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DEF M, R, REAEHBR 02 EREFHEY
B “THEEEMBAE" , BAENERSFRERALRIE,
5 E AR, ERARARE, BREBEHENK. BR
Fron BMNA, XEMBWEES RO ES CEEEY HAESE,
B, AETE. BWRE. EEM. XKE. SHABTEE,
JEAMET T S EPT LS ST ET S

BALEATE, RESEHEREERTH ZHAABR, &
MAW, ERANBAEEAFEGREIERTER AL,
MHREBRGEE Y FERTETNR, % . 5EARES,
WERF RS L UB; HAFEERARRE L LT R
B HOH 7 PRI R R, R BRI, B IR AR L AT e B UL
M B A, CAET MBI, WA TFEHERNAE S E
B i AR 5L IE A B A T AR .

HAETE LTS, AL IR 2011 £ IR “BELBA”
FRMESN, BEER, nAXYUK “EAESEMLASE" | LA
EREZILEANGRAFENN T REF L EESETFRT TS H
Tt B, KA NN EFRARERMEN, BREBEHRL, X4
HAFHERE LRI R A EHIEBT RIS, Wk ETF AR
EAEREE WG LA RAHA: Kk, REFHRNTRESFH
SR 0 B A% U B E ARG H R, XA BRN T #RE
S H A REBEIL G LRNA R, HEBRA TR, LK
b L] B AT RS TE . RO, AT LB R — R E AL,
{6l 5 0 467 LA 45 0 39 45 5 S0 K B9 AR A AR
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RE, RAKER “BHFEFTFWNBAE 8 “WE” —FR—%
Fik, “WMB” W—-EBEEH A TALMLHT o ROTFHEHE
W3 B SME o F Ao B B B BR AT, 3R B3 2 E IR kRt oAk CT .
EX—EE, RNEBRBRA#S. BELRALXKERNLETHSE
t#y LANGAUGE AND STYLE 6 X &%, WK TRELEZAF*FH
HARBENEX, KAAREBECHFHKE “W#BH" AT, SEIF
FIRFALT, KHAGX-APKORHE, “WH" WI-EEE
Z AL, EREWEXZ-NFRR-TE LR G HM
FREEVAXFNFOHEEEXERE, NEER L LREE R, &
TUE, XERBRFAXBENXXZFRAEULANAR, BHAKIES
YN BRAERENNAEF, HAILF, EFFEEHA, WHOHEE
FF.OABETE. XEK¥. RaFFHA, FHE5AREERK
FMEGMEHAETF. REIREEZHEINTH L T m.

AEMNHRBEXERBH, BRERYXFE, FHEFEA
SFTERFH#TPXAFNTR, URHABRBEFSFEE T2 HEK
REASEEFHARORFTELMRR. XEAT “AH" KX
mERAEHEER, AEFRS WL,

BE, RAEPRFEELENFRAKTREGFTHEFHR, F3
HENARBH RN T EREMMERBE BN AL R, W7 HaE
BEH TR AR EKLKITR, S BEHFRAF], HREFE.
AR, “HIB” MAFFE WA WEEREH. CHBET NEH,
EEAL “HT 1B

A B
tFAFIAEFR
2014 43 A
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(ZFRPMARXROAR —BHHANKXEHFR) (Relational
Rituals and Communication: Ritual Interaction in Groups ) ( H 47 3L 18
I, UTEER “KH” ) LR R EESEHEREAFHEX
CALEA R PO EME, #HF. 4 F Fl A Daniel Kaddr. Kadar # 3% &
—NFERANNERAFER, TENFEFARALT, HFRREFF
MR R R, REKREE (ARF M) (Understanding Politeness ,
2013) ( 5 Michael Haugh 4% ) . ( KR ALH K ) (Politeness in
East Asia, 2011) ( 5 SaraMills 4. { () AR EHK) ( Terms
of (Im)Politeness, 2007) . (¥ (F) L% #H %) (Historical (Im)
Politeness, 2010) ( %5 Jonathan Culpeper &%) . (Ji# (F) A%
# ## ) ( Understanding Historical (Im)Politeness, 2011) ( 5 Marcel
Bax &% ) . (# Xt 4L 38 #F % ) ( Politeness Across Cultures, 2010 ) ( 5
Francesca Bargiela-Chiappini 4% ) . { # X Xi& 5 @# % ) (Historical
Chinese Letter Writing, 2010) . A4 & Kadar HE W &R H A = —,
H R T 2013 45 i & 70 KA H A AR

