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Native Malay Students’ Responses to Re-

quests in regard to Superior Interlocutors:

An Attempt to Investigate the Process of
Acquisition 1n Japanese Language

ITo Emiko

This paper attempts to investigate the process by which native Malay
students tend to acquire responses to requests in Japanese Language.
Discourse Completion Test (DCT)-based data were collected from 341
subjects: 52 Japanese native speakers, 48 learners in their 3rd year in
Japan, 49 learners in their 2nd year in Japan, 44 learners in their 1Ist
year in Japan, 80 learners in Malaysia, and 68 native Malay speakers.
DCT consists of three variables: interlocutor’s status (superior/equal),
relationship with the interlocutor (familiar/unfamiliar), and group (Japa-
nese native speakers | 4 groups of learners | Malay native speakers).
Based on analysis of the data according to semantic formulas, the results
indicated that learners respond to superior interlocutors such that (1)
frequencies of {condition} and {acceptance} draw U-curve; and (2) high
frequency of {condition} corresponds to low frequency of {acceptance}.
That is, when there is a large distance between socio-cultural norms of
the learners’ mother tongue and Japanese language, acquisition responses
to requests from superior interlocutors progresses exponentially rather
than in proportion to period of stay in Japan.
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IEC®HIC

i Ee ) (pragmatic competence) DEIFBEFEIL, H—FikL B Skt
TN D 5725 9 B2 Bialystok (1993) 12 L, Ftidrha b &Gk
AT 7Y — OB HEEEATO NS 25, FEEiE0FEE I
BT 2HALIET TP TED, 20 L THEZFHEOIRICHE L 72
CEEFEOENHEEZRFEL 2T N %620 T, it ALE TIEZZEDOHE
BB R R S, 20X 9 12 Bialystok (1993) ZFFHIICEH U TW A A, %
AERY 2 FAS B X ORERRIEAT - TW v (Kasper & Schmidt, 1996) o

FEFREIIZE B AL OB K & Wiz, BfED L A e LiE A
fii (cross-cultural pragmatics) 2SZE7 70 —F D FER TH 5 (Kasper &
Rose, 1999), 2% 1), BHZHEL THMRIIHD L EHXOHILHRY
T 10 %757 — % ZIUE L7z Sawyer (1992) & 16 DT —F % 5H L
72 Bardovi-Harlig & Hartford (1993) LIAbi. AN G ED 1 L OW%E
(Schmidt, 1983; Schmidt & Frota, 1986; Cohen, 1997; Siegal, 1996) & 2 %4
DOWF%E (Ellis, 1992) LA 7% <. F—ZAA ¥ T4 OIF A BTV,

R AR L i3, HESFERE ComMAENE 2 R i
. FEEBRIHESEOHSULRHHE (socio-cultural norm) &5 4 125
AT TV EREI»PSDOT I I T4 v 7 « 8T VA7 7— (pragmatic
transfer) 259K > T < & W9 i (Olshtain & Blum-Kulka, 1985; Blum-
Kulka & Olshtain, 1986; Kasper & Schmidt, 1996) &. ZiUZGwd % il
(Takahashi & Beebe, 1987) 2SS TH Y, BERICBWTHRMIZ KL
TV,

FRDEATIIIE R B T 2 ARSI HBIRTIE D S 4 % HE D THHT & AFRUL
T 572012, HRFHHIZEOWTPER L7272 a5, 2612, £
DGHRERZ IICE G LD, TOmFITOVTHRAZ BT,

1. FAROAER T
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W29 %~ LR E OBREE LT, 22T, RENLITD
e DME S &~ L — B REE & DS TAT B\ B AT e i m & L
TET 5,

WF ) W78 D183 1Z Beebe, Takahashi, & Uliss-Weltz (1990) T&H 525, =
DOWFFEII GO TIZY ¥ a4 ¥ ¥ — (rejoinder) & WHEN 2 FHi % FAM
AT TWwaY, VY ag vy —fFEORERIRAEENNEE %2 FET
727 T AN HEZ NN TL W HEMmIZB VTS EERHH
BAHDT, Kfsid) YVaf vy —&610%0,

