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XER XS 77— &3y

— M. AL K. ~ Y F— (1994) BI0EEH > T —
#H — #

3 L &

%% 77— (metaphor = FRI&) &, L bV v 7, ik XELFINZE
EERFABODPTL, HiCbo L bRELUMOEEDTE, HRF) vy, o—
<ICBEE SV F Y v 7 BERNEREN, BEEROBBEHRL LS b,
20HHTIC A > B EH L, £ OHOMCEILITE > THOEEE LT
R EDBERIZ, ik (1992FFE 1) &LV,

B, VM) 2 RERIREBOBNSZVIEREOE LV - o &E|Z8A
<. AHIOSEHS, 55VRBAENEERT LT, SEEBLUZTOB
BEHFICLE ST, bo s bHEEEVAFO—DEL TS,

T, UERREZBEICEVT, LY v 20BOEICE>TVWEDTHA
Ihe oA, THRIZRE] LVWHSEBHEOZ VWA S 77y —2EZTH B,
Z DXL, Grice (1975) DLFOBFAFRE OG> DHER (maxim) ORN, [H
DR | IBRLTWVS, RRRICHBEREICE > TATH 5, BHRMICH,
B3 75X human] HDICRIE T4+ X human] TH 3, Kbhhb
STIONIE, EHDEBIRFLLT, HIc29 7L LTERESNhDC
EOBCHHENTVWS, 1, COLSE A5 77 —hEE (1992) OES
oz, THB] & MR oBUETHRICEVHE NS bbb, Black (1993)
DES &SI, EUMRHHREINZ DT, MECHEFEMICL->T
BliE N3 bDTHZDH, Fi, #F (1997 0SS &5, WAEEHERE
RIECD3b0TREL, BHBLF -HEFOBRRE-THISNZDH, Lo
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NS B, 51T, LYy 2 BAROSEEHORISHICECEb T
W3 EWIET, FicEkR, BHR (HEMERIcs T3, SE0 [HEN
RS & THEFRMIEER ] 1> \W T3, Sperber & Wilson 1986, + X U8 H 1996
BR) , EEGFONTFTHLELED TV S,

ARk, M. ALK )7 — (1994) BIETHRESOATWAXENA S 7 7 —
(Grammatical Metaphor) OHIEERTTL, TOEBWR LOER L EES
ZHEBLESETEHDTH B, ) F— RIMEDXEERTH 5:FR(AFRE
XX (Systemic Functional Grammar) Zfil#8L, T O¥itico—E L
T, HAREOBIEEEEMNHREZY - FLTW3S,

1. M. A. K. ZNUF—DEREENAY T 7 —

NY F - OXEERROLEE OMBETHLZ L IRE S TVRARTS 5,
Lichi=T, 5B, XEN2AS77—-%2EX25 LT, LEBNEORHESL
FIKERTBIEILT B, XEMA 77—, IdoiTi}, EFNY) 78
XEEVI bDEEDIIIRA TV I ERILENSH S, NV TF—R [
S2—] EVWHHEEAV, [Yvyy s 2] LVHSHBEAHVWEWL, TOHE
BELT, YVv9 v 2 REVIHER—OTERERMLTVE,LHTEHY,
TIRERIHLEWHSIZEE S, “This word (FEHE : syntax) suggests
proceeding in a particular direction, such that a language is interpreted
as a system of forms, to which meanings are then attached.” (Halliday
1994,xiv) i THNY F—RATHLSOXEBICDVWTUTOL S izl ~<XTW
%,

(1) In a functional grammar, on the other hand, the direction is
reversed. A language is interpreted as a system of mean-
ings, accompanied by forms through which the meanings can

be realized. The question is rather: “how are these meanings
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expressed?” This puts the forms of a language in a
different perspective: as means to an end, rather than as an

end in themselves.... (Halliday 1994,xiv)

(TR MR & TER]) KT 2N F-0REMHSHicEh TV, »
) F - BXEOHREEERICBEVTV S, e LicbD b5 bA088M S
L 2EK% (BENEESHT) 2ERBTA1HIGRUE SIS bONERLEDOT
brEEFRINS,