HESHEAPHENERE - RFEFR, ¥R, AXFRH
FHOH T BEEHARARNK, 2RAUNRANURFZHEMHBRACKE

“EMAA" (deritualization) UHKEZXALEIBNATEHNHA,
AR AW RFHFESRE XM, FRIHELERFHATY, HRHFAUKX
HAMSEAEL, B0 “RTURXNETEENARX ZONER”

1 XU relational ritwal 1Y ritaal iR (K" 4 T Y5 Goffman (1967) /1% ritual (19 @8R5 —#H Y5 Kadar
HFTEA PR 2 OGE" WY E BN .. Kadar 0 BARGEARERT THIONR, R T HE, [
AR 7 ILEACHY X BOKEL (2015) BOZAREBIE N CARROCRRT WG, M Kadar BB T
ritual B LR Y IGAESME [ REE
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(p.Do fE# KT, X IRH 2 A BB 0T 0 33518 90 3%,
AL BERBBARL R, S AARE NS LRBEN 2
EATHMBA AL Rohie, Hik, 2ESANABENTAFT AR
B BT R W R E T SR AR EA
i

L. WEEN

AHHEREE, EX (£E%) , £FFH, RiEX, £ X
. RO FEMLMK, THEANFEXLEHHNE,

B—Fh R, NENR N EREARTFANRY RE, £
AARFBEFH N T ERFERFR. EHEEEAAARKXEAE, 5%
R 2EHANNRALLE TEE X, EHEENRXEEREARX
RABENATH, ML EHELE L PRIEF LA M o LM,
Mt L&, HRANBABFELEHURATH, KAFEHEATE P
#, E|{E£F 44 Well done ( “F 4" ) ohiF & Kt £ A AT A 2%
BT UAT . EARXMF, HMA—RIGEMHEEN., £
FTABKR, KPR EBREE LT, ABENIEERKRT, 55 E#H YL
AWM FHHFHMIK, FHEREPHAUARF—FHEITEZHE
X, AHEHLEFHFEEMTANRIFMENEELERNE, EL
AN T RS TR, TR, SEHHEME LA
HEWSR.

EHETIHEBEERAY, AARXZWA, HHAKANPHMN
REFBRSGHZEERN “HAL/EXERH, AA4NNESTH
3% 7 (formalized/schematic and conventionalized language usage ) (p.
13) , BATHEERFE: (1) MRE, XANXE—HHAIEE
Lk, EREHNHLEXANEPEAAEBRE, ZHERZYTE
HHEKWE, EHEYTHERAHEELEECHREANKEKREITAH,
(2)FFE L, AMRNXIEETAHRAREEHGFME. (3) 8L,
KRN RIEER LR AT ARX RIpE, LR RIE B N4 E
[ RLEY e . Z IR E R Y, Z R R Ik R A — I B Y
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(A “HEAR™ I, ks Bt o7 & B T ey R R B TP B ERGA Y
FEUXEHE, —HEARTHNEFHHR. RRXELHTU (EH) &
i, BIARK R, BBAKR, MR U LR B S SR, &
KHOALERERTRHARTIEMLENEEREEL, (4) kEL,
R R T XER TR ERRE (Z ML YR ZkA T
ANFHLILE ), AWEAH £ % (historicality ) , % AT F F H 5 H
VAR AR EE, GO W E RIS, MR E
(5) FfEL, XALEFHRETHEGHEE. BENXKRANFEA
FRAFELSHRIEANNAFTE, MEEG T AEBEKNEF, BN
AREFRERERF LR “MFE" .

