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AL, B - EEMOBBOMBHAOHKRELMEL . COBRNLERORBEEERTHLOTHSD, £, AEH
FEDORIR L R D ELHBHRORRE L L DD, TORIT, BARFLFHEL B LABEORREEHEAT 5,

A - FEEROBROMBIIEIL, ZhE The RREPLSRAFETITDRTERL, L, #HRCHEYEXLE
FEHRHEVCHEL, . BROPEHIESG > THVLH DI, TIEENEVEIREORERE L Lo TR
LHREEEZ DD, AR T, TN OHOFERR L. FRLSHEBEILENRTR L AL THEEL, Bl
(BRMEE R ITH L EX DAL ICEA LB 5, £ LTSRICBRSNEREMTTHDO0EEETS,
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1. [FLBHIZ

11, KHROEH

SR LI, XBOEREFOWERLOMTYH
MBICEATT 2 OB LUWRETA L VWAD, £ L
T, B3 EEbeHE - FEOMTRBE 6T
Hb, B - BB OFE OB TIL, #i5kE
O D REFRCHENE LD Z I LIELIETH B,
FLT, TNOHEBCEaI a=r— 3 P AR
R OMFEC D73 ) | E-EENRERRIC SRS
3 &1 B B(eg, Murata 1998; i 2000), Z 0
L0 RN E LT WVREE LT 00E %
BB, —OIZiL, BEIEEFREYLOMERR
HWEBEMICRE OO TV A ZERETFLNDE, £O
T, e i@FEOoSTEEX (e, “I'm somy”,
[THFERA] VEH-TWTYH, ZOEELLT
OEEECRET B L CORITE, Zhb i
I TR FETHONB Z R TE B LIRS
22V T B (Coulmas 1981), S HiZ, b 95—
DOFEAE LT, ${BIEIZTERENEZITANT
LD TRIT BITAETHLIEBEZDNS, -
Ex, WL BREDFEIENATo 2B D ThH, =
HFRRBE SR LURTIVERIIET L2 &
W50, LkdoT, RV FLZTFEOSHE
LR PHES, TOBENFUSESERU I
HEEIC I DD TH B,

BTN AR BROEE MR EED» D 1T

TR ().

fEs ()

HTHY, HEBROEELRSZHITHTHS

REE % D L(eg, Goffman 1971; Brown & Levinson

1987), R7 2 FEEULE OB RIRE R B LT
MR a S ol —i g URTH =DITITHREEE
FERTREE L, TORBERRICTSZ LikE b
TEERBETHE, £I2C¢, ARk, BT
OB OIFBRFFE, & b RITHENEL . D
FOSEERNRENE SN HARFE L EEBEOXR
WRICEREZH T, ToBREHMEATS, £DLT,
SHOWFTREEEBEET S,
1.2. EROHE
IHETOHBHEEL, AEORNZ Lo TH
BRTHETDIE, RELUTOII 4T

LB,

1) #HEOLBMNEEEHLIMCL XS & LR
%

BEOEHE MR LT, HROTEHSLA b
STV REERRETA LT, TOL BN
BREBELITLE D &3 505,

2) EREFRCERE Y TR
HOLREDER/EMBL L, TOEFHDHED
TRARE, KB, AT T Y- REHE, H
SR BEEZ DR EDOEL R EXH LI
L& 5 &9 58%,
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E., bLLEENU EDER
%h&ﬁVWBﬂﬂfé LT, ENENDE
ECOHHPOHKELVBABICLELS LT 50
%oit FRENOEEILOMESR OB
LOBREHOMIL LD & T 5B,

4) #IEOBBHE
BT OBBEREORT OB L B LN
THZET, #E%@ﬁﬁk$¥§%ﬁ®WE
A, BEOREM, BEHEREEZHLNT
B R Y

FFE T, Lo )0 EER. R BAE
%%@ﬂ%ﬁ%mmﬁﬁitﬁmﬁ%é LiL
FDEDIT, £T. %DWF&EOTW61N:3

ﬁﬁ®ﬁ%®ﬁﬁﬁ6%b5 HOEEHRICHE
LTiE, SRIFZE~ORBARENLIIELLND

B, HAZELHEBICBET D LORRED VDA
IR bl
1.3 BIFOER

AT TlL, #EOEBIEIHRLTHY, £
DD, TOFAENBLERTH D, BT “I
apologize” &\ 9 fTAZATEEICE B L= %i(e.g.
Austin 1962; Searle 1969)%°, “I’m sorry” [ A4
Aol T2 EDOBROETRIMN e FEE L PO 272
D(e.g, Owen 1983), WMIBDOEEHRA T T TV—

2% H L7 % D(e.g., Fraser 1981; Holmes 1990, 1995),

ST FICEAERBEZIRERHR LR b 0IEIE
THITR & 723 D(e.g., Davies, Merrison & Goddard
2007)72 ERBH B, LxL, #MBEHADOL & bK
M. £ TERE T L5 ZED
EBENBON TV 2R TH D(Davies et al. 2007), A
FEOS T E CTOMEEIN L ZAMNICEE L TE O/
BEALRELERTHLE 2R THDLEVIR
BEEzBE, I THOLLORBEERELTED
BBLOFAEZ D TUE S Z L@y Tidene &
25D, FIT, FETIIHREERTHIZ LD A
THET ., BECOEZDOERT IHIZR] ‘apology’ &
LCHbREREL ZNICEITTA T ITHER
LLTHBEITY., TOMR, EkoBIRET IH
B BEDLIREZLNTERDON, LT, &

FERTHIEE

BEDLITEZDNTPLRETHDDONEBE
THZE LT D,

2. BROTEMIFRIZET %R

AE T, #BRELENRTA L EL TEORE
L LTRE D & LIESE S . Fuestd 28t
HEBE TS, ThooXRbok, $HIR|LWIIT
BHEDLOEALMNILL Y ETDHRL, 74D
EEFHBICEATYUTTEDLHIBRTEANI TV
— CHBEFITTEDNNCER LERETH S,
2.1. BIROTABYIZET TR
211, HEROBEANSOHE
BORESTEZOTEHEN L OPRHFRIZI—DD
Bl it A5 2B L LT Goffman(1971) % 28
FBZERTED, ZOWRIL., HEFOMEND
#H2 4 E public lie)ZFET HHREEHOMNTL X
& LEELDTHD, T LT, Hx DEJFOR T,
{7 5 DB AT A (infraction)’ 234 Utz & &1L, &
E 1T (remedial work)&4T D Z & AHE L 22> TV
HlfeRiLiz, TLTC, #REZOERITAD—D
ELUTEYH->TW5, Goffman IHEHTARZ, &
%47 % % L7 (offensive) Z & 2> BT ANLTTREZR
(acceptable) Z L IZE XD E EEHZEL TV D, Eik,
WIRIZ OV T, B E(offence)it L TRROEHE
BLTWa(uilty)Z £ &R 2 Thy, Fio, &
BATA(delic) b H %51 &, A—NERE LT &
ZERDLIEFEEEE L, LT, FDO1HDE
EHRBRE LTUTORESZET T D, DEE
CESSERPTIZE, DAKIEE I TAETH
STEPEREFL, £, BRIAEX 6N THIESR
RNWEBDBZ L, DEITATATEEETE

