HAGEDOLEFEICHBITIHMERBIADOR 577V —
Y AT VT A VXY UTA
20130830053

BHE

AR THRIEERIADO A b 7 7Y =% 03 % . Kiffgeo HiWiZ
FHERBECTIRICEDIIBRALFTTFY—RMEXTTY—DE
SEHZEM S 22 ) 2L TH B, AWIIE Tl Blum-Kulka © CCSARP &
WH T Yz FBETRROSHFICR D, WERGEET v — M
EA VA a2—200 descriptive 53T % 3 5, ARG TIE DCT (Discource
Completion Tes) & \>95 T v 7 — &>, ARWf3Eiz2016-2017
EDOY 2l vy hNr ooy ~T 4 Y KEOHRBHE RO 4 F4E,
AFF3 0 DEEFICT v — it FHEEDOR NI 7V W%
CCSARP TH7 Y —icEF 2, oMo RIZEE 240 220 BoF 724K

FARIFICT 79,16%D conventionally indirect & \» 9 BT WA N 7T

{EDTE

— B, 17.91%IC impositives £ 5 BEN B A 5T — & i,
7TV %5, MEEDR ST

HERB»S, MEFLATEOZDICE

WO HIAE L b B,

2.91%IC hints E\>95 & ¥V F DA b

BETERVWA NI TV —%fineE

¥7—F: (K, #H. 2+ 77—, DCT. CCSARP
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1. FFam
RIFFEICTHRIARIHDO R + 7 7Y — %50 $ 2 . AWFFROHK
FPEERBFACT IRICED LI ARA NI T VAL 2T 7
C—OESHHEM I L VI L THDL, L TIIEE FICH
BIL72 e X FIcfAzwE &, MHORB LY, KIEEH
iS5, coctRTETHLIOTHY, ZDZ e bEH, ¥
WIC RO aREZEBb s, RIFFEIE. BRI~ 0B
b, RERBICOWTHRLEZWwERS,
AWETIE2016-201 74D aryryANLRLA Y=
T A YRFZOAAELE AR O 4 FLICBTONT 2, FEE
FRERREZF O RFICE DX S R A+ 77 =R %S % 5H7
L., ¥EHEIBFNTIHICED X ) A TEAKERREZMH 5 0
DRI L 720, RO BN AEE N BT 2 L0 X
IIMAL T TV M LEE RS ¥ D, A TIE Blum-

Kulka @ CCSARP & \»5 a7 F BT OSEE Ic k5,

2. Kim
KIHGEDHIESTENE T v 7 — PUEED & descriptive 73T % 3 5,
AHfFZECi1Z DCT (Discource Completion Test) £ \>5 T v 77— b % fifi
e ¥BEHEICT V-t ERITw, FEEOXL I TV A%
Blum-Kulka @ CCSARP ¢ \»9 Fu =7 b THT Y —ICET 3,
ks, mbfES R 7T Y =% conventionally indirect & \»
IR RA NI T —2ES 20 b, 20, FEEIR
T AELTHTFORICIKERE cCBE VT 2 HEIC
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conventionally indirect D A b 7 7 — % 5 2EHEBL D TH B,
ECHFICHERIEFEERISBEOSEL TE [T, 9] 0F
TErfiv, B AWHFICTELREE [T, £9) LBHGEER
o,

A. T2 BIXUMEDT L

il

T

AWFFE T DCT (Discource Completion Test) & \» 5 7 v 77 — b
%5, DCT DT V7 — b ONRIZRD LNZGHEDH Y |
HEEIMEFL L TCZOE ) AGHICHZIEED X ) Ak
Waflis o zfls, ZD%, Deskriptive TT — X DfER%
FEL T %, 7 — 2 DI IX Blum-Kulka ® CCSARP T=D
DAL T TV —=,NDODAN I TV -T2 %hTT)Y
—3%, AT7T)—IFROEL1ITRT,