FoF ARXEWNATHNARRE” =ZA#HoHK, F—%
APRABRXZAEFARENR, E2ARXEZABRE (F) A%
HMARKRZAL., EAXFETR, MR FRBEY ML
riass, i, ANARXEZAABAEE, NXXE “FTHEABEN
14" (schematic acts) WK “HWAMA WA ARAT A" GBEF

WuE, wE—FT
FEMGUSENASGTA

Conventional relational acts
BEROMENIA A

Schematic acts
BB

P AT G IR PR T A O
KHEERPTARKANREG (F) ALK, AW —HzHEAL
—AKEER, B (F) ARBETHEMTR, TARXAAXTE
MATHRAMUER, ARXEARRN LA FERL L HRERMNZ AT
EHEENRFER. RALXFHEEHFTEIHARK AN 2
P, FHhEKENKX PR —ENER, EFRE (F) ALK
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PAAXE, R (F) AREEXEFN, THARARLEFNRE
EXRETARE. EF B, FHNEALAE T LEATAER
RIESTY, AEREEAUARX ZURAIAL, KAEKE, &iE
WRARFRENY ., 5—HRBETR, kFEAABRXZAEREZER
R WAL, AWAARATRK AW E P HFELEAL, LR
HEAHEAN, GAGRXRAAEMAXY, REEAMEXTH, W
BRALS., wE. IR, KEFWREGER, H#TUREN (AR
KR AABAAH LA A, EFE =85, FHAdETALE
AlrR ANK, BEEHEUERAARITR, HH—BRAATHE
AT H o REER, WEE—RANTHNTREEREEE, &
BHFRAN NG, WLl AT R RN 2 EEE .

AFZF “BANKANESR: HUIMERFR" &, FHITTH#
AABRK RN, HBREENE (GFFERFHEARYEERE
B), EATAGRXANRER R T AW EEELHHE. 4
i, ARXANRGRECNHR U B AR A B F A 0HE,
EAAREERAGMAGEL, A8 7 A fozhil, 1844 7 hn L 0 # 9
R, XN A A, WEHEELZRE S W F X
FAEHY ., B4&, FHEF B IHR T THNARX ANy HHEA
XA, HHBFAARXRANAZRBLHEHAEUER, A
BTRMEBEMATRXRARNE SN, ARBHATXRARE S HHA
frx AR, TREFEFENIERATA (WBFERAREAARX
ARANEZAHR) , BEFESREFNEFRLHTH (WBHA
Frxk AR MEN ., FRFEEARGEAHREITH) o b, -t
EOMBT, RKEHE-SFETHATUHEB N LR, 2EHH
DHEHEMHERMERABR LK,

EFNFE “ARKAAXAPEERR" &, FHEHFARSAN
ETARXKANERSHNRN2EER, EHRARKZULRE
TFTARXZNR “FK” ¥, ZMXTARN2E-RFL2FERAR
kAW, MEETHHANHLFHER MU, AFRA LY
WARREARERAYURX, BT ULHFRBEN AN, WX EHNA
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NRAEMTFXRWERIAN “BRK” 1 “TEE" . AFRX RN
ANFEHEMBEGFLATE S THA, ER, CAEEEAEHT
AL oiEiE sk (AmEERA, TRHNR) , waFkxicd
ZERHE, . (EhE5H0) UEFEUHA, EHNIEEL
W (EmERAENA, FTRHNRKR) , —HFLATHEEGWHER, BE
BFETHEE: (1) BEKK; (2) MARK; (3)B#BARK; (4)
HENR. BEFEEER, b (1) 3] (4), BHERTRERAHE.
e BN E T, A L3k R R LB HAT T R Fe AT
EERE “RE . BRERFLEE" P, EEAABARKRIT
BANAGRX AR R SEMER, EEETEREBNARK RN
AEEMAD FA, FFHEENXEARAMATHER TR, T
REATE THEKAN, THTHEATEUTREAFILH. &
HKAERT, Wik AT k2 83t 0 E AR REGTEth. BAE, fEH
FRERBAAGRK AN TRGEHFNEREETE, HHBEAAR
KEBRREANMEX KB AN B (il EAX U EHZ T
R&E) , B, EUFMNBEAARX ARG ERKLEL. B#HAAR
RENKREEMN LR T ML S S F AR 4 F R F R
MR, EEXEZMRATHMTEGETENARK R,
EEAE “HABRARXEANR" &, FFARFTEH#—F K
RAFRX AN, EEAHNT 4t BEadRe) sAKEARX
AURATH, AHE, FERIAIUARX RN, AR TR IFHH
RafiFMANBIAGRK ZFUXNELERY. FEREFEHXEES
BT AFRK R MER, Ko7 HZGENHENARK ZHUREKM
BHRENBEAARK AN LK. THE “BHUXRN" (relation
forcing) , BHERZTHERRZARX ZAFN T AR REED T
PLEFF ST HOR AL, FEHE M4 X A69”  (relation corrupting ) ,
A, EHEAAANLFEEHE (UREBNXRANE) GHERE
Z Bt ABR& & B, EHEMNFT Goffman X T stigma ( “5 47 )
HBAE, BHTARFAREN, BT REREMRNFIREEAA
PRk ALK, RUHRAUNKXERNETEEEFEZ A AR
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RAERAH — BB, T, wRAELBENIH, BFENX LK
EX M B FE-MRANEA, BHRE, WTHEBAA K EZN
AEBRWRA L, MEH#RERAFTRAAX, BHHFE-FRNAT X
PoHNEEMMLEN, R, FENSHFENRBUA, #H—F
FETHAATK RN IR AR B,

