B3 %E] # 8% (2006 4E) pp.69-82
@20064 B A s

[> Ty L] [FESREERR - ZDOWAEY: & RE )

@%%m%@mﬁa%ﬁ*

AL N

This paper outlines the establishment and scope of the newly-recognized sub-field of lin-
guistics, Historical Pragmatics. Following the introduction (1.), section 2 explores how
the field has been newly recognized, and section 3 reviews the time periods (3.1.) and lan-
guages (3.2.) that have been the subject of research as well as the topics covered in this
field (3.3.). Section 4 discusses the field’s inherent concern, data limitation, and section 5
also introduces the two sub-approaches of Historical Pragmatics. Additionally, as a case
study, a brief report of the intersubjectification of Japanese interjections is given (6.).

F—1—F ! FEPILHE - Historical Pragmatics + pragmaphilology * diachronic prag-
matics - [ EBUL

1. FLU®IC

FEYZEM Y (Historical Pragmatics) &, 2 Z 10440 oM, SHEEOTMSTTE L
TRENTON., Bishs L)l TELMRENTH S, WhWa [FEHS] IZB»
T, VEi»S, SEOEERNER - BEO@RNEL, A4 OSHBEFOBRNBHE
W2y Bl edrozbdTided, BT TA2MAL L hSHo72LEHILIETES
(] : Brown and Gilman 1960). L7°L. BT/ > T O#lE [ERERAR] L BETH
WKERL )L AT RICHE, RE30FHOBFFEE T, BICEL (grammaticaliza-
tion) + £t (subjectification) - MEEL (intersubjectification) &\ -7z, SFEOFEH
RMEROLEICELLIERNSHEE O T UL AKX RELPET L LI IRz L
b—HEBH,

ALk, 2. [ERERG] 2FOR. 3. JOFENEE FREHEE) &350
R4 (3.1.), e oTE&LERE (32). Py (33) #MBIL., /24, [ER
EHW] ONENGMESEEASL [F—2oflil. 5. THOTHERGELTD2ODT
TO—FIZOWTHRL, BIEFIE LT, 6. BERFZOBRBFAOEWREZICIOVWTHEL,
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7. T,

2. PEFORIL

1998 445 6 Bl EEFE A2k (International Pragmatics Conference) TiThi/iz ¥R
wa [ELFERG] (Historical Pragmatics) IZBW T, F— 4+ A ¥— Andreas H.
Jucker KiZ ZOFHFFHEROLICHP LTS, [ELSEEOERN L FEME . fBH
MCBWTHELTCELTEREZHASLELZEICIY, ERNSE T —Y OO0 L SHE
DIFEEDHHI, AL RA 2o THNHAL S L§T5] STHEOH LWITRERTSH
%, Historical Pragmatics &) HEEXRWH THW LN DIX, FADRWE Historical
Pragmatics (A, Jucker ffi, 1995 Benjamins)lZBWTTH N, FAFOEZED Jucker KIZ X
HLDERbNL, BEOMAwWLONT, [FEHmIZETHEDMRTIIONT, ThET
VT VEE - U Y ABEMRIZBWTREAR SN TED, RETFTEER I ATV R W]
Z LIt (Jacobs and Jucker 1995: 4) "\ RIS E ORRILIZSH 1z > T HOR LM
DifFm b LEZE LT, I AATWD, [FEHmIIBWTIE, BELYN] Mooz
Sanh—Yarvk, BETL -EE-R74 P33R - HREERE Vo IEHRNRS 2 3
BEYLZ 812Xy, #ZEdmks] &, BRFEAGRITIMAEDOZLEITOVTIERT
W5 (ibid.: 5)s #Tili-<% Journal of Historical Pragmatics D& 5O EHEHAMITH . 58
@ [EREMEHBE] & LT (.. @G - &S mMolRsilns., LY ESs#T - Bk
W7 7e—FOEsEL 55, IEFsha] MiXoEdil, EIZEH? communica-
tive use (23 2=/~ a YORTOMH) TH5H] ZLHFRLGNTED., ZOFEH
L LW A B“language inuge” (T EIXMH) EHFEOHOGERA TV AWML EEI WA 5,

