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% B o BFH &4
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Tk

Lo

Boll, BELND FHERMLAECTS, T LT, ThEo &0 LcEkE
%%&hii&bhfmaiém@ufm%%%,wm@%%m&AbkoC
RHENHEEL G o hT Enot, ZOANEXTOR, BBOHM (3EE)
m@ﬁ(&%@)m%%m&Ll,@&M%%%?é@#@%f%@&hk@
ROMEMIWTR & LTREBOWMSEHELL) LTB30THD, LRV X,
Z QEFHFREL UHBEHHE TR RV, o Uit 0FE2HHT 50
AERTREV, ZOEMET 5 L2513, BELWIESLHEL CHRED
Speech Act B TR/ % LELNRB AR HNENVIEHTAC LD B,
L0, HiasigHletZ I b TRBENERCH LOWEROMHER, B
SEREBRBVWORS, Kb, MREZEEAS (BETY) »aET548H
I BEEESE oL LEIK, REKLO—AE2ENRICBERVO2E
RTHD, L, BIEREEOC LEN D BPHE—HENOPEETD
THH5 L, Bel (ELTH»r) EEBE% LW ERoWEL, Mo
30b, ROREINZRHMESZOTRRVHEBIOTH B, LT,
5B T ET—HEEN, LZHOMFEOFLE T Speech Act BiGDMIL 7R
HEMEO—E LB ERRIIDTH B,

T linguistics 78 Pragmatics ~OBT %, B, ZETRRE
BeEThnbiRETHMEZED € Likd b,

[{1) Linguistics ;& Pragmatics ~

Chomsky e % I N5 BMAERSEN EBERKCS - T—HEZ AR Lie (R
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WA LO0H %) ORERICH L, TOWRMTY v 2 — VELRO Z5%
T 3 langue & parole kx4 % competence & performance @ X BJ®
#S &, performance R E#IL L\ E T3, competence #2884 % 0%
E&TB5—HOHETH S,

Chomsky EMMNAREZEZESAB T2 ERERIOBBC £ ¥ EEHED
WMEREHBETHBC LEFHEL, REAWHFEELCTI vErvio [BX] &
BL, 2O4RBEYEENAELRNL, EE2EERE L EREELST,
TOBBELELTOERBIELE X 72D TH » oo X8, Z @ approach X F
FEOIOAERE—IErThT £ o) competence QHLBERTH S —
BB BRI Lict T2 5D, RBrNBEEORLSINCE
5 dynamic R EEEH L REECERUEREY E LToBENRHRL, F
BMOESFHEBEOLEYLLABT EHDRBEEVT LIREEENEH LIcL
THTHBHP, lb, SECHEWCHRDBNSAIEEI competence DRI &
LA UBEFTrkix { performance ORI & LT dFbhaThE R b
WE R BRIz METRE, fIEECEZOORENRB B LW T ETH o ko
Zhestd % Chomsky @13 performance »> 5 OEFR D&M+ 5 © Tk
S RWKIEAT BT Ltk D competence OIFPLNTE HF T HORE &
79, tOEEYHEBOZIAALMLERIRVOTH 52, EBED
BH—EOFHELRD B, BAED performance WHHEA TV 3 &b
¥, M5, %5 Uizl Hv5 #k s performance o fiEEE Uk
D #s G. Lakoff % J. McCawley Btk o TREINZERERDZTH o o
Chomsky & » Trt performance DEEE & L TfbILs <& HEHRRHHE L P
% competence ORIFHICARS &y 5o Hl 2 G. Lakoff R EEHEH O &K
aspects t4 % Seatle OUBERBLRO L) kik~3%,

Searle in Speech Acts (Cambridge University Press,1968) adopts the
position that a speaker’s knowledge of the felicity conditions governing
what Austin has called ‘illocutionary acts’ are part of his linguistic com-
petence, that is, his knowledge of his language. For example, the verb