MRS L LI TBORKOIREANIIIE LT, ~) 7F—R=E>OBEESRM %
RET S, BHAHRMBEEE (ideational function), Xt ARIKEHE (inter-
personal function), 7% 2 hJERKATHERE (textual function) TH B, h
SREFLRMNAI 77 vV a3 vTHDESN D, BAHRIIMREL 3,
BOORMHR & AMRICE T 28R EBRLEET 2 . oBAr) a4
AL LTOHIOKEESZERTIHPITHY, WEIMEZ BRI (Process;
UTFTEEL Bic7ot R EMF3) P, 7ot A EBREERK (participant) &
RIEHE (circumstance) & MIELBIEMER (transitivity) %k 5. BEMH
BROBPLIE 7O LR » 24 FEZDOMODEROEKREITH 5o 3 ANIBIEL
i3, Wk Mood ; BIF, &—FEFRES) EE5 Y 74 (Modality ; LIF, €
¥ T4 &) oY, ELFE - MEFORHRUESSFECOHLICERT
S MBS 28PITH 5, KO T 7 X HERBIERFTIR, 72 R b
D7 7 R ME (texture) Z{RIET 5 EEEHY « GRS R I H % & 5 BB
ThHb, lc&ald, #&FRM (cohesion) PHE—BH# (coherence), F & « i
WH61E (Theme-Rheme Structure) % &EDHPFRAC OEPIICA 5, Z=HNIIE
AXEOFHEGHAN DI TH 2, COHFPIEFFORT, Y 7F—OXER,
Wb w3 XX (sentence grammar) %X, FEFEMMPLESITEFIEH

BSEFONRNF LERERMFEEROD LI E, N F-OXEEIREED
3EPIERLE T IBAENNEIRD 2 v b7 — 27 (EFEM S B, VTFHODIFES,
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BokastiRa e sy, ZEERIZz 0Bt LTkbhiaTc—HLTW3,
Halliday (1994) B Z DEI0ET [XEMA ¥ 7 7 —] WA ERELT
W3, 2577 —3 [BRE] ofiposbah L5, RASZAD MR
HEFENE MR TREEFRANCEREIATOEE V- LRAMNRT LD
IS, BHRO A ¥ 7 7 — )48 (metaphorical transf:errence) ERRENTE
oo N F—REIVLERNA ST 7 — & LTOREDMIC, XEMA S
77r—¢VIBMBEREBELILDOTH S, ~NYF-LAICH, 2977 — 3B
EROMHATIREL, KO KREUEEANLBH Y 27 LORTSH 5 LERT
2%k H 3, Lakoff and Johnson (1980), Lakoff (1993) 73 & iZHME
EXOVUBTH S, £OLS5RIGIcENE, #5977 — 13 TAERK] O
77—, [BRRIEFI 02977 EEVS KL, RIS 2HEMD
E{2I4% (cross-domain mapping) & LTIRZX Hh, HAOEZOMETII
1B, LDBHEMNEA577—ELT, FHEDAY 77 —PLNDA Y7 7 —
BRBENTVWE, N F—OXENA 77 7 — 34 DEHREBR 55T,
VA4 37 b0BHEBENIBLUTIRIVAY, ~) F—-OBE, HHEE
DXEERRICBI B2 977 v v vERANRESLICL TV R HT, 25
SEEMIBGEIKRECRE-TW S,

NYF -, XEMNAS 77 —ICBRELDITE2H2LT5, Thold
AN 2 977 —ERAMHA 577 -THBY UTF, Th¥FhiconT
B®itd 3,

2. BMEWAEBHAS T 7—

N)F—3A977—, A b=3— (metonymy), ¥*7 ¥* (synecdo-
che) #—4{E L TMETAPHOR&FEATWVWBDT, AETb A9 77 —-E 1D
HABZE5548, COZFOXFIERBEII LTV LIZT B, N 77— 1358
s 2977 - BEICEROBBTRbIOTIRUC, —RiC, B XEM
(lexico-grammatical) 7ZE L&k S & Fike 3 (cf. Halliday 1994: 341),
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ZLT, A9 77— AT HTFHNAIEXE%L ‘non-literal’ LTS, ‘con-
gruent' ( [—EL7:] OF; LUT, FHELZDZ % congruent &9 5%) &
T3, TOEHI, Y F—ickhid, ‘non-literal’ REJERLEIC L TE
FETFHREMBMCLAAZETHD, Wb, Thobk~N (0 hEER,LGLE
M OEKRN) OAEMEERF>TWEH, ) F—OXiEid A O&EkE HFES
KLTWac, B—0 (EEICEIELD) EHhRERTV L 2HLOREM, 4
ROBEOFMEL L HBR (natural) IKEBTE2b0THHh I, &b
congruent THH, LY ARER (unnatural) L& DTHHIE, £V meta-
phorical K bDTHBHEVWITI L TH B,

BERi A ¥ 7 7 —BEHRICED 2, ) F-OXHEICBIF 3 EED
BRBER FTEKERNHD, REABPEETHEToER « 5472 H
BRS A, ToORICGHAEMBICLHERER (WHABE TH NI Actor, Goal
Z0fth) AEEH, KRS, THhoDBEHKRERENEZEART 5D OXENA 7T
) - (REE, BEHE, FIEE SRS MEEhB EWINRICE S,
FTHAMBEN A 77 —DA, 202 577 b - & SUIRAIEFIH S
RTaLS.

