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This study examines the discourse-deictic usage of the prepositions above and below, as in e.g. “as
mentioned above” and “see below”, based on the British National Corpus. In it, we demonstrate
that these expressions tend to appear in different syntactic patterns/modify different types of
words, and their differences reflect the typical structure of written text—i.e. between the preceding
and subsequent discourse. The paper then analyzes above and below from the viewpoint of meta-
phor, illustrating that the characteristics of the target domain (in this case, discourse) play an im-
portant role in determining their distribution.

F—T— K HGEHER, abovelbelow, FRMEF, I —/3A, X ¥ 77—, IR

1. FU®IC

WEEREF OEIRICOWTIE, RASHEFSOVE» L L OMEN L INTEL (eg
Brugman 1981; Lakoff 1987; Dewell 1994; Boers 1996; Tyler and Evans 2003), Z i
5 OWFZETIX, AE & O BRI ZE N BV A L8 R AR 2 23 KD S IR IR
PR 70w ZAHNEH S, EIRE O BEELCILROBES T ARSI T E 72,

above & below b D% { OHFEG & FRICZ RN TH Y, WHEMIIBITS ET%
FTHBEITIMA T, #Gh (written discourse) (2B 5117 - T 24T HE (DT, @

T AROBECEL, ABL T ZE 230K EN P ORE  ORTE AT A b E#RNR
TR R TG, 7o, AFEE D 5T, M EBILEA, BRETEA. KA B A, T
TRIRZ LD, FHINDOL K DEETTRBEARR,P S AR THREL CHEZHW, LT
WEERLIZV ARONEO—RIZ, HAERFREIBZEMREZAF2—FY - T=2ay 7
PRERIFZEIC 51 2 SCIROBEH] - SEAERG OFTRFT L 128 2 FEHEDOHEEREZEXIILTWE, A
ik JSPS HppUafsE BAf7e32h s (BUEE 5 :15107850) DBIK % %1 T o ARIZBIT 5 AR
BDIE, ETHERIWT b
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(1) a. ...the question mentioned above / b. ... the picture above
(Quirk et al. 1985: 1462)
(2) a. ...the arguments given below / b. The diagrams below illustrate ...

(ibid.)

(1) @ above \$Hi T HIE, (2) @ below ZHEFHIGIHVHNTEY, —RT 5 LW#H R
MBI DNT VWD, CNHRELLHHEIFTRIHAORITHY, L =V - B
HE VO LBHEENZIRRTE 2L, £ 0ILEOKMEZ > (Quirk et al. 1985:
1462; Fillmore 1997: 103-104), U2 L. FEIRHTED above & below D& % #l%%
L720FEIRIE & A L% L EREREE R ORI O W T il 2 HIZ T b T
vy, Brugman (1981), Lakoff (1987), Tyler and Evans (2003) #iZ L%, 2N FTO
BB FZE D% A ZESCHALTOEBNC LD LR TH Y. (1) R (2) @ abovelbelow
DI, KEOWELER L THNO TS L) HERZEDZ R I HAMEh TS
LholzbEZ b

RAE A 5% (Langacker 2000) 332000\ GRS OHIFRIE T has
BT L UREHRZE FOETEIZON TS EEZ L, TIIIHEDL L, HIHFEERI
O¥EEE G 2 LTl SCEMRAR S — R IGIEFE, iR OTIRZE &% &) 7926
DEREEZBIETALIZENEETHSL L E 2 BNA, 72, Langacker (1997: 234) 73
MFELFEPRFEOXMEZIREL T B0 2%, HATAREFHNEORENTE S, &
BRTVWBEBY, GFHLF - FEFICLL2UROHM, oF 0 "HFORNRLHEF G
AF) OBHMREZFELTF (FEF) BPEIRITVDED, L) T EAKD, SiHEB
DFRIGEEZ GRDEELENTH L LEZEZ LN T WD,

D XHIT, BHMEFHBAIHEWICSHEIRICBT 2 WROZHZEHL TWD—)
Ty EBOSHTIIHFERII 2= — Y a YOMEPHHHbR T v & w )
baINTE . FIZIE FH - A (2010: 9) 13, 1EROBIHEFEFOMIEITH LT
THEEBOFHNIEOWTEHEFHICERZ > TE LT 2, IROE ISR
R T 7 A P TR B H—OXRmEICRONTE 2, Lo iehiz Lz LT, 88
WHEE VI T 7T —F0b L, BASHEFLHEHROMEZM > TWDS, 2OT
TUu—FTik, BHE I 2= —va YOMBERRERRT 2L L, BaE#
Wiy BenE O R 2 BEA TN ANTARZEAHIESI N Tw 5, 113 (2004: 70) 123

U KBS Tid. abovelbelow H3t 5 \ itk 44 540 % £F 5 BB M (e.g. above 30° / below 30°)
&L Ena b VEIGIND (e.g. see abovelbelow) % @ L C TAjiEz] & FEA,
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WTh, TRRAIEHREFOSHOMIIL, ikim & B ICH D 5 SR O L &
%o THED, JAVWEKRTOFEHmROMBIIARIIIET R SN TRV L) ik S
NTWwa, ThEiE 2. ABIZETIE, BEETRR D above & below O 7 i %
WLT, BHSHEFOVMA TS K SNTELRERHIEL S OICRESE, Bzl
ZTHFE LRV ONEE, BLY, ZOBRIIHHHEF - BAFORMPLII 2 =F—
YarvoBlEER) ANTHEFAORL ST A L E2lAR DL,

B, EEOBEWMZEICB VT, RFEEITEENE L SRR BERERO—D L LTE
{HFgesnTH Y (e.g. Lyons 1968, 1977; Leech 1974; Cruse 1986), Jr4fiZa— %A
BT B AR DA H D W TR & 0T L 72ii%E b %\ (e.g. Charles and Mill-
er 1989; Mettinger 1994; Jones 2002; Gries and Otani 2010), AHIZiEFOMAAT
by AREOMEEDS LS ICIREEYTDH 5 2 L 2 L 72if%E< (Croft and Cruse
2004), BCEEREICH SN EFIRN - SCE 2R IR BRIEDSTRA TARORERRIE 2 . AR
ROFENHEDOKBTH L Z & #im U2iizeds i 5 s (Tyler and Evans 2003; Otani
2007; K#r32 2008; K4 2012), T o oWizeid. FEEOBEWRGIT 2/t $ % 1.
b, B RBlOTRICH 2B - BENEREZHLPICT S LT, REHOLES A
MEEFHEOZEARL TS,

AFE. 2O LML BETZE T REMRICH 2 L SN2 HFERRHED
above/below O IExFFVE% British National Corpus \ZB8\F 54574 % IR T, X5
2 DI FED A U B0 2 A SRR - O A D S U b o BARMIZIE, 3G
R LD above b below TI3A RS % ik E RSN R OFERIZE 2 2 @I W 5
N, TOMEZ, #HFHED "ET, PEEF - WATICE o TRRLZEREFOZEIZE S
THELTWAEIEZTET L, 2F ), HFEEEIIBWT, BIIURTERS 7RO
WHEZIET I L L, FEBREN TV RVWERTIRONEZIRT Z S IFEMICELRY, £
At above & below OIEFFFRIRS FEVICKBLEI N T WD Z L 2L MY - FREMITR T,
& 512, above & below HIZEMMLNEZ KITHELORKER IR, fROXY 77—
WHEDIRD BV, A5 7 7 —BEAROME KGR (source domain) OYEE DAL 55,
H B4 (target domain) 2SI ) HEIC L o THEES T O TV B & %@L %,

AROMER Z RITR T 3 2 8 CTHIE G O BRI B X O abovel below OF%GE g
AT 2 BT ZMEBI L. BENZ IR T 5. 3EITIE. ABIETIT) 2 —25%
MEOFEERT, 48iL 5HT, WEBROWREEZEREITI. 2OHH, 4HTIEE
\Z abovelbelow 32§ % MG E R A RALE & Vo 7oA R ENEZR L, 5HiTIE
abovel/below DB R DOFFEHDEVERT, TNOHEBEFTZ,. 6Hi T, FBEDASY
7 7 — B RERIL IR OWFE R0 i il AT SE — B T A HER IR 2179, THiTE LD LS
BOREEZ RS,
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2. EITHIR

2.1. above/below D E%kIEIE

i TRz & B Y FEFEATE G OBERILREICOWVTIZINE T L HOMEN % &
NTE7ze ZNOHOMIETIE, KHTEGH OBERAHLIER S S5 B EKR (W3
BB AMERPREZRTER) »HXFT77—A I —2ALTHETS7ut
AHTRENTE 1z above R below |22V T H BT, WHZEMICBIT S ET2ET (3)
DEIEREBRAS 77— AL THEL, @) 0k) e5iRoBE (FE) &3 Hk
2. GHOGHNGETH D (5) O L) RikEAERHESRE L2 Shb?

(3) He berthed {abovelbelow} me. Ul i SR FH R ]
(4) The temperature is {abovel/below} 30°. (Quirk et al. 1985: 687)
(5) See {abovel/below). (i A Rt )

Boers (1996) %, above/below D F5GEIE/R 25 # O 22 KA 5 “TOWARDS
THE BEGINNING OF WRITTEN DISCOURSE IS UP; TOWARDS THE END IS
DOWN” (Boers 1996: 75) O X 9% A% 77 —%rLCIRELIZELTVDS, 512,
below \ZERERIGRIATEICILET 2 DIk LT under [Z[FEBEDZEHRICIEIE L 22 & 2384
L. ZOBM%ZWE A% 22 M EROE» HHH L TWw5, Boers [2X 5 &, below
FHARIIS RN I2H 2 25, BN TV TREMRIC RV, EMREET O L,
under i THTIZHY ., EL TV TEEHRICH L, MEMKREZET. ChzBEzr b
b WEBEL525 -2 BRICEVT 7 A M OBRE ETIZIE below D J7 A
WY TH 57280, under Ti37:  below H3iRGHIERHEICILR L2 & S b, Boers i3 1
FREOFW % below IZB L TITo TW A A, [AHOFPIE above IZH U TRIELLEERD
N2 above ZWEIIZ TEWALEICH 225, BN T TEBBMRIC V) (LEMERE R
FTOWK L, overid "THEIZHY), HEHEL TV TEERRICH L, MERBRERTL
A L OMETEHREN TS (e.g. Dewell 1994; Boers 1996; Tyler and Evans
2003; Lindstromberg 2010), Z ®Z=F 2B W T over Tld % & above O A )SiREHIER
WCHWHND Z L0 5, abovelbelow 13, WFLZERIZ BT A E %2 K THAIC THELTW

2 AE 7 7 — MR RSO SIS O F (% TH ) (Lakoff and Johnson 1980; Lakoff
1987), RiEFIIZ B W T —HRIC, SR - BARMNREICHR S L2322/ o 58 G fsE i,
source domain) 75 IEWHRY - FHGAY 2 &I (HAEGEI, target domain) ~NE GRS 5 2
T, BRAIIR L CEHE MDA L L L END, (4) R (5) @ above R below 233 EKb, ZTh
ENERR G L Vo I R SR BT 2 ERAE R L TWE I D, A5 77—k
B L TELRER (X777 —WEKR) ERR2Eh TV,
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THEBHRICEVWETOMEZRT ) L) ERFEZ2FFOZ LI2X - T #EHRERE
IR L72EZ 26N 5%,

2.2, HEEHETREICHTHES

WA BRERIERICH VW SN B O abovel below Otk % HC\» ¢, Quirk et al. (1985:
1462) 12BWT. RISV SIS above & below 1213 2 F $F @0 RD
HIEIPREINTWE, Bz X, WEELICHKEE Lo s F S F 286 (), X Bk,
N=V, ML) ZHRITIEPURTH)., HRiEZEERONAETLR EDIRTE
%o %7z, Fillmore (1997: 104) <Tix, MEMfELN L LIV A —dBLTED ., #%
RF - 7-HEFRHIFAOLBITH L Z RIS Tw 5,

B 5T, #EETR RO abovelbelow 13, %A iR &F M 2 Eb R WIETHEET 2
(Boers 1996: 76), #5l 2 15612281372 (1), (2). (5) 12BWTh., above R below 134
WA 2o T v, TOHBIZOWT, Boers i, 77 A MZBW Tt above/
below &9 RBLOERMNBEDSHTRN T v F~v—27 (L2325 1 Faerkw) ki
M) LBz, fiEaE R EDTICARTETH S LB T Wb,

PLED X912, FBATHIFETIZ TN above & below 1275 5 @ o S AsigdiE S,
W R L - ARG OERBL E LTHBMIcfibhs L E2 6N TE, Tho okt
PRI 2T, AR 2B EROSHEE (eg. 3)) o Tl - FMUTEEH0T
H59o

2.3, HREETREICHT2HEHER AT TORYHEA

Zom T Boers (1996) 13, XFEIS R EED above & below DIEBFEWIZ, DD
ERRONDZEBI/HL T b, H—I2. RahRRH LD above 13 below |2~ THli
SN HEMNE, 812, above 1% below 2SR T X 2w X 9 7 SCEMHATIZ D 4
EIHETH Do BARMIZIE, (6a) O XHICHFLZHIA»LBHITLI LR, (6b) DX
the above L\ ) X THFAWND X ) ICIRZHEH S LR TH L. —H. below 1ZZh
5 OICEMIALI AR T X 2 uv,?

(6) a. The above statement / b. From the above it follows that ...
(Boers 1996: 108)

Z 9 L7-MEIZD W T Boers (1996: 108) 1%, BEHOIEHMDIT ) AW E LTV
TV, T2 A MERICBWTIE above D5 —f7 D729 LHHHLTWS,

3 IS OTEMAEIZO VT, Quirk et al. (1985: 1462) B D Z &,
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CNFETOREFHO A Y 7 7 —WERILEICE T 2017813, FEEOWBEH Y 2 E%R L
A5 T 7 —EREOFCERICERT S LT BRILEOBES T 2@ L TE 7.
above & below O #FHEF/RMHEICB VTS, 21 HTRLAZX DI, WHZERIZEIT S
Fhy L3GEO TRATORL. T, LR THREEUR, & ORICBIRAS IR SN TE
7l B A b HBEFIORAY 7 7 —EKRIEH  FTHEAFRE SNLEMWERIZESNT
SN H Y. 257 7 —WEROFEZ G U A0, € OHiE & o 22 B0 2k
EOFPMED TR SN T E /2o —H Ty ARHEITZIF 72 Boers (1996) o fidiix. above/
below OIEFFEDS, W2 LT CTlE 2 CHGHEICBIT S T ET ) GBIk & i SR)
DERDTFTOMEIC L >THELTWDL I LERET 5, D0, ikififiRHED above
& below 23X FRIICHRZ $E5 Z &1, MIRTEF 22T WEN 2 LT O & R
WCHBITE 2 DT R, BEOMER, TOFRIAATIHEEF - HAFEEEL
THOTIRAONDE LD THSERbNL, ZOBKRII, FEFAD A Y 7 7 —WEWE 2
B EIRD S OPRARIER L LT, 2RI R & OB A IR ICHA L T & 726Eko
GHTCH L, MEZET»FE50THA 9,

DX HIZ, Boers DIFFHITEE L RIEE FA TV S S OO, Boers I3HIFRISDIT 9
B THELEVIZRETAHICEEFY, RO ERLEHEETF - A FORHIRE
& abovelbelow O TR 2 T\ OME & OIS FR 2 FEMNIZFCE - 0L Twa b
I Tld % vy, Horiuchi (2016) (&, 2— A EiEFoaar—3 3 Yl oFEz2HWT
abovelbelow |3 Z N ZFNILEBE DO FHVEERSR LD L VI MEERERLTEY., Al
GRS E B ARISOMIZIE, EHOn—Mr L V) FRZITICIENTE RS NEE
BRI - BEREM 2 AHED D B Z EAVRIE SN D, L Ly WTIIZBWTHH OMHEIZE
SINC LRl SN TE ST, F72, FERO BMRILIR R Hl & T 78— & S I A 7281
MEZIZIIE > TRV, AT, SNOHOMEZ S HICESE, SaifirEgo
abovelbelow DR 2% PN IZH O N B HE R FEPIDAE § 2 ST & R AR AL E O FH &
O THREN - FEEMITRT 2 L 2lA b, S BT, BAISHEEOMMAIEIVTE
DAEDA L 2 BT 2 EZE L, FEFAD A 5 7 7 —WERILR O T8I0 3 % Bl
LR IZ DOV TRETT 5.

3. TaLBEFE

3.1. T—40HE

REFFETIE, 1 EEMBLD A F1) ABFED 3 — 8 A T % British National Corpus
(BNC) Z Tl %7072 BNCIZEZSENIE, GiLSEIN | HOWKTH
D, GHOL) ZEZFETHELNLIEBOGHIEL TW b, SHIOFAETIE, NFE
I—NAAy NT—2 %A LTBNCIZT7 7 A L., above, below ®»4 1 (above :
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25,176 5, below : 14,103 #) % Wil ZHER T ICHKR L, ZOH 25, above &
below B 1,000 BIF0% 5 v F2aH v T)  ZIZk o T Lz 29 LTHLN
£at 2,000 Bl 7 — 5 & §_TBE L, above/below 3T EKEZ LT O VFhnrcF
EETHH L 720

>

) 22 (I - F) (e.g. He berthed {abovel/below} me.)

) FEEE (LLE - BUF) (e.g. The temperature is {above/below} 30°.)
) R (BRE - Tid) (e.g. See {abovelbelow}).)

) FOfh (e.g. Above all, keep in touch.)

O QW

SEOFETIE, WHERICH T2 EF2RIH%E TAD 2R, L L, FUKEECS
LIEMEIRL TOAHEEIL, HERNRPLETHLGELHNERGTETHLLELTXT
FC. Bl 107,

TR FERCPEINTHABLEEE (%) 13, K1OLB)THo 7

% 1 : above/below O EFWERD /34

A. Z2f B. #fF | C #&gn | D. zoft’ &t
above 395 395%| 124 124%| 306 30.6%| 175 17.5%| 1,000 100%
below 426 42.6%| 212 21.2%| 328 32.8% | 34 3.4% | 1,000 100%

ARTIE, 09 b TC #HahiER, 208 SNz above ® 306 B, below o 328 % 45
MoMGgE L, LVFELVREZIT-7, KET, SROOFEMNIH LTI 723 —7T 4
VIOV THTAT S,

32. A—T 14> TDH=R

AKRGTIE. BEHRRICH W SIS abovel below O HHEEIHE % SCMEvE OBRIEE) &
B ROFEROBIEN S I—T 4 ¥ 7L, 4T 25108247 L7z 3—T 4 7D
B A KR T,

Y FEIDOEBY, ML 1,000 BlZ 2 L. abovelbelow 13 X% 5 by 3 #F 0 kAR R
THERELTWS, ZhE—R3$5 &, 23T TkiETRR B0 above 1 below |2 T
HENLBENFE WV, w9 Boers (1996) ofgfib AbhrvEICdbRZ%, LrL. 2%
above M35 H* BNC K TOARBENEH W72 (above: 25,176 B, below: 14,103 1), [ L 3
HTH o> T BNC 4tk & L Tid Boers OiRfiE & B 1) above OiikTRRHEDIE ) D3 A EHE A
WEEZ 5

3 above all &\ EBLOEFRHPEN N T2, above DTS HS TD. ZDMl, OFBFED L\,
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F2:a—F4 v TOEE

A, SCEREE OB RFE)
() | st - ByEsss : above/ below DR OIEHIK GAS, 24 2B 20
a. %154 (e.g. the picture above / The diagrams below illustrate ...)

b. B 56l (e.g. the question mentioned above / & below)

c. Zoft (e.g. From the above it follows that ...)

(ii) | &35 - BHIWEE @ abovel below 3% 5il5Hi & 72 HBs. WiH D& N5 A AEiE» H
MR

a. 75& (e.g. The diagram above sketches this concept)

b. HiYik (e.g. See page 42 below.)

(iil) | A=A : abovelbelow 758 £ N fiAAS, EEHICHITE SH TV B2 LS 5°
a. 3:fini (e.g. In the context above, Mr. Lorry did not ... / As explained above,

some students ...)

b. Z st
B. & 4% R Oafi%e

SO, BRSO KT DA, (e.g. the picture above — picture)
DA Ot BHR L OB A, (e.g. See below — see)

TA. LMY 12w Tk, 95, abovelbelow HM5HG L T\ 5 B4 0 Sl & — B3 > 3
L 720 AWML T 2 BHSEF O A TR, Wil o HEEESRE ST, ik
ROBEVITEROENE L TS EEZ 5N TwA (Langacker 1987, 2008), =i
1230 &, above |2 X B HATSCRDIER & below (2 X % %t TR DOTRR & D EIR -
PR MR 2 RO, E VR T A aEN RS I D HESE LS 2 L FRER
5o TDIO. RWIFETIE 3 above/below 735§ % Ghse O nii 2 B Tw<{ 2 & T,

AR LR VR a2 A L2 S50, 4AMTHLHLLY, SHE
Bl A A I XGRS BT 2 TG hkne S HBIBtR 2 R0 & S b, G DRE L%
BTaE, 727 A2 MNICEHOE#RZIET above 13, J547 RIS WAL IC AR LR $
W ENRTHEENSE, ZD720, KR TIE T3, abovelbelow H3E& 5% EM DX
BN (5% - HWEE) 22—74 73528 T, TNOOFFICHNT %A RMEO

b LmOFATIX, abovelbelow HRIFIHIPHEAUPMICE TN, 22, EMANICHIE ST
LHABIOAE Ta. Efigi, & LTHEG L, TNOPFEHOBRAIERLTWEHR, £dF
above!below 2 RIFEIRLATE AWM E TR ARWHIE, $XT b ZhbS, & L

T BB SFEROE R A S T TIEROESEIEISEEIC L > T S22 L 9 %, (Firth
1957: 11) &) I—NASFHEFOEZHTE DML B,
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SRR L2 & I, abovelbelow 3¢ N 4 BIFHILRIEF O, EFHITHT S
A AT E b PR CRRAS L 72,

F7-. "B. Bt g oiEs, Tld, abovelbelow H3MEHi+ 5 %5 & OB FE 2 B8 L
720 abovelbelow O #FEFRHEIZB W T, Bhixt R OEswOME L. above/ below @
RN EOME, 2F VMHEVPENENHGE LOL I Vo LBERE/RT HBIHH R
LTV Z KL TWb EE 2 S5hd, AIFZETIR. il Lzskaiis R o %60
* —BITOBILE L, abovelbelow 758 L $ Wil OMEZ . WH AR T 2 kN
8% — R ARALE O 54 & TR - BT 5 2 L 2l a Tz,

DBET, =74 Y Z7ORRIZOVWTHI L, EEE2ITH. 3. 4 HiTabovelbelow
HART L EHEEOMEEREEZ R L, 5 HTBHiNROGEROFMEREL KT,

4. JCHEEEDHEE

4.1. AERER1: EHHRORE
XU, abovel below H356ii LT 5 565D il & A L 7o/ B2 % 3 1RT.°8

% 3 1 above ! below OIS 4 D FE

above below
a | ZallEf (e.g. the M above) 133 43.5% 109 33.2%
b | BhEEA (e.g. see below) 161 52.6% 210 64.0%
c | Tl 12 39% 9 27%
&5t 306  100% 328  100%

above |2\, %alsfins 133 B (43.5%). Bhailisains 161 61 (52.6%) &, Bl
OB R L NH OO, WHEIKPLETOBIE SNz, LT (7) 1 above 7347
#WBHEIL TV AL (8) WEIEFZBHI L TV AHITH S, URETHELOMEOEIZ TR
TBNC S L725E6ITH %,

(7) a. The diagram above sketches this concept.
b. In addition to the above problem, I discovered another. Looking beneath
the carriage, I noticed that there was a machine needle caught and laying

flat across the magnets.

8 KE5DE 3 H 53 TR L7z above/below OBIERAIH LTHAL ZRBEEFT-7-L 2 A,
FTRTICBWTHER (p<.05) 8@ shiz,
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Many of the needs described above require the involvement of a school staff
who have an understanding of and commitment to the benefits of linking
with the world beyond school.

As explained above, English recognizes a distinction between one and
more than one (singular and plural). This distinction has to be expressed
morphologically, by adding a suffix to a noun or by changing its form in
some other way to indicate whether it refers to one or more than one:

student/students, fox/foxes, man/men, child/children.

—75. below 3% G AHY 109 #1 (33.2%) T 2 DIZxk L. ByaiiEfiins 210 #1 (64.0%)
&, above |ZHATHEyE 2 BT 5E GRS Vo (9) (& below 7345 2. (10) (XBEhE
i B TH %,

If you follow the guidelines below your complaint will be dealt with in the
most efficient manner possible.

The method of issue is described in detail in Chapter 5 below.

Reality Orientation activities (see below) are helpful to keep the brain work-
ing ...

This issue will be discussed further below.