«christen’ as in ‘I hereby christen this ship the Jackie Kennedy’ has as felicity
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conditions that the subject of ‘christen’ is empowered by an appropriate
authority to bestow a name on the object of ‘christen’ at the time™ of the
act of christening, that the ship is present, etc. One might claim that
felicity conditions are outside the realm of linguistic competence and are
to be studied as part of performance. However, a look at nonperformative
uses of potentially performative verbs indicates that is not so, and that

Searle is right.®

D% competence DILLZTHED O TH D, Chomsky »HEER L BEE
FEHEORET, LhrdFoREAMAS sentence KFEL DG L, #MHRERED
(e - CHEBRWR) RUTTO RIENARTELERE LT &5 B8
T¥h B, Lakoff 3 linguistic competence &\~ 5 ZFr%H o T 5 MHREHL
e Chomsky O X0 3, U EWEkEPEo, Austin® %3 illocu-
tionary acts LIFBICEH LA AL LI KRB NLTARIEL, RETHTA
Litriedhb, ©huk pragmatics ik communication theory dFFZENY
Ztp b Chomsky OEERENIC L VERKI NS sentence &% dialogue O
WO TCRAZI N R T RERS RV, ©F D pragmatics % communication
theory——PIF pragmatics & 53— TR A O communication 23E LK
it dialogue &) BT, £ OHEM ) WPMHKEESE, §53E, situation,
context & OPIRO RS T, DLEM « B WESULHEEK X » TEH)
3% speaker-hearer OIFFZC 4% &IE: « B ¢ Bl &b o 2 DIPR I I &
THB, o TL T TORPEONR &5 0 RERMBEHERECL S
Competence D EF VTR, o LTLWHEEH T dialogue % ik LT <
L% competence TR TN RV, COBANDED Lakoff kw5
O FEJEHEICL, Wb, REEFETRELTOETNVEELTHEDT
HBo M, 5 Liea Y\ competence i, Bgd L« Communicative com-
petence X \WH ZFHO TICHBRIEINBIFENRH IO TCHEELET S, £0ES
it, (e LENAEAEARAINTHS 30 LEbNE, o kHE
ZOHERDE—D, BoFD LEdD TRV, d&d LEREPUHLEES
CEBELEESTHOLRTW & TE %A, Lakoff 23F 2@ (Chomsky
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L1k E o %) competence % %} linguistic competence ¢&3F %D R U
i, PECE > T OMRERCHBTHIES, A2 ¥ Jacobson 12ikse
EESERMED 5@ approach & L T Sociolinguistic Competence & 441+ T\~
5L, MUSHLEERED Hymes™” RRHLOMBMENRE 515 (RIZH)
RVESLERBTOMCHE LFET T EBRHEREZIOL DT ORAETH B &F
FELTW5D, HLFERCTHLEE, RWIERAEECALNB X I KE
EENCEN EAWMEBERTBRETvE LT &, Threlz citsn
 LER e LWBBO AN ARETHEF v E LTORERN & LTERT 20
3—DODHETH S D M, HEFLL Tk Habermas® & U i LT
B50<, Searle® DRFITHOANC L EIRL ) LcMERHETSI0
ELUTER Ly, Wihied d, ZoZHoE e, BRERSCRSER

RBEDZ LTI, BRRMEEELD, 2EVEEFEOFH, WE, Mkko
WT DR AR ER &% Chomsky @ Competence 72 1 T3 5B 48 M7
Communication Z#E~% & EWARFRETH B C L2 EBR L, T &k Prag-
matics Q REMBHPAIND C L5, zo TR EBOM EEEH L%
OHEAE L OBBRR bR S, Searle DIRINEERERZFET LI T &k, 4
A DGR - 4 B REE R &0 o Tef 4 O Speech act %1750 & Th
%0 (L DEA, kil~7z, 2 VY[E\W Competence MBIHLTWVWE)o D L
7z speech act IO W TEPICH Uik, EHOM AR Tk, Wittgenstein
& Austin THY, ThLEHE, BIE L—IEOERR{LICE Y Lz® 25 Searle
THBHIIBoOID, TOEET, /NETRFER Aurtin & Searle %,
KBkD TN T Eed b, &3 H N, speech act OEBINAE © EESHRY
5L TCREBARIOTHEB T LEERTEAR DLW,