CETAIE, HELVTARXETSZ L, SHEV

RMHE L FATTH 2 L1971 113), ZORFFRE, E
B EDRET AT A Y ACHELS ORI ED
WA, BT LHEFBH LIV RN, £,
HREBOHBERFLOLOIEAEYTINSD
THARY, LU, #IREHESRRBIT EfER T
OB, MFELOBREEETHTALLT
E BRI LT, FOROHEESSEENHEEHEF
L OBREOH TOWEITAL LTHIT LT
HOEBEREMARUE LT WVE D,
212 HEFTAROELALHSOWME
PERDOFEFTOMENPMELEFLE LIcbDT
HoT-DITH LT, BEEETAHELTEEL, 20D



TAHAOBRECHYEIZOWVWTERBLEZORN
Austin(1962) S IZS & 3T D HEE T AR TH B, &
LT, #8Bb ZORETHEO—D2THY, BFETS
OB D OBMIENTTIL, BORHTELIZLDOX
SRITAHTHDIONE—RILLE D LT B3RATH
Sl &z 5, Austin i “T apologize” & U9 3554
ML LT, MENETNCBITI LB LG
HDEME LT T EET -,

(1)t is true and not false that I am doing (have done)
something — actually numerous things, but in
particular that I am apologizing (have apologized),

(2)it is true and not false that certain conditions do obtain,
in particular those of the kind specified in our rules
Aland A2;

(3)it is true and not false that certain other conditions
obtain of our kind 7 in particular that I am thinking
something; and

(4)it is true and not false that I am committed to doing

something subsequently.

ﬁ{ule Al

(Austin 1962: 46)

procedure having a certain conventional
effect, that procedure to include the uttering
of certain words by certain persons in
certain circumstances, and further,

Rule A2  the particular persons and circumstances in a
given case must be appropriate for the

invocation of the particular procedure

\ invoked _/

(Austin 1962: 15)

S HIZ, Searle(1969)I% Austin DIREGH & HITHK
RSE, BENTAL ML CRIATIET 1L
U Tl #RE L, Scarle HHIIHITRICHE
L COBEMESFIIR LT, LavL, i
[Li%4(1986)%% Searle DET /AZE-3X BFOBYIE
FHELULTOLIITERFE LT,

Apologize (x, y, P):

i. ffE:PiIxICLPIBEDITS

i. % x I FEZOTFAD ylIZvAFTATHD &
fFLTwna

There must exist an accepted conventional\

ii. #EE : x ITESDTAEENTHD

iv. AE : x1ZEHOITHIHT B EOKHROR
x: FELF, y: WEF, P TOEFEIAAE
D EMBENE) (W% 1986: 49)

DX D BRI, BB LWV ITANHE
TNCBAT SN D T2 DG 2Tl T 5 2 & THIgR &
WO ITROFARE RN LI b o vt
Do TNETHBICERIN TR THTRE W
21TR%E —L L CHELEATEDEBENDH D LN
2D,

L2xL, —F T, 20X RRETAROBE
PESRFIL, EROBMBIIY TID S Z EBEHET
HBEVIHHBE, 2L %X, Thomas(1995)i3,
LFED & 9 R E OIS BITE (IR LT
W I ‘apologize)DER AR LTV BB X A
WEHHILTWS, 2L T, EBCAFEEEOTE
RESE, ZORFICYTTESLOHEHENN S
THOROMDZ EEEHLTWS, FO—fFl LT,
HIROE D FD, B OITATIH W EBE Tt
REDFNDITH IR THRELITI>Z L BB L
KINWZ ERFEFTND, £7o, #FROFIRELS
TWBITAPLT LHHEFITw A F R > T
ROBEHWLHTHLHAELTNE, FOLT,
ZDE I BRANER, b TRLNIRITICOR
LTTELLDOTHY, AEEFDEL OBl ZHER
LTLES EHHILTH S,

FE7c. Murata(2002)kE, Austin = Searle DHITED
FHORBEAEZERL TS, BREsHIHA XY
A& HADEFEBORBE I LR ET—F &
LTHW, 2 OmtIEERERICHVENT
HDHR. File, EHELFOBRETE2ERELTEY
M & FOMRERIFIC AN TRV A, BTRSER
SN DMBROULM R Z MR ER S TVARVA
REEMEELTEBLTWS, F0LT, £
FATHROFREREEH T, PR EBFTIC
EODTMEBEEMAD Z L ERELTVS, Bk
HIUZIE, SR AT (violation) DIRFE, B S A8
SEDS A I T LR, BRBOEYELZIFE, B
FRIZHE D TRIE, BIROBAICEET ALt TH DB, %
LT, Z®dX %7 sociopragmatics DA D> B D4{t
RTFEPEETHD LEH LTS,

FEREATRim0 D OBIFEIIL, £ OITHHIEEIC
TONDIDDOERMERTZ L THBLENWITTEE



FELIYELEbDEVWXD, LIL, 20—f%
{bodbED, HESHEFEOBEH T LT B
RR2MARERE D & OREPL, BESFEDOT TOH
ROEEMER ERYR U LWV I KRERBERE X
HBATWEZEWR D,
2.1.3. BERBOEBAD 5 OEFE
—F. BT XD e RFHT R b OB K
LT, BHHOBLAS ‘apologize’ & V5 BFE D
EWREPRIONVE LD 5, Fillmore(1971) .
%’%pﬁﬁﬁ% ADBEIMESRLEIC I, BEEORTEE 25K
ATBE T A4k L . 35585 illocutionary force (ZR8
‘r:)%%ﬁ:k BEELTCWD EEHLE, FLT,

‘apologize’ & & W1k % IR HEORITEFDOEWKA

presuppositional 72ffl{E & illocutionary 72 & 257
TR L I D ERAT,
214, RSA FRADBERANSOHAR

Brown & Levinson(1987)i%, RTA bR ADEA
POWMBEESE U, ok, BgRLIT. EVFER
JL L7~ face threatening acts(FTAs 7 = A A DRELT
ANYDOWNTEZITFEO negative face ZEN LT &
ERAICESEHLEEL, €O FTAs ZR6H &
SETHIETHDHEERELTVD, TLT, #igk
1. BROEY F0 positive face ZEMTITATH

. —H T, ZFFIZE o Tl negative face & D
éhé TATHDHEPHA LT, ZORTA PRAE
3/“61 S DRACE S b DOTUT LHET