7 3. Quirk et al. (1985: 1462) % Boers (1996: 108) mi&iis B . above \213 %5
RSB 56 (e.g. (Tb)) 2370 IR Si7zA%, below \2iEZ ) L72BliE RSNk

no f:o

E 512, above & below OB &M Wb &, WHDEREEIE "AFH BT 5
PEE BT A LV O UL EOMESR O L, izl (8) & (10) (X3 BhF 5
DOBFI7EAS, (8a) TIXFEZERTH 5 described H3taF45 TG (the needs) 154 L
TW5b, — 5T, (10) TiX below D355 3L (see below) 253 (... be discussed fur-
ther below) OBIFIZER L TWD, TNEBHE 2. L DML VRETHEI AR 5L
PG R 2A, DTosfsiohsz,
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F 4 1 abovelbelow 324 5 R

above below

a | &5t (e.g. the above analysis) 133 43.5% 109 33.2%
b %5 + 403 (e.g. the reasons stated above) 9 31.4% 45 13.7%
T as + 457 (e.g. as mentioned above, ...) 30 9.8% 13 4.0%
7 W56 | fEE) (e.g. we show below) 12 3.9% 7 2.1%
e | &4 (e.g. See below.) 19 62%| 74 226%
] %3 (e ... is listed below.) 4 13%| 71 21.6%
g | ZDf (e.g. Below we explain how ... ) 12 39% 9 27%
Ereir 306  100%| 328 100%

COpAiE L & WMHEDPAE LR T WICERHEDOEN L YHE TH A 9 o above 138
184 & 72 Y412 (8a) many of the needs described above ¢ X 5 7x Tb. &3] + 43
Ly BCART 2EERRKE W (96 . 31.4%), ZOHE. above HREEEHI LT\ 5
S LEBFFTH, ZOBFIL ML FFIE TR Z B L. SEROfE L LTl above
BEFORBICE TN TS, —F D below ¥, BFBHOBEICS (10) DX HIC
Fe. x4y (7461, 22.6%) F721% Tf. =5, (7161, 21.6%) OLOMREBIZ LT 2 HHEE
ME . R4 OREED S, above 1Z Ta. KFEMEHL R Tb. %4 + 4E, O THIEAMO
WERIZAR LR W olk L,y below ZBFIMONES (BE) AR L3 WEH T
M5,

4.2. AEHRR 2 BFEAOERHAL
WIZ. abovelbelow D356 7 % B (above: 133 #l, below 109 i) % %512,

abovelbelow I3& I NALFMPTFEE LTHERETLH, BIEOBWEE LTART S
PrRHFAE L. B, NROZFAIIEFHOETH 5 L IZE LT, AHNETH % i 4
O E LTHERLTWAH (e.g. in the context above) 3% H.6N7z, Bz
WTIRAERMEOBEASHEHEL T i 720 RIZ43HBM)., 22 Tlr4HE
DENE DI & 72 B HHNAL > T ZIT - 720 BIEIDIHE %0 5 DIE, above BEE N5 4
WD B T0BI, below BPEFINLL4FAWDI B 66HITH Y. Wb EihE i34
B o HFEME AR L CnWise ZiM oSN Z 2 —7 1 ¥ 7 LR R %2 RISR
T
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# 5 abovelbelow % & &5/ O SCHERIMAL (E5E - HIVEE)

above below
a | 7% (e.g. The diagram above sketches ...) 40 571% 16 242%
b | HiY#E (e.g. See page 42 below) 30 42.9% 50 75.8%
ARl 70 100% 66 100%

DX HIZ, above \FEFEXFAMPNERT L6 (e.g. (7Ta)) HY40 I TefkD 57.1% T
HDHDIHF L. below lZHWFERAFAWNICAERST A6 (e.g. (92)) 5061 T. 4D
75.8% 9 EWEIEE HD TWnWiz,

4.3. AERRE3: LENE

& 512, abovelbelow 25RIFFI R A EFAMMNICE T, 2D, ZOEIRLAYAFHIFIZ
AR LTS (e.g. (7Tb), (8b)) O¥EIMIAEL 72, TP, K6 DLBY, above
DAL 46 B (15.0%) HEMRICAERL L TWDE DI L, below OE I E/Hiwc A
T BB TE 2.1%) OKRTH Y. below DL IZH AT above % &L DT
ADEMANER LT VI Edbh o7z’

% 6 : above/below % & e fii R4y O AT B

above below
T4 (e.g. In the context above, Mr. Lorry did ...) 46 15.0% 7 21%
b | = list 260 85.0% | 321 97.9%
&t 306 100% | 328 100%

DiECRAEN - B ARENZ L5, 9. 41HTRAZEBY., MRS
above 3% OPIFER, below (B A OPIER FRIC@aSC - 25 XOmER) (AR L=
TV T, 42HITRLZZEBY, WEDBHFEH & & 54, above \X TG, below
FHMFEOHNIBIZER LTV, 512, 43HIDEBD ., below £ 1) b above % & fii

O above I2OWThH, FEMFNCAERT2HE15.0% L vy Dk, —RT 2050 EIC R
Zbo L L. BlFEmiE A s S e WERX e ¢2 . Thompson (1985: 57-58) 7%
F YT 1,009 Blo Ak fri (R - k) 2 LR TH, BNy 28813 19%
Tholeld8Nbd, EO6ITHRLIZEBY .. RIFFETIL, abovelbelow OifEhTaR M0 MH (H
S - pIE SR LT Wl b S te) I L CESIBNICERLTVWAEEERLTWAT:
B, 15.0% L W) EERZRLTEWDDOTE RV EEZ SN B, F#IZ, below TIEZDEED2.1%
ThHbIEEEETNL above ZELHRAWDIT ) AFHE ENR T WHIAHARNLS TH A
Jo
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RADIE) BEMENCHE INR TV, INSZRET S L, above DI H) BLRHOE
AT < (FERE. EEAIE SN - o) IERLRTWoIZH L. below 13X
HORKRBT L (WS- 2HXOBE, HIFEONER) (2458 LT WHERASH TIN5,

44. EBEICEETEE

Z 2T, above & below ® LM A RER ICHES L oW 2Bl 2, %5 LT
abovel!below I3 TIEMDOVEE 0 & # 2 THA7I2\, abovelbelow I3f83 5727 A +» T E

. WEE - FBNICEE RN RMETHoTH, 77 A MOFET - HATOB

PO RZ EMBITIEZR V. FEFEOT 7 A MIEER NI L2 S Ty THEMIN, GiE
NHLDOTHb, D7D, above THRENLHP. DO F ) BATIRONEFIZT TITH
FFRATHY, BHAFICL o THHMMOER (DR e, FEFILLOHR THE Tt
FoNhbbD) THDH, —J. below TH/RENDHP. D F 0 HhTIRICED»NL L NE
ERBEDOHADL L L, T BATICE > TR RMOBEHTHA I TOEHI, T2
AbD TET) BEESELRLIEREVEETLODOTHY). TNUHPRFEMNLETDH
%139 D above/below O LIRS WV OFE IS TV B W RED D 56

— IS, FEHERINCIEAE O ST B W TIHE R H R L D biIcARST 2 & Sh, &
TR EIICIHE SR (FE), RIICH RS ERT B & S s (cf. Halliday 1967,
1994; A% 1978; Brown and Yule 1983; fF#h 1985; Lambrecht 2000), [H{&H#H: 55 L
FILEoTHETRHM>TWLEELLNTWAZ L), IERIE "SiLTFICk o TH &
FHRHS R VWERF LTSN TWAZ L, (Brown and Yule 1983: 154) w9 #1225 <
&\ above R IHAT RO NE L @EHE, HERIIN 2L EZLNL, TDD,
above % G iR AIx. below DYGEIHAR, XRHOFEE AR LR T VWO LE
AbNd, BlziE (11) Tl TR TT TR SN TV 2 1 His the above criteria

EVIHTBTHIRREN, E5RFUDRRNEBRFEFEIN TV D,

(11) In addition to the above criteria of articulation and recognition of breaches, a

further necessary condition must be satisfied: ...

—J. below H3EL TV DDIEFHAFIZE o TRAMOHNETH D . HFECIRICZ DOIEHAS
AT 5 2 L HERDBEAFIZHON TR\, D720, below I3 TH#HRAER LT W
EENDIMIIHEIERT L2 EZ 5N, (12) &, ZHIBOEH ORI below H32k
I LHBITH D,

(12) Some common strategies likely to lead to success are listed below:

1. Restrict the locations in which you keep food (there is no need for food

in bedrooms, food in your pockets, or in your handbag, for example).
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2. Decide on set places or locations to eat (say, the dining room table).
This should prevent certain other locations, like the chair in front of the
television, becoming a cue to start eating.

3. Keep a good stock of nutritious foods available: do not ...

THAB Wi T, strategies 25 A T LN TWBE LW 2 L HIERSHIHBHRTH
D, ZOMICBWTEMELINEIRENETH L. —F7. b LIRS (12) X9 %
VA MRDo72HEICIE Z0) A MEFREAFIZE o THAITH 5720, I above
AT B X (e.g. Some common strategies likely to lead to success are listed
above.) TYDHTZDY A PDHIEIIOVTHRARL ZLFPBRVTHAL ). T LHhE
A%, above \Z EFEAFMRAE S NIz - WONTBIZAR LR T VoIZx L, below 13k
ISR LT WE W) CENEMEE L TR Tw 20Tt Ebih b,

RIS, WE O ARALE O I3 EE (iconicity) OB LTHRR 5 Z LA HET
Do A (1985: 29-30) 1. [HEEHOERIEIZOWT THOITEWIZ ETEE O
BOAREIFEW-, [HERIETEFFEICHNLOPBERTH S, & L. B30k & B
WEFREZFHOFBMEICE 2 LT, Y GAT) L3N OAMSEHIND &
LTw5, $7-, Thompson (1985), Ford (1993) & o#fgeTid. EIF MDA
B &R RRRE DA R SN T W5, B 21X Thompson &, EHiFTIZAERT 2 HWHE &
FHiIAERET 2 HWEi 2 i L. EHinro HEio 9 299647 300k & O BIEMEAS#E W
EEREIHL TS, BARMIZIE. FEpCARST 2 (13a) @ to cool 135647 NRA> & Tl
SNLMEEZRBRRTEY, MISKEIIRT % T8 (place the loaf on a wire rack) ~ & #%
i & 4% CHERE (text-organizing function) Z4H 5 T2 DI L, itk T2 (13b)
D to cool | ZHAZEFARTITHDOHMNEZIRZ HDHRT, ZOMBIIGEDLEICL EF
&IN5,

(13) a. To cool, place the loaf on a wire rack.

b. Place the loaf on a wire rack to cool. (Thompson 1985: 55)

NS DHFGE L. abovelbelow 2338773 % Je47T UK - 4%t SCIR O 5k % % 58 3 1L,
above & below OARMEOHED BRI ONDEAL ), 2F DFHFE T, BT
Ik & DFED & A5 above % LRFO BB <12, HFi IR & OF D & A5 below
ZENLORBELICEL ZE T, SATIC L > TR OARMIMLL . EEXTIZESTY
IRZBTR T W CTHEEZREIN - BEALTWb 2 b2 b,
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5. BEXROFEZEDHEE

IKIZ\ abovelbelow HMEHIT % %55 X CBFEOMEEIZOWTH TV o AW TIE,
3 ORERT THEBHL OB S NFHIC OV TSI R O % % TEEGHL 12
T E NIZHHNT O W T MBI R OB 2 —H 3 OB L7z,

51. AERRE1: RFAOHEE
F 9. REIRH D abovel below 2358 2 &4E D ¥ 4 T % W5, abovelbelow 73
il BB LT AR E LN ICHIES 5,

(14) a. The diagram above sketches this concept. (= (7a))
In addition to the above problem, I discovered another. Looking beneath
the carriage, I noticed that there was a machine needle caught and laying
flat across the magnets. (= (7b))

(15) a. If you follow the guidelines below your complaint will be dealt with in the
most efficient manner possible. (= (9a))

b. The method of issue is described in detail in Chapter 5 below. (= (9b))

COEHT, BHEINEOLFABKIEFHTRZLDOD, TNHEDLFIIBBENITRD
DI TS HET DI LD TEETH 5,0

(1) WEM  EmONE RN MONRE T KT 45 (e.g. problem, guidelines)
(i) AR« CERERP XK E L5405 (e.g. diagram, Chapter)

abovelbelow DB RDLFNNFNENEL LD Z A4 ThrELIzE T A, ROKE
BhE SN

10 Sl i U 7 GG 3 0 above below (2 35\ T, 22O R o 443 % BN 3
X5 E, LTOMETH 72 GFHEMHNOFHIE A
a. above : para(graph) (9), Chapter/p. (3). sub-section/analysis/example/problem (2)
GBI 1 2250
b. below : para(graph) (7). pagelp. (6), Chapter (4). section/subsection (3) (HiFE 2 LL
TAZH)
COEHIT ARBENIUTOAFPIETICE . M—7 VHEP MV OFHEZTE2BIRELTH—
WALV CTH > 720 2D/, RETIEAFE 5 4 TI200F ZOEGHHERED» ST 21T - 726
U254 70RMNILTLEMATE RV D, THHEL vy Xaobikid, Motz a3
555 % 2 ZIE 0Tz, AL address 135 B10%  * URL %45 L. Thttp://, TlHE 24554 DTER
ZFO, coupon b, LIFLIERO L) B TEIND R ELTELIIRLLERZIND ) %, Zok
I LA OFERE LTIENEMTOHFEFTELLBVWTHAFOEXTREI LT VL0 T
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KT Bl ROHBHD Y AT

above below
(i) WA 81 60.9% 27 24.8%
(i) X 44 33.1% 71 65.1%
r 41 8 6.0% 11 10.1%
&t 133 100% 109 100%

DX HIZ, above k below TREBHi LR T WHFADY A THREL RL L, 7,
above IZINEMN R XA Z BT 58 E5560.9% % b Twiz, BARIZIZ, problem,
question, reason, analysis, method, definition, example, argument, relation, pro-

cess, assumption, condition, evidence, principle, factor 7z & DFEDEEE SN2,

(16) a. The above analysis has demonstrated that, in the absence of price adjust-
ments, DD unemployment can be caused by: ...

b. The relations above may conveniently be written in matrix form ...

(16) 12BN\ T, above i, TZTERENTVD 50, R TR, 2 itsaTIHE L s
HHEEE2HoTnwEEEROND, —TF7, below 37445 (e.g. paragraph,
page, chapter, (sub)section, figure, table, chart, diagram) %153 %5EHIE <,
FNHEED 65.1% % 5T Wwiz,

(17) a. And these reduced payments continue for the next 3 years—as you can see

from the chart below.

b. The method of issue is described in detail in Chapter 5 below.
(= (9b), (15b))

below 1Z. (17a) Tl& chart %, (17b) TiZ Chapter 5 &5 EARN 2 $fili 2 £ 5 45040
B L TWwb, (17b) @ below X, S5EDOHIMERL, OZNHE—F 27 XA FH
DESHETHHILEZRLTVDE DD, HATFIE below 3 THIHRARDOTEEE
BIHFETE D59, 2F 0, (17b) @ below F3ETRAROBEE LML TVTH,
ARG E—REICRD L L IIFENEIEFEML T v Bbih s, below 121X, (17b)
DEH ZNDEL THIRH R AN E T E D42 B3 5 670% Wb hiz,

B, & L7,
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52, MERR2: BAOHEE

WIS, il dER 0 above/ below 7587 % 4585 5 M1 & WT\ <, above/below
DI R OB % WIS L G LR E (18), (19) 19RF. &2 TREEOR
£ by abovelbelow 74O & A 2 5% FEINORM) 753 DLED b 0% ik
¥ 5,

(18) above:described (12), mentioned (10), noted (5), outlined (4), given/quot-
ed/shown/see (3)
(19) below:see (43), discussed (17), shown (11), listed (8). described/consid-

ered (5), given/summarised (3)

hE B &, above L. described, mentioned, noted, outlined, quoted &\ 72,
BRRHINCE D 2 BE 2 B LT v — )7, below (3 see #1563 2 BEEAZEH L T
MW E2bnd,

S L7 — 2 2200 CRHABEA D vz, fBimic, o EER3 T
Z a7 (cf. Hunston 2002) 12365 < #ifests: (Horiuchi 2016) % DL FICRT .2 2 0@
FTld, BNC o3bEBRREERE 2 FIH L THEE I above/ below O (1 71T (24
FTHLOHFHEZEAETMEL, 2095 T2 72EVEEO FAL 30 A2 fil L Twa,
above DFEFFIIEXZDEBN TH b, B, ZORBITHERTIHIEITK 72 DTl
.y FITITZLHMEWREFTEE (e.g. rise, towering) b &ENLH7-0. KFIERT
b2 EEI A E TR E 5 Lz

32 8 : above OEFIZAERT L E)E (T 22 7H)

g (1~30f, () NETZa7)

above | described (22.75), mentioned (21.42), see (19.22), outlined (16.10), discussed
(15.78), noted (13.54), rise (11.20), listed (11.13), given (10.81), quoted
(10.54), shown (9.97), rose (9.46), cited (8.22), pictured (8.18), rising (8.12),
indicatedm), suggested (8.03), stated (7.82), rises (6.75), raised (6.48) de-
fined (6.39), heard (6.25), seen (6.07), towering (5.91), explained (5.72), hung
(5.55), towered (5.38), hanging (5.20), shouted (4.99), presented (4.86)

PTza7vidanr—a YORBEORET, ZO/EKIZL > THEOAEEORIEAIVREN
%o pEEIH OEBEOAREE & HE & ORRICE DSV THEH SN, 2D EOLAICHETH S
L &n s (Hunston 2002: 68-73; f7)Il 2012: 129), avas —3 3 iz wCid Firth (1957)
% Stubbs (2001), 2T s — 3 3 ¥4k O F IS HD & abovel below @ H.#5 @ #4132 Horiuchi
(2016) &SNz,
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CORERDP LD, above 1X, Fl - HUIOMEBONEL XTSI ELHH (eg. de-
scribed, mentioned, outlined, discussed, noted, quoted, cited, indicated, suggest-
ed, stated, defined, explained) & OILFEIRIEDE N E Wb 5, above & IHIZHWS
Na%6E. SNOOHENIBRSFETHERLR TV, LML, £4DLB), ThbH
ZITIIH R AT 5 & SN ZHXORTFIIZER LIS, ZLDYE. 4
MR OBHIEE & LCART 22 (e.g (20a)), as o THWSHNS (e.g. (20b)),

(20) a. The methods described and examples outlined above demand a certain
amount of expertise on the part of the collaborator. But it is possible to
work with people who have had no previous experience of teaching or
drama. When working with inexperienced collaborators it is important to
brief them carefully, and to use them in simple roles, and perhaps non-
speaking roles, ...

b. As explained above, English recognizes a distinction between one and
more than one (singular and plural). This distinction has to be expressed
morphologically, by adding a suffix to a noun or by changing its form in
some other way to indicate whether it refers to one or more than one:

student/students, fox/foxes, man/men, child/children. (= (8b))

(20) DBNZBNT, above D353 A BhE (described, outlined, explained) 1%, 8/
S LOEMBTATIIRIZE ) Vo L THAZNR TV Z/RL TWb, (20a) T,
the methods described and examples outlined above L\~ 9 L CHEH OFHRIZ AN, Fh
BREEELTRLAZET, R TEOEBEICHTLHHZMZ TS, 512, Bk
TRZENEHED T Lo H72 e FkE L, FKEHEEMLTWA, (20b) TH, 730K
THMLI-NELZ BERRZ LT, 2O 2 & URTHEL TS, ThHOHFT
. TEN - B ERERTEEOMEGEE + above, DI THATFIIAT RO &
WS, ZREHED T RS BRBEOFKGE LR L T b,

—J. below (L TIE T Aa 7242 4 (Horiuchi 2016) T34 above & 13587
SIEABIEIN TV b,
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#9 : below OWEFNZ AR T 85 (T 22 7H)

g (1~30f, () NETZa7)

below | see (31.32), discussed (13.66), described (12.62), listed (12.18), shown (11.97),
g;en (10.98@9.35), fallmfell (8.22), outlined (7.92), considered
@), explained (5.41), summarised (5.19), detailem), lies MM
(4.72), living (4.70), falling (4.68), drops (4.67), fallen (4.49), pictured (4.46),
reproduced (4.34), mentioned (4.24), indicated (3.94), presented (3.94), exam-
ined (3.93), illustram, provided (3.82), noted (3@ (3.71)

below |ZOWTid, TAa7ZETH, see DAITHEBLTEV., T2, 41H0DEK4
T Te. 4y WWHBINABE RS L. FEHMOBFIZEND see THoTze TDOT L
Mo, T see + below, &\ HFEON EAIEFICH . BRIERO720O O ERI 72
FHEBEL TV DI ENRTHN S,

(21) a. Reality Orientation activities (@ below) are helpful to keep the brain work-
ing ...

b. Under its constitution West Germany (like Japan—see below) could take

no part in external military activities, and by Aug. 20 Chancellor Kohl

had apparently accepted that this was a definitive barrier, ...

(21) oBITIZ, ZHREDBAKY L= I F 5 RHiHF 72 LR ESNTB LT, below
PHRTAE X ZIUT ERB IR EN TV, 72, see below &9 FHAFEIRA T
HAMICHWOHN, TADPEL TH XMV THERETH LN TV, ThHoflo X
912, see below &9 FBlZ. the above problem % the relations above 73 £ |2 X,
ATV RO 2 EBITR L2V REEN L2 T2 8 IC2NIEEFE LTV ARVE
VDN L, HE TS see below L) KRBT T & TRHLIBNL20D, 22 TIEFF
LAHBILZV ) 20 TLaXFMITRLTVEEDEZ ON, SEEIT TRV ER R
A ZRER 2 LW S SIS L THEC T ZROTWwDE Ebh s, 29 L72BITIZ,
see below k\»9 EBIDSTEH R FLHOLEED FERE 2 HV, LA COFHADPHEMAL T 5
LxRPVwTwhbEEZ LN,

see PHLOBFNZH ZMT 5 & below 1% above & [RBEIZE K - S b B85 (e.g.
discussed) %G 51EH, THEMOFRMLTEICHE b 285 (e.g. shown, listed, summa-
rised) R, MEIZMD S considered B LR$ o TN 5 OB & B 5 FH 2 R
Bl A1HIORSTRUISGENZRAR Y — DL BY, below H35Z &L OBHFBIZA:
BT DR LE EDO TV, ThUL, above H3E & - W08y E 2 1584 5B %45
ANR as HIOHIZAR LR TWI L LRI TH S, 61, TOHPEE. i - &l
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MO ZH) bO L, HRITHHIEEAT LIRS,
9., see below & HFMP L7z, FEB L OHI RO ZH ) FH 2 HTw L,

(22) a. These requirements are discussed below.

b. It is not, however, the only method and others are considered below.

Z OBITIL discussed, considered &\ o 72 B E A% B X OBRERIH S, i OkiC
BT BIEMAH L EDRTHEENTWS, 23) O XH I, in more detail, further &
Vo ZRIFNEZ L DOIEIZ RO 0L, TNOOEBED MR EREZ D &
TRTZLEDFHEIMEONTDE I LDbh b,

(23) a. Some of the key plants are described in more detail below.

He proposed a model which attempted to weight various commodities
used by settlers to a greater or lesser degree, including land use, which

will be considered further below.

WA, below PEZRIIHEMREZBEAT 2B 2L, ThE T 2T - BLHELED
HHITIE, below |2 X o T EDR SILTW A IEHAS belowﬁ‘%')‘t%’ﬁlf’m [Nay !
THMEBNICH o720 TR LT, (24) 1. below DEZ IR R OEH (MBI
. FBEEFEERTLD) AR LTWS,

(24) a. Some common strategies likely to lead to success are listed below:

1. Restrict the locations in which you keep food (there is no need for
food in bedrooms, food in your pockets, or in your handbag, for ex-
ample).

2. Decide on set places or locations to eat (say, the dining room table).
This should prevent certain other locations, like the chair in front of
the television, becoming a cue to start eating.

3. Keep a good stock of nutritious foods available: do not ... (= (12))

b. The eight characteristics of ‘excellence’ are summarised below:

# A bias for action. Managers in excellent companies have a strong pref-

erence for doing things rather than analysing situations.

# Keeping close to the customer. A key factor in these companies’ suc-

cess is knowing their customers’ preferences. ...

INHOBID L H T, ERIZHEREZENT D56, below X TEF (&) + below +
auyy EWH)ROPTHEICARLTBY), CORPEEEEZOY A MNRELOEEA
TLHL—FOEREBD X Ik > TWb, 72, shown, listed, summarised ¥\ 7245



ZEf] A B RREG A ¢ RE R O RGEEHR TR IS A R SRR E 5% 21

OB & RS A1, below IZZOHEICR Y R3 v, —T, Al L 76 % W
% &, above \ZI3FRMEHEANICAERTZHITIFZ LA ON o720 O LR
O, RKNRZERIEANT 5 HETHEIEDN, TOMEEZEGEMW /NS — 08
BRI b 2 Lid, below DFHO—DLEZ2 5. T2, (18), (19) ok B, shown,

listed, summarised |3 above X V) below L3 L R T WEFEHTH LS, T bid, Filk
S HRAL L 72 mentioned % quoted |2, FEAEERPHELR EOEAIMHbNRR TV
BEITH A 9o below BTN S OB 2B L3 < BEARIHREZEAT 5 @MY %8
y— Y EREIETND I LIE, below HIEMOTEAM M R X FK 2 25 45 L I LR
F ] (cf. 5.1 EHPEL TV &b,

53. EBERNROEEICEAT IER

5.1 i, 5.2 fiTH 7z abovel/below DHEIZDOWTH, #HFFICBIT S TET ., o)
LERZMA Do RATORMMPORL &, above 38T ORXBMOBERTH 5720, ]
HIZT 7 A PAZRE LR THREDI ORI R EREL, BETLHIENTE S, #l
Z1Z. the above problem X \»-7:FKB % WIE, T TIZHAZHEROH D SRR T
& (problem) ZEZBIHETEDLTHA ). —H, below DT HEHILFATIC
EoTRIMTH Y, FEEOHFITIZIA-> TRV, 2D, RN ROTEREHER - ik
T5121E SR THELRZ T2 ) BUETHL I e TFREINL, THIZE ST,
above 3% % #3445 (e.g. problem, question, reason, analysis) %5823 \V0
X L. below 3=V FEREF T, MRREOBXN TN 25045 (eg
Chapter 5, chart, figure) %2, ZN 5 %8 AT 5 shown, summarised 7z & OE)E % 156
FTAHEHENIH LD TIE RV EEZ BNL, below DSNEN A4 2 156 L TW 724,
A FIIRADFID S ZONEIIE U TIHARNLEZFE L% Tda 63, BANEN
MR TD728, below ZNENLRAFZBHILOLVORZEEZ LML, 51T,
above \ZHFTIX % A LHENZAMEICH AR LR T VOITK LT, below 1X (24)
DI IWEZRDOERE IR T B2 RBITH AR LR <. RS L O]k
RSN, oMM, B IRISIZIE this & that DT HHEZ 5 DIZHF L. BRI
Wi this LAH VD ZENRTELZWI L EHHEL TS E/-bNL, T LR
S LOWEORE b, FBATSURDTEBUZ LR THEB RO TERD 1T 9 23HRE R 7wk O H A
VENWZ LIS THEL TR EEZEZ BN,

EHIC, FEF0OEL LEHE above &) KHIAAFR S 5 I 31T RAT SURIEBEE Y
AD7zD, TONFIZOWTE G L7720, BEZBRR7Z2G 20, Mo E 5]
AL WHETH Y, TREHATL LG EINT VS, —T. below &\ EKHA
BT EE, BHRYROANBFEIBEEIEIN T THRUETHLILELLWIESLH, &
DIz, below 135K - FHOFRRERKE 2 75/ R3] (e.g. mentioned, outlined,
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quoted) X V). shown, given &\ 72RO &\ B 2 54 L 2§ Wil Retk )i d % .