<E>
1) Linguistic Society of America @ Summer Institute (University of Hawaii,
1977) T Prof. P. Lee ®FC pragmatics O #207c, TN 4 5H O speech
act fFEE~ D trigger Lix o, TOREEET Prof. Lee ICRH Lz,
2) ALBFEMCHRTIHOMERRL THIGT 5D TRIRV,
3) #1977, TEE (FER) oMM oWt [BIIKEHERRFEREE 135
435,
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4) Chomsky, N.. 1974.=Discussing Language. ed, Herman, P. The Hague:
Mouton

5) Lakoff, G.. 1971. Presupposition and assertion in semantic analysis. Semantics,
ed. Steinberg, D. D. & Jakobovits, L. A. p 335. Cambridge University Press

6) Austin, J. L. 1962. How to do things with words. Oxford University Press

7) Hymes, D. H. 1971 On communicative Competence, Univ. of Pennsylvania.
Sociolinguistics Pengnin Edncation 1972.

8) Habermas, J. 1971. Vorbereitende Bemerkungen zu einer Theorie der Kom-
munikativen Kompetenz=#:OEERIR (23 2= —¥ s VEEHCOWTO TN
BRITF 3 62 % — LBREE) KIEME1976.

9) Searle, J. R.. 1969 Speech Acts, Cambridge University Press

10) Pragmatics 138%, Petformance 1% theory &L T&bRH <% b, Searle
B Competnce & performance b hin (##E75) approach 7 &ic
RiHcr coAER#EI v rbHENRwL, X, Lo Lakoff @ approach 3
Competence &\\3 ZIREE > 0BT & T, tROIRUEHDENR I W, —F
% Harbemas Q& H2 Y 2=y — g VN (FHI2EH) &\WIERT A THES
ERREDN D, NATOENCES, ThbE2TLOLHOT TR c LT 5,

[2) %8 (Conception) [CD(T

2.1, BELWIREACDHTR, HDPERDULI N ZBY, EFENH05
TBRRCENRENOERTH LN TWB B TH 5, RELE, 0D
Conversation % # 5 S I THBRHE A IN 05— 2 1 TRERIZEE
LEBBE] 5P, Lovd, $3EAE MWheEks” ertioBdscn
SEERT Lo el BEBERE LB CHELIRIERE 2B WA LB
BHOLE - TWEWE I Thb, ZOFRERELT, BE LW EEHE
B AFHRERCN T, ARTORELESBLIC LB EHIN TS X
5 ThHBHo BBICOWTHEILE, WMHWARIE RSN TREORE L
LLI®—PIF (RFEORE] &3 BB, TOF TS 4 PR EE
OERWNER L LLEHEMOMR” Ligo T B, Speech act HRDE
REFNOEH & LTRLAOWECEERS 20T, RETRIAKE > TH
KB B HEEM Sy HH - BT LT 5,

2.2, RBLEMED
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A, [ George], [ 2552 #—F | will you please come home early tonight?
B, I === intended to play golf after work tonight.
rﬁawaﬂ

A - fm afraxd thQs impossible.

homel early.

Y T : =~ ‘
B :—;|But, Mary|, you know I always play‘go\lf\on Thursdays

| Pl = What's so special about tonight?

A; .1 have something planned. B ~ ~ — — — — — — ——— —. -

You are absolutely ind“is"pens_able”

B; ! Do your plans require me here?

Ay

Just this once I want you to sacrifice your golf. |%Iil;])’é./’r'

B, l—{[ Do you mind telling me what you have planned?