<L =il Tid, vV —AHEZEAZMLEBTTTH OLTWE
) ETHRBEN LSO IIZIErbhrolz b EbNTED ()
T4 =), 1983), ZHIIEMHOFHMEZEAL L~ L —LE DR TH
5(F7T—2, 191) IoT, VVag r¥y—1ELoREkz i
LRVHENTFRIND DT, KRIISNR % RT3 %
D Tl MRBEITZAIHT 2847 LBET S,

< L — b RERE A OFSREAT A B B A TR, HAREE < L —Ff
DR E B 2 T o 720tk (2001) & < L —gBd RO E B O®EE
T2 X3 200 12 B0 5 FE I EET) & i H I CRET L 72l (2002) A%
b 5o ik (2001) 13, AR EFE CHRENLNE L 727 —F D9 B HAGE
BERERE A &~ L —REREERE B 2 0 W L€ WE o L HE EE 2 #has L
THW D EARBUIH T HW D & THIE L7z, €OMM, HAGEMR S E
mﬁﬁ%ibﬁﬁﬁﬁmwﬁbcﬂbfu@méw%k%<TT# <

A RERERG B IR IEREAT 4 2B D ) 7 OB RS & FFEEE IR $ 2
&#ﬁﬁmcﬁaﬁkéotoﬁﬁomﬁi ARG & ) U 8 0 5 U
L727 =% D) LEIRFIHT LB D IZOWTHM 2 T, EEEHEDOFEN
J3Ew HE 2SR < 2 5 12O HAS lm$%Lﬁ0<;k%%mLto

ARG TIZBFHAT2 L KBAT R 2 B8R E$T 5D T, WMFERHATH % 6
RO ENDLTEIIIBWTEZ SHo Leech (1983) TR SN T
WA TEIDOBFEIORNPE (maxim of the politeness principle) @ HLaE) 72 1
alE. Atk & AHICET 217E)ICHREN 2 52 55D DA (tact maxim)
Thb, [EY OXHIT THFEOAHZR/NRIZL., FlZg% R KBRICE X
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EVH)ZETHD, L= VAR YOEFE =713 E LT, F—L3—
TALHE) R EOBF A RHIMEFICL > THEZEE TS (Bvifizh
I FELFICE s TAHZEETS) oIl HFEE2FRoTEL WA
EORBITATFE LTI L > THIEEZ AR TS (Bt z i, ME T
kOT%ﬂi%@%’f—Té)o WSS 2L BB AT A ZEEE S o NS R) AR

ﬁ@,ﬁﬁ?& AL 72N RIIEDSH D V) T L IZHR DB H e THIRLLF
D EHIZ, A - FIZEORE (cost-benefit scale) Tt SN %,

R EEPAT NP
THEEHL Y S0

M & FITHRD D 5
TEINRLY L0
(Leech, 1983, p. 107, ZE#R)

I DRI IED W TEIFEAT A LR T A 2 LIRS 5 &0 B0 5
REEAT 2 & 0 FI2EH D D EIFIT A DTN, WETICE > TTERITST
HHIENDDYDL, LoT, WiaMll (B z X, MEF) oLHAMEE
i TEIDPL DD VIKIEIT 283200 L0 b, TEIPIIZW
BT\ T B0 ) DIFH 25K EWE, Leech (1983) O T H S D F O
NELZEES B ERIAD S —EIICIZE R 5o

HiE (2002) 13, ~ L —iEREEERRE O L&EE’JE\?H@;W&#EIZIK Eknnn
FOZNEHPLTWDBLEEZ ONLENHEITE T, FHEDE (Eet
HIEIZ B L C HARGERE & CE D T 2 955E L 72, “Cbi EIZK
PERRE S &~ L — il RS & OB A O R R 72 2 KBTI T 2 O 5
& (P, 2001), GEFREIOBRIIEDL IR ENLEDTHS ) hw