F72 BHRURONFZHATFIZE S TRAITHL—H, HEFELTONEEZHLH) L
HEZTVWDLTHH) o TDRD, EXFRIENMY LTHATOERZFLL 20O, 7
A MDA RT LI ICHEL., FEHiEME L TnbsEEZ5N5, 41HITRL
72 SCER AT PR TE LT 5 &, below H3iiA T2 8 i LRI MOMFE L KT
ZH 3 (e.g. ... is discussed below) THRL TV Lid, EETHhBETLINEEZ T
HL, BAFLOMICH L EREOERZBD LV OHGEZEML TV 2 LoINTH
BLEZOND, Tz, HECHMEEAT LRI (eg. ... is listed below) &, thid
PEEGERANEERLZMRL, TN Z2HEFERETRIBICHVLLTW S (e.g.
(24))o T2, BT INEZDLL DR TIURLTHGAELZEMLLO) ET5, HE
FOTRR WD TN G,

YLbEThR7e, 3G 017 30IR - #di IR OHHE & abovel below DI % > & ORI %
K10I12F LD B,

# 10 : AT 3R - #fe SUIROAE & abovel below DYg % B\

JeAT SR e SOk above below
HEN AR SCEEHLAL | EREAFAUN RER, B E A
WRVEY HERLOLV » AEREALE |3 MOBEEEC 3 HioRRIEL
B ES- e Wfiiag (%45) | A B
AT LIE | EHE TR Wshiiah (Byai) | 5% - HWIOBE | see DB
FRRE | R TVAEIN  ERCD ER

6. IEERAVIRES

6.1. FIBEFEDZEEEKRE X 47 7 —HEKOEE R

BRI, AROGHATNE TOFBEGFNZEIIS LTED L) BRRZ RO Z a3
b0 1 HiTH~R7zEBY, BAERGROHNE R B W TIE, £ OERA W22/ 1Y 72
BERPHRX Y 7 7 —ERNEIRT 2EED T IZOWTEL DGR ENTE, Z
NHOWETIX. A ¥ 7 7 — B EHE, (source domain) & HELFIE (target do-
main) OIS S FINBERAEH SNTELEE R b, above & below |ZDWT
by THER TV TREMRICAWV ETOMBEZELT ) L) ZHRNERIZESVWT, £
B Y AR IR T 5 S AR SN T & 2o 22/ TR L2 & 912, KRR
%0 above/below |2 H & % @ PEix, WHE O Z2 BRI BT 2 1 FE %2 Bk L Tw
LEEZLND,

L2 LR, 3= 822D A Y 7 7 =W T, GERASA Y 7 7 —WEKRE £
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Gy FENLERERTGE L IR L RN LIRS V2 T 5HAMEHR I TW 5,
# 21 Deignan (2005) &, By#4 % 3£5 45 (e.g. dog. fox) HXANOATEYRVERE O FHls
IR L7z i3, BRRBAEANORGE Y 7 b E PR T W L 2 IEH LTV 5, 85
ELTHibNABNCIE to dog(F%) R to fox(Bi3). AR & L CTlibih s B2 foxy
(7 v =7, W) EBHL, TNOLOMET T ME, — RIS AOITENZEF, R
BREAFATERESNRTVE VI, 2F ) X577 7 —WEHOBEHEETH 5 NDOFTH)
R DOFIRORFERSE LTV D L b, Deignan 1, 29 LBIEHERICHED X,
FRERIA Y 7 7 —WERERTGEOER Y — 2 CCUENIRS #Ev, HEEER &) 13,
I OMEDO AR 5T, HEFIHOWEICHBEOTON TV RIS L2 L %
B LTw5,

L5381 L 72 above & below OFRFEFR/REICB VT, MHDMIZIEZE < DIk
PRI INT, L L, BIRGEWZ &I, WE SR Z2 M 22 B 2 K355 123 kD
FEF LR S N RIFSETRMICT ¥ ¥ LH 2 7)) v 7 L7z abovelbelow &
(% 1,000 1) @95 5. 22fHEOB] (above: 395 B, below: 426 ff]) (cf. & 1) 122w
TIsflixt G o il % B85 % &, above 13 % 5l 15 fii A 58.0% (229 1) T Bh 7 15 fifi H°
29.9% (118 B1). below (3£ 5MEHi A5 53.3% (227 B1) THEyEIEHHAY 30.0% (128 ) &,
above L below O i8R U Th o720 F/z £8 9DE B, LD above
LR LR WEE S rise, raise, tower \~o 72 EAOBE) 2 FTE)E ., below ki
L3 VBRI fall R drop & W5 72 FNOBEZRTHFATH ), ZOMTLMHFIIRX
il O LRI IR B2 HLe 5,

INhzEE 25 L, above & below OFEHEF/RMEICH SN B IERFIED . WH 0%
B ER GEMFERTH 2 2M#EE) OnHEV) L) LA, Mo, 2% ) &K
PR L7260 BEFBOWEIC L > THELTWR EE 2 bNb, 6 (727 A M) ORT
. WER - BRI TH 21T TET 25 BEAE RAL BEEE A L R
EVo R LZEREVERD, TNICE - T, HROBRLLT S0, HETLHAT
HIH LT EH % SRR E U b, kSRR LD above/ below H3A: 23 % L
ERHALR . TWE O - MBI B AR E, B RoOERICAO N HEE, #HETF
AT L7 RICIRE L 2RO RGE 2R L7 RS SN2 b 02 EE 2 oN5725
Jo TOTEIF, HIED A Y 7 7 —WEROFFEZ RS LTl 1EREESh TSz &
) G GBRORFHEBOME R TN & OMISERIET TR, BEFER (SRlogE, %
PR AMEICH) BEEEE TS EESEZRLTW5, EBROSHEMHICH ST LA
Ny =V, BIU, ZNCEDSW TR SNL SEEARREZ S 2223 2 L Cid, &g
20 OGRBROAZBEICEYT 20 TIE% < HEFBOWESED X9 IZ5EROIKR
LINEEEOT T DRSO - BETHILPRETHS )

BT SEHHB L72Bo ) B, =R B0 abovel below 13 Z I E N 6 ElHHEEE %
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FAY & AR D BTE R L CAR L T ieolZxt L, #asfam Lo Bl 3 TRl 4 i 4
DL VEIFINHETER L Tniee TNEBIZETIIR TORRE 5T 572% (cf.
22%)Ik%mn@Mﬁ)ﬁ?btﬁﬁv7b®ﬁﬁﬁaﬁék\A%mw$%aLf%

B Z EMTE B, above/below (322 M FI TIIATEFMWIC S EIFIWICS o b
A5 RIS CIIRFA N 2 HICRE SR TB Y, ~HoRidoiEiEsZAohs, 2L
T, ZOWEICIE, EXSFRE T abovelbelow DN BSOS v N~— 21245
L) HEEOREEICHER SO N B L EEZONL, COFBDH, FEEPAY T 7 —

BEWERTYA. TOXENRAER NS — U HEFRO I X > TRES A M
EROZLEERL TV 5,

6.2. 55 - XRZR32EBH

ARCld, ShE CRASHEFZOPMATE (bNTELATEFAOIRS TV E . a6
%%ﬁm®ﬁﬁ%ﬂbknfﬂﬁbtoI%T%ﬂtkﬁb NSRRI E
FOHEIY . HERIIIE RO S U%Eﬁbfwé b, EBEOGHRZRITH—D
R A B AT L\Tf)éc‘;h")?e?ﬁﬁ‘&’éﬂfgt zxr Ly AR sEs % 2%
above/below DI %\ % LB L. W%‘@ﬁitf/ﬂiﬁk SESFoMENIAONSL Z L,
FOMENPE LR 72RO BICE s TSN TWDE Z & ER LT, above/
below DB SN L IEFMEIZ, LHOF X T35 DMK HE AT O HFRIREE AL
BLAEDPST 7 A ME2K - BLTWAEEZLILTHOTHIATE 2, REFOKE
Z. SRETHEICAT T 7= A P I =L Vo7t ATV THH IR TE
7oL B LHEGFOMRSFENIZH, HEER R, HFEFLHRATFOII 2 =Fr—Y a2k
Vo 72k mﬂﬁ@\%%@?%ﬁmtﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ%<%bofwé:a%%wﬁ
%o 2F D, WM - [{A (2010) 2SR L7zBME I I 2= — v 3 Y OMEEKRE B
T5277u—FOERENE, BRI FAZIEITRL WS EFER 57259, 7,
AFE, AIEFAOERR X ¥ 7 7 — ST A58 % $oR FH R G 1 B BFJE & &G
R I L72F B E LTHMEDITLZ LD TH LS. A THL NIRRT, #
NENOWTEF T OMRAEZ A S, WHMOBELZRITREEEZFHEOL T A 57259,

7. FEHESHEDFEE

K TIE, REHIERE:D abovelbelow % BNC OF4 % S B L, W% O SCH:H 7%
WD FNLAERBIC S F E I MESRONE 2L Z OISR ORI
@J’f%’)b)‘%ﬂ“(b‘é LRIR L7z ZNERERIZ, WIERFANAY 7 7 —WEKREZRTHLE,

DEFEMIRABITENDINY —1E, AT 7 —WERORSEFI/ZT T < HEFIBO
'Ii%? Lo THEEDSTOLNTVWAZ L ERLU. 2O 13, ZRIER L OXFIC TR
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ZEPLPDL TH o HIETH D X 5 7 7 —WERICHET 20078120 L. HEFERONE %
ZHTHILOEEEEZRL TS,

RAEFEFOE R B W T, FICE RN % over IZBT HHE%E53% { . above/
below DIRLPENIZ S ZDFEHEINT I Ld o7z, Lo, EROEREREER WD Lk
AR HNE D abovebelow DAk % B I I3 Bk 4 7 BLIRIRWAFIED R S, T DFFEICIE,
TR 2B D 2 5 2 T, FRROER L3 WD 2 BN 2T, [
FOBERIROBERIIH DA T T 7—DT LA L Vo EMOBERPE D> TWD, &
DT, HIERO XD & GENERONZEIC S ARUIRRHES,. S & wo 728)
Y 72 ZE38 2 RRARI LI AR, BEEWBLRD S0 2179 HEEZ R L Tw b,

PR IR R O K BLIZ X, abovelbelow ® |3 %>, earlier/later, precedinglfollowing,
this/that 70 © % { ORBAB A ON L, SHOHEE LT, (i) BHROHERRROF %
B L CKERICBIT 2GR O Z W 52013 5 L 312, (1) ZORMEPA L 5E)
o &, RIS (IIro S (eg. earller/laterﬁ\ﬁfFﬂ%%Tﬂi&) L OB
WOBD I ENFEITOLNL,

SR
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In recent studies, it is assumed that the most basic function of demonstratives is to coordinate the
joint attentional focus for communication (Diessel 2006). In a related vein, this paper analyzes
the use of demonstratives in the process of establishing joint attention between interlocutors in
spontaneous interaction. Specifically, I focus on the role the qualitative features of demonstratives
play in this process and show how speakers select them in order to minimize imposition on ad-
dressees based on the status of their attention.

F—TU— K IR, EWEME. LR, MEATS. BASGE

1. FU®IC

ARTIX, KEESINED, BT 25 ILFTER (joint attention) ZFEV. L X 9 k@“
LHMICER L. 2O#RICB VT, GiLT25 Bali S &b 5 & FoFEOIRE
EEZY—LAENDL, %ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁbfw%%%%mToE%%&hﬁﬁﬁnfu\h
AN O TR FERE 22 % 70 H) (demarcation) L, ZZICHREEMT LI 2L
TE2H AR XV EEN MWD SR 2 ERT 21RO TWE, 20 XH
fgEd 1 ©Td % Diessel (2006) (&, HERDOWIFED TR G DIRIER 2 M 1H % MEHL L T
WhHZEERMEE L, BRFOHE RO REEIL BT 08T EE LT 57

O, KFMHFORBEOERZHEST LI L THL TR,

COFRICHEDE, AT G LFICL2HBRERORERE G T 572010, FEHDS
WEE L 7- HAKGEE T — 2 o b, KEESINED, BN 2HNRICHE FORELZFHEL

* RWFZ213 JSPS BHf (FREE 5 16K16816) OWK % 2T 72b D Th b AfaDMAEIZKE
L. MERBE3IXHOEHRZOF A4S, ZLOBEERI AV M EWFEDLDOBEN IR E W
Wiz, SZIEL TRHOREZ P LRz v, [WARFEHIKAHIX, 77— 7 Ofnit, ZOMRHICE
WTHIRGERZ W20z, 727210, BRES. AROAMiB L O Y OBTIT & THEE IR
THLDTH5,

28
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LEFEEZML ST L) LT 20EE (LI, Tha ETERMALIEE) S IT8R) 217o Tw
LY e S OMER L Lze BARMIZIE, G L TFAMEON R TR T OER %
FHE T L7200 TH 2 WG L2 b KEHTORISIC X ) & X RIIEFTE
EHPMEL L2 RS 5 2 DRI s EETEZ 120 LI Y R, OO
WHE L7ze A, HIREEE T — % 2 72 H0RG 78133 2 00 & 5 A%, Rtk 7 3Tk
I LA U & ) ICH—DX 2R e 20D HIUL, BHEOET LML~
DHMEATHIIED H V. TNTHNOBIED AIREKGE T — ¥ OHTHOM DI R & 7 5 HEH
PHERICHEL TV A, AFTI, SRR E 2 o AL L L. T OiEEh A 51
R TR TORBIBEXO D 2 9§ 5 2 & Ty @6 LAY KRNt - TRES
LA O T, S EAZEAL T AR RO S HRER 2 EIRL Tw L kT2 &
DIIEIR S & TEDLEER D,

A Cidy EEEMIEENCER L22RRaE o o—pl & LT, HARRERRE O
F#1E (qualitative feature) DM ZHRT Ho BWFEIEE X, HRNRZ DT 57200
HWTH Y. HAFRERF T "a-5 "y-u 77— CHRESBEER -1, T-
Iy Ty Ty FEPZONHEMH S TWE, TNE T, HAFIRREICHT 28T,
MO SFFEDIRRFNICHET AETE . 2 OEWRIEISH§ 250N %023 e A &7
BT hholze ARETIE, A4 FHPEBOERISN L CHI 2T Hmzsl e L, 3t
[Al7E B OMEL AL Z2 RICB W T, FLTFTH LA A P05, WROKFEICE TS
BRORM 2 WO §_LE, BROERDOIREL =5 — L 2085 MIEH I HRGE OB 3%
M2 &R, SHEAEROEEEZERIEL T T 2R T,

2. BHABET —2ERAVEETRENRE

e EISCRMEATERY (context-dependent) M E % HOEREID 1 O TH LA, itk
O EBEAERII I CEFSFO RN T— 5 & TOWHAE 2l SRR
FTZEIZNA D CHEBI 2 oG L LT Y. R oOEREIIEREORILD
FCHEES NS Z L IZIFEAE L o7z ZHUSH L. 90 4ERED S, Fiko i m
WZHEBEE BLIEANOBLOEE D, 7220 2852 W REIC T 5 HFoohkis 2 0Bt
MDFEZ TR, MHAEATAN 2 SOREZ 9HTIEA L 7B Sk ORI s gsEZsn
Jsb 7> (Hanks 1990, Laury 1997, Ozyiirek 1998, Strauss 2002, Burenhult 2003, En-
field 2003, Meira 2003 ),

Mok, fEROWFFEAY ‘proximal’, ‘distal’ & v FEE HULAY TR 2 BE 2 & FRRE 4
MOHLIIBWTEZ E2HH L. BN EAT A O - &7 —% (Hanks
1990, Ozyﬁrek 1998, Burenhult 2003, Enfield 2003), 1% 2 — % 2 (Laury 1997,
Strauss 2002) %% HwvC, i3 SO ERE O FIRBERE 2 AL L 720 25 OIRRE
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78I, TR AYERE S 723 O WL 2% SUIRTEM O A7 5§, JEaE T & 12T A
ETOEBRAFDIRGE, THUIIED CHRANDT 7 £ AW Rk & v ) MHAT 2 1) % S0k
THHZ Y AN 2479 &) Ll 2 52,

L2rLy 7= o0hag e 2 5#A%2 &0 X H I HIDL A E ) KL TR,
INZTNOMETERLZYPRONL, (1) DX HIT, FRFEAZECH—DLD R EITHTH
RETHHIED HNE, TN T RHIEE DO FRICED HH%E. 512 (2) D XH
BN Z G ORI IR E T 78D H %o

(1) Enfield (2003) 12 & % 4 (Lao) $H/7R5 D5
(i TR DB 2 BV 72220 L)
Merchant: Nin4 one is 16 per kilo.
(Enfield 2003: 95, #HilAN, THUIEHFIZL D)
(2) Strauss (2002) 12 X % WEEIERE O 5
(2D MWHAIC 3 5 9B % 17 - 7> Schiavo |2 Laver =2 — 2 A ¥ ¥ F
TA VI 2—%FToTn5)
Lauer: you expected that bag ta go onta Washington withouchu on the plane
= and thee airport did (.) stop the bag, didn’they?
Schiavo: Absolu:tely. Fer whatever reason, that bag was sto::pped.
((2 skipped turns) )
Laver: Now were you trying ta make this- this package this suitcase look
like a bomb? (Strauss 2002: 134, 355NN, THRUIEHIC KL B)

Strauss (2002: 132-134) &, —HOEFHEZ G R ETLIE T, 2) ©LHIT, 1
DOMNE RS 72O IHEBOBRRERDH VO S L WA TEROBIE TR ST &
Do TRRE OB L SADBRETE b L7z, bV EERRE % 54 L 72 Ozylirek
(1998), ¥ v/ A 5E (Jahai) $§7/R%% 4347 L7z Burenhult (2003) & [HEkOBIG % H5H L
TWwb, HHIE. 20X RIREROZRZHWNT 572012, FHELTVHEFITRD 2
EZOMEOEEA (Strauss 2002), FRIxT 5B & FokEoRE (Ozyiirek 1998,
Burenhult 2003), &~ DORHI %7 7 & AW HEYE (Burenhult 2003) %, &3S
DO OMEATE & HH S 2 B &% 0T IEA L7z,

TBREROKEEZ G T HMEDL 25 TEREL LI HVwTwb 2 L3RG
Vo AFRTI. SNOOMEERICHE DI EE TRk 2R oE R

! nan’ 139 FEIBRYvEH (demonstrative determiner) TH V., [ U ERPLEFTH 5 nii* L
EDIZ 2L OBKREH LT, Enfield (2003) &, T AZEOB LIRS BE, SR TH
AR E AT FEFE TR L T b,
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I BT aIa =Y a VORKICHEDLZRFTERE W) FRDVDH DL EHE R,
a%&ﬁr 5 % GRS BT, ENEEH L O 720 O—EOGE) % 7547 D
HALE 52 L2 RET L, LFEEBEMITEIL, LOBPES L) SRR T
7y EFENEROME & v ) FRGADIREN e & 2 & L2 TH 5. O
By o HAL L 55 2 LT BREROREDSRIESING MO EAT A O CREN % H
HERD2DIATONT VWA Z e X DVHIEIC R 5,

FeoRE L L FEEE OB OO X 12, Diessel (2006) %50 & 3 2 &R 3 5B O FE
AL DMIEICB O TIRBMIN TS, KEITIX. IS ONZEx fHICHA L L
Ty ARG &3 5 LFEEMEIEE O ER LT o

3. HEEEOHEIL EHERFADER

3.1. ERFEOGEERRE

2 Hi TR L 7B SREDIRGEINIZE L itk L. RGN B3 2 BER I 2 AFZEI2 BT
G S RN U 722041 0 B SR S Iuifisd 72, Diessel (1999), Levinson (2004)
L FREERICIIEMERE R WEXD EENL L )RR 2BIZEE L L12, ik
RE DR b BELERRIE, S E2POE LAENROEEEMTIER L, AT oFEE:
FE i T OB 2 SRICT I E A1 2 E W) REN 2R TH 5 & Tk L7z (Diessel
1999: 2, 37-38, Levinson 2004: 101), Diessel (2006: 469) X, = OAEMHFOEZD
GIEMT L) FRFAORKREL. 3 LT T 25 € ORI TR & i &
BL)ETHBRICBOTELGT B Lk,

EEFEEE L, LT EHME TR AMRICEEZIONTTBY, »OoZ0HELZH NI
EELTVD L ZIZOARRVT XMW EHEEHTSH S (Tomasello 1995, 1999, Eilan
2005), FigEEMOTEL L, MELEFERELAT L7720, HELEOHRY 2 AF v —
BLOHREHBOMEX 2 F220 & 355 (Corkum and Moore 1995: 63), 3¢, It
FERABET 27200872 %Y — V& LCEilx #1459 % (Tomasello 1999, ch. 4),
ZORBEREOMINAEL, WEHENORFEEETH & IHET 2 2 LS WIRREIZ. 5
RBOPCHIFEEFEOMY LD BERITHET O W2 L ShTws (Diessel
2006: 469 %),

3.2, HREEFEREILEE

D Eoimicko s, AT, AR#KET— 5 %Jﬂwt’}‘é‘uﬁ‘%ﬂ@’\i‘mlﬁl/‘f\ Rl
SMEDREDON GIIEFTEE 2L ST L) EFT2GHTEL L —HDR ) & ) & IkfH
IR EIFOY, e iR e 3562 L 2R—ET 5. BANIZIE, KFESmED
1 ADHEE DGR 2 ML SR X ) LT 2178 2 Ia L2R A5, HEEED
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M. SN2 EDREBME M TR L o 72 LGB AR L. TOfTE % EILT 5
BHETEZ 1 20F L) LR, TOFHRFTLSHFER THRISHT TORREADS
BT 5. WWHOHPAIZOWTIE, FISHENA S RFEEETEH L LTEH STV
FRELEOERY 2 AF v — OG- & TBIXOHEHSHBOMEOEIL, £L T, ThFE
TOWFH DY N EDLY 2R TFHETHZHEL L. o 2BENITEE L CHRMbRT
ERET R RIS 5,

FHADVIE L2 HRGRGE T — 7 2 o L FEBREGEH O % 1 9% 5%, 7— % OREM
WZOWTIX 5.1 JiCRER 3525 (3) 1, BELTTHLH A NG5, IR CTHER
DEZZFLELEIELTVABHTH D>

3) vx43v
01 (G IR E M A L72fh, V7055 4 B2 SR % 0 71 [
02 G Lebhbo— SEEBOFHTOLZGTESH oo
| |2 RS AT 225 LI
03 G G BB AOTRAMENGH A0
| | A% 522 &S I1HT %A B

| F2B59 | FEROGIZINEEL

G 2FUuDEDF UV RIVEEDLNTWEYAALI Y IZHD T
07 G BXIZFNNAREIEDD ET
A

NZ —

ZUToZBWT, FTRIBIZIERERZ, MBI REED oMo ZEAFHZ R L
TWwb, /2, TG IEH A FO%EGiZ, TA) ~ "Dy BHEROFEFE L RT T 3HEELE» TP O %
WREE R KT A MBI FEREISB OGN DR T EFTERL TS, F6E & M TDH
NV 2 AF X —I3FFHO TR, "L 12X ) V2 AF v —DORIBIE S % £ $, BRikod)
El3, M LT ORISR T 50 MUROERE b LFEEHIGEENO Y 2 A F ¥ —OFR
AT 5,

F7-, BICIRZ SN2 BIF5 "SPKR,, TADDR, "REF, iZZ#hZh, #FHLF. HEF, &
AR ERL TV D,
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B 1 By B A M2 0217H

GI3MEROM, BREHZADETVAD, OLfTHTEV RN SHEL ITHEEZEXT 2
HRTHIMERDFIIBHSETWL, ZLTRITHT "Tled, LA L,
TR ROME T B AN A FE L, AFTEH02PELLANDS T2 2, L3
T5, COBMOBH L, FELLEVWIERY 2 AF v —OMIBICE Y, Gl FEER
FENAAGENASBIR Z 72 2 & ZWRICHIRIITIR L, EHICEARY = AT v —& & IR
AT S 2L CHEFSYHNURICEEZ T E2RETHLIL2MbEL, TL
TO41THT, WNREFEDOOIH R ERE G272 L- Gk, B2 FALTHER
VzAF X —%BET L, RTLEROFIINEED, BMEHRRIL2 545, 0517H
DEERD THdH—, L) OB, BIEARICIEFERAWE L7z L w9 a6 LFoHIW %
AEL. SHICHRIIZENSY ALV ) REHR L2 VW) T EZRLTWVWE, TDLXH
R RICK T 2 EROILAVRFESIME B ITH NS % o 7R 5Ty LRSI B
BT L. 06 THUKETIE. G IIMIEARIZOWTOBM & W) KROWEENBITT 5,

o & I FENEEMAIRENL, TR RORE LR ERH & FOEREORBIIS L
T Z2IEENLHRERE 7R (reference) OEAZALT 5, (3) DX I 1T,
2203 LLIEZNY EOIRRERSH SN ZEE S HIUL, 1 D2OFRIER THEEE
DL LI L AL ENDEr—Ab Db ARTIE. 1 DOWNREZHET2ETIC, 22B

31 OOHTRETIEEESHL L2 A SNBHE AT — I 25 1 O%IT 5,
(i) L7aum
(G O@EP T HIETE D, BAZRY Ko THEIBVLDOL DEEFD)

|IEW oM % R 7% 4T 180 M L CAMOKA TS LT 5
02 G BEHICLERATVLLD  BFSTLERBICAY $F

I HFCHZEMC TR FAT |
03 2 5—A

0)@%Tﬂ%f%éL%n&u#&hﬁgw*f%hﬁ%®¢<% IHhbo FEHEHIPNWELT—%
DORT, 1 DO RERCTHENEEDFEL L Ll LTERA LTy —20d, BRNEHLTD L
CIEBMEFITHONMGEHE LTV ABEANE o720 —T KRN S & T 5 EBOIRER
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L <idZ NP oz e 7 iim b B SR FRE LGB 2 0T R & %o
R B ARBOREBIET L2 LT, METFLOMEATBOPTHELFIED
) BRERICESEHRELELBIRL TV L2002 HLRITEIENTELNLTH
o FEBNIT =5 20T HHENC, KETT, ARADHTS 2 8255 OB IR IEDOBEEE 2 #7
9 5o

4. ETRFADHENRM

WEFRMIC, FRFAOBERIE, HRFEME (deictic feature) & EIFEMED 2 OH»HHS
(Diessel 1999: 35), i XM RALA 5 F5RAF R F TOMI I HIEES: O 22 BiEH % ¢
BB IR Z5HT 5 LTOFER G RBWEL AT, KE»rH kA, 1
MO BEEDE) 2 KT EENTW S, BERRMEEHWHRMIL, EFEIE/RE o this, that,
these, those ® X 512, RO HE—BEHEDP LKL THEREROTIR S ) & THEEL
TVWAEELHNIE, BRAED20OBEBENFINSOFEEZMVL CTH- TV ELE
H5Ho Bl Z1E bV IFEIRRE bura TIX, G5 L PEAOEEEE R T bu idEREEE, I
KRG CTd B 2 & 2R HEEE -ra RENHENE LS T,

HAGERZRE S, MV agie s, EReEmR Ta-, Ty-u T7-y &, R
Lo T-a,, -y F) SEReh PR REELENHEEEZRL TV LarL, EHiE
- HARGRF O Cld, BERFVEICHET 207838 < 555 BWEIHENEZ YT
7R IR IEE IS v, FEAR (1936) &, "Ta v 7 Ny EZNICHRET AEER)—H
DiEFEE LTHRRERLTWAL I LRIRMHL. ShE TR EIFAZS, S (1968)
X EEERNICSET 2T REAOHWEMEII O W, T3y T Ny IR
T ZNZTNORERIRT R T, THREADN R OFEY R EE &) FALLTWS
DEBRT S, (p. 56) b DEEBRNRIz, FHRFAMIETIL, Gk (1990) HEMHME -7
T 2RY B Shs THIL 2O IRE L TR Lv ) Hik e R0 2 L & fRE
L7z F720 /NI - 38H - k% (2011) 1F, a—SZARBICHEDS X, T-4 vV, R
DRI T B9 2415720