77
. \ 7 .
I have an appointment with Jae fies and I'll have/t’9'»cancel it
7 v
S ] s

’
A:: Y T'mafraid I can't tell you, ,' )
/
You'll just have to tru Wwhen-I tell you v6u Jhave to come

/

Bs: DI'm afraid you're being unreasonable, Mary m You

can’t expect me to cancel a golf date “when I don’t even know the
—

/

7

home.

reason why,

/
If you'd stop and think for a moment, you could figure out

Z
the reason for yourself. {2 X F| What day is today? [
(€]

Lo dialogue 1 [EZEOHEE] »50—O5IHTH 5. TEBORM] T
3. Communication »3 Speaker (X ixHearer) ¢ L2 % THIE: - %R « B
BeBAR BB -HE - EE B - B BRELEOBH ] % utterance @
LA L LT discourse (T Nuitdialogue ORBBMTH D) W IHIRT
EHTBHO L LT, Lo dialogue 2EOONORIO TSI LT 5B,
Mo blR~Z eh, [ IBEEINCEBAENRES 1 S THD, «~—
< -QEBNBREEBMELHEL, =, «, ] BSOXHLEATIRFOR
BefATns, X, [T el EnclBinaENoEi cElrEs o
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E () TohERREO—E LN T &ERDB,

B, ENTREBEYEFO LI CHEETIOTH A5 o 57T Speaker ik
%« Yl ¢ ERE O LIEN process 2MED, FNLERMEEBEL LD &) ks
EU%, LOBEEINSNAER, LR MK BR - B - BE-etc ©
BELLR o Tnd, RICANOMBEBIEERENLOOES LR - (Y
ERRIELC S, *ORERE U TEEINBSEH2EW & LT hearer OFEHE
BRELNBE LIy, 4L speaker LIXiJ5H @ process Ik U com-
munication MR TBHC LB T OEEBERENSLIL L O speaker
DRFEE R4 ED Y process I FARKBL COERBIND L NWITLTH
%o 0%y Speaker AN - NHHMAZZFF S 2L, HRA L LicfRR
EU, Thr—ewlok, BAMNcCHEBLI efoR (IR « BHE - a4 eto)
Licho TRHBBBETHB LMEIND. Mo THLADOESEOHERE LMY

EERAMTHEMBORB LW HREECED LW T ind, TR
INENOEBRFBUEEINS ¢ tCfisfbdn T ek s, R
FEBLTEANARTE Lo tHND, CORBIN ML IRBE L4
T TwB, BHom, M20EER, DL L3EFRELRCRETORK
BEHFL, X, MEHOFERAFED, COC LRIHACKBORENEELEL
B LT, TRENOEEHREOLEF TREMLI D C LEEET S, Thid
Sapir=Whorf OE#H & LTSN EEENERH BRI - AW, # K
EORE] TREERZZEBLATTCEL TS, Bb, (1) ABTHBRY
HBeRHBEILNEEE LToRE, &, (2) BA0EELB L CHALSE
NFRBTHD, MHFOFERE L 3RBELTH S,

R R BN THEF SO 5 O RFEERN (ntention of utterance) T
o TOREERNHBELMEI TS L CHEEREBEERER LI EELLNRS
OTEDEELGIA LV,

[FELFAD, S AR ESO THEFBRALZEE LN EWN)
HKKEDD, Al TOHRED - LD I KETIHBRELTIC L
ko, BEOORZEZN (intention of utterance) 2RI ¥, Fhic
EoTBRNLTHEZHREEVHTC LE2RBAB, 2¥0, AREERET
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Clied o T, BAMEELLWEE > TWBT ERLEBRIZEL, Th
Lo CHEORMMEZ B ¥, BrbbasRE2BLIEREB50TH
%, BREER LZEEL2ZTCAOBR2ERET 5, BRIOBEMBHERIITH
W, BRELTBRSBHRELEBRETBD TH %,

ADTTHD R, ANBCLORTIRNOERZR MDD RF EFBCL
LERBTRTH D, RBETRIEZ, SBRFEXAVIREINBIC 2> TE
HINs, EBRAT, APHEFBEN L CEE LW EE o T BIER(
v =) Ok AORERX L PE AT (oply) W5, SERTR, #%
BERX (FBXWFE) SOER LS, Liedo T, T IRBELTL
5L, BEEBRBESHE TWBRB IR, AREELEWEELTWAEHO
NEL, FOMHEELIBOADHKEFER 2 Zohea bt vwic e
B 19,