1999 4F ICHL (EBER S3E4%) T Historical Pragmatics L L7z YR I 7 AN
frbh, £L T, ChEITO—2OKEEL LT, 2000 % 1 AiZ Journal of Historical
Pragmatics (Benjamins #. 4 2 \3AT) AT 3Nz TOHRIFEHD Y PRI AT
2002 4 ICEHL (EBR#EFERE4E) . 2003 42 ICHL T BE M7 BRERTIE. 2005
£ 12 Ao AARFEHmEERS (B KMKE) TOY VRV Y A [EBEHR €O
LIE] A TobolEbhb,

R E VIO C 2 10 EBO b 0720, ZNLEID S H o 72RO B O IZo 0w
TN THEI I BIEDO LB Y, PHEAE < LTI Brown and Gilman (1960)i%. FIEKGED
ZAFEE (THR/VE) OfEVRiIoEEEw) 7—<&) EIFCw5, RS0
A7+ a0X—0EMERIT, CEETEHPELLTRFTHELZLOT, FSITERERH
DT - ESAL, TOHLI—0 v O T-VHEHIZOWT OB - S5k
%, 5 HIZEA (Jucker and Taavitsainen 2003 [Z¥4: D3, Ashby 1992 1) o

7z FA VRREOSHEVEICE VT, #< &b 1970 TR T Z D s~ DM

770,
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LARBIL, FOHO FA VERFEICE,r SN TWE LWV Y, 1978 FIZF2—) v T
[REAMNERE~OT 7u—F] LT 005y A9 RESALH, #EEO—A Dieter
Cherubim {3, Z® & 9 2isi% F4 YT [ELEFEM (historische Sprachpragmatik)
EMEATZ, G. Leech %% [HOEHE] [TES | 2% [3b] [Eiftta] Mm%
[Tt B EEAE [E-sBTH ] (bt - @ RER1987:15) Z &ICHElREFDOH
M E . (#4555 H3% ] (Sociopragmatics) & A 72 @IZIEIE LT, Peter von Polenz (1991)
DI, FAVERRBIIBVWTIESHICES T M@ HGF] WRAFNERSIRTEL
(B H 2005:8) 0 =9 Lzt SEREEIE. LY MREOSWERERGFLERD
WAL SHE TICHYBOMEFEE S TWA,

FIAL., ThiliRAe B, Rk 0 FOFREFICBT 5 0EL - FBULL v BB
SHREoOMErRELHELEEDLbOL LY, EREAGIIAA L ) iz —EHEl L L
THBEINL LI IIhoTwalbEZBNRSL,

3. HEFOLE

BEERAROBELIEL 572012, 22Tk 2000 F£0EITI2 5 7 £ H %M % 7= Journal of
Historical Pragmatics ®I8Wim - HMEF T MEIL ., MEGHR L o TCE2RAK S
(3.1) - 57 (3.2) - P¥vwr (33) T ELDTHI,

. BES
BEREARTIE.WOEOEEE RTWADES H b BIFEshd (K] &, HHEiid 5

DIED ) o MIFEELEBEL THIz, EREEZHNIY, BRESICAUTLETO L) ITR 5L,

AR (B © 2R

OE (HH19eEE) #7-11C £ T
ME (Fi3E:E) #15CKET
ModE (Z{GIERE) 16C LLfE

WOEOEFEEIYD LI A D, Journal of Historical Pragmatics @ #f#. fmitx K TH
Eb )2 I T, HH»LHMICEL T THERNIZHE /20, HHoh, F/-
HEID SR AT TR S . ERTREW - T (17C D&, 19-20C DAE) SHELBET L%
YL IRICE > CIRROW DY FlEA 2L T2 5. A EiFd, REQI LiFbH
FLhoTwbI EWbh b,

RiEY, EREERCLST, EBRSFRRAN TV LHHIRZLE. REIETH5E
B, MY EFBPEY 212X oTd, EOHEOZ LEPNHRELRY, DS NDHATR
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THDEHH Y,

3. 2.