(2) a. Mary saw something wonderful. (congruent)
b. A wonderful sight met Mary's eyes. (metaphorical)
(Halliday 1994: 344)

(2a) 13, 27V —HEERIMICODVTOERBIINT S b > & b congruent
BEATHS, —FH (2b) BEBHTXHENA 9 77 —HOoHVWEBEE SN 3,
FEET~NEER @) KBV THAOERNERIFICAI 7+ ) IrEVD
DFTREVR LS LDST, XALLTE, #5977 —EAEHL->TW
53LVWIHTH B, (2a), (2b) DBEMEEMBELL TRERFKRDO&K S Ici
5 (Pr = Fo+2),
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(3) a. Mary saw something wonderful.

Senser Pr: Mental Phenomenon

b. A wonderful sight met Mary's eyes.
Actor Pr: Material Goal

A7) =EERLICHT S b - &b congruent AR OEAE
(51E) TH3icdb»rrb5d, (Bb) BHMHEBETHEALTVWS, Lib

‘met’ &V HBEIEEICT A F X human @ Actor METW3, RO R
ISR A 5 7 7 —TH B,

(4) The period 1930-50 had witnessed
Senser Pr: Mental

important changes in juvenile behaviour.
Phenomenon

(Collins Cobuild 1987, s.v. ‘witness’ )

Senser [3EE, HETHBINEIHM, T ITIRESED ‘period” MHETWS,
(4)D congruent TBBEMEKIL, ROLS5UBLDICNBIEAS,

(5) Important changes in juvenile behaviour had occurred during
the period 1930-50.

NYF -, AROEBEE b - L bBRKTBENKE, b2 b congru-
ent EEXZTVWBDTHY, RLT, congruent & metaphorical ®WFhip
2, BV BO, $EVEAYOBKEAYTEVER, UEELEITVEO
T3V, & 51 congruent "BIEHIAX D F5 A5, metaphorical WEBLL D b
FIHBCHV LA B ELRE-TVRL, GLAZORD Y — RDEED
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IEWLTW3B (cf. Halliday 1994: 350), %7 congruent 7 %&I & meta-
phorical WEBRMEL B ULEBEREEZL TVWAEEZEZTWEHIFTIREWL, &
LABREICEAW, [FILAROBELR > LEHRTRELTVS] LiEZ 3,
EHROBRUBNIBERORLZ LT I00MBEESEFFEORROIUETHE,» 5T
& 2% (cf. Thompson 1996: 165),

(2b) LWREBSHIERN A 7 7 7 —EMbDDPTWHTH1oh, »4
T7—THBIEM DbV VIEALH B, ZTONRENI bOMEH
{t (Nominalization) OERTH 5, ) F—DEFTLEHERTEHE S,

(6) The argument to the contrary is
Identified

Pr: Relational

basically an appeal to the lack of synonymy in
Identifier

mental language.

(Halliday 1994: 352)

6)D@EABRBEIIBFEN 7ot 2 TH b, COXERLIEITRE IR
BIA9 77 —SOLRIATH S, LipL, 6NHYMT 5 congruent X% F
ABERDESIC B,

(1) In order to argue that [this] is not so [he] simply points

out that there are no synonyms in mental language.

(Halliday 1994: 352)

(6lcHBF B ‘argument’ & ‘appeal’ EWIHELFICEH LA V. Cho iR
HRNEFETHY, (NTFoex%E2KLTWS ‘argue’ & ‘points out’ %%
FHELTWVW3, COXSBETULENY) F—BXEN L ¥ 7 7 —DhOBEH
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BiIA 57 7 —c&» B, Falfbid, BECELCLHEZLDIMRILT S, £
LT, ‘his argument’ DX I UWAHHBICLZERROT — X %2RV T, &Mt
i TEHEAS] SV SHEHE LIFLITED RS, & 518, W2 EIT] &V Hth
HMEHLEDZ, TORR B - cHHEE, RGBATELS—D OMMEFEICE
WTBIEMTED, BEREICHI»POIPEEPEGIML BN L E VS A
BVT, GIEILBBEEENA Y77 -D—D2TH %,