Db X512, HMWHEECHET 2 BTMREHEFICESNTE Y, 4K (1990), /h

EEUHEHII AT, BRNRPATESME DO H L BREMNAEICH D & SITELT TV
2L, BRosE ), EEORURFEIE TR, HEEESOEZMSICNE. B FoEEOIRE
BT 5 & ) HEAT R BN 2 O THERFEEZ LA L T2,

P HAFERRFICIX TZ0, 0 ™= 0 T2, 0 T2, %, SR B0 5 HaEREE Y 5 1%
e ORI HWER LG INL, IO IIMEEHEE (syntactic features) LML REBDTH S
A AT, FEE L BRFEEEFORT S Ta-, Y- Ty ICRET ARERS oM
FANTHBHENE L5
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- &M - RE 2011 FoHPrwpistziE T& 256 L, ZHThhE
-, &w) X9, LTI RZONTERNAAFE (intrinsic differentiating proper-
ties) (IS U CTHEMEZEINT 5 2 LA E SNTE 720 Lo, EBOENICEW
Ty & LRIEH ISR oM O RO W TR Z BIRT 2 by Cld %

o PIZIX, REI|/ILE, B TThy PBREND LIERE LV, KZOLDEIRT
bz Tz, T2E6 ZHWTENDAET 5B MERTHA D I, EEAH
o7z TCOR) LR TSCOR, TTHLOR, LWIHHRDIETH L, &5
12y HRSGE T =27 Tk B) o X)18, 1 2ORRA~O®FEFEZEOML T TIZ, Ihb
PHAGHL SN THHINLH S HEIBIEINL, ZOL)IEMRBROBAEZEL
FIZED LI FIT TV B0, KEITIE. HASRGET— 5 2T, RAEEOMR
MEWHIMEATS LOBNEERT L2720, @HLFESHEFORERORELE=F— L&
HBOEAMREEZEIRL 5T TSR E2RT,

5. T2

51. T—20OBE LR

AFRTHWS 77— 1%, 2014 4 10 JI12. FRHEEAEGT AT O RFEHIEE D 128
Wl L7z7—% (LUF. fifi7T—%) Thb, AT—F Tld, BEEHNATD 5 [FHHT
WEHOFTA FAL BER 10 BAITx Ly Y &4 & 235 0T i L EW 12D W TR
%3560 5OBULENEERL CTnb, TOMTERE L5050 TET =505,
46 Bl O I FTEEMISEIA L Sz 2D 466109 B, 2 DU EORRERZ &tk
FEREREIGE) 11 2 RO EE T 5,

5.2. HFENXEREILIES EENREOT R
11 BIOTEE 2> SIGEHE T RIS TOEWEED L4252 K 3 1TRT

O 2 HITHIA Lz BT T — & # L8Rl lc B T h . BNEEICHET 55 RI3IEwIC
B 1T E A LD R AT R Y & 3 HREIF 2 502 SBr & e R & foR e
FIZP%E LT3 (Enfield 2003, Burenhult 2003 %), ffg—, Strauss (2002: 150-151) &, a3—,%
AGHTICHD & BeFEAR/RE O this & that 25BN 2 ek BB 2 4 L. this 38R Pueil & LTH
W N L HEDRECOITH L, that 348”4 & L TN BESERWICHVE B, Z0%
IR & FICRODDEZEDOBREDENIZIED L EIBRRT WD, FRRFADHN S MEEBRIED,
B ETOEEDOIRBEEEL THRESNS L F 5 Strauss (2002) D EiElIX. Afosiam s E<H
Do THBYHEKE, ZORIZET 2 BRI S %oOBEE T 5,
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b. 34l
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ST L,
c. 44
ERRTER - fEREIF TN
-/ 1=, L,

3 AT — 7 1B A EWNEEO S

T, ZhEho sy £ 72Tz T R 53 17 %,

52.1. aZ147DH
ay A4 7O4BTIE, WEEHD S FDBICHT IEEU EOEWEESAH SR TWY

720 4BIDH B 2B % LLTICIIRT %o

4) aer<F’
(T4 F GRIEROFEIIZT. > TEBZES. ) KboThbhhz ko,
%A Z X LIGD )
01 G ZWwIb6DhFEoT RS FrEROPDETHR DEDDOHTN
LpRZTEA (BT ORI AENTETHL0HMERT 2)

| |45 5 OFAECH 2 T T2 L Cak g3
03 (oo LR Z R TS, T CITHMHICHEBEZRET)
04 G: FAXRIATTR

| B 72 T2 T HICBE S5

TTav =T, ook )2, RRAEEMELIGET A SIEERICT T BNEEO AL ST,
BERZEEDI D BRZONEHANL B IND, AFTIE. BOEELZ IS LT 500, 20
BTN wAS, g, EREND. BSEME L RIS, A2 kmAEEmEr* B
EL. HMETFOREBEDIRBIZESVWTERINENTVELEEZ D, ZTOHIZOWTOREL Wiim i P
H (2016) 3 X OFH - A (2016) #BH S iz,
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05 72 A-—

06 G 20T WHZABHCTHY £F

| | FAIRS LICER D 162 Laeewd

07 % Hb—

08 G SnE—-
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14 7 ~z— (BERO#HF)

G
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M4 0217H K5 06-071TH

(4) DR GIL, FAEICH O NN S RITNLDFIRTH S (K4S, TD/z0,
Gz 3) DELHICHEBIHRILEZETOTIILRL, LVRHEPEDLNEET v Fv—
7 ELTHRLGYL, METFOERTHRICIANT THEL TW L,
if\ IHEIBHARIHT O 01 47 H Tid, BRIZEHZED KDY, HWIZHEZ L2261
SIZHEVTVRIRETH 572 GIIZOREBZMEREL T2, 0247HT TTy &5
nﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘éc‘:l—] 2 RN RDPIE TN LEOME ) MOBALIHMZ [T, BROB
B2ilEs L) ICATERES MNFL T EFREEMLIEBOMIGEZEA S (M4 ZH).
ZLTGIEEMEZ "2 2ok, & ZRERAYE L EHAH ZMAGDE L TR
5o TOMR. O4fTHTHAEICH O N RE 2 TH &R, L) BEOIIREZIR
L7zte. 06 T H CHRIEFICMEXFAZREL "ZO T, LIEHT 5 LK, F3
LEZfS LIZERAT, ST 57z S FOEBOELZ BT 53R T
LTw<{, LT, fmugs "MNY, CEEAFE TR L, B3 L2EILRTS
(M 5ZH) . 0747 H THREOER DS "Tdd—, LSRRI Y. HFETEEAMIL L7
C LR XFBMEDFER T E 72T WHII® T T 5. 8IrH2 S, Gid, M4
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AT D7 4 L) ROWEBIRATT HH% TORE BTN T2hy Lw)HiR
ARAFITHRIN T %,
T — 7 HEOBIZ D ) 1 D%IT %,

(5) FAxvV=T
(74 F G2ERIIH IOV THRICHHEZ LTWw)
01 G &Z2d ZHAZAOHMIOBHICAEY 3L 1R > THER

EHhiE kb

02 7 Hwn
03 72 Hwo
04 G IhHLEEAZLEISHENSIDL L) ZET T AN—TT LA
05 72 &HA—A
06 G % I35 Ars—%ou<Ey
07 (BRE Ao T G KR S5 IINT THiZ B, o LA
k) |
08 G ZMAHFRIIII) DoniBAHYET

| | EEICI TR LTS | LI RT AL ENBH S
09 % oopiMEHYET

10 G CRAEHZIIBDEbY SNk

j | FIFC0a FRBS LICE L, B LTHEHL

1 G chEAAYILeLET

3 [HESLE AL, BROIZINSES
12 (G OIEH ORI A EL)

M6 081TH

(5) OILFEEFMSEB G, G IO HIEE ), IR ORI Z 101 273
5. HOEDIZOWTHMZ1T > Tz, 06 fTH TR 2 0 & S ¥ 7212, 0747HT
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Gld, WHEZERVED., HRARTH L THRAY T, 2D 5O EHICET CHEZ
%o WRIZZD GOHEOME LHBMOELE B, EHE LF. GOEXT %R %HiH
L&) Ed5, GHFETESTEZ M0 72 2 O N % L [m S0 IG5 0 BRI i L %
Zho FIFT, 084THTG X "EMh sy E3EET A LB, O LTI CETF
ARELL R, T, LM RR AT VT Sra T E2Me2HET (M6S
o 51T BT T2, LHRAFALZHEEHELHLODY 2 AF ¥ —ICERZ T S
% LFAREICEF 2 TR ROME T 2 G CRB S8, Toop 2, L) EY
Y THEFIERLZMTEREGRENET H. 09 17H TZOHBIIH§ 2 HliRkO K
IHAEL S5 GRERY 2 AF ¥ —%2EFIEEd, "2hl, T29, LERRAHZ VW
TR SRANERZ T2 2 &2 2R Ligld. MEFAEREZMTAIREFRIT 1D
TEBBRTHLILEMLRZ L, TTH ) LWOHERREAGEE, TR HEHRC & W
I %A (iconic) Y AF ¥ —I12X o> Ty BHED "™Ooh 2 PEEIY BTV
CEERERE INNITHTEIRL GRY 2 AF v — %L L., FHOMm X &2 Hig
I, TRERY I, E W) ERHROAMEEAT S, 1247H T, xS E

HHIEDHBINIZEMML, "Thhy =z, BTy — FORHFHE L VI HIOHE)
BT %,
DEo2oofiTid, @LFETH2 GiE, HRmOEMEREZY Y B2 2h0, BH
TR LT Y =7 L b NREDOFY 2R L. BT A TR R~
ETFOREBEFELCVL, TNOHOBIOIE M, FaHHH TR § o5 25 H T
HY. NREEBRRT 2720 TRIEFEBEE O 72D OBEROAR IR E W E G 25%
ZATWDBEVI) HTH D, LT SRR OKEERWEERHICO W T, AT E O
B A S E L LTERT 5,

6 2 H 705 18 7 A 0K WO I FFEBATE O 565 % i 4 L 72 Butterworth (1995) (&, 3%
FEBATENCIIU T O 3 oODOFEER B H 5 L L, BHITE, WElHTF2ERT 505
MM T %9 A TORMIE L, ZOMBIENLD L LTS,

(6)  HLENEEREL D720 DITE) D 3 D DFEER B
a. HBENTHPERRSRANEZ T, EAH (scan path) LI2dH 2 R4 D
HEM 2 ET %o
b. MHTFOHME B, HENOBEE OB O 5 IEHE HEEY OLLE 2 3
2%
c. HENICHEW? ZWEE, BRESHMLCHEMZRET %,

(6a) |2, JEENENS (6b) O TIX, BB S ERT AR %M L4
TR S iz, AR iEE O (attention-coordinating) 2SAFEIZ 2 B, (6¢) @
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Y clx, WA Bh LETAONRERINT 2720, EEOKRH (attention-switching)
MUEEINL, CORBIFICHSENODGR AL L L2b 0225 ATk, SiF
EHVREABOII 2= =23 21ZBWThH, (6a) (IR (6b, c) OB TIEEHL
FOERT HNLOMMA L) WEETH 5720, FEFEZEOMH. T TICHEEOKRIERN
HouoNb@xH 5 EE2 505,

T — & i L7z 3B Lo BWHELEEZ &t a ¥ 4 7 o3k MG E) 4
BlE4eT, ERo, HEEOER, FEOFEL V)BT, KAEEOMIICEST
Wiz, (4), (5) TRLAEYN. TOKERT, @ LFITENEEZH DX ) Icy b
A TWiz, DT, ZNEFNOERIIBIT 2 HREOGAIZOWTHAT 5,

F9, T-a, ™-F5, zHEFER

OIS, TR R ERIT 272010 N EROER /'
- ) K (attention-switching) /

B X AN X 275 2 5 BEADH 2 '\ o K

BT L Do S0 S HBTTIE, N T ~F7 /.

FAIEAET T STE Tt S S Eg AN i

X T O AR A T 12 72 N aAEoBRE S

~HEL LS L DS 5. I3 (‘a\t\tention-coordinatinlg,)

@), (5) T LT D ‘i/‘ _7/

BUAIAIC T2 2y &) Z2RERRL NS

ZE R MWT, (4) TIEE D BT %ﬁ&%ﬁﬁ

12y (5) T EWICH A FoRE @ REF

EFREQERIELIE LTS,

Ko, BBNOEROBEmO Ry X8 JEFEEEMVMEICE T LHE FOIER
BT B3 G & B F OO M DR E BRI T4

ZAHEL T CEFE T, RIVE R IREG SRS N WAL D 5, Th b DR
ERXOREIL, CoE L, XVRFENREREZNEN) 22 ThD, fRkEdEZD
BT IO ENLE-REGAEIEY) . 2 FBrElFOnE, flZ21E (5) Tk, &L
FIZT2H, EEFTHAIETHLD Y 2 AF ¥y —|JEBERZINT S, BRY 2 AF v —
CIMZREY Y £ 2AF ¥ —% AT, BRIERNREZFET500F»0) 252 C
Wiz FEREAFR RGN Y © AF X — 03RO CRIEBAF 2 G HIE. B & FoEEOIEMH
LEAEICHEST5b0THS (Tomasello 1995: 115 1), 72720, ZOERETIX, &
LTRZDX ) 2 URIFEAWTERZZO T FIRTH I LIE, 4§, HRY =X
F v — % AED FRE L v ) URIKAF I 2 e s %, ZHUucE b, SFLFE F23
FEEMVIEEIE D > TR WT &, 2O OWIRN 2 LR SEEY 2 5
FTRETEHEVWIEZHEFIEA TV,

BB, R0 LD DO E TN B GUICENE L7z Lk LTS L 7z 3k Wl S



SRS BAR IS B B35 LTS X 2R F O B # 0 IR 41

MIEBORA HLIZZORTRIE, 4) TH (5) T "-L, MMBRENA Tz, 2
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3Tb#A7ELORLAIEEEMIZIGEN X, X8 I2B ) 5 IEEH OB
HEINmVe AET—FIZE ZOX) RIEEBN3HIR SN 32T (3) L LTHR
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FIAD LI, WooiEEFETL (MIBM), LarL. 2ok, 03fTH TR &R
MPTEANE A L7z BIE, TR EEREIIHCT, 44THTTFEE TAL, 31872,
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5,04 fTH O i TR EN T 50 L 2R ETE 72 Gl L TWD 2 ED0h 5,
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14 (GIRBHOII) M EE Y HFETHOBRRET A, FCTF5F)
15 G Zhh A2F3FLashzys +hF<F

16 22 *hF<F?
17 72 HdH— BEOEHS)
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M11 0247H 12 08 47H

() T, WG, FHLTGIREOMICbIEE o725 70 LM 2H) Th
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Wie, 521 8TRIRL7: (4) OFEHH ORISR TDH 5o

4) & () iE EHLHLHHMICHSNIZINADOERBIERHLTH ). TOHE
OGBS RN A DFA TN T 5 27 4 X&) GBI OHIBRFIC > Twd &
WORBEL B L T de 2220, WEIRMIORROEROREL (4 & B) TRE
CEL Do MOy (4) OWEFHIGER. G LERIEZE> TREZLTHH. G
FEEEE IR L2 T, EADMEDEREDOME BIISIESTHho7z (M13BH). £
Ly (8) Tid, IHEIFIAF A SR IE—H LT GIEREZATHT Twbe 0147
HTG PR RTH BBz 10T, "THo—, LHRHL2RRTIE, GOkl
[V B R OBF TR R E TN TV E25, ZOMOALE IV 2 R ITIRT S %
BT 27201 HREZIRY M LERDH -7z (M 14BH). LarLl, Gid, D) ok)iez
BRG] TRV E I N L BM 2RI 5 2 L%, BoBED SHRkEs "2
D, R XD SN LA CHROTEEEZFE - AL Tw o ZThd, wEIF
IERE R CREIC H S8 F 0 IR OTER Z 5 ST T 720, BRI A OB AbE

(4) Tix. GIIFERHBAARTZE 2 X LAY EED R OALE & £ OTEZ O S 2R L T
5 (132, CORETFOEROREICHTAHHOAZIZLY., G, EIFFH—0%
ez, 8) TETZoHMH, LHLTWHDIIHL., (4) TIE T 2ok, & 22MERMR
G & FEE AT &) AREGHANTTIR T 2 L2 BIRL T b,
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X 13 (4) OEBEIGE X 14 (8) OIEBBALAEHET

53. KUMETANGEREEREIEE & DI

Dby g7 — 2 2 v, G LTS EREEOM S HEEZRGIC. HE TFoERD
REEZE= S - LahOBEBEATIHEREZIT>TWA I L, L TEOKER TR
DEMFEREYIBEZTCVDE I LER L LEOF—45TiE, SiLTTHLH A FO%
FRRIERICE A= F A XENTV D720, 5 LEVER 2 A TR 217> T B 5k
TR BIgE S N SHUSK L. X D M EAT AN ZR5HIC B 2 L FE R IES) O
—BlL LT (9) 2RT 2. (9) &, BERIIBIL%EEOFE (B) LB#ENPA (A)
DR DRI LTI O—HTHb, 9) OXWEDMHEEDH. AL Blx2 Aok
FOHMZH B35 (REF1) I20WTEFH LTV, 20K o2, AZEF0)
FIC&IC R 2558 (REF2) % o, 25 51CMh - THEZ BB SEiho (K1523
W), 01 AT H 038R & BllG S %0

Q) ZAELDF—A

IREF2 IZ[lF & i LIS L RIS D
| HiiE

02 B: zo XY

j A DFICERED, hEEIT TS Lo%E RS

03 AT HOHVILATL %

1 B ME L7 % $IREMA BT RS LEBAT
04 A B ERADPEEALFINAL VA

I OB ZMIEILTIRELZ LRESELAICSD

05 A %o HNEATThA
| Wiz 3555 | Ji % 4L e

06 B: & bhALW o TY F—LZob778A
‘ | =R TR S L
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07 A: T¥ IR HRF—2HAZLRRWTT LA

REF1

Y

X 15 (9) OEBBMGE K16 0247H

01 /T H %GR IC, A 0K 554 (REF2) 13 B o#lFCH -7z (K15 2MH), &

2. B ia‘ami\a‘%ﬂ%ﬁ&t;é DOWHEL DY WELOFEED 2D IIIM A 72 TR
DR LIETH 572, (9) OYMIEL, HEORED LIZ L) T, MET—5 D
@), 5) OHMmMEFEML TS, L2l A, 4 FGDXHIZ, EEOwER, 15
DORBLEVIBEREZET T, 011THT, T B OMHBICA->TWARWNEZEE "Hh
EfRL. JEMEEMAIEE 2 BT 5. ZNEMIFIZAIR "TF—24, 2 W) HLDOIEIRIC
BMI2FE») 252 TEV2EH, BINEERFETET, 0217HTA O ITHARF
0. REFICEITITB ORI LoLxAonsLebic TEN L7 & 354 5HMER
H5H (16 B, bz, 031TERS A, "dhvy % THo, & v ) HBRTLER
WO DB R THERBORBZHE L. WEZBET . Tdo, LI THVILIALWY
o & BABELTWRHERICELELFL2) 252, SHIHSILELTW LR
Ty MBREREDLLDICEN L, BADTSH I TH, L) ERES 25, N
X0, HREBEDOLOOERE FHICEAEHW L2 AL, RS LaERL, Bz
A, BREXE THh 1IRT. 06 THO B %GR, 011 THD A DEMA~DEZ &
HoTHEYN, ARIPFESINEVD) ADHIZHEIEL TV 5,

TR & o TR S N A LFEEEMIEENEL, AfET— 7 THA4 FGAToTw
HHDIZHR, F—=FF AL XENTw v, 0720, Bid, HOHBFZIERST 5, EH
5T 5% LT, LEEEEODIRIINICATEZ L2 TR 5%\, KA
fE7T— Y W THRIR L7, & FORAMZ IS 37X AR S N7z 2L R IG B) O
HEEMABZIET, 9) ©XHIZ, HEFOREDKKELH LFICLDIHHOBEEL &,
L0 M LRI B O E L BR T 5 2 EESIC R bbb,
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6. BHUIC

Plby ARCid, BREGET — 7 2 T, 56 LTRNEE R G 1m0 ) 3 [m R & i
LTV HEBZFEINCEIE L, SLTF2N HMEFICLE o TORNROFFED LR TS, HE
TFOFEBEOIREL W HEATHWLRERICES T, IRFAOENELEOLREHEIRL T
WhH T EERIR LTz, AWFZEIE, JERNERMEIEE) & ) B AR & W IRRE T &
RELEVI A, 20 INETITONTI Lh o 2ENEEOFHICH T 5 BIRKGE
T=F TR L7cE W) HTEEND S,

Levinson (2004) 1%, /R dsH & T &2 56555 1 O W R SRS H | & 41 2 5%
BEAFFODIE, HRFOBERNFENOHEHRTH O RE ATy b (Slot) LI %dbox
oo Thsbe L, Thze THHZLEKRWKZM (obvious semantic deficiency) ; (p.
101) LIPEAZE, RETHWIZBRERET— 7 2513, 5 LEAHRRE O 2 O BRI 72 K
ZWEFHL, 28y b 2D S5 E FOFERZ WM 2 SORN & 51 & 1507
B35 FRIZIFE RN 2R TH 2 HEMEE LV O BR L2 L12L - T TOEREDK
MZ BT 2T TR L T S RRF2Y8 2 720

PIREWC &2, ATy 20l L: I AETIZBVWT, $/2ko 9 0kH %
L OMEATAN T =2 I2BVWTH, FiLFE. FBRHRISHT 5% 0252728
W35 LIS, FRCERY 2 AF vy —% L, 8IBE2RRG4L25644 0L, 256
W BWFEEEZIRRALE -0 ICUD B, ROWEE) Z R L Tz (BN IER
SR Tl FERGT CHIRW RN RAND Y = 2 F v — % ) R IEER AP (deictic
use), SRR A SN EANOIRRIZIFETIHETH L L EFREIN TS, L
AL EFEEEMEGE ORAD L IXEEIRICBIN 2 SRR 3503, Y
HZAAES 2B %0 R TIEH 255 HH O TEREMISEASNIHRTHH D,
L2bZORRIZBWTY 2 AF v —i3fEkbh v, 20X BRI ERSKET— 712
BOWTHEICHE I NG, (EROEFRTIEIHDET LI LML v, FEHIE. RFAONE
AL IFERAEE, RN OENE W) Bl 6 TIE R WS ME B EF LT
WAIHEDEN L T HEVEE L T2 & TR 2R OMES & V) Bl 5w L b
CENHEYTHLLEEZDLN, COMIIHETEELL0MMIESHOBEL T 5,
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FRH T — AN & B SRR AT
UAM CorpusTool Version 3.2 % H{ v 7z
PR DIEFEATHDr — A A S T 4

= i o' &
HRUR R

This paper illustrates an annotation scheme for extracting requestive speech acts from a learner
corpus, the National Institute of Information and Communication Technology Japanese Learner
English (NICT JLE) Corpus, with the use of the Universidad Auténoma de Madrid CorpusTool
(UAMCT). UAMCT is a downloadable free annotation software, and can be used for many
types of pragmatic analysis. The tool’s stand-off markup enables the construction of a multi-lay-
ered annotation scheme for requests produced by Japanese learners of English at different profi-
ciency levels, making manual annotations less laborious than XML annotations. This study partly
confirms the results of previous research in interlanguage pragmatics: that the use of convention-
ally indirect strategies increases with a developing proficiency (Kasper and Ross 2002; Trosborg
1995).