1-2. rORHEH

AAElx. Brown & Levinson (1987) @R 7 4 b & Z PG (politeness the-
ory) BN OFMA LT S, AT A MR AVIE, MHE% NFBEREZ ML L
TZOMEFEL72D AR 2 EMMA N T TV —LEESIND (FHE
%, 2001)0 KT A b A RBETHBEZ KT &L FTA (Face Threatening
Act) TH Do ABIIZMANIZEH - BREINZZWERY T 147 - 724 A
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EVMANTHES NI BVATT AT - 724 ADZDODT 2 f A%ff
LMK BHY), D07 A REEDPT LD BT 8% FTA LITA,
FTA WG LF LM EFOER (Power: P) &, FELTFLH X FOHEH
ik (Distance: D) &, MHFIZHT 2 HAHDES (Ranking of imposition:
R) OfI TSN, BHOESGILIZL s TR RS LI TS,

1-3. HRENEREH

WIEEMIZ, RAFEBOE ik LTOHAREIZBIT 25O
BRHEEEZRL L TH S, BHEEEZHEICERL LI L TEL6, FH
— NG ICH - TREZ ML 77— 7 2R L 2T I % 5 7%
WS, KRB HEWT R A I B3I W2 LD Y, 22Ty AR
R A R OWEMEDSHD TRWFEEE 7V — 710 LTl - iz
179 2 LT G RHEITOVTIE, REOHE 1 Hi TR R2), B
WFFED O L DDA LALER T 72\

IRFNLEE (2002) ([ZHE U, o HEIMI 2SR 2 2 12N THEEDN SO HAR
ENDT T ITRTA v - NG VAT =BT A LT b,

N
%'T
It

2-1. FAENRE

2-1-1. FzEIZE

BAITHARENE YL =3 7 CTEMLZ. ARBERIIE1OLB) T
bHbo ENOFTANGE T, HABRESEGE (CLT J) &WE3), &0
SEHRMPRICE T 5~ LB ROk H 3 H O HAGREE (LT
MJ3 LWES), RH 24EHOFRZ (LLF MJ2 &065), RH 1 4FEHOEY
% (DFMJL &) ThbH, L —3 7 OHRANTREIE, W H R
W HARGESE 2 SEH O RZEAE (DT MJo & I55), < L —ilbkaiais (LT
MM EWd) THbDo MM A5 MJ3 DIEMIL 18-22 a2 DT, WAL FH
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X1 ARHEONR

IO =) At i = ELEES [ %
1 H A HAGH HA 52
M]3 <L —if EES HA 48
MJ2 ~ L —ift H A HA 49
MJ1 <L —ik H A HA 44
MJo ~ L —ik HAGE “L=v7 80
MM ~ L —ift ~ L —if ~L—=v7 68

2-1-2. T—2DEHREMKE

RS~ U —iB e E 2 RIS L2 I, RO=ZHTh L, H—
W2y FEFEDY L — ¥ T BFIRERE AT 5 HARGEREZ @ LT, FYy
AEDSHARN &P 22 NEBIARZ 5L IR AN K TH 5 2 L ITK
D&, ﬂé’?«%iﬂﬁ@ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁ%?ﬁﬁ@iﬂ%ﬂ7260f:o BIUL NRETHE
AL OB R E R ERIE T 5 % 6. AN RARER R ) W 25 H
FreROLZEDNEZETHHEEZTNOLThHbS, AR EITHL T
BHEEZHOTHLIABRS, H21F, HAEENET LT — 5 1B 5
25 A X 5h% (Heisenberg effect) |¥ ZEE L7205 Th b,
B - EAT (1993) 7 ERIAEEOBREOUERM» L FHEDOT— 5
%Hﬂ%bfwéﬁ‘ CHUEBHER 2 5 OFI T EICREDY D 5, £ 2T,
AFGEEEE O WL O F R M AR % 8 U CAE o VS SRR AR
FKBL 720