Journal of Historical Pragmatics i, 2006 4F 10 BHAE. 817 1.1 54 631 14 58357 2
nize 11575 42% (20034F) FTOMPF8aEEL. ThIEORH 6 7 (2004 — 06 4F)
BUARTAHADLE, HEEOBEMBEALLEDELEDSTETWA, 2003 EF TO 8 FETIE,
B4 DL THFENRE R LSHEIIEEMICHEISL, EWLD8E %LU EE EDS, il
WA HRE R BIEE. AN Y3 FAVEE (A=A MV TORA V). 5 ¥ 75k,
75 VA Yxz—FiE (RITH 1000 SEEHOSFE) " L BARETH 5. AL CTIHEAEKEEE 5
Br L7z83013 1 KD A(Onodera 2000 THAGEZ MR E L) TH Y, ERLUIHIERE & KFE
& L7-FIBREE (4 ¥ F - a—n v /33EE) OB cett 595,

Z OHEEED 2004 — 2006 EDNEHF 6 iEE R TAZ L, HISHOEMBIE IR LT,
EEXP, EEESWLADDE46 % LWL, ik, FLLBHLEA Y THE - B b
HNVEE AT 2 —F Vi FTOAOF) Vi - BASTHE -0 78 - R -5 F
B hEREE. FlERE T VAR ANRA VI HEBTH B, 676, REEZHE-
1A, BAREORY (HEHOSX—BEEIZoWT) 1XRERCE, NFTLT41E
RoNBEI ko dbon, RIFVHEKEEL VS 1 2OREEICET A HENSTHEONIET D
bhb,

FNEREE L, HER E o257 AL s <, 55 LRED % 20 @A & ki Ao E8% 5
Wy o, BEMSHEFRICE > TEEL, BELELUME 4000 F2E > THoTW5
(H AR 1997 @ 300-301, 746)e 29 L7zZ 45, HIFKGERSHBKSEROBM L FIINT
X725, R0, BREARZMEDL, XX —0y SOWEEICL T, ZOEKROWED
BRIPDWIEERZE) ThHb,

]
p=1111]
il

3.3. KEYZ
3. 3. 1. Journal of Historical Pragmatics {8#z3X D FE v 7
BERFRAmSEOMBICH:5 1998 FOERERAGREHETO/N A VIEREMH T,
[FERETAORBEENS] - [BEHIEROBELMREE] - [F-yOME] LvolzbEy 738
&y varyTWY LiFshis,
¥ /-, Journal of Historical Pragmatics 22N F THE SN -mLO Py 7 #REL T
HL Do B 2003 EF T, BEMNSHT— ¥ 2 ZMCER SN My 713, [HETH.
PSR, ORI A FAA - AT TV —, face work, Grice ®/AF, JEE (inference), M
BEH, T4 F 1, informal language. subjectivity + intersubjectivity. AF{E%
(1 AFd 2 A#d) 0%, 2 AHRR4AH CGEEED ye/thouw) DER]| L ETHbH, hb



JE SR AR A DML & AR

., Whw LiEHHETE (pragmatics, FEFFNY) THREMNRIWF THR->TELMEY 2 TH
ho HLWHBOTRY Y ¥ gk L@ bdH ol BRFAMTHEI Py 2L, &
NECFHEOEHGWAEE LTIRATELZHERR - CLIEEORE - =7 VEEE, 5F
5iHn“?EﬂEJﬂ’%1@@¢T“c‘:‘0)JZ’)G:%T::..if:%ﬁ:%’ﬂ'%ﬁ‘%ﬁ.éikc‘:?i%"}f‘ﬁ)%o

f/"’k"*ﬂ'ﬂ’@faﬁi’i‘3ﬂ5f"j (2004 — 2006 4F) OfEmEIZ, Rk H, WP EED LS, BT
AOEE - BRI - LEbE v o by 7 OWED, £ DML THRESNL TS,
LWEAE LTI, WP P T7HRTHLTEFOLHEL - HARFED [HEHOSC—HEK
T2 T] Evio2Fi DB L, pragmaphilology 12 & & 45 KL 0% shisi o 5354
EOBETHA I THMHALELRONAMEOBERNBEL - HmLdd ol
Pragmaphilology (22 Tld, 5.1.TIHBHT 545 TREORES[FH I CREHAEERE VTR
NEBRRLNA,