)D& 5 KB 12, BIELEAIC—BE, RRARTREEZ S 7o, BE
FIRXPRIINBERCBVLWTHEh L0 5, BilHIh OERMMIZ,
lexical density D& %, —%, (DX 57 congruent S BIEHKIL, 3E
LEHILZE{Roh 2, FLEREE, MMM, XEMCRIBEIEELD
BMTHE LV —RUEMNLEELENY F—3IEHL TV 5 (cf. Halliday
1994: 351),

WM A 57 7 -OBERIROI ST bBEHEN S, FEIMAIC
congruent S EREPicT 50

(8) He made a mistake. (He mistook. EHE : TH L DA ME
HPLWERERTH3)
(9) She has brown eyes. (Her eyes are brown.)
(0 He writes good books. (He writes books, which are good.)
(cf. Halliday 1994: 348)

@B)~0ART & Sic, BAHRI A ¥ 7 » —HHICRIENFE TR LK UK
HIF TRV, BN - RIENTXTELHESEH 501, KIKEDbIT,
ZELEESIBETH B, BID 2 57 7 —#id ‘make’ &V D5 HFDERL
BESOZEHMIC L 5, (913 ‘has’ EWVWHFEOMFEH 7o Ahx 5 7 7 —
ZloTW3, (0D A 47 7 —thIBFELDZE LU L I HMH B, 2&D,
‘good books’ 12l ‘books are (F7:idiwere) good’ & WKM7 o+
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AMA Y77 —{LENTWVWS, ‘good books (FARDEEMLINNERE, —
BHE2EELTWEEER B,

YLk, ") F—DOXENA5 77 -D—o2THEHEMRAIA 577 -1z
WTHRTE, N F—-DHSHERM A %7 7 =123, [congruent 75:1BI2H
%, BlOL ) RERLEEBRICELSE 2158 & BEMRED DM
RSN TEZBTEHE] D20 5 - 2B oht, BEENEIL 7otz
RIEASEAMBEVIC bbb 6T, OBHEEITH 285 RHCRNRER
AN D27 — RIBESHRN 2 ¥ 7 7 —EFFERBVDTH S5, Fhi
b, TNLBEMROZEERTHEMENA 7 77 —ICEDHZDOIEHINE
WHITETHB, COHEIKHOVTIE, F4MTHEND L5,

RICHEI—DOXHEN2 97 7 —LENBZRHAMA 7 7 -1tV TEZR 3,

3. ARIAS T 7 —

31 EFSVF4DAIT7 57—
NYF—DEODAI T 7V Y3 vD—oTHBEMAREEICE, Z>0X
EREnEEns, —DRBESVFATHY, b5—DRL-FTHDB, &—
FioWTiREdd %, €5 ) 74 BL T, OS2 AFBAICRZ 100
12, MY F—@RE>D Y47 (type) #F/iFTW3B, ER# (probability)
EiEH (usuality), #FstE (obligation) &ZE[EME (inclination) D 4RI T
%, Hii 2#%&% modalization %Y F «+ (‘epistemic &RE®), ®2H*%
modulation €% 7 ¢ (‘deontic’ &RIFE) EFFATVS, ThoEkhs
T5E, KTz ‘yes' (BLEfD) & ‘no (BT odRgE%E b S 3,
ZTOMRRERD 2 RENCES) F 1 RBEOBETHDIELTVWS, ZL T, L
b Sl b, oh, FEW Sl (value) 2{F5 L TW3, & 5icf5E (orienta-
tion) EtWHOMESEHREL, YU F + ZHEHZE subjectiveexplicit,
subjective/implicit, objective/implicit, objective/explicit IcX4 L T W
%, oIt ES ) T+ RABEKOHEEY (polarity) ZHE, BHESE, &



44 XEM A 57 7 — &3]

BEEIIDLTWE, 20, EFVF40h73) %, < (§474F)
X (f5E4FD) x (l3F) x (HHBHIM =14HME>LLTVS (f.
Halliday 1994: 359),

fz & ZE, modalization €5 ) 7 4 KBS 2BARMICELTEZ TS
%, subjective/implicit WEF NV F 4 13ZD [ 54 7] iZhhbosd, Fx
TEPHETRINZ b0 L sh, ERUOEEICIE must/will/may TH
%, ‘itis’ & ‘it isn't’ OPERKEEDSZHDTHD, ‘it must be’ D
M) »A—&FE <, ‘it will be’, ‘it may be’ ODNEIC [H] MEL £ 3, HH
DEUEZ LD TRRTHLROL NS, TXTERUS I TTH 3,