I 20 A LD S 50 MOMASATHEET IR E L T0ARV, K
P R L 9 B AR (ZEB - A, 1993 & &) 1L, AR
RN HHEAET — 8 5o 7o ZE DU IR %, Thomas (1983) 12 &
X, FERIER D (pragmatic failure) (X, FEHSFEMER Y (pragmalinguistic
failure) & FLXFEHAYER Y (sociopragmatic failure) (200 H N5 A5, RKE2AS
FEICL TV DIEBRETH S, anHiElIE. &1L (socialization) DFE
FEIZHBIL TR 22D T RFPAEDFEHEEINIIEEEEICH 5 & — Kk
ICEB SN D, £ (1997) TR STV 5 X912, A IR ERA I
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M S AL A RRER O E W IZ ISR K S 5 O T, LHEOFER G
T & BRI R BRI SU LB I B A2 5 2 BN E S b T b, Wi
HEDOFFEATE % 534 L 72 Yamashita (1996) &, BEEREE OREAREIICBW
THARBIIEELERNTH S LML, BT — 7 2 HRAKRFZAEDS
WA L72REH (1992) 13, RFEOTENIMFICKAL AR 2525 2 &
BHVFFBEETLTLIEILVWIDLIIRE Lo/ RT W5,

2-1-3. FEEOE=

L=V TEHFIENV Y 7 - 4 — A MK (Look East Policy)® O\ &4
FREERFCERF LR B0 %, FHYERET Q7T AL
GHMPRIRE T2 7 7 A THAROHERBIZIREL TS (INT A —
W, 1995), FHE L. FEFEARE T T 7T AIT TV RFET, HEH
MZERIRE 707 I 2id~ L=y 7 LRRZTIibhTwbd, MJ3 -
MJ2 « MJ1IZE B MERICHELE L TV B EETH 05, B E M
TRIETE T T AT 1998 FDOAFHE TR T FREL > TWT, 1999 FFFRA
FRICY L= 7 TRRFI 1 SEROFARTEE L T b olz, £2
Ty MJO - MM Z7 7Y KFE0O HARE AV BCE kA H ARGE AR (Am-
bang Asuhan Jepun, Pusat Asasi Sains, Universiti Malaya) 1 * 2 4ER D244
& L7

< TV RFIF 1998 40 5 AFAITHRB RO T, FEM I Tk H
Ky & Tr—=pldh#hr 5O HAH THDH (HUR, 1999), xL—T7
TRRFOFHM T THHMHARGE & ThRHARE THiH, v TV RF
Da—A1F 6 BIZIET 505 fEIEE X A7 — 1 OB T 5 I2KIH
L7zDT, 2ROFHER T —<jldhflia b0 HARG ) 2fivid Lo T
WbV ATHY., FEILZITLEEIWATTEEZLET LLEND
HIEEREVLDOTIERWVERW L2 720 1ERDFZAENZIT S HAK
i HALORBEL ISR R WRETH L LW L2, HARGEE
< L=l ORI Z BEICAT B ) LT MM b RPATIER s
NERMGITHE - ST RETH S0, ARIYFEEDII 2 =Fr—v 3
Y LORGEICH L THAEEEVPEMTE 222D D%HDT, RH
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RYPERTRFAETHEONG LT ZI3) BRUEEENEFER 5,

MJ3 - MJ2 - MJ1 - MJO - MM OAEF#HIIY L - TELICES, <
L—=T7E~ =% A VR FEADPORIBEEREERZDT, A
Eoa g e~ L —R TOHRTLHANPLZERT LA AT —LD
L —EREERR R ICBRE L T, L — Y 7B HARICIRET 522k
. AR - RO - BERE - UL - RO ) - BB R B AR RIS
BOWTHEHERE W EITMA T, SEEMPRIIEAGPEAR LD TR
HEOEGREED WS- TWwb EEZbN5E, TOLHIT, Kk
FEBEOBMAN L ERIIBWTHHEEOMRZ XL 72,