#*.1

BHEINEA TF Y — CCSARP D2 | 7 7 ¥ — 7l

ZN

N

Impositive (A DX b 77 —) | 1. Mood derivable

2. Performatives

3. Hedged performatives
4. Obligation statements

5. Want statements

Conventionally Indirect (B @ A | 6. Suggestory formulae

FTTY—) 7. Query preparatory

Hints (C DA+ 77 —) 8. Strong hints

9. Mild hints
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B. ST ORGRL 1 B, K2

S| AT Bl 5 ARTTV— A
1 Bk 4 W A MD 24 23,33%
P 4%
HP 14
B QP 23 % 76,66%
2 Rk 4 EL v A P 1% 13,33%
WS 24
HP 1%
B QP 264 | 86,66%
3 oI IR A P 34 20%
HP 2%
WS 14
B QP 2% |73,33%
C MH 2% 6.67%
4 JoiE EL v A HP 4% 13,33%
B QP 23 % 76.66
%
C MH 34, 10 %
5 ®E=E IS A MD 14 26,66%
P 7%
B QP 214 70%
C SH 14 3.3%
6 ®BE EL v | A P 3% 16,66%
MD 1%
WS 14
B QP 24 4, 80%
C SH 14 3.3%
7 yivies s A HP 24 20%
WS 24
B QP 264 | 86.67%
8 He i EL v | A P 14 13,33%
HP 34
WS 14
B QP 254 | 83.33%

&4




DT —RICEBLEUIFEIRA NI TV —EBORAFTFTV—
ThHbd, BORL T 7Y —IX conventionally indirect £ \>H A+ 7
TY—TH3b, TNREETRLENZA I 7TV —THYH, %D
fREBIIE X FICYEED 200, BT 2, [~Tdhwvncdd]
EWIHIRBE LS, TITEL BWEEFICfES 2 & IZHERE
TEZD, IBVWHEHETICE) LTEBETEAWERZH S 0,
ZINEFA VA2 - X3 LMELREIEEFICTETHS7-0I1C
5T 5, DX IR T T Y —1F Yule (1996:61)IC X % &,
negative politeness £ \» 5 TE8 7 A+ 7 7Y —ThH %, negative
politeness 13D NICTE R ZfE S 20 iclAons, 7Tvir—
FZBWTd, ZOHERIEL  DRFEENRE > C\niz, IO
Fix. [ 240 26 Bo T 7-AKHEKILIL 79,16%72° conventionally
indirect £\ 9 B A b 7 79— &\, 17,91%7%° impositives
L) EENRA 7TV =% 291%728 hints L9 & v b
DAL TV —%flis, MEEZEIZITELELNDS negative
politeness £ \»5 a7 &fliH,

10

AFEIE2016 - 201 7FEOYa sy hVLRL Ay=T
4 Y RFEDOHABAE LR 4 F4E, AiF3 0/ EEFICT v
TF—bFETO, FEHEDOR 7 7Y% Blum-Kulka ® CCSARP
Ewi7uye s bchTa) —ICENF 2, oo RIFEE
240 7 6 B0 F 7= KRR, 79,16%725 conventionally indirect & \»
IERETIIR WAL 77V — &l 1791%7%° impositives & > 5

BEEENZA T T TV — %, 291%2% hints L\ H b VY FDR L
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77V —ffio Tz, TNIFMEED RO T KK 5,
HEZF2RTERZACARONE 2D WH MEBTHSE, ZL T, %
MXIT T B\ T negative politeness &\ 5 2 v+t 7+ HifiibivT
Wiz,

G, MOWEHE IR DHIIT 2 He U 72 VR, B4 251 C
KWFE %M T 2 2 LK S, [F CWISE T roleplay DWIFED A v A
PAXY MBS ZEHHIKS, HYERRZFECRAEL 77V —T
W74 % Z L ATRETH %,
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FIREHRT - 0= A T LA THERREE (2) CAREEMEFT VIS
RS AL, 19884

/NIGFH - OARGEBRE R, RIEEHEFE. 19954

ISH 17 : v — 7L A EFHH, 0o LER. 20104

B ET  HABESER L —=v 7, T 20114
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