ERBICYTEE DT TIEHARNEWOIHEILH D
(e.g., Matsumoto 1988; Ide 1989), L7 L. £ ET
DL DFRBED FOFEFOHIERELTTE

= O{Z%t L, Goffman [AIRIZE D F & ZTFORH
OHEFAE LTHERZ LA TWDRED, LVIA
WERBFFTHITRE R CWD EWVED, £DD), #HIR
DOHFFEMFEIC b RELSHRBREEF ATV,
22 A STO—ICETHHRE

%%?@ﬁﬁi)‘%éi\ EERARREOR VT T

BiEficiRR L L 395N Ronik, 22
TM%@EEH%&LTmewm)OMWn&
Cohen(1983)% 2541 5,

Fraser (1981)1%. Goffman I 2 -3\ CH#f3k %
remedial work D— DL EZE LT, £DH AT, #H
SBBLIITODTARITOIZE, DEY, FRRITH
(offensive actioxf L CEEZIBITA L, R ULE
R (offense)iZ it L THEMED B (regre) B {6 X 5174 T
HHEEZEL TS, £LT, ZOXD RHEELT

RN LDTHo T EEHEILT,

I TDIIHiEE AT LV O»EBER L, £LT
WOILODA T T o—%& BEFI L & bICiR LT,
Strategy 1 Announcing that you are apologizing
“I (hereby) apologize for...”

Strategy 2 Stating one’s obligation to apologize
“I must apologize for...”

Strategy 3 Offering to apologize

“I (hereby) offer my apology for...”
Strategy 4 Requesting the hearer accept an apology
“Please accept my apology for...”
Strategy 5 Expressing regret for the offense

“I’'m (truly/very/so/terribly) sorry for...”
Strategy 6 Requesting forgiveness for the offense
“Please excuse me for...”

Strategy 7 Acknowledging responsibility for the
offending act

“That was my fault”

Strategy 8 Promising forbearance from a similar
offending act

“I promise you that that will never happen
again”

Strategy 9  Offering redress

“Please let me pay for the damage I've done”

(Fraser 1981: 263)

EBIT, TRNHDRA T TFU—DRITITEES
52 2ERE LT, DERITAHOHEE, 2)EROHE
Z &, DERVEZ oKL, HRFESMEOBRL
S, SWEEOHB R EBEELCNELERTL,
Goffman DEZEDREN “I'm sormry”IERE YT
ZOWFEIE LY
IECEIF CHIROFEFEEAONIL LS L LTEb D
PEWE D, “Pm sory” i) Tl <, EhiTHE
FFNTE R BT R BHERA P T VN
BRENDERICETER LA T, EROFEFT

FROMSBHABHAL LS & LI=RATHD,

Olshtain & Cohen(1983)i, Bifa& L CORKEETH
., FARE SV BB ORATELRAE
Z9 LT HRATHY, T, FKeELOBFROPT
REZRBEILITBIRATHD o, 7. HHIT
BRE, HARESICERTAITARI LI L T

DR % IEH 72 REBIZ B 37 (set things right)] (1983:
2002 & EEE L, £ LT, HKFE{TA% semantic



formula (BHRAR) OESEELEEL, ROLS %
T2 semantic formula ZZF T 5,

1. An expression of an apology
2. An explanation or account of the situation
3. An acknowledgement of responsibility
4. An offer of repair
5. A promise of forbearance
(Olshtain & Cohen 1983: 22)

ZOEIBFEOR N TFU—OHEIT,
Trosborg(1987) 72 EIC b RH T A TE S, Zhb
DEET, BETARVE—DORFEICEREZHTT
A S LT 20K L, S~V THtgRE
EBXEDELTWBAT, XY EEORRIES
T E LR TH D, HIZ, Fraser (IFRA H T
FO—DBRRERET PEREHT 2 & T, EE
DFFRDBSCARDIE 4 T BHUC X » THEEICRR I T
TWaZ bErLTE,

23. F&EH

TNEOFEIL, BIRLEVIITELEDEER
b7 O—DERBFHEEALNCLEL D &35
BTIHhoTr, REEITHBEWVWIBSEEA LR LT,
R A EERADNLER/ITALLTELXS
NBE5Ie>Twol, LHL, ZTHoDOHEIL.
2L OEBHEICIIBE OB R T, F DT
. BORITHE, 3 HITHRRDEHICENThOE
L ORI T T Z & ot

TN

)

pri

3. EREBICHITEHEFHE

80 EMRLIEILX, ENEFNOSEI LICHFEOR
BERALMNILELY ETHHREBREND L ST
ofc, KEiITHE, —DOOFHICEREH T, £0H
RO S LIEFROER OB T 5, =
NHDOWEDOFTERMBIIRE L FYTHEOICHET
x5, SIFRORBFELRBEUCEHT Db, HRILE
T AR EOEHICET B L0, FHEOBRIZHET
BH0, BHROPEEREICETS b0, BERHT
DOHFICETH LD THD, Tk, BOHiED
HET, FCBABLREBEIETI LOIBET S,
Lo L, BEEOBBIZER LR, AFEDOZ
NEHBT3 EL TR, 4 HTHET2Li,
FEROHEIIL L ALEFEBLUANOIFREIC L o T,
W & DFEEE & ORBHFFEDOH TH BN SR T

ZEBEN,

3.1 MEDERRIE - RE L TOMEEICET S5
70

Ei

ZOSEOMEIL, ZOELNAEFEIZHONT
DHLOT, REBIZEHLTOLDIZIZEAERODS
ehots, Zik, BAEOBBOERRKGEGER)
WERT, ULvdh, SWEETHE DL, HFED
BEIEIRBEOEEDABNBEINTW IS E
Zzbhb,

KB (1988)ik. HASEDZEUS(L RIHDIER R
Blleg, [THERAI, BAYELEL TBLS
FELETL BB TX 0 L) YEHENT
HELUTHOLA T, 2O EEYMESEFICYS T
DTHE L, TORE, BAREDIZLAEDFEDN
DEARBED, HEMEEGOTROWFRIOEFTH
REMNENEZEEB LD THEZ EEH 6D
12 L7, MR REHT A & BRI #igE o
BEEZHAOMNI L., Eh, ARFOLHHTERE
DIREHTRE LTHRIIL 5 2008 L,

—Ji. F992)E, HESLBILOBE TH2 I
a=f—YarvEy BEREEDaI =y —a
V] kAL, FLT, BABOBFREEN 2
a=b—va MERSNAERERYSEL, H
FECOBREEOHEEN->HH Lz, 2L T,
FNOENEEOHE EXMBT S 2 LT, 1ZELE
BRbDTHBZ LERLE, 7272, AABORKK
ELTHE, THPRAEZNT TEW TR
(1992: 276) &\ S BIHIAEH & LTI @< i
HERORBBBILIHER N D 2O LRI T
W3, .