X—J—K: #HEHEI—/ A, UAM CorpusTool, 7/ F—3 3 v, FEROFKFHITE

1. (FLC&IC

Atfse 7 — b <. UAM CorpusTool (UL F UAMCT) &EREIENATHF A MZT /) T—
Yvay (SEBHRoONS) 2RO Y — VA, 0L ) ICEEHRIRICRL 2 S
% FWCi#hR 5, Z#iE, Universidad Auténoma de Madrid(= FV) — FHEKRY) ©
Mick O’Donnell KA3FZEL 72y —v T, FERFFH, €L THBHWIZIT F A MISH
B 53 28022, )V FVOTFFA MIFFEEMZY, Moz L7z XML 7 7
A WIZ ¥ 7% > TStand-off markup, & IFIZN LHEEZ S0, —DO DS B
KRR 28 T2 LZHINGTLIENNERTHY, EBOT /) 7— 3 3 VgL TE
% (O’Donnell 2013), 4712, WRITARAF L 2SRl 2 L2 L 2 BRSO R0 5E a7
o #EEI—NAOLT =3I % ISR, 2 E T 90 A5k <12 e S ERs
MHEEEN TS (O’Donnell 2016),

A Tid. UAMCT Version 3.2 # v, HARAEGFEFEHEZOFELEEI—/1SATH S

48
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The NICT JLE Corpus' 75, ¥ ENEROFBIATEH THH L2 S3EEE 2 M 2
T/ T7—=vary  AxR—LLZOHFEEH/RT S, The NICT JLE Corpus (&, Standard
Speaking Test (SST) LIfiZNh s 4 vy V¥ a—F A F&ZEL 1, 281 40 HANSE
HOREEHZIREI LD TH S,

2. MROER

2.1. EAREI—NZAHREORE

BERE RS OFEFHEPN IO W Thg U 6 N5 5k a0 ikt 0 o 0812 1E, KRBT — & %
L% 5 N5t MIFB OB BEFRICIES I — AT #EE Lo/ S
% (Riihlemann 2010; Thornbury 2010), &M amIIEERE % SUIRIC & > THEE LFEET S
TERNGTHLERDH Y, BN HEICE > TR SHEMT 5 2 EHES & IZBES T,
WAMICHS OEBUIH > THETL2BEMICH L2 DEHD%BVA5THS (Adolphs
2008, Romero-Trillo 2008), —7J5. &G OFEHGmM 2 HHRIC, I —32A0b 725§ 5t
W dE 2 e 3¢5 G HE R S Tws (Riihlemann 2010; Riihlemann and Ai-
jmer 2015; Romero-Trillo 2008; Thornbury 2010), RilZHB VT, HHSEBTNHOE
HPbZOFHECOWTRENS,

22. PREEEZARICH T2 I—NIHROFEEM
FHRBOERENEE) Z WGEES 2P SRR O 7T — y WEOFE L LTid, 56k

TTHRRTA P ARHERZECRGETE S A 7 Tdh % Discourse Completion Task
(DCT) 23AE N TH %, DCT Tid, WA F L % 2 55T 2 HHENICH T3 2 &
ZHIE Uy FEFEAT A DVE L Z IR N BIER, R & 72 % 8B OZEROHH] & v HelC
T5. LHL. ZMEOT—FIIWON, ZORFETHONBUIEN ZE 720, FEERIC
Lo THRDBEZIALT 2MIICH D, Hiamz —Mfbd 5 2 L2398 L v (Callies 2013;
Green 2012), —7, a =32 &M LA ERERHOWMIE T, fimPara—F v A
FA VI ELE ERCODBIRTH 5% (Adolphs 2008), FEHE T — A D5
B2 KB HIRE T — S I T 78 A$T56Z LI2L - T, HEBHRETLELAZXINE
OB WHFTT— 5 2 503 5 2 L ASHEIC % o 72 (Granger 2002), WT4E, S8 &
T — 8 R & TG R FE R AT 4 O BTS2 O FE R R RE ) & MRAIE L 72 WF g8 5e S0 & 1
2 TC&Tw5 (Aijmer and Rithlemann 2015; Romero-Trillo 2014),

U REIRE O AT L, ENIFTEBSS R ORISR AR S 2 DT R — YV R B
EN 72wy, https://alaginre.nict.go.jp/nict_jle/
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3. X%/ —rOBW

AROBEWIE, AR & 2 7 OEEBE .G E T 5 BATIROR RAVR T FEE O
Hmb SRS EmE, 23— S 200N HER#Z i CTHERT L2 L TH
%o HARMIZIE, HRARBEFHFORE LERET—/32 & LT Ko The NICT JLE
Corpus DE WO — V7L A DF— 2128\ T, UAMCT % HHWERDOIEFHITH %
A S FERECRE LB G Lic, BOROEFTHOT 77— a /I
k. R SEEREHGROZE TS <L) AN ST & 7z Blum-Kulka, House and Kasper
(1989) OHFAF =L EBWIZI LTz, 727250, ShiE, BEEEEICHENZ BV RS
MR REREAT R OGIIED Vb DTH L 720, FEEFTHEOHFIIGHATE W
HFIEHREEMZ 72,

B, ARTIE, REWLSHENERE LICEROBFEATAZRE L7z TR SR I6E
T2 WCEBLTwS, o), EREWZSHBERDPTFHILVICL5T, SFLTFRHETT
BRWEZFICEPIFESBEN L 22 MM A% (T v b %) IR L £
7o HAEOBY S ERTA DA ZAOBEASHEET 2 THATEAGNEET L OB OW
TR TV YFEERFEI— (2L, A VI Ea—FALOEIRILF— D
72, FEHERNORFEOBRREBOEFR T =Y 2R T 5 LI TELRWRLTH
5o

4. BROEFEITHAERETE7/7—23>2 - X4

4.1. Blum-Kulka, House and Kasper (1989) (Z k398X ¥ — A

RAF—21%, EROFEFATH BT, G LFAEIRT 2 kRl H ICEH T 5
CLWCEVERLZAN I TV EHTE2DDOTH D EROBEFHATH L, TR 2T
(Alert) ;. " F 347 % (Head Act) ; & T#i/2 (Supportive Move) ; @ 3 D2 5N s .t F
e EEA TR (1) TEHEMA b T 7P — (Direct Strategy) 5. (2) TEE Y 7 BHH A b
5 53— (Conventionally Indirect Strategy) ;. LT (3) "IEEHM LR MBHA b T 7
¥ — (Non-conventionally Indirect Strategy) ; 250 E N5, (1) DA FFI—1%, iy

2 ARBFZE T TESROFEFEATE ) (\CEH L2BEIE, CkoPMEHR TR ZAMEIATY SR,
5CTHb, FEHIE > THENRGEICB T A2EEEXD WV HEHBEENIEBVWI LR, 51 b L
Z, FTA, WEORBIRLM S IR EFBHmOHGRICE SV THRIAETE 2 2 Ww) T ERBIFS
% (Schauer 2009),

S INSOERERICOWTIE Leech (2014) 2BMRIZ L7,

SO & TR 3 TEETE RIS,



FEH O =N & B E R AT 51

AR B E want &> TRE NS, (2) 1&. BB can X could % fifi > 7= BE [ 555 7¢
oo METH, WEEITTRFED THHE R THE L OREW L ERTIE % L SURW
RN DITERARHEINIED &, ZROFEFATHOEEEDN H D LR B, 3) &, (1) &
(2) LIZRARY, BOROFEFATHICERHRO S HIHH ORI X o THIRIIIR S h
WM R IEFETH 5o

FEATHIZ, TAF% (Internal Modification) ; % 7213 "440#H%  (External Modifi-
cation) ; |2k o THBMiT2 2 EI28 D, FEREATADHE FIZRITTESVZRME 20
WMETHIEDNTE S, NI, EETAWNICHBIT 25l MBI £,
MLexical downgrader (X % upgrader) ; i "Syntactic downgrader (3 i upgrader) ; &
MiENns, Bl LT, KI4 bRA v —=F—Dplease "D 5, FOFHIEIL, FEATE

SmEHHSMI SN THi/e (Supportive Move) ; & LCTHiE S, £ OERERI & LT
"HEH (grounder) , %25 5.0

42. VAMCT IC&->THBELLET7/T—Yar - AX—A4A

91, Ao Blum-Kulka 5 (1989) %320 L 72 25RO FEFATH DA F — L 25
BIZLThy 7Y VIS R F 2 X Y MITEETT /7= a Y &L/ Lol #
BRCHEFF 2 XY PEGBRATESITHEZRHEL TV EAF—DITHRZIMR 5 LT
Holzlzd, RELT v THICHHI L, HAEICH 1 DAF—L 28RS Ih
. FEEORFET—FICE LT —PEINL L, BAET Y BIAEELGELEETD
528, T LTERDEFATHEPE W OLHEIZHFLL T 2 &A%, Blum-Kulka et
al. (1989) DA X — AW E L BD o725 Th b,

421. VAMCT (C&37 /55— 3> « AX—LADBEOEXRFIE
UAMCT i, #ERMWIZUTOL I LTI > TEEDOTFAMNIT /57— a v
9o

(1) UAMCT 2F—2R_R—I 75 ¥ v a—F§5,°

(2) UAMCT z3ib BEFfHiLw7ay oy s OX4HE DT EEORITIRET %,

(3) WMENZDI—NATF—F (FFAL 7 7 A VERTHRAEINZFF2 XV M) E
UAMCT 127 v 7u— K9 5%,

4) FFEAPMISEBRENGT 272007 ) 57— a v Ax—L2ETH, A

5 THijiE & (preparatory) , % "# L (threat) ; % T3 (promise) % & %,
¢ BUERHHLD UAMCT  Version 3.3 (2016 4:5 H 6 HIZAR) 2L T oA b Ly ERcy
v u— FTX 5%, http://www.wagsoft.com/CorpusTool/index.html
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F—2 1M EDITH L. DIFERTEIGESR,

i G0 XEEEE EAOHB Y S50 FEED Y S5

. 75— av - AFXF—20OWEHE  AX—2TRASTTHFA T 5
2 BECHIAAT N AF =28 249 2, BEICHA TS LA X — 2%
BT %5

. 75— a o FF2 XY FEAKICT NV ENLET S0, FFa
AV MNOEBEORT AL NIT /7= a vywiidr

Aifgecid, M. FEE0 S 75, Tl AF—2%H A TFHA »4 L, Mil. F¥a
AV IMNOEEDR T AL NIT /7 T—va vzl 72

7 UAMCT T3 A ¥ — 2 % Layer L IFA TV 2,
8 TClause Grammar,, "Appraisal, "Rhetorical Structure Theory, J%7¥ TError Analysis; o %
F—2DDH 5,



FBBE =X X B FEEEE T

rpoliteness-marker-please
i-mean

i RP INAL -

rinte mersonakmarker e R RS E wu.—lmow
ve!

WNTONER-
rdowntoner TYPE

L Sscourss-naiker DISCOURSE- H kind-of
i ‘scation INTERNAL - MARKE RTYPE [hedge xe
internal-modification - SR s TYPE

r-something

ithink
rdm-subie tivzer -G o o

rupgrader
Fiust
-confrmation

ave-to

NONSE NTENTIAL.
PHRASE

want-o-item
want-io-verb
main SHAN- nt-item
[EE WANT want-(other-inappropriate-use)
™ TYPE | want-someone-to-verb
want-(others)
vmted-(oast—bme]
7 Y :
WOl

[nonsententia-phrase

uld-rather

vould-like-fo-verb
vould-preferto-verb

- [ would-like-to-item
like-to-verd
would-like-someone-to-verb
would-like-tem

MPERATNE rimperative-please
Limperative-only

explanation
,,,,,,mw_{w,m
Fstatement -5 TEMENT.

eda rative-question
ask

lld-Ikz

readac HEAD: requestverd -HEOUEST—
ACT-TYPE tnot-cassifiable

yes/no
MENT can
rabilitybemission M[-umla
may
will-you

walinaness =S5 NESS=1 donmould-you-mind
would-you

L SUGGE STORY- [vllv-ﬂot
Suageston “Tvpe howdvhat-about

[Dﬂsbb

POSSBILITY-

TYPE
‘ conventionallvindirect —(‘:‘W \Ai!wll-if-daufe
wonder-i fwhether

SUBJEC TMZER [appredate-ifwhether
hope-that
“think/houqght-that

-do-you-have-item
~Tis-there-item

Hook-for-item

I subjectivizer

y X
rexistence <o¢

ple questmarker)
PP ORT! .. [ continued/co ntinuing-utterance
SuppOMing “FypE alert

requestrephrase

1. The NICT JLE Corpus |2V} 2 RO TA LIS 27 /) F—va > - 2%—1
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422, BELET7/T7—23> AX—LDOHM

WEga— 82 E, RBRE R OZBEONEE T — 7 H 5k b SST I, u—v 7 LA
PEENTED, €055 THw (Shopping) ; 3HHHL FPEY 7D EDO—DTH
5o MREVIERZH U, ZHE (FEEH) 3RLLEsnzairz AT 5. AF
ZETIE THOWY, ou— VT LAY MAZERET — 5 ORE IR E Lz,

1o SEGMENT 237 /57— 3 y o2k TdH ), UAMCT Tix, EEH»S FEIC
o CTHEEHMEZ B> TERENLDT, MU DHEH 2RO, EROBFHATHIZT /
T—arxEiit. FOFMELUTITRT,

(1) SEGMENT : F& a2 X ¥ M &gAtD, EROBEHTAOKEL RO SEHH
EHRET 5o ¥HHHEZYATERL, " I94 b5, TOH%, UTO
Main # 7213 Supporting ® &% 55 % RIR$ 5,

i. Main : Head-act Jt O %1% NI 56§ 4 Internal-modification |2 4%
T 5o

ii. Supporting : Head-act iZ4 Y ICfHRE 3 % S 7E3E H ¢, Please- (independ-
ent-request-marker) (Head-act 7~ & fEZE M I Y 8 L CfiJH S h 72
‘please’), Continued/continuing-utterance (ERERE DAHEES 12 & 2 ik
I NBEORE), Alert (IF0U82:17). Request-rephrase (Head-act
DY BL) IZHHT %,

(2) Main
i. Head-act : a. Direct & b. Conventionally-indirect D\ N5 H T 5,10
ii. Internal-modification : a. Politeness-marker-please (K5 4 b & & « ¥ —

51 —® ‘please’), b. Discourse-marker (%afifZik). % L C c. If-clause (if
i) OWTNIITHHHT 5o

(3) Head-act

i. Direct : a. Obligation (F##%®By#E)3]), b. Nonsentential-phrase (Wi}~
L —X), c. Desire (EH% /R385, d. Imperative (#343L). e. State-
ment (BEhEI55 O 3% W RO E 7213 B8 S0) . £ Request-verb (B3R
OB . g Not-classifiable (FFENR L VEL T — 2 G L RERRIEIHD 72
OOFEAT), h. Yes/no (yes $7213 no DADIEEE) OWTFR,IZHHET
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<A>0 K. So here your are. This is your card. <nvs>cough</nvs> Please read it to yourself.

And <F>er</F> when you are ready, | will start the conversation.</A>

<B><F>Hm</F>.</B>

<ctxt>The interviewee is reading the card for a while to himself.</ctxt> _]
<B><F>Umm</F>. <pause duration="short"></pause> <R unclearness="none">Yes</R>
<OL>yes <JP>hai</JP></OL>.</B>

<A><OL>0 K</OL>? May | help you, sir?</A>

<B> /B>

<A><F>Uh-hum</F>.</A>

<B>And <R unclearness="none">|</R> | like <F>er</F> architect, whose name is Frank
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77o Main |2 )& 3 % Head-act & Internal-modification ® I L=k, WL XL i2BWT
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Pragmatics, Cognition, and Language in Action”

N. J. Enfield
The University of Sydney

In this article I consider new directions in cognitive approaches to language, which
entail a new consideration of topics that are central to linguistic pragmatics research.

1. From cognitive linguistics to pragmatics

What is language like? Why is it like that? Why do only humans have it? When
cognitive linguists ask these questions, two core commitments are implied. The first is
that our answers to these questions should not only appeal to human cognitive capaci-
ties, but they should strive to account for language in terms of more general cognition
before they posit language-dedicated cognitive capacities. The second is that our an-
swers should both explain and appeal to facts of language as it occurs in usage, as cap-
tured by the adages of a usage-based approach: Grammar is Meaning, Meaning is Use,
Structure Emerges from Use. These two commitments are intimately related.

1.1. More general cognition

Langacker (1987:13) uses the phrase ‘more general cognition’ in contrast to the
kinds of cognition implied by language-dedicated faculties or modules that nativist ac-
counts of language propose (Chomsky 1965:25; cf. Hauser et al 2002, Chomsky 2011).
A parsimonious account of language would be in terms of cognitive abilities that hu-
mans are known to possess for reasons independent from language. For example, there
is ‘the ability to compare two events and register a discrepancy between them’ (Lan-
gacker 1987:6). These are aspects of our general intelligence for interpreting and rea-
soning about physical domains like space, quantities, and causality. Are such abilities
necessary for language? Are they sufficient? Our quest to answer these questions must

* This paper includes sections from a forthcoming handbook article titled ‘Language in Cognition
and Culture’, to appear in the Cambridge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, edited by Barbara Dan-
cygier, and Enfield, N. J. (2014). Human Agency and the Infrastructure for Requests. In Paul Drew
and Elizabeth Couper-Kuhlen (Eds.), Requesting in Social Interaction, (pp. 35-50). Amsterdam: John
Benjamins Publishing Company.
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be guided by the knowledge that while other species may have some of what is neces-
sary for language, they do not have what is sufficient.

Cognitive linguistics research has explored ways in which aspects of more general
cognition can support the learning and processing of language (Lakoff 1987, Croft
2001, Tomasello 2003, Goldberg 2006, inter alia). This has led to the discovery of
principles of conceptual structure which provide people with ways to represent or con-
strue the things, events, and states we wish to talk about. These principles also allow
people to productively elaborate those representations in creative and expressive ways.
They provide generative resources for setting up conceptual correspondences, typically
between target ideas (concepts to be communicated) and source ideas (concept used as
means for communicating). The principles include analogy, metaphor, metonymy, ge-
stalt thinking, image schemas, conceptual blends, idealized cognitive models, and more.

We can note two key properties of the aspects of more general cognition that have
been most widely relied on in cognitive linguistic research. First, they are primarily re-
lational. Second, they are primarily non-social.

Primarily relational

What does it mean to say that the elements of more general cognition relied on in
cognitive linguistics are primarily relational? It means that they provide ways of de-
scribing relations between concepts, whether the scope of conceptual relation is an iso-
lated linguistic expression or an entire semiotic system. This makes these aspects of
more general cognition especially suitable for capturing conceptual relations within an
atemporal/synchronic frame. There are of course other frames, dynamic temporal-caus-
al frames including not only the diachronic frame, but also the microgenetic, ontogenet-
ic, phylogenetic, and enchronic frames (Enfield 2014:9-19; cf. Bybee 2010, see below).
Research approaches related to cognitive linguistics, such as psycholinguistics, tend to
work within dynamic frames, for example focusing on language production or compre-
hension (in a microgenetic frame) or language learning (in an ontogenetic frame). Cog-
nitive linguistics is increasingly well linked to fields like psycholinguistics thanks to the
efforts of interdisciplinary-minded researchers in both psychology (e.g., Tomasello
2003) and linguistics (e.g., Goldberg 2016, Hurford 2007, 2011).

These collaborations are promising to extend the boundaries of what we understand
‘more general cognition” to mean. And there are further aspects of more general cogni-
tion that have important connections to language, but are yet to be explored within the
purview of cognitive linguistics proper. A particularly promising area is bounded ra-
tionality, the tool kit of fast and frugal heuristics that balances simplicity and economy
with functional efficacy (Gigerenzer et al 2011). Cognitive scientists have begun to ex-
plore ways in which this aspect of more general cognition sheds new light on the prag-
matics of language (Barr and Keysar 2004). Such work suggests that cognitive linguis-
tics will enrich its account of imagistic thinking by looking at it in the light of heuristic
thinking.
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Primarily non-social

What does it mean to say that the aspects of more general cognition widely studied
in cognitive linguistics are primarily non-social? It means that they focus more on how
we interpret, conceive, and reason about physical phenomena such as space, quantities,
and causality, than on interpersonal phenomena in the social domain.

Our species is the only one with language. What makes this possible? A chal-
lenge for cognitive linguistics, given its emphasis on more general cognition, is that so
much of our general cognition is shared with other species. Why don’t they have lan-
guage too? To answer this, we must pinpoint what it is about our specific forms and
combinations of more general cognition that other species lack. To be clear: Proposing
that the cognition involved for language is unique to our species does not entail that this
cognition is specifically linguistic. No other species should be capable of the same
kind, or perhaps degree, of cognitive capacity in the relevant forms of thinking. Is this
because we have unique capacities for analogy, imagery, metaphor, metonymy, and
pragmatic inference, among other principles?

There is good reason to think that what really makes language possible is our so-
cial cognition (Enfield and Levinson 2006). A recent comparative study of cognition in
the great apes argues that general intelligence—as measured using tests in physical do-
mains of space, quantities, and causality—does not greatly distinguish humans from our
closest relatives such as chimpanzees. ‘Supporting the cultural intelligence hypothesis
and contradicting the hypothesis that humans simply have more “general intelligence,”
we found that the children and chimpanzees had very similar cognitive skills for dealing
with the physical world but that the children had more sophisticated cognitive skills
than either of the ape species for dealing with the social world’ (Herrmann et al
2007:1360). The conclusion? Socio-cultural cognition makes the difference for lan-
guage. Humans are especially attuned to other minds, and to the cultural construction
of group-specific, conventional systems of meaning and practice as shared frameworks
for communication and joint action. This is what makes it possible for human popula-
tions to foster the historical development of complex systems of shared cultural tradi-
tion, of which language is one form.

This does not detract from the demonstrated importance for language of non-social
aspects of more general cognition, including those that are clearly shared by other spe-
cies. Hurford (2007, 2011) has argued that the core principle of predicate-argument or-
ganization in the syntactic organization of language—any human language—is based on
properties of brain function and anatomy that are shared with many other species.
Many species display these same basic properties of neural organization and cognitive
processing (specifically, the integration of a ‘where’ system with a ‘what’ system, sup-
plying the essential ingredients of argument-predicate relations). So why don’t other
species have language? Hurford’s answer is that they do, it’s just that they don’t make
it public. This in turn, means that conceptual structure does not enter the public do-
main, and so it is impossible for cultural processes of symbolic community-wide con-
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ventionalization, and subsequent grammaticalization, to get started (Bybee 2010, Hur-
ford 2011, Enfield 2015).

1.2. Language Usage

As one of a set of functionalist approaches to language, cognitive linguistics does
not just analyze linguistic structure, ‘it also analyzes the entire communicative situation:
the purpose of the speech event, its participants, its discourse context’; it maintains ‘that
the communicative situation motivates, constrains, explains, or otherwise determines
grammatical structure’ (Nichols 1984: 97). This orientation is well-grounded in insights
dating back to Wittgenstein (1953), Zipf (1949), and beyond. Embracing the idea that
language is a tool for thought and action, cognitive linguistics is usage-based (Barlow
and Kemmer 2000). In this way a strong focus on conceptual representation is increas-
ingly often complemented by close attention to the dynamic, causal, utilitarian under-
pinnings of language and its structure.

In a usage-based model ‘the process of language use influences the structure of the
representation’ (Croft and Cruse 2004: 326-327). Taken together, the three key con-
cepts invoked here—use, influence, and structure—imply a causal conception of lan-
guage. It is not enough to describe a piece of language structure, a linguistic (sub)sys-
tem, or a pattern of variance in language. We must ask why it is that way. One way to
answer this is to find what has shaped it. ‘Everything is the way it is because it got
that way’, as biologist D’Arcy Thompson is supposed to have said (cf. Thompson
1917). Bybee echoes the sentiment in relation to language: ‘a theory of language could
reasonably be focused on the dynamic processes that create languages and give them
both their structure and their variance’. Seen this way, linguistic structure is ‘emergent
from the repeated application of underlying processes’ (Bybee 2010: 1). The aim is to
explain structure by asking how structure is created through use.

The goal of unpacking the key concepts of use, influence, and structure—and the
relations between these—points to new horizons in cognitive linguistics. If we are go-
ing to map those horizons systematically and with clarity, a central conceptual task is to
define the temporal-causal frames within which we articulate our usage-based accounts
(see Enfield 2014: 9-21). Some of those frames are well established: In a microgenetic
frame, sub-second dynamics of psychological processing, including heuristics of econo-
my and efficiency, provide biases in the emergence of structure in utterances; in a dia-
chronic frame, population-level dynamics of variation and social diffusion provide bias-
es in a community’s conventionalization of structure; and in an ontogenetic frame, prin-
ciples of learning, whether social, statistical, or otherwise, provide biases in the individ-
ual’s construction of a repertoire of linguistic competence in the lifespan. Then there is
the phylogenetic frame, through which our evolved capacities provide the defining af-
fordances for our species’ capacity for language.

If there is less charted territory, it is in the enchronic frame, the move-by-move
flow of interlocking, action-driven, forward-going sequences of linguistic action and re-
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sponse in social interaction (Schegloff 1968, 2007, Clark 1996). By orienting to the
enchronic frame, recent work in descriptive linguistics has begun to analyze linguistic
structures not only in terms of their distribution in relation to morphosyntactic units, or
units of discourse, but to structural units that can only be observed and defined in data
taken from dialogue (Enfield 2013; cf. also Du Bois 2014). Gipper (2011) sheds new
light on the analysis of multifunctionality in evidential marking by comparing the func-
tions of Yurakaré evidentials in differently positioned utterances in conversation; she
finds that evidentials can have quite distinct functions depending on whether they occur
in initiating utterances (e.g., questions, new assertions) versus responsive utterances
(e.g., answers to questions, expressions of agreement). A different kind of outcome
from orienting to the enchronic frame in research on language and cognition is that it
requires us to confront and explain phenomena that are clearly linguistic but that have
hardly been on the map in any form of linguistics until now; key examples include re-
pair (Schegloff et al 1977, Hayashi et al 2013) and turn-taking (Sacks et al 1977, Rob-
erts et al 2015), both of which have significant implications for our understandings of
the language-cognition relationship (Levinson and Torreira 2015, Dingemanse et al
2015). Without the usage-based approach, these implications would remain out of sight.

1.3. Comment

The challenge now is to further enrich our understanding of the causal influence of
use on structure in language, and thus to see better how it is that only human cognition
supports language. A first move is to broaden the scope of the key ideas—influence,
use, and structure—with a concerted and systematic approach to discovering how the
multiple causal-temporal frames of language use operate, both in themselves and in re-
lation to each other. Like the rest of cognitive linguistics, this work is as much about
culture as it is about language, for language is not only a form of culture—being a local
and historical cumulation of social practice—but it is our main tool for constructing
culture itself. These new directions in cognitive linguistics point directly to the link
with linguistic pragmatics. We now turn to a case study.

2. A Case Study: Recruitments

It is easy to think that ‘an agent’ should coincide exactly with an individual. But
this is seldom the case (see Enfield and Kockelman 2017). When Bill gets John to
open the door, it is Bill who plans the behavior but John who executes it. Or when
Mary reports what a professor said in yesterday’s lecture, it is Mary who speaks the
words but the professor who is accountable for what was expressed. With distributed
agency, multiple people act as one, sharing or sharing out the elements of agency. One
man commits a misdeed against another, and yet revenge is taken years later between
the two men’s grandchildren, neither of whom was involved in the original transgres-
sion. When someone is held to account for something that someone else chose to do,
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agency, with its components of flexibility and accountability, is divided and shared out
among multiple individuals. Agents do not equal individuals: the locus of agency is the
social unit, and social units are not defined by individual bodies.

In the rest of this chapter I discuss some of the elements of human sociality that
serve as the social and cognitive infrastructure or preconditions for the use of requests
and other kinds of recruitments in interaction. I use the term ‘recruitment’ in the fol-
lowing sense (Enfield 2011: 5):

Recruitment is a proposed macro-type of social action that can be roughly de-
fined as follows. S produces an utterance (or equivalent communicative move)
addressed to A, where this utterance may then result in one or both of the
speech act participants then carrying out a course of controlled behavior B (such
as passing the salt, delivering a letter, lifting one end of a table).!

The notion of an agent with goals is a canonical starting point, though importantly
agency tends not to be wholly located in individuals, but rather is socially distributed.
This is well illustrated in the case of request-like actions, in which the person or group
that has a certain goal is not necessarily the one who carries out the behavior towards
that goal. In the remainder of this chapter we focus on the role of semiotic (mostly lin-
guistic) resources in negotiating the distribution of agency with request-like actions,
with examples from video-recorded interaction in Lao, a language spoken in Laos and
nearby countries. The examples illustrate five hallmarks of requesting in human inter-
action, which show some ways in which our ‘manipulation’ of other people is quite un-
like our manipulation of tools: (1) that even though B is being manipulated, B wants to
help, (2) that while A is manipulating B now, A may be manipulated in return later; (3)
that the goal of the behavior may be shared between A and B, (4) that B may not com-
ply, or may comply differently than requested, due to actual or potential contingencies,
and (5) that A and B are accountable to one another; reasons may be asked for, and/or
given, for the request. These hallmarks of requesting are grounded in a prosocial
framework of human agency.

2.1. Flexibility in the pursuit of goals

In the opening pages of his Principles of Psychology, William James (1890) notes
the special flexibility of cognizant behaviour. Iron filings, he notes, will be drawn to a
magnet, but they cannot choose how they reach that goal. If a paper card covers the
magnet, the filings will just press against the card. Thinking beings are different:

! This notion of ‘recruitment’ owes much to the collective input of research collaborators in the
‘Recruitments’ sub-project within the Human Sociality and Systems of Language Use project (MPI Ni-
jmegen 2010-2014). See Floyd et al (2014).
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Romeo wants Juliet as the filings want the magnet; and if no obstacles intervene
he moves towards her by as straight a line as they. But Romeo and Juliet, if a
wall be built between them, do not remain idiotically pressing their faces against
its opposite sides like the magnet and the filings with the card. Romeo soon
finds a circuitous way, by scaling a wall or otherwise, of touching Juliet’s lips
directly. (James 1890: 7)

This means-ends flexibility is our forte. We try to reach a goal, and if this is frustrated,
we seek or invent new means. ‘The pursuance of future ends and the choice of means
for their attainment are thus the mark and criterion of the presence of mentality’ (James
1890:8). A certain mentality is always involved in the pursuit of goals, but that is not
our point of interest here. We want to focus on what results from this mentality: name-
ly, our enhanced flexibility in selecting means to ends.