2-2. SHAEHAR
HARENTIZ 1999 4 7 A2 5 10 BIZ2» T, L —3Y 7 TIEH4E 8 H
259 B CiREZIT- 720

2-3. EKRHiE

IV\]%JEP" 3. PG E BE & BT A — )V CHEME - [N L 72, EEHICD

TIIFEF OGO EFHEM A2 ML T, EEOEHFEEMA2RD

S‘é’iﬂf‘é%‘cac AL 720 MFEEMERTRGERIIYL—0T
BUFIRERA I 1 A L2EE L TV 2w T, ifKidELs4Th s
A5 HBECE I EZ BB TE 2 RKNICH ) MEOES IS
W,

R L=V 7 CTOMEL. FEEP T VYRFELHM L THAEZMKEL, #H
FEHEDIZHERFH NI 1 - 2 FROEFEE 111 BRI L TR R
Aii - FEA - W E SR L 72,

2-4. Fin&

AL, SEREZE T A b (Discourse Completion Test: DCT)? & 7 =
AA =M%, (Bl 1) © DCT % [ 1] \RT, HiiaEids
2DEBYTH Do Al TR 5 LE 2 0TI RICT 20T, il
RO ED ) HELUT LA L TOAE KT %,
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Agid. BIA4 b ARERICBIT S P 2xtwfOMF oA TH I & 4%
D 2 K#E, D 2 EEOMT- L OBBEMRTH LW EBiE o 2 KH#E, R &7
V=TI EN LA ALEE P Z T - MJ3 - MJ2 - MJ1 - MJO * MM @ 6
KHEL LT, 2%x2%x6 OEKFH % 37Tz,

B 1] QLA LR 100 =Y 2 FEFNFT L2, L L.
HHIZLERE— FORBHZOTSHELSDH ) TY,

etk BT E, SNHHBETICHAREBICRLTBW TS N WD,

FA:

x2 Yimwoe

Yo RGO T INYA
1 HIED S MiRzEINL
2 ML DS OSE BHREEINS
3 BLVIGE ZEONRBME 2 I N5
4 BLCRwE KoM ZEHINS

2-5. MRHE

T L —EO DCT ZFIFR LY, DCT TH B N30 R A
(semantic formulas) ZHiH U721, TOERANZEIENIZOHE LY. &
R30I Beebe, Takahashi, & Uliss-Weltz (1990) 48y - Ay (1993) 7
ETHMEDDIIMHHEIN TV AERNZ T LT Y ORI TH S, Beebe,
Takahashi, & Uliss-Weltz (1990) % HARGED/SHIIEA L7z (1994)
HERR (1994) ZAEIE L T~ L —@ED oM 247 - 72 (2001; 2002; 2004;
2005) ¥ E 2. AfIEERARE ()t Bl GO (R} (Ju&)
{8t (St Ukt (2ot} 2L, B, BRAKXE { 1 T
FRT %o

[ 2] & (B 1] ORIEBTH S, BEIL TFATEEA 25 {FEUL TH
HigUAR—= 2B L 20w 2wo ) »° {#l) Tt wnwe i
WET, 28 {fam TTAFEAL B BV} oBEKREREEZIHS TwW A0
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<. [Fo) Bl ) (30) o 400w ARIcaE L, TRARIE
£1EAYUPLT, SHEREE L,

[ 2] Fh: TAFREA. HHIZLR—FZ2IBLETIEVIT W
DT, TELEWERWTT, T§AFTHTA,

IATEBIRANOBEDBLL D S 0T 24T\, ~ L — iRk OB
WHEMOBEBIBNRL T VWEER SN D K} & (&) oAhzEREOR
G L7z H2EPEIMTE R LI LI L —fBEEREE (ZR#h OFHFI
THALDLEEDLNTED, —KICH ) PEHSINLGIHTHW D ITH
Z S SRRV E PRI N5 TH 5,

3. WBREEE

3-1. {&FE} & (&6} DEE

SFTTCIE (K & S PO OB DO THERET 5. {Kik) &
To20) F L) ITRESNLMHMERZITANORH T, (M) 13 TR
BHE OX) RFEERADPHSEZ BT TV L BERNETH S, %31
4 B0 (K} & {40} oMEO—ERTHHH, AREERETV—T
(HFTN)ICEoTRELZDT, ZNV—THEKEZRY 2 47) 2DICH
A % b 50 NICIRSE L7238 o3 L7,