EHAR)NL., FEOBIFER SIS AAREDE
B 3eE (eg, THERAL, TTHA)) %
FEODHNS DT LX) EFEY, ZOMEEL AT
LTW3, 7—4# L LT, KEEDOKEEEZER
L, ZORE. FHUOOHNE-SZ LX) 2
PTG, REBV, BWAaT, K5 - BT O/iE
Tl LTHEEL TV AR, ELICHFEOT
LGl 0 kS & ORGEEIT EOBEE L LCH @
TWAHZ LEEFELE,

1de(1998)1%, BRSFEDHRET —F &mtiL. £
ZICROND AFRFED [TAHERAI OWEEE O
Ui, Z20fR5R, SN LIREO~—h—, &
BER, WeEBOAREO B ODEESZ R LTW
HZEEPLNT LI, FLT, IThb ok,



W UTHI% ZefiETid e <. ERENOBBERE N
KEBHLE Y WMp R LEHLE, &bl

Goffman @ remedial/supportive interchange O
THFT B &, THETA] (THEIC remedial 7ok
BE/Z1 T2 < | supportive ZRHEEEL LT H@I< =
LERETEL, REOFTOZOMEEOSRMELIAL
M LTz,

3.2, BSRIc

£

WMEOITVHICHEE B X TV AR LDk~
BT OV THRE LARTRIE, Bk 2 Bemr st
W2V, =2 CHEREE @%ﬁk%#éHme%o
1995) DI 5 BT 5,

Holmes(1990)it, == —L—F 2 REEFED 183 @
BEBDA L H T a U ERBIZ, TOINREDE
BL, ZOX LI TU—, B - iSRS, 20T
7 A K& OB %ESYr L7, Holmes iX. Goffiman
WHESE BRAEZITFED face IZMITTZH DT,
%Y FITELD B BB N (offence) & {51 LI TF D
% EE T B REETH L EHR L12(1990: 159), £
FER HROR NI FU—CEA LT, BERoBiRk
APFTFO—RERTHHEELIDE, W OhDX
N FO—EMBADETCERT BN ENE
Ei. FOR ST O—0@RE (RN EED
KA+ - Bl (HRARHBORA+EBELO
FH] BERMTHDZ L EHLMN
TOALTTV—ORRICE, TEROEDN X,
MAFLOH LX) 2 [HBMR] 7o L OB EHE

EFLTWAILERLE, i THFLOH
L& o0 Tix, TR&m6BAL, TRAL T8
K Fig) ORI, TRAL 3 UTARICHEE
EITH Z EdmEnk, Zhit, R4 FRRADR
b5 Ui HEFE L OEBD)) THBGRE) &
545 &9 Brown & Levinson D EIRIZK T 5
LbDTHolz, —F T, Wolfson(1988) > bulge
model(tL=BRRBEDIEE 1TV A LIEF STV AR
MUTIEE BT8R L D, FRIDACH LTS
S ELHEERITEZ LD EVIETMMTHTIFE
HZEERALMNT LI,

& BIT Holmes(1995)it, EOBFZEE U ER &
F—EEHNT, 22— —F 2 NEEOBENFH
HOBTEDL B RBNELY LTz, TORKE
kB &, X, B EICEIEEREEBEICITS T
B, MEBEALBA NI FUO—5RRAVTWL, £

FEESRLNRLEDERIZEET SR

Lk, LT,

AUSE L THEMN, B4 D face loss OFFE & O
WWERESTER N TFU—ERANTEY, #Ro
MBEREMEL TR, EEHBOZTER LML
RS> TV, 20LC, BRI CHEROMR
BRLDLEHL NS, BlEOBRILE S ORE
H] & (inadequacy) 58 2174 T, CTE BT
WMTATH DO L, L0, #ckttRfEo
KADOTI, $BEAHEFED face ~DEETHD,
EAOE THEELFREIZEI LOTHE L LT
%, LT, BHEOHTEIL. Brown & Levinson D
FGA FPRAETNC B L CGERDERSOHEL
DAL TIThn s b DO THEOIR L, &
MHOHTRIT EELD Wolfson DEF VTV B DT &
BRTNB,
FREEAMBIC UM T, #HBICEETS
NBICR EOEHITEH F v BT b T i
o7, U L. Holmes DWFZEIL., HAZE & et
% LHEF L OEMSHBROEEEZITIZNESE
ZONBHLRIEFTHERY, KE, )T & £H
1986), EBITITEN OB EICKRES ZEL
EZTWAIZEEHLMNI U, 7=, #5230
DETRT, 0% OEFEEBRICANZL TR
FROEENRRL CIRNIEETR LT,
3.3. AHIBRIC5R2HRICEHT MR

MO DIHBEETEONE WV D BEIC, 3%
DR L IR DA% R LIRS Kotani(1999)
& Davies, Metrison & Goddard(2007) T 5,
Kotani(1999)ik, HAADHFEEZ Yo X 5 1288
LTWBDOREROLNITHHIE, BRARFAE
M7 A 2 Ea— BTV, TOREEE S LT,
TORR. BAANL, BOOBELERL T T

BHBETI L, FOEEE LTAAACE 5T

DH#F LT TAERVWRZICEE S Z & (making
people feel good)| (1999: 146) TH HJ|ENHNT &
EROMILEE, 2FED, BRAOHEL L, BF
PMADDE (offense) & & 5T TNWB Z L IZKD
WTLERLTHYE, £ORR, HFLZRVIASICS
®HZETHY, M3 L b ESE(wrongdoing) DEAE
EWMDZETIHRVEND ZETHD, RZ. H#iTR
DRTER A 72 I (minor problematic situation) T &
HERITXEOERNRN EEEH L,

72, Davies et al.2007)iL, A ¥ U A ANKFEED
LEBE~OHRD email 7 —HIZ L., HHFROXIH
LS RS Lin, TR TR, ZITEN R



T Ul KRBT TR L R L THth &fT o 7,
FORE. FLWWALNTHIEIL. Brown &
Levinson i Lo TEbhB X572, ZIFFO face
EFVEYFED face ERDTITHRLIILTLLHR
STELT, DLAEVFO face £R/DDHITHAL
RoTNDZ & & Ui, BAEMNIZIE, MFROZ%
DEOEAER TROWFE] ZRLDIDIZHXTH
FHITV TBS D% Lif 3 (self-enhancement)] 17
AELTWABRANRSEI- T, 2FEV ., #HEXED
ORI (identity construction)D 7= DIZITHON LB E N
HBHZEERLNTILI,
INHOWGEE, oL OB TEMINT
WA LDk, #EN IEEOHR KXo T TEHR
DEE] ZiEX»APEINCL, EEOROFT
WIS SR AR LI DL ERLTNSG,
3.4, BEEESICET AR
Robinson(2004) iX £ &F 3 T O R EZ AW T,
adjacency pair(BiE~27 )0 H COBMIRDOLLE Z 7R
LK ETEORKME LB X LD & LT, Robinson
T AV AEAXY RAOBRETET—F &L, £
D T esorry R IR DT A ZEITEVF(e.g.. apologize)
& TR B 72 3 TR (explicit apologies)ioZE B L7z,
ZLT, ZhHOHEEORER. —RIZEZXONT
W5 X 57 adjacency pair DX UHDRFHILHT L
b5 LIRSV L EEH L., IhiT, £D
BAIE, FORTIIE L DHEL LiC, BRELT
TAEOLDERBLTNAZ LM L, £,
BRI 2T~ OREICHER Ui, FATHEAS
AU % 3B % (preferred rtesponse) i . #Hf FR O % 0
(mitigation, undermine) T&H ¥ . BRI ITHIELFF
T HEE(e.g, “That’s all right”yPHE~DTREDOFE