To see how we refine and elaborate our choices of means for ends, just look at the
instruments and tools of human technologies (cf. Zipf 1949, Suchman 1987, Lave 1988,
Norman 1988, Clark 2008). But possibly our most important, and most ancient, means
toward ends are other people. Rather than doing everything ourselves, or even doing
things just with the help of tools, it is often other people that we use to help us reach
our goals.

This should not be taken to mean that people are solely interested in exploiting
others for our own ends. Situations in which one person uses another as a tool are not
based in selfishness alone. One reason is that we are apparently just as willing to offer
ourselves as tools to serve others’ individual goals. We hold doors open for strangers.
We alert people when we notice they have dropped their keys. We give away our spare
change on the street. We open doors for people when we see their hands are full. An-
other reason is that we share goals with others. So, when I behave in a way that looks
like it’s for you, it may in fact be for us. Tomasello (2008) argues that this is the mech-
anism whereby altruistic behaviour can evolve in a selfish world. Once individuals are
able to share a goal, a behaviour that is for us is thereby, ultimately, also for me.

2.2. Language as a tool for mobilizing others

We do not manipulate people in the same direct way that we grasp a hammer or a
pen. If we are going to get others to do things for us, we need the mediating tools of
communication. As Bloomfield (1933) put it, when a stimulus evokes a response (e.g.,
when Jane sees an apple on a tree and wants to pluck it), language can be used as a
sort of tool of transference, to elicit that response in another person (she tells Jack that
the apple is there, and asks him to pluck it for her). We influence other people by tak-
ing the tools provided by our language and culture and using them to persuade those
other people to willingly act on our behalf. This is the essence of what we are doing
when we make requests. Our speech acts have deontic powers: with speech acts we be-
stow our reasons for action onto other people.
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Humans have by far the most complex communication systems of all creatures.
Our languages are generative in nature, meaning that we can combine words and con-
structions to produce entirely novel utterances at will. These verbal utterances may be
further creatively combined with accompanying visible bodily behaviour. We shall use
the term language* (pronounced ‘language plus’) to refer to the enriched set of semiotic
resources that includes not just words and grammatical constructions but intonation,
gestures, facial expressions and more (Kendon 2004, McNeill 2005, Sidnell and Stivers
ed 2009, Enfield 2009).

Now while the set of semiotic means we have for getting others to do things is, in
principle, infinite, in fact we often use recurring and readily recognized strategies in
making requests (Could you pass the salt?, Could you open the window? Could you
shut the door?). We now consider some of the types of strategies that recur in a single
language community. The following cases are taken from video-recordings of conversa-
tion among speakers of Lao, the national language of Laos (Enfield 2007, 2013). Here
are three simple examples of ways in which people use language to get others to do
things for them, or to help them, in Lao.

In the first example, two women are in a kitchen, where one of the women needs
some leaf extract that the other has been preparing. The first woman says ‘grab (it and)
come (here)’, meaning ‘bring it here’:

(1) INTCN_030731b_192570_0:03:13
I A qgaw3 maa2
grab come
Bring it here (referring to a bowl of leaf extract)
2 B Slides bowl with extract in direction of A

In this case, the requester uses a stripped-back linguistic construction that does
nothing more than refer directly to the action being requested. The action—to fetch
something—is idiomatically expressed in Lao as a combination of ‘grab’ and ‘come’.
The object being referred to—the leaf extract—is understood from the context.

A second example shows the common strategy in Lao of adding a ‘softening’ sen-
tence-final imperative particle née¢l/ to the basic action being requested (see Enfield
2007:66 and passim for description of a paradigm of particles whose meanings code
imperative illocutionary force). In addition, the speaker makes a pointing gesture in the
direction of the thing she is asking for:

(2) INTCN_030731b_196430_0:03:16
1 A qaw3 gang-nii4 neel
grab CLF-this IMP.SOFT
Grab this thing (for me; referring to prepared food in a sieve; Point-
ing in direction of the food that she is asking B to pass)
2 B Turns to reach out for the food, grabs it and passes it to A
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In a third case, the speaker is busy with food preparation in the kitchen. She uses a
circuitous or indirect strategy, with more embellishment of the basic request being made
than we saw in the last two examples. She addresses the requestee explicitly (calling
him ‘father’—he is her father), and rather than stating the action she wants him to carry
out (i.e., pass her the knife), she asks whether the knife is behind him:

(3) CONV_020723b_RCR_970010_0:16:10
1 A phool miit4 thaang2 lang3 caw4 mii4 boo3
father knife direction back 2SG.P have QPLR
Dad is there a knife behind you?
2 B nii4 nii4
here here
Here, here (Finds a knife behind himself, passes it towards A)

It is clear that she doesn’t simply want to know whether there is a knife behind
him. The question makes sense in terms of her current goals. She is asking because
she wants the knife, and so he hands it to her.

Now look at what these three cases have in common. Person A wants to get hold
of some entity that is nearby but out of reach. Rather than go and get it herself, Person
A says something to Person B, with the result that Person B gets the thing and passes
it, thus carrying out a bit of behavior that Person A would otherwise have had to carry
out herself. In this way, A has recruited B’s help.

These examples give us a simple look at the kind of role that language plays in
manipulating the behavior of others in order to get them to contribute to, or comply
with, our own goals. The examples show that different formulations are possible. And
they show that such cases are not only about getting others to act on our behalf, but
may also be about getting others to desist from some behavior that then allows us to
proceed with our goal. Either way, B complies with a low-cost imposition.

The request-like cases we have just considered reveal a defining feature of human
sociality, namely the distributed nature of our agency (see above, and Enfield 2013:115
and passim; see also Kockelman 2013, Gell 1999). This is related to the notion of dis-
tributed cognition, familiar from research by authors such as Goody (1977), Suchman
(1987), Lave (1988), Norman (1988), Hutchins (1995, 2006) and Clark (2007), who
have all shown ways in which tools and artifacts can be extensions of the human body
and mind (see also Enfield 2009, Chapter 6). Students of language have long argued
that language is a kind of tool for getting others to do things. Some, including Zipf
(1949), have gone further, saying that other people are tools for us as well (see also
Goodwin 2006 on this point in relation to language). Along these lines, Pagel (2012:
275-6) has recently compared language to a remote control device ‘When you speak,
you are using a form of telemetry, not so different from the remote control of your tele-
vision. ... Just as we use the infrared device to alter some electronic setting within a
television so that it tunes to a different channel that suits our mood, we use our lan-
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guage to alter the settings inside someone else’s brain in a way that will serve our inter-
ests.

Sometimes it appears as if this were really true. In the following example, one
person uses speech to get another person to turn the television on, just as she might
otherwise have used a remote control device to do from a distance:

(4) INTCN_111204t_818990_0:13:39

1 A peetS tholathatl bengl meed
open television look IMP.UNIMPD
Turn on the television (for us) to watch

2 B peetS bog daj4 tii4
open NEG can QPLR.PRESM
It doesn’t work (it can’t be turned on), I think

3 A dajd-caw4 kag  peet5 bengl thag meed
can 2.POL TLNK open look PCL IMP.UNIMPD
Yes it works—you turn it on and see

4 B Moves towards the television and reaches and switches it on

Then half a minute later:

(5) INTCN_111204t_850175_0:14:10
1 A mootd mootd lag meed
turn.off turn.off PRF IMP.UNIMPD
Switch it off, switch it off.
2 B Moves towards the television and reaches and switches it off.

It is an inviting analogy: asking someone to do something for us is like pressing buttons
on a remote control device. But like all analogies (as Pagel of course knows), it is im-
perfect. As we shall now see, its imperfections are instructive. The following sections
consider the ways in which the analogy between words and remote control devices
breaks down.

2.3. Hallmarks of recruiting

What is the difference between using a person and using a device as a means to
get something done? The answer: With people, both parties are goal-driven and socially
accountable beings, and there is a social relationship between them. Here are some fea-
tures of the interpersonal manipulations shown in the above examples that are not ob-
served in the use of an electronic remote control device:

Even though B is being manipulated, B wants to help.
While A is manipulating B now, A may be manipulated in return later.
The goal of the behavior may be shared between A and B.

.

B may not comply, or may comply differently than requested, due to actual or
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potential contingencies.
5. A and B are accountable to one another; reasons may be asked for, and/or giv-
en.

There are of course other differences. But these will serve as points of focus for us to
consider the hallmarks of recruiting in humans, within the simple framework of goal-di-
rected social agency outlined in the above sections.

B wants to do the recruited action

A remote control device is a robot. It responds to instruction but it doesn’t offer
to help you or otherwise independently anticipate your needs. People, by contrast, may
want to help. Think about the above examples. In no case would we want to say that
someone was being coerced or seriously imposed upon. The requestees cooperate with-
out any resistance or comment. People are so willing to help that we often see them
offer assistance without their having to be asked.

Consider an illustration of the kind of situation in which a person needs something
to be done for them, and gets the help they need from another person without having to
ask for it or otherwise signal the need. This recording is taken in the kitchen verandah
of a Lao village house. The floor of this space is raised high above the ground of the
village compound. To get up into the house, one walks up a steep galley-style ladder.
A man is sitting where one of these ladders provides entry onto the raised floor of the
house. The area where the ladder provides entry onto the floor is blocked by a low
gate, designed to prevent toddlers from falling down the ladder. While the gate is not
completely closed, it is closed enough so as to hinder entry for somebody who does not
have a free hand with which to open the gate. At the moment of interest, another man
is at the bottom of the ladder, about to go up into the house. This man is holding a
large plastic laundry basket full of clothes, which he is about to bring up into the house.
He reaches the half-closed gate at the top of the ladder: at this moment, the man reach-
es forward with his right hand and pushes the gate open enough to allow the other man
to walk up into the house unhindered.

(6) INTCN_1112031_243630_0:04:04
1 A Dbegins walking up ladder approaching closed gate with washing bas-
ket in hand
2 B reaches out to gate as A comes to top of ladder and pushes open gate
for A to walk through unhindered

This is not a request sequence, rather it can be seen as an instance of the more general
action of recruitment: a sequence in which a first move by A occasions a helping action
by B. Like in request sequences (see the above examples), A’s behavior makes it clear
that he needs help, and then B helps accordingly, in line with a general cooperative
stance in human interaction. But in this case A’s behavior, which makes it clear that he
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needs help, cannot be said to have been an intentional manipulation of B to help A in
achieving his goal. Here, person B stepped in to help A upon anticipating a potential
problem. The point here is that request sequences all presuppose the more general
prosocial, cooperative orientation and desire to help that is sometimes simply volun-
teered in cases like this one.

Roles may be reversed

In the kinds of social contexts we spend most time in—i.e., informal social interac-
tion in familiar environments with people we know well—the kinds of things we ask
others to do are the kinds of things we are willing to do for them. I expect you to pass
me the salt when I ask, just as when you ask for the salt, you can expect that I will
pass it. Obviously there are asymmetries, especially when interactions are more formal-
ized, but the general principle is reciprocity. This is obviously not the case with remote
control devices.

The goal may be shared

The recruitments we have considered so far involve situations in which person B is
asked to help person A with something related to their current goal. But many things
that we might want to call recruitments or requests occur in contexts where both people
involved are jointly committed to the same goal. Rossi (2012) compares two kinds of
request sequence in Italian interaction. In one kind, A has a goal, not currently shared
with B, and asks B to help (e.g., ‘Pass me the chewing gum’). In another kind, A and B
currently share an overarching goal, and A asks B to do something that they have effec-
tively already committed to within that overarching goal (e.g., ‘Deal the cards’). The
idea of joint commitment, and everything that implies (Clark 2006), is clearly irrelevant
to the relationship between people and remote control devices.

The fact that people make joint commitments to goals means that, similar to the
‘gate at the top of the ladder’ example above (example (6)), cooperation can be as-
sumed, and may be offered without having been prompted. And when there are shared
goals, it can become impossible—and in fact irrelevant—to say whether a sequence in-
volved a request or an offer.

In the following example, two people are cooking a dish together. A man has been
heating jugged fish on the fire, and at this moment the jugged fish needs to be strained.
The man emerges from the fireplace with the pot of heated jugged fish, and he is get-
ting another pot, into which to strain it. Seeing this, a woman who is present extends
her arm forward with the sieve that she has in her hand. Next, the man walks over,
holds the empty pot underneath the sieve, and pours the jugged fish into the sieve, thus
straining it.

(7) INTCN_030731b_267220_0:04:27
1 A Holds out sieve for straining jugged fish
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2 B Brings and places jugged fish and pot for jugged fish to be strained
into

In this instance we can’t say whether this sequence involves an offer or a request (nor
do we need to; see Enfield and Sidnell 2017). The terms ‘offer’ and ‘request’ presup-
pose that the relevant behavior is ‘for’ one or the other of the two parties. If A offers
to do something, it’s for B. If A requests that B does something, it’s for A. But in
many cases like this one, the behavior being precipitated is a sub-part of a routine to
which both parties are already committed, and thus share as a goal.

B need not comply

If a piece of technology is in working order, it will do what you want. A person,
on the other hand, may ignore your request, refuse to comply, or do something other
than what you asked. The lives of people are full of contingencies, actual or potential,
which often intervene (cf. Curl and Drew 2008).

In the following example, a husband and wife are in a kitchen, skinning catfish.
They have been doing this for a while, and the husband has one more fish left to skin,
but complains that his back is sore from sitting and working. He holds the fish out to-
wards his wife for her to take and skin:

(8) INTCN_1112031_689141_0:11:29
1 A cép2 qeew3 leew4
hurt back PRF
My back hurts
2 but2 diaw3
a moment
(It will only take) a moment
3 gaw3 qgaw?2
grab grab
Here take it (holding out fish for her to take)
4 B mm2
nope
No.

Her refusal is not surprising. The couple, who in this culture are of equal standing in a
setting like this one, have each been working for the same amount of time doing the
same task. The wife’s back is no doubt also sore from sitting and working, and she
treats the request as unwarranted. There’s no good reason why she should do it for
him.

One may need to give B reasons why they should do the requested action
A remote control device never needs or wants to know why you want it to do
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something on your behalf, but a person often does. We saw in the last section that peo-
ple who are asked to do things may give reasons for refusal or delay in complying.
Here we shall see that people who ask others to do things will sometimes give reasons
as well. (We saw a case where the man reasoned that because his back hurt, his wife
should finish his task.) This happens, for example, when a person is asked to do some-
thing but delays their response, or otherwise resists. Giving a reason for a request is a
way to pursue, strengthen, or help make sense of what is being asked.

Let us look at an example. Here, Speaker A starts by issuing a directive to a group
of three people (two are her children, one is her daughter-in-law) who are preparing
food in the kitchen of her house. She asks them to toss the rice. This is a procedure in
the preparation of glutinous rice. When rice has been steamed and is now cooked, be-
cause of the shape of the steamer used it will be cooked more in some spots and less in
others. Tossing the rice is a way of evening out the texture of it before serving:

(9) INTCN_1112031_425170_0:07:05
1 A suaj3 khaw5 meed suu3
toss rice IMP.UNIMPD 2PL.B
Toss the rice you lot

She uses the second person plural pronoun suu3 in formulating this request. This
means that she does not select any one person to do the job. As it happens, none of the
three young people in her immediate vicinity volunteer to act upon her request. It is
clear that they are fully occupied with other duties. She then calls out to a fourth per-
son—her son-in-law whose name is Nyao—to come and do it instead. At this moment,
Nyao is away from the scene, doing something else in the compound outside the house,
but within earshot. Her move (shown in (10)) begins with a somewhat elaborate request
in line 1: she selects him explicitly by name, telling him to stop what he is currently
doing and to come and toss the rice, adding also that it’s ‘for her’; she also uses the im-
perative sentence-final particle mee4, which implies that the addressee is ‘unimpeded’
(often implying ‘Why aren’t you already doing it?’; cf. Enfield 2007:63), and she im-
mediately adds two reasons: the first, why it has to be done, and fast (‘the pot will
burn’), and second why &e has to be the one to do it (‘the others are all busy here’):

(10) INTCN_1112031_427440_0:07:07
1 A bak2-naaw?2 paq2 vaj4 han5 maa2 suaj3 khaw5 haj5 kuu3

M.B-N abandon put there come toss rice  give 1.B
meed
IMP.UNIMPD
Nyao, drop that and come and toss the rice for me
2 maj5 moo5 déj2 nig - khaw3 khaa2 viak4 met2 thukl

burn pot FAC.INFORM TPC 3PL stuck work all every
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khon2 nig
person TPC
the pot will burn - they’re all busy here

3 B Stops what he’s doing and walks up the ladder into the food prepara-
tion area, goes into the kitchen to toss the rice (it takes 13 seconds
before he reaches the kitchen)

Note that Nyao would otherwise not have been expected to be involved in the behavior
of tossing the rice, since he was, relative to four other people including the speaker, the
furthest from the place where the task needed to be done. It is by providing explicit
reasons that Speaker A in (10) is able to mobilize his help. In this way, we see lan-
guage clearly serving as a tool for creating deontic powers: specifically, for transferring
reasons for acting onto other people.

The drawing of attention to a reason for acting alone has long been recognized as
an indirect way of requesting (cf. ‘It’s cold in here’ as a way of getting someone to
close the window). Here is a case in which Speaker A draws attention to a problem
that needs attending to, namely the fact that some live fish in a pot don’t have sufficient
water to keep them alive and fresh:

(11) INTCN_1112031_601081_0:10:01
1 A paa3 man2 sig bog taaj3 vaa3 qaaj4 dong3
fish 3.B IRR NEG die QPLR.INFER eB D
The fish, aren’t they going to die, Dong? (Pointing in direction of
large pot with live fish)
2 B qang-daj3 (.) qoo4 gaw3 nam4 maa2 sajl ( ) maa2 sajl

what Oh grab water come put ( ) come put
mee4
IMP.UNIMPD

What? Oh, put some water in there () put some in

It is also often the case that a reason is given in combination with an explicit request.
Here is an example, in which an imperative command is followed quickly by a reason.
Speaker A is sitting next to a large pot with live fish in the bottom of it. A fresh load
of water has just been poured into the pot, and the fish are splashing about so much that
water is spilling out of the pot and onto him:

(12) INTCN_1112031_629110_0:10:29
1 A 1004 nii3 (.) man2 diin4 phoot4
lift flee 3.B  jump too.much
Take it away - they’re splashing too much (leaning back from the pot)
2 B Walks around behind A in direction of the pot, comes and picks up
pot and moves it away.
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By providing a reason for the request to ‘take the pot away’, Speaker A helps to clarify
for B precisely what is being asked of her. There could be a range of reasons why A
wants her to take the pot away, and each would imply a different way of complying.
For example, how far away should she take it? Here, he makes it clear that he merely
wants the pot to be placed far enough away that the splashing water won’t reach him.

3. Conclusion

The concept of agency has long been central to many lines of research that touch
on human interaction, in fields ranging from law and sociology to anthropology and lin-
guistics. Importantly, the word ‘agency’ does not refer to a one-dimensional ‘degree of
assertiveness’ or similar. Its use should reflect the nuances of empirical and theoretical
findings of research in this multi-faceted and dynamic domain (Kockelman 2007, En-
field 2013: Chapter 9; cf. Davidson 1963, Duranti 1990, 2004, Gell 1998, Ahearn 2001).
Conceptual tools for understanding agency are central to the analysis of any social ac-
tion, not least requests and their ilk. The behaviour of doing things for others is also
supported by a set of psychological and interpersonal resources grounded in human so-
ciality, including the elements of social intelligence, distributed cognition, normative ac-
countability, and cooperative motivations (Enfield and Levinson 2006, Enfield 2013).
These resources form part of a foundational infrastructure for social interaction (Levin-
son 2006, Enfield and Sidnell 2014). Our aim here has been to highlight some hall-
marks of recruitment sequences in light of certain defining elements of agency and the
infrastructure for interaction. In the sequences we have examined, three of these ele-
ments come to the fore.

The first is that we assume that people behave in accordance with goals that they
are pursuing. Their behavior makes sense in terms of those goals and in terms of the
reasons that may be given for their behavior. This is clear in any recruitment sequence.
Second, there is a mismatch between the fact that in the physical realm people are im-
mutably distinct from one another (we have separate bodies), while on the other hand in
the realm of social accountability we may either be treated as inhabiting separate units
(such as when one person pursues a goal unilaterally) or as being elements of a single,
shared unit (such as when two people have made a joint commitment to a shared course
of action; cf. Clark 1996, Rossi 2012). Much of social life involves tacking back and
forth between different distributions of flexibility and accountability of behaviour, in a
process of fission-fusion agency (Enfield 2013:104). Recruitments always imply the
sharing or distributing of action. And third, thanks to the special prosociality of our
species, we are motivated to help others, and we tend to assume that others have the
same cooperative motivations toward us. Recruitments both presuppose and display
these mutual prosocial motivations and assumptions.
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[ERMEFE]

SUIROFLFE & L COREH G
— R SR & St —

o R
it k2

A WD R DI LB DT 2 DDA FEICL > TRECRLLILIEFEHIETD
DS, FEHER L EWER & DK E L TURD B G- O B2 BBV 5 2 Lid—#km
LEZTIwEEbNL, 22Tk flEHE % CIROF: (science of context) & {7 >
T RZE R L7,

1. MXERDBFLERIEE
SRR ZE DM DOERTH 5 F ¥ A5 —0ith 2 TR TA L 9,

(1) Thus, contexts are sets of propositions constrained only by consistency. Treat-
ing context here as a set of propositions makes no theoretical claim and is in-
tended as no more than a technical convenience: we could have treated con-
text as a single proposition, as a sentence, or as a set of sentences, but any of
these alternatives would have complicated the definitions to be given shortly.

(Gazdar 1979: 130)

Fx ¥ —1% TRy % TREEOES, & LTWAAN Mk bR EOMETH - T,
D L Hel s 2 R 2 AEIC IS W TV 2 DI Tk Ve CIRIEFER L LONb %
LmEOREEN, —BEHICE->TEEENEZALTVAEERLNATV S, bh5
Ao AEFRICIRD BN % THRIR G i E W SEM L L 25T 2SR E 31T
ENve S2Iid, TEE 2 X BET b —EMEA T 5L - Bl D

V(e L0 A) bR - R¥ B SCHIF SRS 5 S0 W 0SS W - B,
katosige @let.hokudai.ac.jp,
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EZDHPEV)HENRD B, ZORIIHIORERITE L,
Gazdar (1979) % ¥ ¥ x. Sperber and Wilson (1987) X, LLF® X5 12k~ 2,

(2) The set of premises used in interpreting an utterance constitutes what is gen-
erally known (see Gazdar.1979; Johnson-Laird.1983) as the context. A con-
text is a psychological construct, a subset of the hearer’s assumptions about
the world. Each new utterance, though drawing on the same grammar and
the same inferential abilities as previous utterances, requires a rather different
context (if only because the interpretation of the previous utterance has be-
come part of the context). A central problem for pragmatic theory is to de-
scribe how the hearer constructs a new context for every new utterance.

(Sperber and Wilson 1987: 84-85)

THEE DOFBUZ % jpremise DEAE IR E T2 BETH 525 "TFFH ORI H
51 ET5D1F FyXF—1lB175 "T—EM 2 EDLHBRREELHE AR T &
W7EA D, BIEMEREE. B X FOMRE W) A SR A T 57
O, WHFIZOWTHE FRREOMEDTHTEGTH - T, LHMHEEY7ZEBEL T
%o 2F ), WHEOHBMDO TR LTI IRE 2T, L) TETHb, TRDESR
H1 o premise (% conclusion Z 5| X T 72DICHVEHDTH S I &h b, B ERGX
MEFLFIEMTHMPUCELLDH S LA b, ZTNITH LT, presupposition % v
TWBF v X¥ =13, e P WP OEVZHICEEL TS EER LI,

MG OE 2 H1E. ECHEZEOMDPSDARET L HEBF XY XAy —Tar -
L7—FEEELL2DIOD, BFEOMREBI ) BIC TRy P EINEET5D
Ty Bl E RS D B ETHI LD, BalOHNE E)BDENIIONVWTH S F
SELREIND VLD, FIEVP—ANOFEEDPET B, (1 DL ED) Xdh 5 WIidamE» 5
RBHEBERTHLETNIE, BFETE IR LD URZRET 2D TH S,

XR% LD HVIZAEOES L T P AR R TR R A LT 5 LCcokdkm
PEHLEZEZ DI ENTELY, k& W& B I %) FIXFRFERHFUH SNzt %
YIRE LTHBEMICLPBETERNWIEEE 5L, TOLI)ITHAMICEE SN
IROFHMEETNEIRENTH S, ZO X)) BRI SURZMEE (2007) 126 - TIail
ek (reductive context) LIERZ EIZL L9,

COMOIFMIISINRIZ FEFEVSED L) RS, 0 L) RIEEIBIE M SNz
Ao CTHETLBICEIBELRINMEBI L) TENTELINTHERICHENIZLDOTH
o DFED. HHRRO THG, 2L L TEDNE, FOMBUCLERMGEE LT
FXXHR, CEDTHBPNI YD D Z EATELDOT, LERERE Tk D HEHIRIZHY A
ATRTHERDOLL AeHESLMIITE D, 2L, BWHSTIRTIX. BRGlicowTHE
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DHMEBIL) T LEH - T, LERMEL URICHY AR, NEZEHRIIRINT 5
ENRTELDOT, AR EVENC, HDH0IE, HEERIH T LCaizBI2) L+
ERIF SR & 137 5, ZOHGERIERE LT WSk z v 2 & PRl 250
M3tTbhnwZ &l b,

L2 L. SliZME . COLTHRFEOMREBI v, TOMEHEZRLZIIEHLTw
5D TH-> Ty REIFMINCERET 5 %1%, K2 1kd72) SHhDiz-720) LTHMr
EBIRI) LV EKRT, KESMEDOFEEL WL REBEN LML S2ICTHH0
TlE%\Vv, HRZZFEOL D L YO T, MEFIEEISEDO L) CHERLTIEHTH
ZEZDHIIE. WRPED L H)ITHERIN T2 E2HMICHHLTBE, 229 5Tl
WRERFER L A2 B 2 ) LEPH S, A JiE (2007) (2 TRIES LT 5,
AR SCIR (deductive context) &\ ) FEflATH %o HAEMICER S NS SRS g3
HZET, XRICHRDPDDL AT ERREBI %) VAT A% FOSHEICOVWTIE L ) iE
MM Rl OREL ED 5L 2 LI L 5. 2F ). XSG OBMLEITIZFAT
LCRBTH2IENMETHD, T2, TN AT R 2 A% WE il FCl K 725
MEBIhbhwicd, LETGRGEZEBARRRICEDL I LIIHL RS, F
HiZ, HBWVIE, FEREICPATLTURERET S 2 &5, RN 2 EHRE &7
D DELERET T AD o720 T HWURMEDD . T IIFEFHRR 04T O
TREEZBELSLTLED ) HADTD S,