3. 3. 2. Journal of Historical Pragmatics 155D hE v 7

INFCIHHESISHH TS, PEY 213 [AF4 7 EEFLE( (media and lan-
guage change) (4.1%. 2003 %), [#=XMFFHEITE (ritual language behavior) (4.2 5,
2003 ). [F# (letter writing) | (5.2 5. 2004 F). [Pragmatic markers D& (6.2 5.
2005 4F) |\ [ESLAY - BRED T 4 Aa—A] (725, 20064F) Thotz, Tl TEHELT
[HAGEORELMNEE | FHME L MEBRMEAL F.012] (Historical changes in Japanese:
Subjectivity and intersubjectivity (8.2 &, 2007 4 Onodera and Suzuki. In press) »FE
ShTwah,

B TR Cid, e EBkicfE s hs [S8EEk] LIEERD, LVHEEFE
S RIERNSEESITA 2 EOFH L, Tiisala (2004) & Valle (200D)IZH 6 b, 2D 2HKD
FRClE, RGO TIE5.1.Tih-<% pragmaphilology IZ4H S b EBEbhL s,
Tiisala (2004) (“Power and politeness: Languages and salutation formulas in correspon-
dence between Sweden and the German Hanse”) &, 53 —0 v 3@k 30 M HUE % 3%

IS, AV T YOMAEEL FA4 Vo FEEBEHTEAOBOFHEORY &
D&, HALERESWLTERL VS, BV TR, 77 V8- Kb VA
it (Low German) + AY = — 7 VD 3 SREEMAE S Z L XITER S hTwids, 205
LTI YOl HEFEID, SEEBOEIR - TwhwRE - 5 - HF2RTEEH - i
BEVREERTRBOHELZ LI, E0LITENR TV EPEMRL LT, HHEL
LT, EEHBOEHOKT, BIMFAY - AvZ—F VM. FHRoOFEZHz I 7 Vi
PHEHLTWSE Z LA, /. 2N M ToNFRIBOIANIIEL, SO
RN ENDRTORM FA VEEO®RSBMNIHIIEE I TwS LifiFmfTTws, e
L EREEH MMM, BENEHET -2 oMEIIRKAMNLZLERLTWS,
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Valle (2004) (“The pleasure of receiving your favour: The colonial exchange in eigh-
teenth-century natural history”)d,fFEDRC D& LD N4 OtSEFEOH Y S %,
R 7T — 7 DimANY, BRLEFTHL, ¥4 PARTESLD, 18 idoEEE L
KM cirbhi@E e, MERBE{OR D &) (colonial exchange) &MEMITTWoH, Jb
Kbk, FE (B9 - BWoORE) LENLERTHAOREVE LN, REDHIE[HIL
s -REmak - B8 - AEISHEY (KPR OBTESIN:, Ldhb, mEIC. 2
ZCEZELTEWEE] (natural history) :@{E1E, (KBOITERE EH D) HIFOEE-
JekoofEts (community) HEOBTFF RECT N EEmMTCnb, BEICHE
SNIBERWEFET— 725, BEOFTHEEEOEFHHE SN, WHIZHE S RZFESL ),

Z 2T F 72 1960 4EI2F A 1172 Brown and Gilman ?“The pronouns of power and solidar-
ity lCfilln B A5, T ORI, FIEGEICBIT A AKBRRER (THR- VE) fusitokE
PEE LRI A D . 3 -0 v NPEHBEE SN O FEF RS~/ F A uF—
PRATT B DI, T-VHEWGT %R L2 ERPH MR (power) 226 A& AL DR
BEEE (solidarity) ~EBATTAHEM VT VD, BIZFAY - 75 V2 - A 7Y THEDA
FFuUuFXF—onbiv, EREOLIWIZLEER L, Lito Tiisala (2004) & Valle (2004) &
Vo ZZi e L b I, BRFEHAMOTRTD LI HEFEFENZERNSHEINIE, BEOH
L& - EELTAFF X —DOERF CTHLR IV TELMRENHALILERL T A,