Mg, “No)ThHBHZ L& LE, Fik, #FEh

7RV VR (dispreferred response) & L Cik, #FRE R
F(endorse)d HIRE T, EAEMICITHIEOREC.g.
“Right"y L TE~DRIE (e.g, “Yeah” )2 & Th o7z,
ORI, D% < OBFRNHERORE Y PR DS
FERHCER LBLAROKH L, £OREHFREX
HBLTHIL T, HBROKFOEEITBEAS L LI
ATENETIZRD SRR TH A H, ZITFERH
REZITANTHD THERFEET 2R EERT D
e, SRIZIDE DR, ZIFTPORIGEE DK
BIEOMESBME LR D,
35 BEEZII-BETO TAFEFEAI OBE
Coulmas(1981)1X, AAFEOHRBRERELEZ LN

T3 [TaEwA) B BEEZIHEE T,
BEEE)THWONI A= ALETR LT,

Coulmas {%, TEEETII MRICRLDHETRHEBX
LAILTVAHEE L BEHIE, FOERICERLTA
v H (indebtedness) DEFNS H B LHERE LT, £l
I 5L, BEHIF(benefi) & 2 -AWVEEEE
L. #HRITHEFCELE(u) 252 -AVEES
BETHLVWIATHEULTHWAENSIDTHD, A
BABBEESZI R Tadwh) 2EHAT5
DX, BAOEVCL Y bHEFOFITY (trouble)il
FEEPBEVTRAWVWEERTHLTHD LIEH L,

X BiZ. thanks & apology DEBIIEH < ETHAEEF
DOEBITHY ., THETA] ORBRFTL I,

—DDAI 2 =T 4 —OFFTAHAMLO UL THE
WL IFRO RN 2R L, Z ORRDREE
X, MRERROSE) O, BEEOBTE & EH O
RN LHMoSEMucETEMICE TIEE S L
HRGRNWZ EEERLIRATH D,

36. F&H ‘

UtDB - HEZNZNOBEICET AR
X, KE&EL ZonABRbND, —Doik, T
Al E TR SN R OITANEE S EF/OT
THERL LD T2 b0, 2F Y, #EROIELES
EFNENOEFEOP THRT HHRTH D, #ilxid,
RERA-CZLOBFFEIT, AAGEOMIBRIN, 5
SNETIMERA-CMSFORRIK L —BERD
L EHERT AR TH B, £/, —H T, HEFE
OME OREERALNCTDHZ & T, TOERTO
FENZNETEZLON TETHFORIINE Y &
RN EEBHLT, To@EIME TGS
%, flZIE. Ide. Kotani. Davies et al., Coulmas 72
FRIbELIIET 3,

4. BARE L EFBEOXMBHA

WiZ, H - HBELHBIRTDZZE T, R0
MBOBMET LINCLE D & LIRS0 B
B, TNOHOMETHREL SIS E 3H TR~
ZOoOEMARLNG, —oX., #EEEENTS
LEZ, L1 L, TOEREBTERENDOILOR
HRERORELZ T TN A L EXDHATH D,
INGOWFEE, B - EFEEMETLZET. £H
FNOBBEOR +FF J—DHE, £ OMEICFE
252 5K EDER, FEOREBHROMLES 2L
ZHLNCLLE Y ERBTWD, —F, BiFREWD



TAOEPMMEZBE ML LD & L, WEDOEEM
TOHRLENVHITEOTNEEHEL LS L4585
bbb, TILHOHETHE. WHEOITHEHRSED
BN EERTR2BAEHLNILE > E LT
%, AETIE, RGN & EREEm OIS
FHL., TNENOMELMET 5,
41, PRZEEMNLELOLLTEZLHMR
411, A FSTO—IZET IR
Sugimoto(1999b)ix, A + HETHW LD HFE
DRI TFI—REDOL I IHET DDEH LT
LEH &L, BAEANET AU I ARFEERGIC
MHERELZIRBETEDL D RRIGET H0%
SROEMMAELEM LIz, TORKR, WMHLL
iz T#iE o = & iE(statement of remorse)], [FREH
MEFEIZ 2V TOHRKBE (description of
(R4 W (reparation)) DIETA K J

(account) | |

damage) | .

FU—BMERSNZ EV S BERB RO, —7,

WELSxToEREET, TREL 27586137
A UABABBARALEIZEZWDIZR LT, st
DANTTUV—ZAERADIE S BEML TV, 2
ik, EBETEOFEREMICERESH D BDOD, HKIT
i ~27- Fraser *° Olshtain & Cohen DZEiF 7= A + T 7
WRBNAZEERTHOTHD,
F7. ALARARSTFV—THELFIOEVDR
bk, AAANDEI D THERAZ AN
(elaborated style)i T [EEE %< A5 (verbose))
TEBHBME R, £, —RNICAKAD D
Lamfs—a Y AZANVETRENTH S Lnbh
BHTHHA, Sugimoto ., HFRICEAL TIXAAR
IR CEENTHD L LTS
412, HFOFELX LS TO—OFRIC
IF4ERICEET 5%

P ERE

FEER

—F., BRpARNTTFIO—OMELTCERL,

WMEOWX, A STTV—, B REOHEZR LI
BHBEEZ AR EOEH R EOERERALNIL
D& LI,
Tanaka(1991)i%. HF & OERERR), (HEF
L DNEMR]. THREOTEA S, T#FROxS). 18
FEOFE, PHHBEOFERCED L S IHEBE 52T
WHDhERE L, ATEHRITAARAANEF—X b
S5 U7 ANORZAT, AELEL, BRELLBEIC
DT, HHHUDERE LTEBO AT ORI
LTa—nAF LA BfTH HEThole, TORE,
AAANIT THFEL OHESESE ., THRFELoNE

BAN, AXY AN, AT ENEIRT,

F), THEOER ] TRGELTHL 200
apology formula(BZRIGAS) A o3 B DIt L .
F—2A+Z U7 AD apology formula DFEIRICFE
HZTODEHT [FEOGAHS] Thol, £
7o. BAAANE. B REEELORVEREEE .
FEYDFTBIZOVWTHEREITHIN, A—RX T