A SCIR & AR SCIRD Z 0 X 9 % BfRIZ. Uo < D2 e B & < %
A, HAEBREOZRETI NI 222w TT Y N7y bHES, v, —
WM ML —FF 7OBRERLZIENTE S, TNENHIICVTNEE LT S0 00E
WEWHTEHTE, WTNIZDZNL ) ORI EREDH B DT, —FOARIHAMIE
NTWbEn) b, KigTid, HENICURZ LTS 22 Fdmes LTHRE
L. ZHUCEoT "Ry 27 7V A VICBET M AZIRET 50 Jaiiiy SOk & e
BRI ERo#y, ZRZNCHEAED ) HBENCHHTRELDEEEZOND
A ARG TR SR % %23 % Bl 2 REi Tk R %,

2. SROERMERENERR

IR SCIRICB W T, BAEAROREN R E 20 THIUL, BEH A F2 5 OFEFHER
% b o TEEKROFFEMNGRNIIIAZ 72 b 2 LI3BETE L, L L, EBOEIHICE
W, KEESBIMNB IR GEITT R TRRSNERBT, BFERRE B 25 0TlE%R
<y MIFOFFEDIEE - 72 BRs CIHKARZ D T OB TH A ) o BFEDHGF
B, 2RIk - T BIFICBT L2 EEOBRH ), S HIEREORE L HFHRD
FENHZHEDEZOND, LaL, Stg el L., HHoMk» 5 REL LY



SCHRDOF: & LT ORI m—# 1 SOIR & #4ett— 81

LT, WRHiZ P L. &R0tz BE L <. S 5 I0EE IO W TR %
HRTBILI) L) BTFMHALERICDODRUONYSEATHS LIZEZIT v, Ll &5
il LCOREDIEME L ICEA L T 2 EIRFHETH Y. BRI OBMSEMEOHIK %2
F5ZLIZHENTH S,

SUMPCHER L TBE v, 9. M4k, Saussure (1916) TILLHMbNS L9
WX o 7o THDHH, V¥ a—VHEIIMHENE (linéarité) & v FREH VT, BIE
1 (caractere linéaire) & £HL T 5,

(3) Le signifiant, étant de nature auditive, se déroule dans le temps seul et a les car-
acteres qu’il emprunte au temps: a) il représente une étendue, et b) cette

étendue est mesurable dans une seule dimension : c’est une ligne. Saussure
(1916, 1972: 100)

I<igans k)12, Saussure (1916) IV Y2 —VEHEDNHEL 2D DTIELE W
A, ZOHROEEIEHR LT, STTRFCXHLAVTERT S LICT 5, 3) 2
LB LI, VY a—NVEVZTAT UPHRENTHL I LZBHBLTLEDTH >
T By =7 4 T EAREROBWEIFKIZT 5 L IZBRTWBnwDTHDL, ¥ =
T 4T VISR T OEIAHYE T 27 5 B ISR IRE T 5 O3 B SRO
2L Thb,

VETAT VIR, EEEMTNARIEREHVTWS L) T, R OMS
HOMBMIZITHI kb, 2F 0, BEERORINE—HIANDARTH Y, ZHUIIA
MWTHsHZ L, M—MICEEOERPHIT S LIEIARTRTH L LMW LE DD
Thbo Mg (2006a) (2HE-> T, FiHZOATHES ORI, #E % QHIEH] O JEH,
IR LT 5 &, OIZH T 5 iRAs Saussure (1916) o Charles Bally |2 & - T
HEINTW5D,

(4) Les signes sont linéaires lorsqu’ils se suivent, sans se compénétrer, sur la ligne
du discours. Il y a non-linéarité ou dystaxie* des que les signes ne sont pas
juxtaposés, lorsque, un signifiant contient plusieurs signifiés, comme dans le
frangais va/, ol une seule syllabe renferme 'idée d’aller, celles d’impératif et

de deuxiéme personne, ou lorsqu’un signifié est représenté par plusieurs sig-

2T a— VoY T4 T Y EEREIRTAO0E . EVnIADIE, Via—Vid, SFEOME
MELTYZTAT VEREZTVWADIT TR, FRIILRS 5%EHE (suprasegmentals) 3 g
LTWARWEERDNEDLTH S, BIEDSHEFIMRO L HITHET S T5% (phoneme) ; 3 20
AL PIXICES LI 72 d DT, 19 K25 20 RO V ¥ 2 — VOB AT hTw
BWZ EIIAERIIRVWES > TI v,
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nifiants, comme dans nous aimons, ou 1’'idée de premicre pluriel est exprimée
deux fois; ou encore quand les parties d’un méme signe sont séparées: elle a

pardonné: elle ne nous a jamais plus pardonné etc., etc.> (Bally 1932, 1964)

—fRIZ. val Wy T =TI 4 T D=7 4 2 T(EIR) T, v, aller o AR
HEGAEE VISR THo T, Thkaller & AFR - 8- 8% SIS N VDS,
SFLARGRTE7ZELTH, TNIET=T4T7 v OiETH L. DDV v 2—id,
VT AT UBREMEERRTVWDLDTH- T, A4 DX IR (signe) 2SS
RLIZFES72KBRTELT, Y274 ZHBRENTHL LIBERENTVWRWDT, £
N JEsett (non-linéarité) & LCiHLAD L WY TIE RV b HAA, V¥ a2— P
IS, BEREBRIIFEMOBKZZ T2 wEw)iEimidd - 7228 (B 21F. Manchester
(1985)), THHAMTIIEET 5, TD X ) ICAEFIZHMHE L T 5 APAHT Saussure
(1916) OMHETH S Z LI E A LRV, THEERROHLTIE RV N A D
J& Rk dystaxie (& dys- © TAR4IREE - BH, 24501, taxie 8 TEH] - HF, o2& TH 5D
EF L, BANCERESHLEVI)I L THY., TIFEL &) GED B L RN
5

INA A 1E, TOEPITHGER A DR TRWE LT, tout-a-coup 7% soudain @ %
WIZ 72 5 2 & ZBICEITTW A, tout-a-coup (X tout™§_T, & a M2, (FifES]) & coup
T—B, ORHMLY =74 ZTONDPLZDERDY =7 4 ZHRRLNLDOTIE R, Th
EERP 1 OO =T 4T rERY, TRITHIET ST =74 2L LT "8k 2R-ELR
FE% 5%\, HEEEO out of the blue IZL T3, HAGFED "HFRKOMRE, ICLTH, Z
NoHx 1 DOFELT L/, ZOEEKNI Y =747 v THo T, TNENIIHIBT S
VETAINDHDHEEZNITE N IR D, 7272 BEROBERICHHTE LA
EEBATEIEEG LEOR D VHRPTWAELOD, BRNAREEIR 2> Twd, Zh
TH. H TR LTRSS SN D 72D N 4 DX LifEnsE L%
BIIThb, BRI =747 /IR THEINEIEZEZOLNLEDOD, LERITFEERD
AR TIE RS, CERIST 2R MERE 22 L, =7 107 ¥ ORINZERA 2

PBEITIC, IMREFIC TREFIR. FNOAERO BT HEBAT LI LR, HViF
LERBINTHL. BEPEBIATORLS2HIUE, FRAET 2b b5 UFH) (dystaxie)”
Db, 1L 277 Y RFED val TR, Feo e~ OB aller OBl L (@ad) BIUT
AR ol EALLEV S5 ORI ODDOFRRESLLATVLEE, &
WIS~ ARoOBlES IR ENTWwW5D nous aimons (2B} 5 & )12, —HOFFELAT L
DL TEDLENDL L&, E512F 7 elle a pardonné : elle ne nous a jamais plus pardonné
EWVo725910, B LRl OfEba i 3R SN Twa L&, Faoy UkEE @Y. 19704
WHENE) 2B, EFHo * |21k, Du grec dus-, désignant un état anormal, et taxis, <<alignement,
ordre>>. L’adjectif correspondant est dystactique. &\ {EDTDONWT W5,



SCHRDOF: & LT ORI m—# 1 SOIR & #4ett— 83

Vo bH AL FURSNDTHEROMF IR BT 205, =747 Y ZDH DDA
BT HMNEEINEIERER DD LITE L RV,
RROBLE D OMENZEZ D E, BFICBVT, D L2bR>TNTORGEIED -
TSR ERBAT A TE R BFEPET T 2R EZREL TV, EE2 5
RETHAHIo & XL, MRZBHIBIELZDEHF LAY LT, X DEEOE VIR
WP BT o>TWh IMSURZ VA L. Sh DT TE O E TOMPULEE
RN 5 2 LTy o MM EBEINRIZT 2 2 LIEATRETIE R VDS, HFHHiiC
BURRCHILEE 2 2 LRSS0 2 b d v, D F 0, SRR SOIR & SR
DIAKDENT, BEINTHENEZ WIS 2 BEOREB ORIy > TR % s
Té#@é“?%of\C@ﬁ@&%&of%‘+ﬁk@ﬁ%i%%mméﬁﬁi%ék
HAbNb,

WHEE DR E R ) e BT —FT Y RABIRIE W5 L, BEMIIKT 20D L) T
BB LOWFRICBT 5 EHIRIC BV TLERPIREE IR Tw L L E 2 X TOH
WNTEERL WP OMEZHRIL72), ToHEZRIELZ)THIENTE S,

(5) KEBASZ NI ZWHo T 5

BIZIE, ol BVWXOBEVOHHSELT B5) 2HIZLLL X, £ OlFZIX ¥
n:%%oJ@ﬁﬁszfFK%J%Em#éﬁé%ﬁ\%)@iéui@éwﬁﬁb
P, B AT A ETHREIBIET A LIk 5,

(6) KEBAZ NI ZW o TWDEREIEE R L,

YLOMMLFEFEORIMGE L DIMHE Y. (6) THIUX, THIBIZE-> T, TERE) 2E
ZEl e T HRBBREIA THNTE WS TS THDHI & TR, FEREICE T T,
EXORFE TEE Lz EWETLEFETHALIEIHAL, ZNICEbE TR BIE
THI LD, FEHICBWTH, X0l H b L &, RO %W THRRIMBIES
720, RS TRESNZNTHILIEH 5,

(1) BB APEHOERFEERFE LI LEIZOWTHE B 257 5]
Bl "EHo&S#HOL X, B& 2WkElAThrhb ) ZE Tl
Al TZZ, HYBLOTORENELL>TLES T,
B2 "&dH. TNIIKRETLR, dIREINZATT ),
A2 Twz, ZOFFWALR > To BEEDLOLAT L VATITITE,
B3 Tz o5, UL oA TTh,
A3 TCh, 204 EEOT,

EFRoR ) EDTIE, B2OREFETBIE ") b0T) A DEEOTH (NH) 22L&
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ZEZT0W5h, A2 Tk, ADRESINDERPHEZ LN ABMOFHAEE TR L W
)L BIZEAKEZEZ TWED, TFHPEETIHLDD)» ) EALAEGHIEZRIDITT
37, B2 TEL o2 ATT 2y LEMERTR U TS, ZosmEid, ik
LEERITH. Mg (2015) ICEIARREZAETH L VAL, ZORETBIX M) b1, #°
A DEBEOTHE (ANH) ET2MREBIELTWS, ZOHETTHIHEDOT, BAFhD
WSS TV WK TH 5 Z LDV IUE, TR ASAMDZB T B — iy 7 PR
BT bW TEiHE, Thbs I e b BIEPREIIR L, 20k & Tk,
DFRED S DIZHHES TWzbFTIEZR L Tk, & LTHEL T oA D
O (NEO»2 2 ERER) Tldzk d. FFRAYZZ SO (PR 72Lw9 72T X
HRZOLDODBIEL W) DIFTE RV, LA L, BFEOHTIEZ O L ) REROBIEIX
S HEDDOTH B, ", LWV FENRFREMERLEZR/TNEL > Tz b, JFE
FREDMEN 2 BT B 2R W F TH o 12 & BB IBIES TS Z 2138 1L
70,

WAEISOIRIL. BRI E > THEED R SN, BRA % S, BRIZIZEhpBIEShT
W EFEYIalb—varlLi), BRTALICHOTAZNTEILNTESL, Th
E O b EOA, Tt BEORFEMRIAREE RO L FAREICREET
HY, BRI TNRZOBELE LW T LA TE D, Kl FICET 2 %65 %
B2 5 2 AL L T IR Z 7280 2055 L 5 2 T { BT SCIRD 1T 9 2558 L T
B, BINGRARE S RETH S, T LT, HNSCIRIZDEFEEF D DRD
) (kv vay) PETLTLLEERETHNICELZTHMEBI %) L) B
TS TH B T2, KELUBETRS X )12, Bil@Ro 7ot 220070
AL LTl T 256 121%, LESHEAOMAMA L S BHMEDRE V. RRIZH T2
P AR OEE L b 50, FRLUANDEIZDONT 2 OOk E R HEYIZEBE L
THBIIHo

(8)  Jwi iy SR & T A1 SR O He

T W SOBR I SR

L FilneS HY

1% FERAROWHNE | v GEFHIE S DU AT )
FERRSE Mgtk eIy

B SRR EE fiw

FEah O W iR UERE DBy I 2L —va v

VL R SUR O 4EYE % B F 2 Chnig (20062, b) Tld, "Hi40E MG (linear prag-
matics) | EWIHAEZHEZIREBLTEY, bbb T "BINEHG EWIMHALIRELT
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Who —fiZ, By (dynamic) &9 &, BAEKGRO D H. BWREEGRH (dynamic
predicate logic; DPL) %13 U & 3 A2 E)EKE (dynamic semantics) % 5t  HAH X &
LOTIE Rt Bbhs, 72, Kempson et al. (2001) 7 Eo@#iiEam (dynamic
syntax) b RHEINIERBFHRRORNICIH 5 & RTLvwok 51E, dynamic 25 EE
e A RO TH S &35 —WEEDIL L 9 T LAFMELTWDE EEXT
BWihBnLwiEsH,

LaL. Z2TE)Bailan (dynamic pragmatics) & i3, ARG O TIELHH
ARENED DDA, BHES LEN S IZLEALRO LNV, LT 5 L TIEdH
FVHEYLAHEEIEREVERDNS,

I (2006a, b) TF 9 #smEi Hiw (linear pragmatics) (X, LUF 0 2 DOR# % F# -
TWwhb,

9) FE Ak A3 Rl B HRSRA IR A A 2 ALY B

GO & FERE ORI LS FEBIRE % S 20 &0 ) R D

1

@
&)

);%

p=at]

LLH. M (2009) THEET S X )1, 7 BB —#HE%E . T D THNIL,
LFEERGS (psychopragmatics) & OBlEME HMWEEZ SNL, INET, LHFHY
\ZB1F % P (sentence comprehension) DFFZEIL. ik OER - FFERIC T EAH -
7ZEBbNBD, FAHOMLERLOOEMMRICHEZELL ZETIRITHbhZ
Motz (BrwE, HHICHRE SN R o 72) Mz &K e LT LOEEE TR
DEREABDDLIENTED, KinTOMELHEE 25 &, BNOCHEHGRD 5\ ITHSE
HLHERERR E Vo 2B B U472 L Bb DA, S E WD TRE L 72w,

ST, LBRoOOREEIE, G, Al 2T 5 LR OETE  THE 2R
R LTS ERAUE, OISR LR TR T 20 TIE R L, BIREBIEZ A
EL A AR A EZ BRI E L SV E2RT, $72. QOREIE, Biny.CBEE
A, g LEEODH VA ONLREOTIHERETIC, MHOMRICED L S
EERIRL TV

3. MR L REERER

Z ZCIERLIEIR O R & SR O W TR L7z v FRALG S CRLE & IR
(short-term memory; STM) & E#Z04% (long-term memory; LTM) 124035 2 L 12 ES
(BIRDONTVEIETHELH, EOLIAH, HOEIECHEI LBV TS
L —FWITHEEL TV LD TIERL, Sl L) bITEHmOMZEICHATE %5
E)DRIMEFEET B0 BRALEYTIZ, ZRIIVAVWAE LIS BLEE 3 458 L.
JERLHI B 2 B ORI 2 EHGELE (immediate memory) (2 (FHHIRCHE) & (RIIE
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) ZMA. BBLRUTOL ) IZHEL T LHE 0,

(10)

il
e

PR, REIRICBERICRE SN, ChZ2RERER W DEERREE S, HiZEh
FAERREICEE SN, CO—HlRMEEICEEIN T, EAMIRESI NS, JEiil
HoOWE, Sla s BREREICHR I Z IR 27259,

SO 2 MO 2 E T 5% 2 1%, James (1890) ¢ primary memory & second-
ary memory 225X U F 0. 20 A PIE0 5, BAE T OIEETD 5 HiH & s
DT H B HFEE ) X SRFES N, WiE 2 FERE, a2 RIGCREE T 5X50°
—fAL L7z & w9 o Tk, FNELIE 2 AR & AR L DX R R LT, 1
¥EGelE (working memory) & B 3B &ARE S /- (Atkinson and Schifrin 1968,
1971)c RRE VI HYOEESH L L CTHFTOLRTRZ HHi#H 1272w LT, HHETIRL
MY 70 2w LEMBO L AL LTEHINAERICHZTTWS W) TENRERD
7259,

EHICHERTEOMERIE W, FRUH 7o 2 e LCRFEL T s NS X H 1k
V. & 2SI TIE. central executive (FULHIEIER) & ZDIBTFICH B AT v F -
7%y I (sketch pad)* & ##)V— 7 (phonological loop)® 2EitlE2 R LT b & &
N %735, Salamé and Baddeley (1982) <Tld., ZHIZ—RKEEH#H (primary acoustic
store) ZMR BREN R EN, 4 DDOEHENL L LERLREMET S LI 1Tk o7,

BHLV—TE TN L, EE3h, —REBIFEREIX TNR2H, HEA T v T -
Ry Nk TZRBH, EFHEIRTWE, SEFNICHS & BV — 7 LB REE
S, FHRREM & BRI E V) T H IR o TW i, BV — 772 —2MI
FHEDIZDDE DO TH S, Tl (phonological) & LT 574 (phonetic) & L
TWARXERbH D FFEEH (EFEFLEHR) PRISATuRwve, BRI L &
WALFIZ B 2 M RIT TV B R Y, SilFErois e, MEE RS, UTOKR
&, Eysenck (1986) #ZZ(Z5|HEMMIELL72bDTH Y, SiHLIEOBIR 2 SR
THLEIAHLDBLBVHEOD, FlFWAERIGODETHELETLE D S, &
By AR OV T, Z0E2ICH ERMYE (meaningfulness) & TLEIDHR E 5 (depth
of processing) L WA EZ 2% EbH LA, I TNV TEL,

&%

ol

> AL > FHRE | D> R

* & %\ 13 scratch pad, visuo-spatial scratch pad, visual-spatial sketch pad 7 & & Bl X h T
Wk, STITETWRE) A7y F - 28y Fy EIRLTWw S,
> articulatory loop & b FH &, FFFEIIE TEA V-7, BRMAEL TV D,
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(1)

HR S Al B 5

WE A7y F -

AN

EMEEICIoWwWTY, Bk (declarative memory) & Fis X 9L (procedural
memory) & \9 XA T HNTWw5b (Anderson 1980), HiSkHRM#OIETH 5 i
FIH LT BETEHERERHIEICHL L RN LEETH S, S 51T BukyFLRE
1%, EBRELIE (semantic memory) & TV — FELIE (episode memory) # Xl X,
FVLOPDT = ROLZOXGPEETH L Z L VHERIN TV S,

SEFICE S & BURELRE S W) BRIEFELANG 2 52 505, Z OFLEFIBIIN
BN T WA EHIT declarative sentence (kL) WO XA E->TWnBEEZ SENT
WE72OTHAH) XOFERELTED, LERTEIREA T, L LTONER
iz Twabo L i, TKIE 1T SETIEERK O ERZTHM T 51 O X9 BB
L DOEEDHBRMFLE L VI T LR D, Lidv i, FEEEEICBIT 2 EZBEOIUED H
DB TH S EIFFEELIZ Ve HIZ, FEEAIY L CEWHT 5 BICIE SR
ELELEBRVEV)ZEND LNBEWVD, WERTIVEESNTVWE ELTBVWTAR
WERXRVESL I BIH)—HOFmEWRLEL ZL XLV AROB X % FIEILL
THHELHEREZ EIHRLTED, AMA kS TEATELDY, THIRFIZHESL,, 2k
NTEZDTHOPLL FRHEMRBOH L LTHEITONL, Sl M/, Sl
BOBMBTHEOEEHRENTEXLLHICRE0, HOMOFRENEEE LTHELE
MRIZEVWRDEAH, TOMIETEH LTINS,

BOR RO TALX & L CORIRRLEI THloTwa 2k, ONETHH, TV —
FREHLVWIETETEREEIE THATWE 2, ONRETHERICKFEDYTEL
TETLICHTIRMOEMTH L, TEY — FRBRIAMIHFHEOLDTH 2 DI
L. BRLEEABUHAOEWIZLWOENE LEEZONEZEBL VL) 0, HEORK
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Bia ZLIETHEAIETHI LYY — FREN D2 DLDI R LEZ) AHTIEHL DD
D, LEOMRERD L TENZEWMEIZX G TELPICOVWTREEN I LIEF 2%
WEAs 9,

Ty — FidBIE, \4 NOGLEXPRIKRICZ>TWEIOTHANLZLDOTH S, L
L. #HICEVHD ANZAEDFE L LI ICTETLORETH Y. kISR 2Lk
Bo TENREMLE R ZH W) Lo 2BERLGEOBEZLTHBY., EBICHEL
ZebIFTRBZVCHAFE LI )ICREE LTERSINL, bold, BIEIKBRLZET
HoTh, RZOLODPTHAEINL L THBEE SN, oL AFROLETE
BLTLESADTHILWEHEHDOT, FHICLL200FERBRIIL2DO0IESIFEEET
Fawhd L’

T/, AR, FICRMEBICBYT BELI) L) B0 L TRET 5 explicit
memory &, KD ) HIZELE L T L £ 9 implicit memory % X594 % Z & HfTb i,
FRE PR 22 E3E b MEBERY IR SN T WA X9 TH B K TiEkb v’

KA L2 FODIR, AFZHERIZZEIEOR) L) 23 5B, il %47
) ETED LS ITREHEBAE D TWAD), EOLHI RV ATLAEEZNE) FLE
BTELONL V) ZLTHDH, EFHFLOHEFEOKTEMFIUIL T - 72 B IHLE
HOT, LDHFZORREZHFT 2200013 %<, DHLAAZORI L v, 72725iEI%E
SRR, FEHGRORMAL LTROONLH ) HIZOWT, Sl FICEEHRO
BlErOBEIEMA, LERLLAZMELVDOTH S,

Givon (2001) TIXBIFRETHEREZ BT 2 IBMEICOWT Y Y — FRMEDT 7 £ 2 %217
IBDLHELTWEY, Ol LE I LTBLLETIR, BRlEL Y Y — Fil
RMOMBRIEIHL TBLIRENESL ),

RHIRERICIZRAZ B L T S ARG IR T 2 AR AU S Tw b & &
Z %o THIMRPHMFIEEH SN TE VHEDPOHFEIRFESNLE 0 Lk, HEEL
B ORISR A ITE S RMEE S E R > THOHLE W b L EE 5TV D
b, BEOAHERFHI N L —FF 7OBRICH S LEZLDONEHRNIES D

S JUFEDOHBLIEDI Y K LESN AT THEHETZWI EDPHE LY, BEEALZIRTWS
CENEDERABREL LTHBRINAZDTL22E0HMONTVS, T2, HHRPEHENY O
HTHFOUFFICIRZA S L) ICA =) —D—HEEREED ., H LI DM ERAYRED N
FFICHAATND &) FERRIRMIE (FI 21X, TSR w Ay ORBITH%ELB1I. TOHS
PEWAZEMBIEICE T, BEHLIFTHTHLEMBEND) BB ENVT LI ENMS
nTnb,

T B, Doz, BRI STRR AN, R - B R (1997), 2EP (2002), H
e fEA (1999), dfg (2001), 43 - B (1999), #FH2E (1999), Wilson and Keil (ed) (1999)
LEEBBIL w5,
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D COEEHETHMNSG, T2 TIE UTOXHICEEMIERLTBHBL,

(12)  FHERIE, XEESME DY v ¥ a YREDETD S H T 5 Aok c, BRI
TR IS SN 72K TRRE T H 5o MEARNRRISAIT IS E 0 S A, )52k
YOO —HEELZDDITIIII LML S, AN ZEHMARE 2
Fo Bl EARICHRIUIZ WA FIHTE 2 IREIIEMAL T & 2 A8 IIEH R
Bdbo

B, (9) T TkH, EEBLL TWD DI permanent D ERTEWHERE S 2 &

BERL T2, MAHMEOF L EL2WADR R 225 FTAEERFLTHTD Jw
A —EMHOBICHEET AL VAL, RIEGEO LT, ERiELESbh b
WhWLEERICHET 2EED H 5PN FIRFIICIIREHAE D INCHFEL TWwb EE R
b0 DFEN, BEELEE V) SEEICHETAEES T T — % LT O RMITHEERAIR
B BHICET 2 Wb W 5 AR DUK S S Hs s . BB 2 Rk MU 5
BARETHI LI LV, I = LE LI VICHBENTEETE 2L S 2T, W
B IRE R BRI B I e v e 2 2%, Gl EXGTE L LAV EHIPTIE. KL T
BRI WAL,

CCETOHRMEBHLCUTOIIICRICLTEL . TOXKFIEH &L THEBIET S
A (13) 2B EOREZ SREMESTEHCE L LV ICRABE LA LES 257259,

(13)  REIELREO TALX 5

SRmELHE | Tl & R

5 o N RERITE LR
TEZEEE | AR

-4 o ST & I L A
i Bk i e TR
I FEEE R

Bk SEAW
Sk

4. SFEMED7-HDLIEHELEEE

5FWIE0HE (short-term memory; STM) 1%, EB)E0fE (working memory)® & [i]—# &
N, TWE %2 BB R 272 CTHRARAEDSECH LD OIS T2/ ER) 2L b8
LWL I THS, T (1999) TlE. UF) TEEL KENIH -7z TEHERE, O
ant EBRLEEL TIETT Y AT A2 oo RE L B s b LIl ko7 L

SRR DAV T —F VXY = Lo FEEL VSRS,
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TWb, TV —71k, SFENREREZOFF2HEERFLTCVLZITE ST
% (IIFibid.), MRDOZ & 7A5, STM 1Z LTM & DR OERICEHLTWS D
DT, FHREE VIR HIE, LETOLZAOBEICEHELTW R0 EE) 2 e
T&%, LTFTIE, ToOmMLEEZTHEZMR 72\,

4.1. NIERIE

BENL, INLORBET NV E B2YE. W O»OSEF MR L FHH A ZEIC
ANTZETNIZT HUENDH L, bHEAHA, AINLBEIZBWTEENEDLLDIXTXTO
R TIE R L, FEEO Y AT LAOLERIIELL DS A VD, —HKEilre — B2
HLEIDBETNEFZRTI, €T FTEMFMNICERT, HRORRPED LI LH D
THFE, GHENREES AT AL RRELwe, LW BE»SITFH L 5.