COREBRRC £ BB O [hiRE&] A& L, Austin @ illocutionary
force LM B &35, % LT speaker nFKEATHC ik - illo-
cutionary act 2 Zf73+5% & L €, RBEDEELHIT performative clause (X
f785) & proposition 2:H70% &35, YROEE LT, FTHEPIRIA
30, HIHRNAL O, FERNADIORS B2, Thbiat, L.L. &4
ERR & W) HENEEOR L -2 b ¢, ZTHEELIOL LTS, *0
Ak Communication @RV B & LT, speaker ORIEO X% hearer
BIELLBET AR, ELFOFEOHT, REFOHH, RFToAbLR I
W, Thx D ¥Rl Lo, 2BLE2NELLEBM L OB L5
DR & LT, FE~HEORA LBROKFN ] 280 T35, ¥, 2T
HE-EEOFH &R, KECRIEEr—EL CoiThEhbine &%
5L, BHREORE] &1t Grice®® @ cooperative principle © & & Th 3, X,
IO PRBEFBREEETOT D, XHEATTAIRFZORBLE TG
BORBUYDEL TS,

[REBORE] TR LRBEORBMLTE 2 EZEEY O, OHf
DEFTTHIREFELGLT, LD I RARBBI LeRBE 2T o, %
LT @BOBOOHEOREONEBAZMKOLTHKL, OREEORE
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BRRIZERE L T B s nin s [P &) BB CHB L Tn5, Tk

MORBDLE LIS A ar B Th b, R 5 LeHE (0 B4 i

o, MEEREBICAEINSC ER2RL, REOHENELERL T3,
PEBRBONEBE EENESH T INEEOERN TH B, RETINRD

PRET B LT B,

<>

1) BABXHS 1973 [RENEELSERKEE]

2) LLA BEESERME HRIE 1979 MBEEORE L L.L. | REEHE

3) Ibid., pp. 26—27

4) FEHEHSCOWTREROZBC LI IR LUODNTCNEN, YHORL OFEL D
o, BEOLEFLEELOHEBBRSHEERS I,

5) T[EEFOFEELL] p. 53

6) Grice, H, P. 1975 Logic and Conversation, Syntax and Semantics, Speech
Act Vol. 38 ed. Cole, P & Morgan, J. L., Academic Press.

7) T[EEOHEEL.L)p. 24

(3) HA <& Speech Act

3.1. Plom EHIN el &) A%, speech act theory &L T
Mhd %8, AR BMERED, LW, NER3FELYE X 5BEAMEKS T
5D b SPER, BHELEERAVOR T [RE] CEHENES 252
el et B, TS ED KL ERNEREOLTT THDL5, B L Tspeech
act theory Lid% ARICHBE « RCEHETRAOTE S ) e YT, FM
DEZESHFIHTHR BN IBEE R LT 5 2 & T speech act theory &3
BOPOMBEERFLTARLED,

3.2. ETFES T i, %o dialogue ST TR DN IFEB O SIHER
DNTTH B, <, <-IRETRINTNDED DR LEMRFTE CHEERM
INHFEE, BbHEEZEWECI¥S, HAEEROST CIEELRIA
B Q979)P A BN BRI T NEREMMTCERT 5 LERREES ST
LEEBNG, MREZEL, T dialogue A TO HERERZHEEFOD
DTN EHTRD - TRFOFEIMEZF LFEOH N ET 20N
L, & & Tk Speaker & Speaker, Speaker & hearer & @ HRBE I N
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T DB & L COREN, ZOREMKILE LTOEBRENRINDEE,
BONEZLNBEREONENEELERENCOWTHT LIBHL T
B, DX0BEBRETC LadBHoRNeR T3 L3k, fTohd
BELEBLZONEDTRENS T h dLEIEETIE LoABERE TR
ARSI ERL LD L, %3 Speech act theory TIE T 5 L7cRfE % i
RS ED T 500, &L2ON5IRYIE speaker DEOFTFIE &, %
o2 OWEK « DENRENERRBE L0552, thbORERHEE
RN TNIRN,