F£3 4G5MICBITS Ki#E & {5MH) oBE

byt (St 1) (Hatii 2) (Hatii 3) (HaTiT 4)
Ukath (et} | Ukad et | ORasd et} | ORas) (Gt
1 5 15 1 8 4 5 1 1
M]3 10 11 5012 4 3 6 1
M]2 2 22 4 19 19 4 50
MJ1 8 17 315 8 3 9 0
MJO 18 4 mn 6 2 0 10
MM 12 13 9 11 1m0 10

10



< U — F B O MBI %

BEEE & HEESEE T (UKE# & (S oBBEEDN D 2089 2D 5
720, £9. J] & MM O RS, (1) & (Gmi2). oF )it
HOMFENH EOYE, R OBIEIX ] XD MM DIZ ) SEWAS, {5
Y OB J] & MM IICKE 2RO, Zhcs LT, (B 3)
& (Wi 4), 2 F ) NEEOHTFEFEOY A UK oD {&1) o
BEED JT & MM ICKE RZEE RV, JJ & MM TEHELVWEDER LW
DT, ARWTREFEBI V=70 (B 3) & (B 4) FEmONLE L
T\ %6, BEEE BESHEOMAUEMBHEI S E W6, FEH X
REEOR A AL DR E 2 Z T -0, HESEOE L HEEZ
BELZ2oN, ALY ASTH S, o BB HESHETELY
ENPRONZUTNE, a3 2= —Ya ry EoMEIZFAEZEIELICL W
LEZONEDNLTHD, Lo T, FEHEISN—TORIEKIE, ADONT ¥
AT 7= HWEREDOD S (B 1) & (i 2) [>T L b,

TIIREEOHFEDH LTHLWIGEAEO, 2 135E0MTF25H LT
G EOFHE TNV —TICH SN K & (&) oFETH S,
OB ERGT 572012, MM @ {Ki#) & (& oBEDL 77 712
W2 DY IR RIIFEBT N T TH 5,

1-H2hobhd ki, Fm1) & i 2) (3mL < K
DOBFFEIE MM 225 MJO 2T TEL & D, MJO 225 MJ1, MJ2 122F

(@0
25

20
15
10

5 r ——KE

R

0 1 1 1 1
MM MJO MJ1 MJ2 MJ3  (FL—7)

E1 HLEOBLWHFICHT S K & {50 o5 O 1)
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(E1%5)
25
20 .
15 F *
10
5 F —— JKiE
- -5
0 1 1 1 1
MM MJO MJ1 MJ2 MJ3 T IL—7)

X2 HEoBRZMEFICNT 2 KE) & {50 o5 (G 2)

T o7tk M]3 THUOEL 2560235 5, ). (G0} ONE
& K o L KEFIT 2D T E L MM 25 MJO X0 ) T L 7
Dy MJO 25 MJ1. M2 IZHF TRk o 72f%. M]3 THOMKL 2 5
235, 2F 0, {5} oBED UKF} OB D HFIZE H IR
B L 72\,

F/o Bmi1) & Ofm 2) ([l U<, (K} OBEORE {40}
OBEOHIIIE, MBS NE, Tabb, (K oBEI WS
V=7 (M]JO) & {&tF) oBEMEL, ki) oBENKw 7V —7
(MJ1 - MJ2) 1 {50k} OBEEDE W,

3-2. FERELHSIENRE D S5 DEE

9 LT UK OB {40 oBER. HICRAL 2vwo 2
HIMe 720 £ LT UK OB L {50 oMEITHIEA KON S
DIEH I B

EEORA ¥ ME, FEHERLHSULWBE D 2 > TH 5, FEHEEE
WKBELT MJOR~ L=y 7 THARFEZIMERE LT, MJ1 - MJ2 - M]3
ZHATHAREZE SiEL LTHEATVLDT, WHIZHAEREOR
S5 U Cld e v RS SUUHENC B L <. RT3 A 1&gt
MHEIIHAGEE Y V=GB TR Y KRBT 4 % B 5 REOMHFITH 3 5.0
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HBEMHO RS VX, HAGEEEFE X )~ L= o3 ) 2K
X (I, 2001)o

