2 A2 RTIZRLTHOR YR FTVEGwR T LV, 2 X122 TIZRPRDO
Bl L N2 ET bz ve L L, HHCREGIIRPHHZ L, 2T D RVER
LMD DD 2 FHIAELZE LU TREL TV D, I oiliHlmoiistz Higs
f7eE 725, RTICHIRZ o TV A ANZZBIZE o TRLHDETH S LHEET %0

SEH

Blakemore, D. 1987. Semantic Constraints on Relevance. Oxford: Blackwell.

Blakemore, D. 1992. Understanding Utterances. Oxford: Blackwell.

Carston, R. 2002. Thoughts and Utterances: The Pragmatics of Explicit Communication.
Oxford: Blackwell. (WHZ At (FR) 2008. THE & 5Eit—WIRMEO Hm 508
WFest.)

SHFRE. 2001 FEEAER~ O/ BT 0 RIS ).

SIFE (W) . 2009. TeHran HE A 12 35y B0 0 KIBHEHE)E.

SIFE - WM. 2012, TEEOBR LM 9 5 BT - Bk E)E.

AR - H D & 2003, TR OFEE  BE a3 2= — T3 vy B BEgEAE

Jary, M. 1998. “Relevance Theory and the Communication of Politeness.” Journal of Prag-
matics 30, 1-19.

RIERF-. 2001, TR IR S WA R T A4 M A A —RERZEROMEIZOWT, T5iE, 30



82 A ERESE 5 17 5

(12). 52-59. BT © RABAEEIE.

Sperber, D. and D. Wilson. 1986/1995. Relevance: Communication and Cognition. Oxford:
Blackwell. (WHEEZ - 2B - 558% - P ET (B, 1993/1999. TR dPE R —zE
& RGN WO WEgEAL.)

WNET. 2015, TFft 2 WG —akah A ek O BIRTR & FEM R 30 0 0o Ul

WHE . 2011, TEEHGROFIFE 5O« FFett.

Wilson, D. and D. Sperber. 1993. “Linguistic form and Relevance.” Lingua 90, 1-25.

Zegarac, V. 1998. “What is Phatic Communication?” In Rouchota, V. & Jucker, A. (eds.),
Current issues in Relevance Theory, 327-361. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.