EHEEFE “BR7 P, EHEETRBIMBNFNAT X RN
ARERWRH E TR (REBREFFIRGT R AR, 2 EAN
PEPIRL ) , 46 HRRWMFT R T | 59U (w85 K & W4 28 i ABR X
ABURELEFR, vH4XRANEFPARRRANA LR T AN R EELR
PR, RHEEEXMEREFHARAGRK RN LEME, 2l
W B RRM T — M ER

2. FPA

21 AH W EEE LR

AFWAMZ—ET, FHFRFEEFEZRAF K ZAMA,
BT AKX ZMKXHE B (theory of relational ritual ) (p. 21) , &
At A Br %k % #2 # (relational theory ) & £ & . it £ Wit -+
£ —HEEAFLBHEEST (F) ARAY, XEEFHEAME
HRES AKX R BN, FF, RAEHEA, RET FE KA
i # &, 4 Helen Spencer-Oatey (2000, 2002, 2005, 2007, 2008 )
f Rapport management theory, Janet Holmes et al (2011) [ neo-
politeness theory, Miriam Locher and Richard Watts (2005) #7 Watts
(1989, 2003 )  #y theory of relational work, Robert Arundale ( 1999,
2006, 2010) # face-constituting theory., % # {12 & # 7 1 F # K
&, 4 rapport management, relational practice, relational work, relating,
relationality, fE#ZAERITIEFEH G APRX R 1E 8, T %0
AR K EHEANAR T AR ERATH ) EFWELERT,
AMBAYIATKRN—ANEEFTE, MELH. FHHRENAR
*ANKRE B A AL, TR (1) ETEEREIT: (2)
WATRX ZRAIN; (3) BAXIFH M H 2T H0A; 4) Bb
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THEMWARRE, BAGEANE, RRETHUANALEE, AL
MHEMAG A, Ea R, (5) RBARE R BK ML
R, BBREME; (6) FUEHTRRMAREZURTY,
TEBEE THAMAREZNRAY; (1) BAREANRETE
BWERTAERS, ERTARLENRS (F) A%, —H
e LA LTS