U7 NCIEE DB 253 T2, SCEEE OfT
I LTI, BEDORISDEDHE TH o7, 1o
72, :@ﬁ”@ﬁiﬁ \:ngmﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁi
BEOKE X, FREOER S O)DPEE OHBNIT
5%@T%6ﬁf%5°ﬁ§ﬁ%%miézfﬁﬁ
Bhsd| MEATHD 2L LB LI E DD,
F7e, MEBmEMcTOTEROECRHVIILE
Dolznb Wi RICEORMPED, T ORI,
#% 0 Sugimoto(1999a, 2001)DIFFEIC L » TEFT 6
nas,

Tanaka(1999)i%, LFROFEED 10 F£HICE DB
BRRE 17> T3, TOBMIE, HEROEFEEOAT
Y — BB L TN IR T, BOICE
HERIRTAIIR L CHtTR %23 2 BARANSD 10 Al
LU -T2 WO RRREIRIET 5 Z &L Tho
o MBRIIAARDKEET, REHERXT 77—
BT, RESNZHBETEENID LR 1TTE%E
FNDHLDTholz, TOREE, 191 EOERE
Bl U O o0 OB T B AR ARSI A AT
bl o TR NP LMo T, IHI
HIREOBIZES @E%%Tm%fﬂ&wewoaﬁ
FEOMSICK LT, HEERTHEERDRNLT
WBHZ EERL,

¥ 7z, Tanaka, Spencer-Oatey & Cray(2000)i%, L
S0 Tanaka(1999)0FER S HICHEI T, HER%E
FELFICE
EREDNODLIO R WIEERE U THEEETT 2 2 E
DEPE Lz, SBHT LRI VEORFET, H#
EERT 8OO F VAR L TAGHRE I LAY
HEEEEX ST IFERAEThH o, TORRIT
HZIEDRWBE I AERANIAF Y AN AT
FANE B LU THHBOHEERR RN ENI HD
Thole, ZORBRL., HERAANTEDITHED 2
STHHMBEEATIEVWIRAT LI A TSICKT
HLOTHD, Tanaka Hik, ZDOXHRAT LA
H AT LR BRENHEEBIZOWT, —ik
FEMNEBKRFETH TR, %9~oi % EY
DR LR TS, L, ZORRE,

Ly



WA BARANDAT LA S A FLIIBET I DD,
Tanaka(1999)257% L7z [FH WO B ANTIEED
HEVEHE TIIHRE L WERSH D] LWV HiER
E—ET 5,

Taki(2003)iZ. Tanaka(1999)DAFZC L FikIz, 5FL
FOWNRIC L > THEFERRL D00 EFRE L=,
FERRIL 20 MOEFE L 60 RRDOAERBDA X
JANEBRANTH -7, %X Discourse
Completion Test (DCT), A7 —/VFT A K, A7 E
2—%HLEbE, FMREEFIN—T7C, 3K
LoEHGIEH%. FEX (offence) DIEX] X)) HTE
TR E 52D ONEPEN Lis, TORSE,
A ¥V ROMEREN A ADREERB L LIz BRI
BEAZIFRTOIEEHLMILE, 51T, BF
ADEEBOBHRDOA b T T U—idA XY AANEE
BOANTTFU—LEELTEY, SR ERAEEZH
WAZ &ERLTE, Taki X, ZOERE LTHEA
ANOEERBREE(LEN, HERZLEEDAI oz
= a VAEAN LRI TV BN RE
(direct expression)% VD X SR TE ML
LLTWwW3B, LavL, ZOMREE, %7»—?@%
BER aﬁ#or\uﬁf$7zbmﬁ%_
WIRVWRICERRI DS B D, £DT1c® :@%%%—M
T30k, FERIAFEPVETHE LV LIS,

Okumura & Li(2000)i%, SFEIXEITL B self D
EOBNPEEOITOHIZEES B X THD EEL
e TZ T, HEO0HETHWVWOLN D Twenty
Statements Test(TST)%& VT, H - HFEFEHE D self
OSEZHLNNITHI T, MEOHREOR b
TUO—OHEOBEREZHRPL LD & Uiz, AR
EAXFYAANEBEAND 30-45 FOLMETH B,
BT@%%\ﬁ%M£E6WH®mﬁ%%OC&ﬁ
BHoniciotz, AARAZMD seif ix [EMHER
FLAY72 (group-oriented private)| & D Tdh B DIkt L\
AXY RAANKHED self i TP LA
(independent and public)] & D Tholz, Fh & AIAT
LTHHBRmA2RELET Vr— MAER T2 L
5, WMHEOHHBHECOLENNL LN, ETH
SEOFRICE L T, AARALMEIZA XU X A&t
P EIZB40ERER, FHSE Z Li-ERRics L
THREZIT-o- TV, EHIKA T TV—IZONT
ML, A XU ZAEFEEORESNWEREREEN 512D
NIRFAEH (e.g., ‘terribly’, ‘awfully’) % B\ AHHEE
BN H DD, TV THRE R HBE T T

Tro FHUIH L, BARANIE LRSS LTHEZE

DA NFTF U~ ANTARICHEEITON, T

NI VEBBEESEEN D L(eg, LT, RAGHAN)ED

Bk 7alfeoThot, ZLT., ZOREHA

AANEAXFY ZAD self OEHRRRD Z L ICER

LTW3 LRt 7=, ZOFEIL, Tanaka(1991)

Thbralz, BARABFEROTEIZ DN TR

THMBEITOFEROPHE L 2oTNBE, 72, K

SERE DTN T B 728, Holmes(1995)53F5 15

Lic & D ICB LB CHEFECENEH B ET5 4,

ZOREREAXY AN BAALEOEHmME VR D

M E I DOLSBOTENNETHS I,
INDOWENLEZDZ X, O Lol #f

FEOTVHITHEHARE NI BERBEHR L TWES T

HHLENWHIZETHD, EBIT, bH—D2& LTI,

FEOREOFENHFEOREIIZEL 52 5ER

Lo TWB R THD, Tanaka, Okumura & Li 23

BT 2 & O I BRANFEOIT AR UTHET

B EVIOFEERIE, BICEET . Kotani OFERE H—

BL, ZNbHEEEOREOFTESERLTNE LE

AbD, BeTHE, REBARAREEOFEZ

BRI ETAONIHONTIEL, X525 0E

PUETHAHH,

413 FEOKRZEICET TR
BMBEITODED, T, T T X
AT ) L. $BREOZ DBFORROTZHOLS
WKELEREND, LI L, BERIOBERME

RiTXbic L > THET S WHEESD S,

Sugimoto(1999a, 2001)ix, HAN & T A U h ADH

FAZANDRRLRD LD SBATHEOREE 2.