RICFBO PR D RFER oW TEERLEESE L %, fETEA
LicHio—#ThH 5 [BREX L DRELZT TAOBRLERT 5, B
OEMBBEITIE, BRELTBRS ZURPRIENET S| PRO—Hi%
Pead & 5,

F2ya=y—¥ g YBRRUITSRDIE, ELFELHEENLHTS 54
Yo ICEO—BgEnEET B EARRENETH D, WELTELD L, &
EH—H LT 5205 ¢ ERAANCRELFOREUR G sMeF
o TELLEBINSC AL T NS, EEc—EHnd 5 &
A EERBURAENLGEZTERB L, BLFAORELREATIRELHST
BORELXHZTTHRT L OMICHRIEAE KL bR, T§H O RERER A
BICERE L TR RER DRV E WD & Elehk b, ME QMR &
HIEBR QMR T o IBA, Lo kR&EODN - ZEOEK, 5
Wi, BERES, BLTLHEFRLNTNERRARE 2 EL B RT
CERERBOTHBAEIZBISC LIk D P,

b bW ERRS O, speaker DFFHMIK A hearer WWHEE S 1L T
bt Wi 2 & THD, COBA, REBERI EEINS 2RE
515 T @b, speech act & UCRIERI X 58, Z2 b5 HBRI0H
B, —ORRIEEX & convention I ¢ric. meaning * OBARTH Y, 4—O
RAFENFEREIND T L2TRETHIRG L L TR TS FHEO—
B onwTTh b,

B0k, (HE M8 Tk Austin (1962) © S8 %EH L illo-
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cutionary force 2 HFFEBH & Ui, M T Austin @ illocutionary force i
THEINTNB O convention TH 3, S T @ convention @ LIk
Do TWBDTH Y, FREs illocutionary force % H 0B kK id, *
convention TRTNERLR VD TH b, T5 L REEN 2 E®RT 5 &1
convention ICHL5 &\5 Z EBRDTH A D B Searle® 1% Austin @ Con-
venton IE#E% R L, illocutionary act O3 TICH 7= » <, HERHY (inten-
tional) HUIfE &IHE Y (conventional) fii, Wiz DBk (Koog) »H
BB EHRPL, speaker 13, HHIRLPEF LD LA KBS DOER %
hearer WHAS L5 BN TH5DRR LT, speaker 7% L cRE 25 R
B2, ZORBLEZOMREEUHC L EBBRIED L WIHIFEER LD,
hearer L HAOHENYEMR IR LD LT 5O LBTWSB, 2FD Austin
@ convention ® -3 %] % H¥F I appreciate LT\ 5 &k & 5, —7 Grice
(1971) @3 speaker ¢ intention % hearer 33 % Z & T hearer ©H 5
MREETBHC LN, 5530 (something) ORMKEZEM LT LTHB L
FEL, O “TEH(meaning) 5 illocutonary act #Z®&1L L 3 &3 %,
X, Grice (1975) TUIx cooperative principle %33 L/ F ¢ conversational
implicature % B 31 T\ b0 (F.& TlL conversational implicature X
CONVENTIONAL implicature &XBII N T\ 5)o, T DT &Ik conventional
A4 5 Bi#LS Austin ® Searle &3, 2 DREBZC ERERTS L,
B, SEOEETO conversational implicature OB EM:  EH X BE
LESRERLD, T MNEFEORE] CRREFER L hearer 231F U< BET S
A, © @ cooperative principle MRV BB TI H B LB TW5B, TO
X5 —H ClRREOERS Austin o illocutionary force TH % L ¥iET+ 5
C L O#EHE & L ¢ convention & L, 5Tt Grice @ cooperative principle
(conversational implicature) RT3 LK D ~BOHER S &
RERESLOTRIRNLD S b

35 —oOHMBREHEO—BEOWTTH D, &Nl coherence & —fRiIC
TN THn23DTHBA, HEED IOV TEEIREHAALRETHD
LR UBHEMEREODO TR VA, < & d coherence (B TEDE
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IR 7o B cohesion) O EN TR VOBERTHESH, BB L
BABENGIET B o TELHEEREHE L THWH D TRRW. dLE
57 L hiE, SEEO—BEMe oW COMIER, 44O coherence DI
RBTBdoikEFne LaeiEiEliskld,