(14) AR L7-SHE» SR 2123, FHARICHT 2 SR Ee ZRT 5
VEDD Y HEROMKD HHERZ MY 21213, SBELRRICHET 5550
Wik ZRT 2 LEDD B0 HEROBFIRIFIS, ik A 2 — 7 7% E Ok
EIRRIC S SRR S L 20U 5720,

{ZRI 2 SRk P OAILICIE, Martinet (1970) ©F ) “HfivdH 5, ok b,
PEEOMAGOETHRBNEZ O 2072 5HUE, 2BEICHRET 5083 7% <, HH
POHILEHR. AL Hi. 0 #EEE W) WO b ORA EITREEEET 50725 THET
BIE3HH, FERIHL TR EEZEZONL, LAL, EROZHELMAGDE L W) MG
ZHRoTVADREHZDODTH - T, THZMHEDF CFMMTRIL T2 Li3%E
RBREMIIE e A, DIUbIUIHREIIIE R RE R ALPE 2 (5 912
1o TEBLT, BRFICHEIOMNZ ZT§2BELH TR L. BREMILUHEL T2
EEZDLODVENESL S, LR, (14) 13 (15) O X)ICHEDLT &k b,

oo
B

(15) & L 7238552 L3 21213, SaB Ak %2 S L 2 00 g2 & o SEai e,
BEMIATbIL S,

FER I Z B I AU, FHERE R, BRBERLHE R EO LV O 2 FEkd
HIlRBVONERBTHEL, bbHA MTPRET M) L) PITHEL TR
L EAEE T 7 7 ANTHI LW TH Y, MEENLVEERPEBUSEEEZL) 2 L
bWRETH Lo B - RBEABUHTIE, EHERER - BEHR, oV, MEER IO
TORBD ) T LATH % (RERBESHRINESH@MPPNE S T Rwy) 2Edbd
D FEFLHDHIOBRBETIEZ o TLE) 23D ) F Do

M72Hid @l FEREZAT o T EEIR 2 F R 2 T 2 DD v, EEHLT
BY., HFORGEVHHRRELZ LD TH L L V) HEPRVTHZLFaIa=r—T 3
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BT BRIV TH D, T, JEH (principle) & 59 L) b, A8 (axi-
om) (ZHVWHDE LTHEST THEIREZLEEZONL DT, Wi (A BT
D4 FE) (axiom of rational interpretability) & IF58.° D ld, BEEZ WO THLE S,

ST, FEMo 2RO TR TEAEDIMHTE A e EiE, ELILHT 720
2, BEECTELMY) 2D F ERIFT LUEND %o

(16)  FEREDOMPILIL) 2 SN D £ TIIAN L72F A% Gt L 72 IRE O £ X1
WERFFLTBLLEDVDH L, L L, BEOEXZ KRB O X T RRFH RS
52 LIIRELAMTHY), RFTELZAERICOMADVD 5, W, KA
XD T IHRFFT B LD v MIRIIIRE L TREFTE T Z v

HEORD L) OhTid, IFASOHEZZD, Zbozii LA EMRREE % L
7eNTHIELHDH, TNHEDD TN THKET UL, R bidehi 25X R
FEICFEBELTBI ) EERLTHREICDED LI DD D, LA L, LFETHEER "Ho
R, TL2RVE ) REGEE#RD, A Y A=Y aryeT7 7y b, ATHBORSR
EyF, HORMR ST TIEMICEEL L) &3, HISo@RmmaE L s,

Mizbid, HIFORFEOEHEFZHET A L1, HEVIIFHEIHE) ST 1EH (FRER
VrAF . BHLE) bHbETHET L L), RFLTBLZLEEATRERTLZW
A FE TR O 22 Th Y. REFLLY L LTOREBIRELICHIELTL
9. BAOEBTHNIHTOREZBEICTRATHIHT LI EANTE T, Kl
TIEFHHOBESIETT L LITAHEVHENICERT2E2ATH S,

BELDED LI HFEMBTH Y, TR A ZHERRL NG HE RN TV D, bW 5
SCEIRIZ B 72 B DA B2 7 ) 72D AR 2 2D F FHRFFL TH (e LT
LM (processing memory) % HET A &I 5, WBLEEIZ. SiEOH SRR L
HROMMAHD L E T, MW/t BY)OFHEEAEZ TE L7721 BFEITHRFFLTB
Thb. bbAHA. UPOFHEEAL, BMOFEIIH-5D0R R FWEFE - NTHEK
REATVWEDT, ZOFFRFT LI LIIRELAMTH Y, HENIIHEBREDOTE
R NUE L TBE, WMHENFEDOIIRFET AL EN R L 25 L EZ T IV, ZORBEE
W PRFRERERI 220 2 L AUREIIREIRIOE VW K D IR Z A 00D LIV WS, IR iy 7 S
ORFHE RE, HHANIETEZ RWERL W LD S,

SR E L CORFEOAMZ R S 51201E, L) EEREHZT 25K L.
MRICEE TR WIEEBIIER L T E W) FENEZLNLA5 I3, A 7 5%

O B ST TR EMRTARENICOVTIE, JBREEINA 2 LENH L. T2,
AR TAEL E WO IPUHICHET A2 D TIE RO T, BACBIT2ERLEFA L DE LT
PRBL, EIEANESTRITNE, BELZWARBZAIINT 2 X&725 9,
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SHEMINT I E TR ERBT 20 HEPEHHTHA ). WiHElE. HoRH
RA VM A=Ta v EHICEZE L Bbh D MR L. ZNUIMNIIERE 2% PREE % e
FTHLIERENZNIH72D., RO KL TIBHWOFTHEEET 74NV AT 5T & TR
FH3oZIlb%5, BB "ol 2 BRLANVIILTLEY, TRIZTELTH
LWEADE) RIAFHTE 720 HH0IE TOXFRDEIBA Vb A—=a Y TEo72,
EVIHRAFERENTE V) HETH S, T, JiEOR) T EEY, ERek)lSiE
EALL TV 7201 RFF LR K MBESLHAHVES &) FHEEH 5.

4.2. BEEE
B E LTIY EF2_EL0L LTI, SHICBTO2 Mdid 2,

(17) FHFFEORD & 2 M IZED 2 ([ FFLEE ADEHRE LD L ) H3Hb b F
TOMBRIFLTBLLENDH L, 22T THRFEAOER, &1k, BEdH
L2 SRET A LERRL SR OMILEL (7 7A NS 2 v ay) 2T, #)
RIRFTEDRBIC R > TR ERNAZIRLTWER R LD (=1
Tav) MECEYD, FREAOERERFFL TWD 2 LRIRFTHSINE O H
Thb, Ly varyo#TH BRBEAOBERIL. REFT 2 LED R T U
AR AAENSL Z L% < REFT 5 LEED B AUSHE R AR IS A0A
h, RO — %2523 2&ilh%,

(18)  ZEHEOMRUCIZ. FEEMEZ T T AR D ST 208 0H D, T2 T
) HHAERIE. V¥ Y a v R EoFHBAGRRMUANORIE T, AROER e Sh
Ly BPNAGERAERTH D, FHIE LTRRE LToOGEMEI MR-, —H
PEDSHE L e RN H B0 —T7. Sk, SEEAN T ClEm» M
RIERTH LD, T2 ISR T . HERERIT & OFIME D 7 AR
R b,

BUBRASGE A T2, MBE D7 — 8 LB O F—F OM 2 RFFL TB L 2 & id,
A LETZEPERII L LV ERTIEIEREDH L, L2rL, FHOLREICEE
HIZRRENRZEZ 5ND L, REEILOREZIIMCHE LIV L, WO LE LA
FEAT MBI L CTRIFT A HEDIKREL EDLOTIHNR L LI AL RL I E, B L
EZAEDLEL L, —HUHANEA LR TRIFIRBOIREZ IR T 5 L ZE X THBIRE
Thbo HHPRIZLEE LR T — % OFETRMITIHHEE IR ED T — & 25 TH L6
B, BlzIE, [se:go] L) FiliEE Tk, LVWORBRBIIHRLZHL1E, 208
EEERTOTEMRFFTLILRIMELTHLI NI LIRS, Ll BHWOFHEE LR
FLTOURWIREBIZZ > T (ET 51, BRTLIEW, FREICHEZTWRWVIREICZ >
T)y Ml LB BN ER TER, OMEMENTH > 7L % 2 UL, /saigo/ &
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Iseigo/ \ITERELFMPL L TV 2 L BATINHEE 21T 2 L B IRETH 5,

FRMBOSEESF 2L N, SHLANVEBEL XL, BEL LD SHHEER
2T Bitan LV, SUEIED HIFHEERZIEE T 2 BIRL XU, Zh RO LN
WAZLBERDSESe Z & % 2 2 CIdsli (abstraction) &5, 2 ZTid, 2% FiEF O
ML EEE 2T EHE OB - HGE - BRE V) 40D LRV EEENICEET 5
FEEOMB IR R B NIEIESAIIE LI VO T, LF LS IHRLEZ B2 %) LB
HTwo HL, SCTIEETNVE LTHERMN IR EZHET 57200 FNHE LTHRET 512
LW, A OBMUBLE L TOEROHTTIE, TD L) REBEEATLHEL TS D
FTTIEGEWEEZD, LA, ATt ATIE%RL, 1 DO ZHEBIZ B VT
X533 5% 2 L d BERMEIRENICREINTWS LT 5O0BEMICITZYTH S
Vo €I Ty B FMICRD L NS E R S, Z Ol £ D L~V TEEZREHRIE
REICIEE S D 2 & 2 BAnyshi (mechanical abstraction) & IFOY, BGRIWRBE&ICE &
BDTBL 72720, WENSZFHEERNOEOLERAMY L), BifiEwR (ER
EbEL) FMOMELAZD T L3HENCIH ML, LEIHNE, ERPBEE
ZMOWMTI LD TELLEAL), BF - TBREFE - ST - CEK - FESEWRZI) 42
RS, Eh e EHENA, R, BRI, ERREA. SR
Wi E LTRRE L THE L BRBRAEHI, ThoD[LIIBIhbhTnb EEZ
B2OTIEEL BAEMICRINTVD ERFHTIEIEZ L0 SikF MO OMEEEE 2T
X3 T&EAHLIIILTHL,

AWMTRETSH9 120 T, & SoMETIE R wWhIRTEHE SLEEET
R HBRC, TR CE 5 &) ICHHIORBELZ KT 2 € 521L T, 2HE5IFERY
FTIE % C HARIZAE L 2262 0T, HIAAIE (natural abstraction) &IF5R, Zh
L ERRLERHHRLE TR AN DR T, TRENALIZH L %,

B, Ty gy (session) v HEEIZOWTH, MHICHERELTEE v, 22
Ty va R0, "R e, OE»L# T ETEHRTHOEKRTHS, b
DAy FEEOGIIZBWTE, EORREZRIGE T, EORRNERTERLTME
W 72 Z LIMERERPLELRLELH S THS ). KTld. SHRBIET 5 RHbE 5k
LoD, UTOXIIZEZTEE 2,

(19) v rvar&id. ") L) OB LR T ETERITHOER, THYH . KOO
SR b o TIHE D, KEBEOEFER TR 2R TET T4, kv ar
MHBEL T2, s mIRT 240, —doRih2NE L —HE L mEat%
EOBEDNS X D/NSWHAIZXGT2ZEBWMETHD, £y ¥ a Y ONE
BT B ED/NSVHALLZYT 757 (paragraph) LIER, 11y a3 vidl
DULDNRTG T 700650, 1237777312 LOXr6%D, 120
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LiE 1 OUEOHGENS 25,

tyvarvid, ZHEORFHEOARZHEH INLEDIF TR, THEEZORLY LD TH X
V BEBMBEDBBPTEDS FITD, Mbo7/)$2) 2Ldd) )b, LHEE
WAL MABODPHHAKDY) FTOHRAFOHEN 1y P a v 2T LR
5o

i H R O FE DB 2> & O FLRFIRZ E DR A 9o (16) IZ5H £9H %, &KWbO
v Ya VORRREINGINE LS wERGH 5. TNE. wbWw b FiEERE Hv
THBLINZZRTH 5. T, HAMICRE, HiEoEHTH 29, St H
WTHATE L EN/2bDTH B E 2T H 06, ANk (formal context) & Z 2 TIHIFAZ
ElZT %, WAIRIZBEAEN 2 SO T, KEHESMENF LA L TV 5E 2 L5 (N
2006b, 2009) 127> TWb, BIZIE, A& BOTANEGHLTWT, A TEES %
FIOTOWTHRRPEVWAL,) LEoe T, Ay Y a U TT4H5ET, 20
BRI N R T NE RS v, — IS, B OWTOFREHEHELZ ADZ O
a2 Lidhwd, MEFLLTCEREZMGALBLFEAE LTRELTWS 2L, &
NGBV EDPRDODOND, TTH— CORFEEZHELTBELRDNS, Bukiz, B
TE, KAPNEZ S 72, B THIVTVEALSLZVwD? | & AICS>E T
ERXLRZ Ly ¥ a vBMEPARIET 2 L) FE (= BRI A . Nk
ibid) \ZEXT A L% b, £y ¥ a yOIEASURE F BT 2RISR 7 & A3Y
ik S N5 RL R AR & AER LR (discourse memory) & 5,

HERRLEIZ 1 o0ty v a YORIKBE L DITEL, kv v a YR RY RRE S A,
RIEM O LAV E2E T IEIRRH &Il X o TEHRMELL) HlA RS h
LB E VW Z LItk b, BB AA. BRIMICHZ > TREOERAAN Sk,
ERECRFEE S NS, b TLE) L IEZOND, KREOERERFEET 51213,
HEELTERRLROELZ RN, S5V LRe T WIERZ R LT 52—, €9
THWERIEZEE LD, BHZOLOZELELLY) LTEEZHELZTNZRS
Bl b WMICEZIE, BBENITHATEE, WRLZ LIIENRNS, ke LT
PERZEFFRFLEVIZLETHY, CNIFRBEOHILE VI THID S b O DRIRM
RREEVIHD DL, TNA, HKEFLREICBT 2 BRI TS %,

AR LI T LB EC S 2 R TR O E A B RDIHRE Y A E N D, £y v a v
B BIZEARMBIZEL 2300, BB IZHERIFEHSATEY., 2hsoFHiiv
DTHIERPUMEZ ZIRREIC R > T B, T TR CICRIAREZRIREL @
C L RN LS N T WD R LB 2 LT b, D F ), REERLTEOE
T IFnEHbshTnb 2 &2k %,



SCHRDOF: & LT ORI m—# 1 SOIR & #4ett— 95

4.3. FEHEE

TS, (world knowledge) &1, & v ¥ a PR T BHIHSHFMEL TSl
Ty WIS T 2 HEROBKRTD 5o THER AR I FRAAIITIIME AN 2 b D723,
AL LCIld 2 EEA (Pl 21X TEEYIIEh, 28) 3 0. Lz &
WL OO LNV ORFERTEAE SN H#EDH Y. S SICKER &/ OERATL
PEAINZVAEDL DD, BBAAERALPHO2WE ) RAGRDEATVS, T
3. by T UIGREL TWR DD (=3I v 2%k bz2)i) 3dHAEAIHDN
K TlE, T7 4y Z WP A WA TR N T v 7R ET A HikmE L b, T4
bbb, 3. THFAERIIMALFRED, AT 2HEOBMAKTH L, L. T205p
WKCREEINTOUEIDLIASIN TV RVWLDEH L, LEZ D, HEDL NV THIF
TRERELT 2 2 L ICEMERD Wb Tl RS, FEEMA LS 2w L 32#icg <
DAPEATLHMHACHEE LT LD H Y, LHELMEICHERUTRETEIEVEEZ D,

ST, HAFEOBRIFR A 34T ) WG IR R & SRR O W AL TH L, T
Rk, b TEEMEL b, HLUWEHDS L5 XNB T ICE o T ARSI SR
DIBEIESN72D 32 LEZ LN, HICHEFHSN) 2L BONLH, SiEMHERICIE—HE&
LCTLE ZIEHAEHNO X H I 7228 Mas@pliirbh e ndbodbH b, 720 AR
ERL &I AT EDTT 4 v 7 ke LCSBARREEET S L. RAZSHEY
BOERMNZBXTOP LT OMRIIEAE L T OPEETH 5. L L. Hiihwy
BEBI o TSHBHMAPERLTVLEITIIZ 21w, 2% ), Silmikz. w4
WCREEAL L TEMBIBIEDL TE R WD DL /LT HEE LW OO, HREARD X5 ITR
BICHEBFT I NTVRDEEEZERETHEVEVD T LIk D, SHEMMRIE, HREHRASE
BIZHBRTH LD L, #HIRIC L > TRRZ b 00BBLRMSME R <, FhmdsR
HEHDREORBESROONL L AL HLH, MaEHIZ EP L72RICR > Tw
HEIALDDH, ERTBLIREESL ), INLOHBDOD L% 2 2 Cld "Rk
By EMFATEL,

TRRFRE T I ARG O L AR SRR/ T E T LR S o TV B AN,
H 2 ASEER U TS L 225 O8I & o TR B D00, ZOEHoEE SR
T SICBVTEWYDH L EEZONLD0O0, HHZRBERBIITIZIZ VO TIE W2
29 2o 30 FERHCEI N7 BOGH O TS & FERR 7 L ©CHUE L - BDE b o B3k <t miE
MWHEBENTEIHL D00, HHILHEESIZBVTEE 5TV EIEHRL RV, £ UK
ENTWBEE, BRGNP LIS 2522 TEEZTBL, MLEHIT Tk %
TOAT) &l fillo7z ) BRI LREBAZ ORERIERO — B2 K LT w5
WarEZ 5L, ML STEAROMICDEREERM LTI 2 L0 bb b,
» (10) ORMFEEO T X5, BRI ORMAL LT, DT (20) k)i
BTHLUE L7z,
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ML R DT, EERPEHALEN TV D EIZE 21T v LA L, SiliiEo
Z AFEHAL STV S, FIHIC X > T Iz 2 IRBIC R 2 PIEHEOREICH S &
ZzbNb, MR, Ly ¥ a v B LA E 525 BRLTERDZ <
FEHEIE SN VT F T, WHIEIR-> TwE ERTWWES ), 22T kv ¥y a P
HRED., AR EB I 2D B L CREREHRCLE L AT N5 1EHLS, HRHGEEAN
THE LS I, BEERLRICE SN D L E X D,

(20)  ZNERRCIE D TALIX 5

SRMRE | PE el
" N — Tamwcscrak
A TEZ LN | IR e
g . FHTE T ERE
£ | mosmi o
- = . - TR
EIRGELIE LAk
SCEHTE

LT GRS, DT O &) 2RtREEERET 5 2 L1k b,

(21)

)3%

. > LB RE AR > et | AL TR

5. 3 DOXHRIER & R iR

HERNICER SN XRE LTE, 3Tzl k912, AR (formal context),
IRIESCHR (situational context), HiEkCHR (knowledge context) ## 2 5, %38, LT T
AR L) DI, REEPREMICER L T ETHE S B B ENL—RHOZ &
Thb. ETHOMEEICBIT S BN, 2. 2ROy ¥ a3 VICE»P NI E DN
EVBBORQLERITHNYT 5, TO3XGIE, EEPLEICHUOLNTREEZEZERTD
DTHAHH §TIZ Ariel (1990) (Z[AFED 3 X5373%H%> T 5,'" Huang (2007),
Cutting (2007) (I FEED 3 X53h3 275, M LZMEEICE EE->THB D, ek
BRI L OBIRICER L2 DIE %R,

Huang (2007) ©& 9 linguistic context 23R GH DA CIRICB B Er4aflY L, physical
context |3 BB L RIRWTIRICH YT 525, K TE ) WHMRDIZ ) B3 & L #lipi A
JE\y, F 72, situational context (% Crystal (2003 ) BNEI LI, FESENLIEREIN

10 (2003, 2004) TIZB TV 575, Em@mwﬂﬁimmqunfﬁéo%lﬁu\é
LWigimd e <, HICAHDP SR EIN TV BITHE RV,
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C=HLTHLTHWOLNEZ DD ), TOLHAEITIE. £y ¥ a Y BINEOARSEE
GELETL I LR DD, KTV ) IRESIR GBI ZAELE T 2 FHARDC O PR ff R
DH xRS, F72. Huang (2007) »F 9 general knowledge context A3k SR 12 4H 4
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Constitution of The Pragmatics Society of Japan
(Abbreviated Version)

Article I. Name and Purpose
1. This society shall be called the Pragmatics Society of Japan.
2. Its purpose shall be the advancement of pragmatics and related disciplines.
3. Activities:
PSJ shall

1) organize annual conferences, and special lectures and talks;

2) publish Studies in Pragmatics;

3) carry out other relevant activities.

Article II. Membership

1. There shall be three categories of membership: regular, student, and institutional.

2. Any individual or institution in agreement with the purposes of the Society can obtain
membership by paying dues.

3. All individual members shall be entitled to participate in events organized by the
Society and to submit manuscripts for presentation at the Society’s annual conference
or for publication in the Society’s Journal.

Article III. Officers

1. The Executive Committee of the Society shall consist of a President, a Vice-
President, a Secretary-General and other officers.

2. The President shall serve for two years and serve as chair of the Executive
Committee.

3. The President, Vice President, and Secretary-General shall be elected from among the
members of the Executive Committee.

Article IV. Meetings
1. The Society shall hold an annual General Meeting.
2. The Executive Committee shall meet at least once a year.

Article V. Fiscal Policy

1. The Society shall be financed through membership fees and other donations. An out-
side audit shall be conducted annually.

2. The fiscal year shall start on April 1st and end on March 31st.

Article VI. The Secretariat and Other Committees
1. The Secretariat shall consist of a Secretary-General and one or more assistants. The
Secretary-General is responsible for the overall management of the Society.
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The Editorial Board is responsible for publication of the Society’s journal.

3. The Conference Committee shall be responsible for reviewing conference abstracts,
and for other matters related to conference planning and execution.

4. The Public Relations Committee shall be responsible for announcing information in
the Newsletters and on the Society’s web page.



Instructions for Authors of Studies in Pragmatics (S/P) and the
Style Sheet of English Papers

I. Manuscripts

1. Qualification for acceptance of submissions

a. This journal only accepts contributions from members of the Society.

b. When there are two or more authors, at least the first author must be a member.
Non-members are expected to apply for membership before they submit manu-
scripts. If there are flaws in membership qualification, or are in arrears of annual
fees, the process of review will not commence or will be stopped.

2. Categories of submissions
Submissions in three categories will be considered (cf. below). Authors should
specify a category at the time of submission. After reviewing the manuscript, the
editorial committee may also request the author(s) to change the final categoriza-
tion.

a. Research papers: Empirical or theoretical studies that make new or original con-
tributions to the development of the field of pragmatics.

b. Research notes: Articles reporting on work still in the early stages of develop-
ment, or intended to stimulate research in a particular area.

c. Discussion notes: Findings or critical comments responding to research papers or
research notes that have appeared in S/P, the Proceedings of the Society’s Annual
Meeting, or in other publications related to the field of pragmatics.

3. Prohibition of repetitive publication and duplicate submission

a. Papers submitted to S/P must not have been published previously, except when
they are revised versions of oral or poster presentations made in the past.

b. Submitted papers should not be under consideration for publication elsewhere
(duplicate submission prohibited). Authors may submit only one manuscript as
the first author at a time for consideration. Papers that will be presented at the
annual convention may not be submitted.

4. Languages

a. As a general rule, papers should be written in English or Japanese.

b. For authors whose native language is not English, it is strongly advisable that,
prior to submission, manuscripts be corrected and edited by a qualified native
speaker of English. Graduate students should consult with a supervisor before-
hand regarding the appropriateness of their manuscript.

5. Deadline
a. The deadline for submission is in early April of the given year.
b. Further details will be posted on the PSJ website.
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6. Submissions

a. (! At the moment, we are renewing our website including pages for submitting
papers. Please see notices on the website when submitting to S/P 19.)
b. Further details will be posted on the PSJ website.
7. Results

8.

a.
b.

Submitted papers are refereed, and authors will be notified of the results within ap-
proximately five months.
Proofreading

Authors are responsible for the first proofreading only.
Corrections should be limited to typographical errors.

9. Offprints

Authors may purchase offprints of their articles at their own expense.

II. General Format

1. Paper size, volume and format

a. All manuscripts should be submitted on A4 size paper.

b. Leave margins of 2.5 cm (1 inch) on the right and left, and 3 cm at the top and
bottom.

c. Type in 12-point font, 70 strokes per line, 32 lines per page.

d. Manuscripts should not exceed the following lengths, including notes and refer-
ences: research papers, 20 pages; research notes, 10 pages; discussion notes, 5
pages.

If the result is ‘acceptable after revision’, the author may increase the volume of
the paper by approximately 10% in order to make sufficient revisions.
2. Layout

a. The abstract should appear on the first page of the manuscript, after the title, au-
thor’s name, and author’s affiliation. The abstract itself should be preceded by
two blank lines, and begin with the word ‘Abstract’ in the upper left corner.

b. Abstracts of English papers may be written in Japanese or English, and should
not be more than 8 lines in length (about 100 words in English).

c. The abstract should be followed by two blank lines, followed by the body of text
(no abstracts with discussion notes).

d. A maximum of 5 keywords should be given below the abstract, preceded by
‘Keywords’ (no keywords with discussion notes).

e. [Each new section should be preceded by one blank line.

f.  Subsection numbers should be followed by a period (e.g. 1.1.)

g. Introductions or prefatory remarks should be numbered from 1, not 0.

h. Examples should be preceded and followed by one blank line.

—

Authors should not include their name(s) or acknowledgement when submitting
manuscripts.
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Footnotes

Footnotes should appear at the end of the text, before the reference list.
Notes should be indicated with Arabic numerals (1, 2, 3, 4) without parentheses.

4. References

a.
b.
c.

References should appear at the end of the paper.

Cite only works quoted or referred to in the paper.

Titles of books and articles originally written in Japanese should be transcribed

in Roman letters and supplemented by English translations in brackets.

The format for references (including the order of elements and punctuation)

should be consistent with the following examples:

Grice, H. P. 1989. Studies in the Way of Words. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Uni-
versity Press.

Hooper, P. J. 1979. “Aspect and Foregrounding in Discourse.” In T. Givon (ed.)
Syntax and Semantics 12: Discourse and Syntax, 213-241. New York: Aca-
demic Press.

Horn, L. R. 1985. “Metalinguistic Negation and Pragmatic Ambiguity.” Language
61(1), 121-174.

Koizumi, T. 1990. Gengai no Gengogaku: Nihongogoyoron (Linguistics of Im-
plied Meaning: Japanese Pragmatics) Tokyo: Sanseido

Watts, R. J. 2005. "Linguistic Politeness Research: Quo vadis?” In Watts, R.J., S.
Ide and K. Ehlich (eds.) Politeness in Language: Studies in Its History, The-
ory and Practice (2nd edition), xi-xlvii. Berlin and New York: De Gruyter
Mouton.

Manuscripts must be written in such a manner that the authors cannot be identi-

fied. Books and articles by the same author(s) should be referenced in the style

below at the end of the list, i.e. the author(s) should be cited only as ‘Author(s)’,
along with the year of publication.

Author(s). 2013.

Author(s). 2016.
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