ZO—R & LTHEDRROBROLS \HEDL H

BOTHEHRONERE LT, ZLT, #HENECE

SIPEERTE L., TORINE E ST 20 %
FELH, HBIEIEERANET AU I ANOKRELET,
Fa pBEERE LT v — MREERAVT, &
BHECTORERNREORRLEEEZ 9RA L v DR T
—NVTEZS®T,

ZORER, MEFHEEOKRELEVELT, K
DZODFRRENERETR Uz, 9. HRAT
AVAANUEIZ, HERB-oTHBESS LRED
LMD o7z, FRC, [#E (damage)lz st 5
D1 & TINESE (offender)izxtT 38V | &b~k
BE. BARNT EFCHT 80 2L K&
CRBEb - TV, Fio. EX(offence) DRI X i



DNTh, AUBETH BARADIEY B L VA

REEb AEMMAENZ L 2R L, £ LT, £,

HARMIEERSOERDO—DILZD X 5 RRIRE
MOEEICER N H D EHEFEL D
INETEL DOFFAE(e.g., Tanaka 1991, 1999 R 5
hizk iz, AEEVBLOHW T NEROKE
& [FIEOFE) 2L CREZTo L
LT, FAREMNRELLT LHEDED IR ETR
BWUIZLIERE VI EERRLTEY, fECD
DHEZDOHLDIZRTERBELERESL LD THD,
42 BEAXSEBEVOLOELTEZIHE

—F., BRLWVWITEHEBETOEHEI—RILE
B2 LOTIHRL, BRBILTEDITAEDDLD
EPThBRONBDTIIRDONEEL DL H
b, INHOFETE, HEOFELSEFRLE L
TRONABA FFTIV—DE NI, T ORAKRTT

ZBOFEOIENSE LB HO TRV DONEE X,

HRITATOLDERNEL TV,
421, HFEOTHHFHICET IHR
FE1989), B AGE rmrmima%maﬂ
511 bEMOXMRLRIZEEREE X, AREL
%@ﬁ%ﬁ\Mﬁﬁﬁﬁbtwﬁ®ﬁwﬁ%#m—
BTBONEIPERIELE, T—FICHARGFELRE
FBOS%BT AV I, BOBAFIREA—RLT
U7 DEEVOBE LT L ED VT A ER N,

R OREEL LT [THETAL] [THAREV],

“I'm sorry”, “Excuse me’72 EEAHMHL., FhHD
X8, WROZXYFE, TP FOEE FETMES
LA L, ZORER. KEORHMOFEFITEE
ehEIME G 2T LD ThoT, LinL, B

SHICEI LTI, HES LT NEITAICH LCH
WABEHIZ ORMTIEE THE SR o, £
T, RESEICEST 2 F o hEmtRtty M2
PR U,

ZOBRIE, BANTHIVUTEEACEE L TV
DREEZIFEO [THERA] DX RHEE
B, EEBICERICE RoNWEEERT — K
O“b\’CEﬁ’bi) \Z U7z, Searle 5738 X_T\_%uﬁfﬂ%

RNEEBITIL S E< B L THEAFETHELTLY
—ﬁbkw:k%@ﬁbtﬁ\5$%®ﬁﬁ%ﬁf
DOBTRIC Y TITE 2RI RGEH IR LIZRT
FLBRER N,

RB2004)i%, FFETAROLENDL, BAGE
FEETITHTRE WD TEHCTREDBEEZ, £

B, ZDOZ &I,

LT, SEBEDORY FOLEeg, BER, %iE
A, AVEWESTAThHSAICEBL, @

! S

SEOBMENED XS RUEEEME L Ul TaNE

LM LED &L, BANET AU W AEXR
. REHBTORELZHD DCT &, £DOKO
GEREEAZR O LCBRER A r—L 7 A MR L.

FMEEITHIBECTEDOL I OB ERELTND
OPERE L, TORR, ARANHRET OB
I, HFO EZ) ZBHLTHDHOITXL, T4
UBNTEGD [HBE ZHERLTHDH 2 L8
bk ipol, ROWET, ILEUIHREE E
TWVBEOREFHOERL] (THRBIIEBEEICL
BYLEHZELTEHBY ., Fraser 1T [ RERIT5H
(offensive act)loxt L CEEERDITH &, JRLIE

R (offense}e 5t L C D S (regre) &5 2 21T %
(PRI AT EE 2 L 5)Th B L BB LT,

TOXI, BITHERTHE, 2L 0HE, B
(remorse), % fE(regret). E{T(responsibility) D> HFRD
BE DB L INTER, LL, ARGEOH
SEIX THFESRREZ HTroTo) L) ERE RN
THITHTHY, LT LS [FE < Mg o
BHICESITB TRV &, —FH T, EEOH
SEIX T8 #RO5TATHL I LBl LL,
ZDOET, BAGELIGEOMPBORYIMEMGE L
FRFTIRR LT,

BT, EOWEDCEOIENHIEOKFEC

Hll

-

LENTWLZ L ERALNC LI, Tt xiE 1T
HEFA] “Sorryis & DFERIA L FEFEITHE  RRAEE

LT, HAANT MBEEIEbLeWE L) 22
EZF RO TRE) #EBULEERS DKL,
FFETIX “I did something stupid” « I didn’t mean it”72
FHOO Bt 28Dy, HicEato [EE
ELEELEDITARENEL Ao,
HEITAHR T, #HEEEDLEREITAIIE

B ZRERBD T —RILET o TELN, ZOMR
IR OS2 SESUL T LICBVWE L TH
SHEMERL, F, £OBEUMEEFOTHRICE
ST, REOFMOMELRANTRETHDLZ L&
AL,
4.2.2. Face management (2B 9 %813

Kumagai(1993) & #LE(1993)i%, AAGE L HEOH
ROALET T arERBTAI LT, MSEE
FEDPHRORY FLZTFO face ZED L HITF
H5LTEONEEZR LE, WiHE LY Goffman &



Brown & Levinson {ZE-3&, #EEZ M DERK
(offence)iZ X o CTHFD face L. TOEML
*{E18 3 5 remedial work D—ER & ERL TS,

Kumagai (AL T A YLD TV KT <0RE D
VU A ETF—FELTRHWY, ZZHEHLS
remedial interaction M A kT 7V —DFfEEH, ¥ —
B, A NITURE, HEORIGR EEHH LT,
FORR, HMEFEEEB I, FRENWEA ST
U—IHEEN RO, AANIE bOEREEENR
L, ZORICELTERZR~, HFE~DBNR
DERT A RERASATWe, FRIZRL, 7 A
U7 NIRA LTV, BERS° address term &% A
V% emotional/interpersonal 72 A 57— & L3
ZEBHLNERST, LL, BRARELDF
—rERAVDLDDERLTWE R M7V —0f
Biddinz &, —H, TAV I ANIERNE A
F—AIDIROBERAR N T T O—BENT N
binkileolz, Ziuk, HEADBE. BEENZT
ANBNTETHBRLA M T 7 V=2 MELRYER
LT ABBEROBIEEZRA 5 LT50IZ0 L. T A
VANIEHR A T T V— AW TRALRITV
DOHBBEZMRRL TP LTHMLIEEFALE,
DI, BANOH#EIL, HOH0O face HHMEIZ
LCHEDOZTFD face &5FA 5 &£ T % reciprocal
face-support Z{T o TWBDIZH L, TA U I AD
HigEIX, MEEEMRTHZETRSD face L5217
FD face DM HE5FA 5 &35 self-supporting 7ot
BEFH L LTWAERI,