ROWMBEEEBELZ LI, FNERATHEHELCIT 2 E2bH
BT Do [WEORM| TR L.L. EMER &) ZHEWENOR D TR
PRI o T B ORI T 2R\ 25, speechact & L TOFREEE 25
b, FEELD RIBhR,. EEORM] (0.93) »EHL W IS,
B, DEEMR e 22 Y I EORBOBERGENB LOLPD Y HEREND
xRV, COMELOMD D HIDWT Searle (1969) KR Tindh
TWADT, T TRINEEDC ETRBLOEELIERI,

Searle 13énfli#% reference & predication w5335, #ERIND S ORELE
Lindiudin big &\ aximof existence &, 5% REQREIFICH T defi-
nite o8 RARTT D HOELEE L TR, TORESEAEDR CRFIERD
Iy, X% 7n U, Speaker IR LIIVERELBLEL LB T Lo
sedhalEi sy 2 principle of identification®  Z kN, ZhnH< %58
DOMBEREBT T Do —FXE, KIEOHE , FEREZLO KR (Sense) 12%
NG THERIEZETHC LR T, b5 context OPFTOLDREDOHT
DB REETHOTH B LN, BROKLK (Sense) EHIEIC & o THEE
INBZHGEEEXRTHC XD OO MUK (Sense) %R URB
ORENRTIODER - MR ER TS FERTB) T Erlks—7nE,
TOEHELT, EBROGETAESIL, BRRELTHH0—EOHAZ
VThT XY, RT3 &4 illocutionary force FyH:#Z% %O speech
act O—WTHBT LERL%,

COTERBENAGHEELBDLBE T EORVIERL TS,

reference R 3EA& O, predication L OWTHHELL ST LTHD,
BAH LML O ML HA L CHERBEAREL T3 LE LD S,
Searle 1%, REROFEHETEE FOBRBNBRYO—DIEREFRLLIDOLEL
TIRESTHRIR L TE T & BB, X OB W& A L8R illocutionary



RO FL 147

force WBIL THICPVLNTH B2, BESFREE D TR L, Hrew illo-
cutionary #z®5l® illocutionary B THbLND LFETH, 2 ¥ D BFE
SHRBER TS A Tkl { illocutionary act 043 & LCOREL B
ET B, ZUTREBST S “~OMBELBWETS” W) T ehbd, mARs
illocutionary force #H/RTABEEIC L - THELD T ENRVHLY, Th
TV T HIRH R W E o illocutionary force 2 A T2 Lk B, 0F 0, £
BEMOTHETEET 5O TR L5 ORE»E U 3 illocutionary act £
BriBOLOREBETDEEIOTH D, {EF, predication 3 illocutionary
force IIE 2oz L2 FR L THBDTH 5 A, T OB Hireference O
BAIRBRH DT LILhD, B, reference DA IZEH (Sense) 73
BERINDNEERRET HHRE A illocutionary HIiRd TH %,

COEIEEENC ) L2BBLRZEATHWSC L1k, BROFHELT
REOWSOHEE b BB+ 5, b, Searle 1t reference - predication A3
illocutionary iy, (IROFHE TR, ¥ L WLWHIEHT L o illocntionary force)
THDB EEHBLTONEDTSH » T illocutionary act =@ 3 O IR~ T\
W, BHBRETREYELZDE, ZTHAE L3 ZORRSREERT
55 EFTIB R RBRESED X5 T B, Thoandd, 2T d
speech act & & » TAE®m 13 Austin @ %) locutionary act, & illocu-
tionary act L OHRY SWEMSEMABELRLTVS ERX 50 TRk
53 I

HEHOIIC

R2ZEFEBE WD F&%E LU B E speech act [ OMEREERHLII &L
Feo EDAW, 427 speech act theory #3/s ¥ AEE /R D 2% Chomsky @ com-
petence TR KR\, F Y EWENOLE B F~ 5% © & T pragmatics
ORTRENSHC LR (B—3) R/NHxEI T #3521
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