T, FH—DBEMIZOVWTE L2 MJO IIAEGE L L THAREZ %A
TV DT, Kl OHMNIIG Uz HARGENIRH IOV T v, i, 5
TEEL L THARERZEATYS MJ1 R4 ICHAESEEL, £hic
DN THAREOH LB D Fi2oF T, HARFEDOER AT
MJ2 (EBEEED & 9 IR EE I HARFE DS 2 O T\ W55 T Uiy #iE
MEL D2 LA EHRAET, #EYLRND» SABEY LKA T TV —%
PRLUTHAEZEHLTLE). 2F 0, #E ML (overgeneraliza-
tion) DFRELTTIIFIIT A7 - bI VAT 7=V TL R
% (Ellis, 1994, p. 183)c MJ3 127 5% & Bl & HARFEIC BT A4 30EIY
BEMONGEZHM L CHARFEDIMEZ LX) IR EDEALD . D MJO
5 MJ3 ~NO#LER L, BEXb#EInET IV THWOLNS U #—7 (Lysgaard,
1955) LOEMWRATHICBWCHK T2 E 2 b5, Ub—7Id, Bxfb
232 —varyrco b7 27 HHTABICEHWSNRS
ETFNTHY . BLTHEREMGD 5 & RAEH L\ ERBEICHEHE 2@ T
& D05 REHAEDIZONTIRALZZE L L L)% ), 20k, F
OCRIALOH RN TE L L V) BEZWMD L 2AHNL, Iz,
COIH)ITFHEBRR AL BIED 2 02 KR4 ¥ P LTEHEL M
DL, 4 27— (MJ0. MJ1. MJ2. MJ3) 2 FJG7% L T35 2 &8
TE2, bhAll, HEELS L =B SLHEEEIST WEIET 4 O
Yitr. MJ3 TR T3R5 & 9 2BIRIIAON T, WHBHMPELS 251
ONTTIFIITA4 v 27« bI VA7 7 =2 T AN ZRT (G
2002) o

W, BZOBEMICDOWTE 22\ KIEITA % W 2RO FITHT 5
DHMEHZ, HAGENGEFE LD RS CHEMD 2~ L —if a4
HAGEZ ST 288D HAGERGEE S LD THrY ) 2 HBULT 52 &cﬁ
HIhbEHNEIND, L=y T THEFEE LTHAREZH#ATYS
MJO &, EEEDWIITIE Uz HAGE b HAGEOM UL S 725
IZDF TV RWVwDT, 3L —fEOfESUEHEICHE > T KT o3E
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AEL 0. M {50} OBEIMEL 2 b, ZRICHL T, HART
BOSTEE L THAEZ > Twd MJ1IZ, HAOHESRHADLIZ
BN ICONTHAREOHS LB A2 HIZOF T & KT oM
MWEL DD T HIZ {4t} OBEREL b, MJ21d, BHEED X
INTEIN HAFEDGEE 5 LRV THALZIZDEME L T 50T, BEE
& HARGE CHRIEAT A2 B 2SS BEEAT R 0 5 2 L 2 ko3,
)RR CTHER R A DT T ¥ — 2 AEY) 2 RIS BT H BRI L <
HAGEZEH L TL v, 2ofR Ui oD S < (G} oKD
KL %%, SHITHEAZEREDO M]3 &, HAFEOHS LB Z B 2
THAENPEHATE S L9122 5, LHEEINS,

AEROWTER G TH 5~ L —ifid, KIEIT2I1CB L CHAGE L 3t
TLIHEEZ R U< Ly (FHEE, 2001), 2w 2., SR EDNEFROEET
LR BEE DA E 2 IRE ISR L TR uE, HAREZ ST I
WD) BRI BIEIC Al > TLANAHZ RFEL D, 2ok
b DI TEETE 2 BIRL TOAREEHE T RV,