%4 [Pragmatic markers @3t ] (6.2 5. 2005 4) Tld, #i# Hansen and Rossari #°
MERFEAR T, EFUOSFHEOMAEI P72\ (180-181) T &ML, Lot sh,
WEELADOENREE (A ) T3 - ANA Vel - R FANGE - A7 2 —F V7 - Xy 714
BEXTOAX) VAR ETF-FLLEmITREED TV,

2007 £ 82 FICFEENTWAIR [HAFOERIZE | EEMEE MEBIEE .01
T, 20054E 7 . EREHGSETTOREFALZOSINVTORKRE T LOTWL6 A
PBWOFETH S (Onodera and Suzuki (eds.) In press). HERFHFIZR SN LTHEAL - =
Bt - MEBcowToHEB L UHGHEES, BEFL OWNEHEILOERE R LN
BENLED I,

Journal of Historical Pragmatics @ TAEMO N v 2 2 ElT A28 T, ZOFHOME
v 7 RO TAHIA, BRERGFOFHTA Ny 73, (1) L BWEELRED [F
BFOLOOLEOW] (language change) & & 12, (2) [LVHESFEEN] HEd

v BEROFROAN L OfEAEFEE., CEIXERAPLREHBVICTLAMAELITEATED,
ILHIFTh D, FELEEHR 121 2OFEEN - BEEOEEN L S EDHh & v ) BGE
WwhEy 2z 23z, ANOHSER - SFETEHOELREZ ) TVICHEBTATRELF-Twa
LERBESD,
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4. HEORER

4. 1.%‘—5:03#1%

EmiERAGT. MBS 2d BREHEFLEHGOFERERAEHYE LT 70 —5F7T
HhE, 2. OFECTHARz, ZITIE BESHEALENGIHWCE LTl ED
B0 n, DRNICAELLMESIZOWTING, BRGNS 4878 LT, HEMIC
FHOMELESR b

FEREEYE (BRNSEMR) <k, BAEUNOSET—FRed [HFx2 el 24
WRITHIE R B v, 20 IHILLENC X, F—F 1 F E-EFFHIC L 2EBEHMB Lo 1B,
BEOFLILIFZC2VTCLEEMWAD L LT T 5 2 AR EHLEISTH D,

—7. M@ %uwmﬁﬁ IHEL LI LX) OWED L bICRBEHTTY
HELEA. B TN OSITIZE > T LI LTGRO RENE
WAZ R, BRI TE&REEZ L), BREMNGTE., HAGEORL Z L idairid
TETH, BEOSHI2VWTR, HFEZLFe T 7L 35l nIiliiisdso
Thb, 2% 0, BUEEAGZOF— Y OREE 1T, HWBAOE L2 E~O RIS &
WAL, Ty OElRS L, MEAKRGESET - LTHWSD, En) T EPREIC
MEEELRL, EWATETHEL, (FIEMAE FLot@veFE LTl VL
Y7 b, orality vs. literacy ORI E VS ZEEELEICHTI L 9.)

FEHFERRTERIZIF— ¥ L4400, “written records of spoken language” (F5L Z &
EoFE N85 (Jacobs and Jucker 1995: 7) THh b EEROHROEHE] - I 55D TR
Tk, HEH. NEZEHFOHMF WFEOEHD) . ERIOMA, 7 (ballad %) 2L, &
LoEER2RMLTWwWAEEzbNAFEZLEE, RAEVEBROSHEF—F L LTHWS
EwHZEThHL, LaL, BRFEHGTE, ERo7—7 o6l z, fli L ddftz 37,
FIPLBEWWIZT T2 AL - FEHWIEK - BREHANAS ) ET L, TLT, ZO5
WhHEZBEMPZEEZTwS (ihid.: 10 % &) EHIFHOLN 5,

4. 2. [F—420OHIH] Ic>wWTO [EEEAR] 2FOZAH
roF—roWEIw L, SRR b s X912k o 7255 Helsinki Corpus %
IZH M4 o/ Rissanen (1986) 25, KDL IEZ wdBRT W5, [AFL I EFDEFEW/E
IS ORI ZH <o
It is plausible to suggest that written records of spoken language are closer to the
actual spoken language of the time than written language not based on spoken
language. Features that are consistently more frequent in records of spoken lan-
guage than in written language proper can fairly safely be hypothesized to be

even more frequent in the spoken language of that period (cf. Rissanen 1986.
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Jacobs and Jucker 1995:7 £ Y 5|H, )