AEWTRZ-AET, EERBHFERTNANBA, 64, &
Rrb, IAEEEALERAMAGEEZRA, BEELFTHAR
£EABRALE LR MABARLEEAL (WAL —FEmULR, #
FUBHHERX 4, R MBAET Goffman (1967) By ( R ) .
BB AR NE R ET ARG, T K — AR ET Goffman #
g, AERBEESHERTARAAL. BRALGES, &6
EREWMEERN (hk. BF) Ak, X—HoELA% T N EE
TRAAWE RN EHMARER D, Wik, EEREAREEN
X, BAARERABAERENARNR, RENRAL WL HEE
SR WA AT, B E R AR A A
REAMMREELE, ERAERERUHEL. RES, BhE
FRRARE BRI, WEFUEAAGTE R AL AE
BEH, FRENNR LA EREA TN, YR, TR,
EHEWEETH, CENARERAE, BUREHELELFHR
— %, 5 Collins (2004) 34K B2 44 W R BA W LA LR
Zh, Bk, EAEE, REUEHE, TREYRE, KARRR
FHMR, RENNRSEFRBMEHFNOE, —FEHATFHEH
HAGE ARG EFME, WAFAREEDE (WHH, BLx
ARSHD) . F—hEAATHBA AR EELRS T
Wk, TEAR, T0 B4 — LR IE I L R B R 5 BR M.
K, BHEERT (ARER) BRAWEHRE, KT ZHAXR £
EELHMARYE, BT ETFURMAR, BE, HFERTHF
B R, XKERMEIT —AFEEE, BHZHNARSE, e
BB %R R LR AT AR AR T
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feH S, AKX RN LHEART LB, 50BN AT
KR, TR FHEEPRARX R, ATHERAMPARX ZHUR
W2 AT ETENIAR, B2, BENANARXRAZ . X TF#%
BHEMNELIEHRRENR, FHUANARX ZX — R LKA,
TRTEEHRER (BFEALE, 4%, Fe¥ HHE¥, 0E
FE)MEE, BANENAH S, HERZETEANKNARX £
B, TUBERETREEHNFERR.

2.2 A4 07 R AR

AFEEHRFTELXRAT S TMA, RAESTERAZFHNA (X
AANXGEEHSRMEHRYEAN) , XENEHNA (X o HiEH
T HAE R EME ), HREKT YFAKESL (emic approach )
% — MM A (first-order perspective ) , Ja# M K%k T A AKRE (etic
approach ) = % — MM L # ( second-order perspective ) . A 4 #] # & i¥
WAL, B R PR SR, R MR, EAHHE
FANEHBHEE, TUSHHELS, B3, HERE., i, #
FUHSKEAFE (TRFAA, TURBZAH, HFTURES A4 RN
B AP RL, AABHANRBEHZAERLLS K EARE N RN A
MRk REERMR, XEM—FTEAS TR %I EE L08R ARX
ARG ZUNET L (BEE-XZAWEN) H&2 0K, F—F @
B THRE LG EF THENXNERER, e LR XN
BAEEAS, EE—RNE, EHAEEEA LRHERT £ 0K,
A OEER, XAEEEN; BAYTIER, XHEREIER; BF
MIEWEER, XAEEaEER; BRAEXFIER, XA EZHESER;
BEARRIERN, XAHR, BHEN. LREHQA R RE, @F
FiEAXE, RAT ZTiIEEHME T X,

23KFHEELRE
PUAE, EFANAFTEARBONFRNE, BRKREL, &
B, BRAGEE—RTUH P EEN T, TEQH.
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(=) EHHABRXANXA TEF@ZHRE (p. 12),
feug § %5 . % “or historicity in general (and related social
ethos)” “emotively invested” “as anthropological research has shown”
EM. ZEX AR R, B AR TRAE, NRHEL.
o, FERAZEXFTXAGARXZNAGAANEXFRAREE
T 3 G

(Z) RERAQTARXEZENRE (F) A4 (p. 18) , =%
MERKABRAGMBRREFRAARELS, L, NRXEHXY 4230
ACER) A, e, ERUAARZEE (F) ALFH—FFR,
EFHBARXZNREG H 00X R4 72 KO0 A,

(Z) wEHEZELEPRENTE, KFLXAMHETER RPN
A PRk R RIATHE XL ST H 5T, T2 N & o5 0035 A
FURE, EH AN, KBHEDXHFNE XK EZ Kb, FEE
AKX RN R ARER XA, W fEH KA H O, £
e XA FHEIFN2HFERANZR, LEER -4
PREBREZEAGLBARKER. FHRRERT Z/AE 5 HEH,
HMTHRZUBRANTMERA SRS, ME, W, EHRFERT S
TiERfmEER, BTRZFEEK, BldE— A&k, £7EA
FREANKX LA RBEMARANE ., FHERRZEHREKE
YRR A, R — R R E X iR R AT
KHEANHRE TR, RAZEHFSHWAMNBNRASZEXFA%RE, B
A Z .