4. FEDHESEDOFRE

AT E G ORFEE HARGE & AL BN R 2 5 7 — 2 Z LY
EFC. HLEOMFDL S OKIFEATHIINT 5 REEMRE Lize ZOREE,
HARFEORTA MAZAOBFBIZHL T, ROZ A RH S 7z,

B—ld, FEHBEBINV- TR SND KT oL {&M) o,
(i 2) o MJ2 @ (G5 DAME. MJ0 225 MJ2 1A T H It
Bl 5205 M]3 TIRD 72985 &9 B oN/z, 2F ), EHED
RIA A AE K & AAGH oBES7ay bEhb X )1, HiH
WEICHBI L CTEHESNAOTIE R L, ZREFRNICHEET 5, Lo T,
FERBOPLR L HARFOH S L BHEHA TR 2 > TV DA, RF 4 b &
ADBRHIFEETE B XL ORGE & HAGBOH S UL B#EIC AL S h b &
ER D
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(K & {S&tE) OHEAZRURT A L. MJ0 205 MJ2 (2 BRAUEHE H R
WBERIEBIT 2 DT A ZFT 22D L IR Z LD, FHETNV—TF
ERTEZRMBRN R — 72/ 0T BENICKRIHIZ ZFHFT L LIES
ABWIEDS D o RFMGEEIZ B\ CTARS & PHEE (2002) 1281 2 @ IEHT
AT HIZT DT, TNHFRY &2 5 & A TALRYIRFE D IEfE 248
18 & PR E B OB 2 BT 5 BICHO THETH 5 2 & Dbk
2% 5,

EdRD X, AREFEEOMGE L HEGEOH AL B AR 2
%l ATIRgE D MR (. 2001) 28 F 2 C. FHEBEOREMGEIC
DWTEEEZIT-720 £ T AM Olshtain & Blum-Kulka (1985). Blum-
Kulka & Olshtain (1986). Kasper & Schmidt (1996). Takahashi & Beebe
(1987) TITBEEERS & B Ot &AL HHE O EIZFER I 2 Tw 5,
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1) Beebe, Takahashi, & Uliss-Weltz (1990, p. 71) Ti&. Friend ® 2 [0l H ® &3
N Tafry—Thh), HERIZOEFAARTII0EEANLZ LICh
%o

A friend invites you to dinner, but you really can’t stand this friend’s husband/
wife.

Friend: How about coming over for dinner Sunday night? We' re having a small
dinner party.

You:

Friend: O.K., maybe another time.

2) FRRDIZIT TEDITHT ZI8%E ) Db S (BiH. 1986).

3) HKRELTOHGELRFAISNLZDEP 7202, RTINS THRLT
5o

4) AR (2004) THWS N2 T — 7 O—5 %2 O L. S HIZEEE
RI2HDTH Do ik (2004) (FAEWIEHA & HEWFRA DR 2 ML, [7—7H
FOBHRA DT T DAL EEFEORETHEEEORD 707 7 L
WrL7zZ &b, ¥HEHH L7207 — s BIETE R kol

5) ZOHFEEETIFICHFE L, Heisenberg @ TAHEE M P (principle of
indeterminacy) | (ZBEDH 5o TELEDNIR T H2HERBMOFEE, 2F 0 [
WHNCEEZ T VRIS 20 R OFBEDP S T — ¥ 2 RS 256, HAED
BEHETEL T2 IG5 LR,

6) 1981 fE12% 4 FUEAIZHRAT L 72 Dr. Mahathir 25, ¥ L — ¥ 7 & A ER G
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7) DCTIIHEHEEH DR ) & ) PRV E W) /1D 5%, HAFEE OB
BT — LT VAR, EHoay ba— %R T, wEhoT—5 %
ZmIZIETE, SilMOA NI TV —DHBICAEN R LD, BETHT
IAKHRAEN TV BB EN DL, T2 6 HEOT— ¥ LD H LRI
¥t L 72 Yamashita (1996, p.77) TiZ DCT 37— % OEHEMUE» 2% ) i<,
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9) HRAROGBIFEHFLMNHE LTIV, —BEIR 874% Th o720 HED
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RH L7z,
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