BLZEFoF-5mEeEF] 13, LI EEERBLTwEw, whwaFEI L
L0, ZOWRROEBOFL ZLIXIEY, EEXTIWESLH, HFEI LIFL
Nd [FLLiFois] —BELTALhL LRI, ZOROEREOFLIL
BEb o L L ALGNBREHA, LB TRV EERIRHELAH )Y

BHERMTIE, F—Fil2nwTInLHEZ, (ML EoHFVEHE] 25—-5EL
TRAZERRYBLEZ T,

5. BREAROTEES—220770—F

Jacobs and Jucker (1995: 10-25)13. #E DO SRR OFEHFHINIIZEIZ, BHiE2 207 70
—FBBOLRLEL, HPELTwDL, TebLEEFARZO 220 FHLES,
Pragmaphilology (5.1.) & Diachronic pragmatics (5.2.)Td 4. LLF . Jacobs and Jucker
(ibid.) b & I2Z D 222 LIzv,

5. 1. Pragmaphilology (FEFZRAVEESESFEY)

BREHES T, ERNICERECOBIIIENAET bh, & - BEENEH ST
Eizo BER - MAEMNAEIIBEINTEZE S 9. —7F. pragmaphilology Tl —#EA A
AT, BRHTFA MO T7AM—TLbb%k)F - 2P FOHSBR ABBRK 7
AbEFOBLOREREEDEDLY, 7XAPOHNEE—FH{. BEALEETFS L,
Betten (1990) &, V& —ROBEH L MPEA N VEEIZLH800 (RIZEHR S N2R) &,
FHOFLILEORHEENDEVDEISFATVEEE ) 41 TF—FOME (F&Z
EEEve LS ) MRz, CORYTIE, ToEROEEZLE - FLILED
P EE L Twvw b, ROFIZiE, Journal of Historical Pragmatics {$%85 (2004 4E 5.2.
) [FH#] o Tiisala (2004) & Valle (2004)7°% 5 (3.3.2.% B8 & 172\2) . Pragmaphilology &
EHmNERSHEELREDD, 7XAPORDF - ZUFHRL, URORAETR - &
BRI« A4 OFEEFZRAICIEZHL, X3 r RV EEESBmFENEREOLOLERE
bhd,

43

5. 2. Diachronic pragmatics (EBFAYZEFIR)

LR EFEHER T, SEEN - BB HED, BRL5BFTREIE- T H0%
_BDIH L, MRERGRTR, SHEEX - L AEPR-SEORLZLRHTE) &
A ERL, ZOEEIT, 2562222505, Diachronic form-to-function mapping
(5.2.1.) &£ Diachronic function-to-form mapping (5.2.2.)Cdh 5,



5. 2. 1. Diachronic form-to-function mapping

ZOTTH—FTiE, B4 0FEEXOEHRNERO BB L BFNEELEY. B
R 2 TR - PR AT - BBRHES CHh L., INFE TOMEOEMEIL, WS
25 RIEEE I T OFENEZ (L. Traugott (1989)%12 X 2 —# DL - EE{L - B8
DOWFZE, HEFDY A 7 ¥ A (here, now (2472 558) OO, MRS L (L
$6a (this, that) OME, HFRACBEIFAOTRE - KFEROIEF TH A, | 30 EM
O [30EL - FEIL] MEOFEZERBD & B0 20, L - FELLERFHH TR
G EE NS,

HEEEROBERNISED T — b INT TIHE (M ENTE 7z, HFETIE, Traugott
(19952)% Brinton (1996)5 12 & 0, % { DFEFFIEROFEE - BB RS LEHESIT S
T, MEIHED BN Twh, F /- Taavitsainen (1994)®, B P IEIE OB % K5 2512
ORI AL -+ turn-taking * R T HREEOEE, Stein (1985) D= AR BB AEEHEOEXRE
(s 7 th) @fEVAGF, Finell (1992)0 17 #2337 © OFEEEIRE (well, now, by the way
%) OREREOWMEND D, FA VEETIE. Burger (198002 & % 17 RO 7 F 2 b
WHN - RERON R END L. FAARETIE., REEROBR - BEEE0 SN
(Mori 1996, Onodera 2004). pragmatic marker [#\7] ®FEEDO G (Suzuki 1999) 7 &
Bd o