—J5. MEA993)E, BHAANELT AU I ADKRFE
FRYyEEHE LT, RELEBRETED L 54T
BETHPELTRLAEEERELER Lz, €0
FERIT Kumagai(1993) & FEFICERI LIz b D Th -
Too TAV AN, BARANLEIZERBARFHEZIT,
FHEORLBETAZ EBHLNE ot iz,

TAVAABEEDOA NI T V—%ER L RS
FoDICR L, BARNIFERT DA LT T
2. BRI TROIGE b bl ndo T,
MHEIXZOEBRE LT, BARANIBEBOZTFO
face #EH L CAMBEROFMEE-Z L 2EHRT
DKL, TAIAANFTEYFLZTFOELD
face ZHERFT D Z LV EE T, HTRIIRIREARRER
THDHE L, Kumagai & —HTHERLEL-TNS,
LA L, 2@ Kumagai & MBADRKRIL, KIS
7= Tanaka(1999)& Taki(2003)CHA B2 ~7. H

EABHRHADOZ b I FV—5BWTHEEESYT 5

EVSHERLIIMAN N bDOTH D, Zhuk, @
BExREOHN, BEZRE, 2 KT TU—DOHES
B EDBNT L VEEEZT T E00b L

",

423 \MB®&RIC5Z5HEICET EHE
Barnlund & Yoshioka(1990)iX, BAANET A U A
A& RBIZZOOMEEIT o, —Dik, $HIExIHR
RHFRIZ OV TOBRIZONWTDA v & Vo —RE
T, b ) —DIIHRICEL 52 53N EK L E
BEXE OFEELYRAT Vi — MRETHD, TD
e Tl % routine 72 H 0 & genuine 72 b DIZK
FLTD, LT, BIEOHE LT, £FE0Ok
ELTHEREND “Excuse me”REIE%RT “I'm
sorry” 72 EEEFTCND, Fho, BEE LT, A8
FoF Lictharmed) & W IHRFEE KDL, iz
TEENH D WVIEMEN BT 2 TR
STITHITAEEREL TS, £0 LT, AT
BB OMBERENRE LTS,

ETA U FE2—F/ETIE, ARRALETAY D
AL TR EBERE LWL LK, A

4l

AN, AEBDOKRMG2%) . B OEHTRG0%).

FERIORR Y (27%) 72 Sl LTHB AT H oot L.
TAY NI —DEXG0%), B OEEIRRE

3 1 The major differences between Japanese and American remedial mode (Kumagai 1993: 298)

Japanese

American

Relative emphasis

restoring relationship

solving the problem

Face-management by apologizer

Approach penitent utterances explanatory utterances
humble self-expressive

Negotiation mode empathetic rational
self-threatening self-supporting

(reciprocity expected)




(20%). {EIEDRBLOS%)NIx L THFREATS Z L3
AL Rol, XLIZERENAIL, #FEeiTo
T %O ANBBHRIZH T 2 BBMOENTH D, BAEA
B EITo%, HELOARMBKRE TR
(85%)h> TEEL 7251 (10%) & 3Bk L TN D IR L.
7TAY BN, TR @5%0 TE< 5] (35%)
LEBLZTND,

EBlz. BEOT VI — MREORKRTIE, H
ARAET A Y AR D HFEOTR (form)* ITiE
BROLNBHELTWDE, FHLLOFFT/THLET “1
am very sorry™? X D IZERIC TR &l ~ D R
BLUTHDH, FOROTBADBIUCEVDRR LN,
AARMNIMEELE LHD O L, 7 AU I AT
B (explanation)® 17 5 Z L 21 L T 5,

IRHDHERMS, AARAOHBIIARBEREL
B4 2 Biff(tacticy TH D DR L, TAVHAD
BRI ARG A ML SR THH E LTNB,
FLT, 20X ) RERICHHFT IHROEN L,
2D DICBIR SN A HBHRNOENT, FIzEAL
LAEADLE, HORBRLBRELZHALDLT
AV DOIALDENGEBABERD & LTn5,
ZOT A Y HEEOREIL, ISR~ Davies et al.
N, A XY RADOHEN TBHOHE LTS 1%
EREOL LR E-HKLTRBY., ZThETERS
NTI RO EEOHEOIR LV EDNL L
Ny, Fh, TAUVAABBHBCSNTHRBPAE
W5 Vo R, Lo Kumagai, #iHOREE
EL—HTHHDOTHD,

424 #HSRWIEHTHHR

Sugimoto(1998)iX, HAGE L 7 A U W ZEFEOHIFE
DERCHAIHIFHERA LN T DD, B -
KOIBIEEDOA 34 HZR O DHFEOITVED
TR E B Uz, TOME, BARECOEBNH
SRix THigEh) #BETHY. —H. TA Y WHKGED
BRI HIRIT sincere’ RBIFETH D & bicEi Ay
Sugimoto (% il Ae) &1L, TERMEICTH L CaRE
Td % T L(relational truthfulness)] TH v, HERAD
tR(sclfless surrender)] THDHEEZL TN D, —
J7. ‘sincere’ & i% [pERAY /2B 3E (physical reality) )
FEALLTEHY., ‘sincere’ 2R & ik |/
(responsibility)] < [BE D& (remorse)] Z&ETeEH D
FELTW5, ZTOET, ZOEEOERRRM
DENDTHIC, WEFE TSN DB Gk
BERDELTVS, FIXE, AREOHETIL

NEX D BERICTIR o Ty — b= KEHE A
WE—RTH D T L (conformity) REETH Y | #
FNDEND Z ERFENRR, TORD, UK
FEERDIET LT, D LARSNL EFNRWED
WEECTHD AT D, —FT, TAVIEET
1. ‘sincerity’ #1525 7o I, BIRFICHE D A
vE—UEGRADIEBKETHD LT D, Eik,
BREEERE LW & S EOREFE b(genuine intent)
2R, ERB(account) @ U TEEERBLDH D
EHREELEL LIS, TORZIE, AAELKE
OEARARHITE & WV D ITAPRARRE S TR—&
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A review of research on apology
— Japanese and English cross-cultural comparisons —

OTANI Mami

Abstract

This paper surveys the literature on apology, especially those studies focusing on Japanese and English cross-
cultural comparisons. Apology is one of the most difficult speech-acts for non-native speakers of a target language to
perform, and can be a major cause of intercultural miscommunication. A number of studies, therefore, have been done
on various aspects of apology. Two main views found in the literature are also discussed. Although specific strategies
may vary according to cultural norms or values, studies of the first type regard apology as a universal speech-act, while
studies of the other type consider apology as discrete speech-acts of each specific language. With these two points of
view as a frame of reference, the various findings of these studies are discussed and several problems remaining for
future research are noted.

[Keywords] apology, Japahese, English, speech act, universality, diversity
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