(W) FAERARAXFTEMATENRE ., FRFEFFZHEATX
BRFEGEELZNFEE, —BHAFRERPRZRTSE L. M
AN ER 2 REZFNREE, w1122 ZHHREZFSELY
HRHEEXTARXRZANANEN, MLI3 FiLEHFUNEHF 24
WH—FrX, MERFRE, FEREE—FPALBEDHENL. 4
AT FETRIRZ, wEIEAAZLITA3L2, FTERATLI
ik 7.1.2 %,

Yok, BAEAR. FLAGRATEEHFRATHR LN E M,
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sHEERFNARRABANREER, SRS RS EE
EANFERTAEFHATFE ZBR,

% Wk

BOKLT . (2015). «[Hbrid HEW A T X RRRBCEBRR R - SME S5NE
#H¥> (2) - 1925,

Arundale, Richard. (1999). An alternative model and ideology of communication for
an alternative politeness theory. Pragmatics 9: 119—153.

Arundale, Richard. (2006). Face as relational and interactional: A communication
framework for research on face, facework, and politeness. Journal of Politeness
Research (2) 2: 193—216.

Arundale, Richard. (2010). Constituting face in conversation: face, facework and
interactional achievement. Journal of Pragmatics 42 (8): 2078 —2105.

Collins, Randall. (2004). Interaction Ritual Chains. Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

Eelen, Gino. (2001). Critique of Politeness Theories. Manchester: St Jerome Press.

Goffman, Erving. (1967). Interactional Ritual: Essays on Face-to-Face Behavior.
Garden City, NY: Doubleday.

Haugh, Michael. (2003). Anticipated versus Inferred Politeness. Multilingua 22, 4:
397—413.

Haugh, Michael. (2007). The discursive challenge to politeness theory: An
interactional alternative. Journal of Politeness Research 3(2): 295—317.

Haugh, Michael & Francesca Bargiela-Chiappini. (2010). Face in interaction.
Special issue of Journal of Pragmatics 42(8): 2073—2171.

Holmes, Janet, et al. (2011). Discourse, Ethnicity and Leadership. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Kédar, Daniel. Z. & Haugh Micahel. (2013). Understanding Politeness. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Kadar, D. Z. & Yuling, Pan. (2011). Politeness in China. In D. Z. Kadar & S. Mills

(eds.). Politeness in East Asia. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 125



146.

Kddar, Daniel & Pan, Yuling. (eds.). (2013). Chinese Discourse and Interaction.
London: Equinox.

Kadar, Daniel Z. & Sara Mills. (2011). Politeness in East Asia. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Locher, Miriam & Richard Watts. (2005). Politeness theory and relational work.
Journal of Politeness Research 1: 9—33.

Locher, Miriam. (2004). Power and Politeness in Action: Disagreements in Oral
Communication. Berlin: Mouton.

Mills, S. (2003). Gender and Politeness. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Spencer-Oatey, Helen. (2000). Rapport management: A framework for analysis. In
H. Spencer-Oatey (ed.). Culturally Speaking: Managing Rapport through Talk
across Cultures. London: Continuum, 11-—46.

Spencer-Oatey, Helen. (2002). Managing rapport in talk: using rapport sensitive
incidents to explore the motivational concerns underlying the management of
relations. Journal of Pragmatics 34: 529—545.

Spencer-Oatey, Helen. (2005). (Im)politeness, face and perceptions of rapport:
unpacking their bases and interrelationships. Journal of Politeness Research 1:
95—119.

Spencer-Oatey, Helen. (2007). Theories of identity and the analysis of face. Journal
of Pragmatics 39: 639 656.

Spencer-Oatey, Helen. (2008). Face, (im)politeness and rapport. In H. Spencer-
Oatey (ed.), Culturally Speaking: Culture, Communication and Politeness
Theory. London: Continuum, 11-—-47.

Watts, Richard. (1989). Relevance and relational work: Linguistic politeness as
politic behaviour. Multilingua 8(2/3): 131 166.

Watts, Richard. (2003). Politeness. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.