2
&

]

i

b
o

5. 2. 2. Diachronic function-to-form mapping

IOT7u—F Tk, 52181080, SHOMBRHICRWICEEL, TOERkoEEE
BI. PIZIE, BFTAHSLKRIA bAAKEL, SEOBEORBOEMT, Lok )itk
HWENTWLhERL. BEFlE LT Arnovick (1994) 1, BAEE L HEZORIZAO
% [#3H] (promise) DFEHGRAIRM O L AT % 4547 L7z. 72, Lotscher (1981)1% 15 ~ 16
DAL Z KA VEED [ODLY | (swearing) *° [#5] (insults) % HELRER
ERFUDWTERAOESIHPEATE L 2R L. RFETHOBRNHSITE. 1o0EE
HETH, HEEBEISFHNVERBOHTELLILELHY ., HHTHEL, I—ay % H
Lk LTHRAMAPRES, SHHmIT oM Tw»5S,

BRI 4 PRAADERIZDOWTIE, Watts et al. (1992)D#FEH»H . 72, Brown and
Gilman (1989)iZ Brown and Levinson (1987)® politeness Hlii% ¥ = 1 # A & 7 3EEI12#
L. [HEBE - J7 - (HFRWED) Bl ) ERICOWTHE L, Kopytko (1993)ix
= 7 AT ORBRE SN L. EEOHEASEHR Y 4 VA% positive BAHR T A M2 A0D
negative 2R F A P A ABEROEANEBIT LT L. (oA 7 AET7EMD. BR
BHBMTRTFAMELTEICHVLRTY,)

—77—
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6. BARBEOWMEL ([4&] EFEOBEEHE)

5. ¥TT [BRBFHGH] 7HOBNEZ L TELYN, BRECHEO—HE LTHEED
(7% | BEZOMEBILOBRFE. MBOMELI L ZREPICHRE LW,

HME (1973) 13w [EBFOEE| O T, FlO [&-4db %5 - &H3%3] % [+
FHOBEENF ] OBILIZOWT, bbbl [HREFEF DS THIAE 2L, XHEICTL2
E3ilkotzbo] (197) LERTWAE, T2, ChoDFEIFI ST Hvoh, &
FFoOTEL LT (Rl Thi] oFNIEZ LiFcbhi] EHRELTWS (197). [ -
il WBARAEOEFE THHBEITH VO N AMEEAN A MEI BV SEETH 5,

Onodera (2004) &, EOFRH (1973) O5# & ZEMIC, UK - X0 - XHEO [42] EF
(B Ted %) %H%) - h-hi) » SHWRIASHARTTCORMICHAZY, EDLH
LEEERTCELPEBE L, MAMLE OBX) ok LTid, XK (BFHEFR)
HICHICHA, RIS (BHEE) ~Hhb, 2L CERBREOEME LT, BT}
B b [ME~EIFEE] ~BTT 28T 255 Sz, Onodera (In press) Tl
ZOEBEHBENEEY, FHM (subjectivity) &L RHIEBM (intersubjectivity) (FFICHFR
M) ICHRS LA LA [l BRI, oZ2{ oFETcLHEshTwiIHERL7 o
LAEFETCVWBEEZLbNRS, TTHE I RPFAICAOWLZELRERIE (1) [FE] 72
A5 BB (BHE) OFELREWE (2) [RUDT] Thi. FlORRIMERICHES S
BERVAL (1) FKEDR, MAEZLEVW)IBER-ZELEZV THLORRLERTO, &
EOHE| THLOIIZH L. (2) BUHTiE, BfE: MFroaI ooy —a yicbwn
TRELGHEA NS T V-] EoTWh, FEN—-MEBN~L W) HMEBILIED LR
Do BTIC, (] BZHORBE (BFR) CBELE bEde [ AE0oARLRE
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