1) it must be
(orientation:subjective /implicit, value: high,
polarity: positive)

12 it will be
(orientation:subjective,/implicit, value: median,
polarity: positive)

(13 it may be
(orientation:subjective,/implicit, value: low,

polarity: positive)

RiZ, ALK BERE S 1 7ICAZBERIFOEE2RTAL S, ERIGFEIITXT
objective’s [f5[E1]) 25, X, XFOVLThOMEICHEL TH, implicit
Ltalang, '

(14 certainly (orientation: objective/implicit, value: high)

(15 probably (orientation: objective/implicit, value: median)
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(16 possibly (orientation: objective,/implicit, value: low)

(polarity i3 ZRIFEEIE OBIE TR L LA S, FRIIRE)

I)~08D & 378 implicit 73 [$6R]] 2F2 €5 ) 7+ HBI, WAKA 9 77—
B LIV, TR HIETNT congruent Eand, MAMIx 9772 —-&L
TODESNV T 4+ 2977 —1d, TXT explicit & [EmM)) 2F4 360D
D, ‘explicit’ &id, TV F s OWNRELZHMORMLTRELT, %
OEHOAROFNDOE THZDOESY ) 7 4 2 KR T 2 HE%1ET, €5V 71 »
X% 7 7 —IZid, subjective/explicit i D & objectiveexplicit 75 & D s
Hd, ROFIERTH &S,

(17 I don't think that Mary knows. (Halliday 1994: 356)
(congruent: Mary won’t know.)
(18 It's certain that Mary doesn't know. (Halliday 1994: 358)

(congruent: Mary certainly doesn't know)

an, W& bERYES A 7THED, T0ES Y 7 4 BXELOERCEV TR
EhTWnT, EHRNEERZES XENEBHRNICBVLTREATVEYL, £
OEBRMBEEM 1D, OFMAMEMICT S LickbonicE s, W
DIFA S, ‘does she?” L1383, (10, 9D &L 5IC, congruent 23, &AE, &
BEED,, EREICL > TREINZINEES ) 74 %, NEMEEMICEL-T
RTBEERAIA 977 L LTDES VT 4+ 497 7— ¥ 5B, B
&i4C ‘I don’t think’ & (orientation: subjective/explicit, value: median,
‘polarity: transferred negative™ T& ¥, ‘It's certain’ (2 (orientation:
objective/explicit, value: high, polarity: positive) &% %, CDLHICE
HMESFY T4 THAIELEHNES N F 4 THAH &, explicit k% F
DEBEES VT4 - 2577 —EN)F-REXDTH B,
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YY) F 4 LRANGESI—FEIITEITHBE, BBLE, AR
W BELFOUMPELERTOOTHELERTEL S, Y 70N
T3, [ERM), TEEHE) M), Ea) cadoni, EFYT41
£ < 0P, @A (1998) Tk Uik 5 IERRNBGE L BRMSH 2, LR
HAYF—DES LS, EFYF 4k ‘it is & it isn't’ OPRFHEEZE
W2 LDTHEHWAI, BECHHILEHLMBBEEDPETVLI BN
0, BEOHWIEAAESFIKENIDT S L EFELONEILHBBY,
Halliday (1994: 362) (i h% [EEY AT LDNIT ¥y 7 ) EFEATWL
B, TR, TYYF 44577 —EHOERRNTHRIAITSS 50
DF—lckhid, CORMDA Y77y —-RBIRTEBRNEY )V F42&D
explicit 12, H23VREBENET S 7+ 2 LD explicit KRTHLOVFh
fﬁaoﬁa?nKSWﬁﬁm/utho‘Immk REBELIHD 512
WD~y TELT, ‘It is certain’ REEMEHDIIDOT -2y —-&L
THIET B2 LE S L EMTE D, DX v E URIEE RO EBITINP, ERIHX
DbEHIc—RE 550 ® D] OREIEEWRMNSRGT S EMBTEZDT
H53o

EYYF 42977 -EHTEHMOICIE, MR congruent R % NiR
iCLTW3, ~NY F—-DiFA, modalization €5V F 4 IXB VL TIZEBIEFE
BLURERFE (XPoh@Eichrbd 579), modulation EFY F 4IitBWT
13 B 83 & required/supposed/allowed (V1 Lt, FHE#E) =L T
determined,/keen/willing (LIE, FERE#E) A5 congruent LD TH 3, I
72 L, required/supposed,/allowed & determined 2>\ T3, BN &G
LLHiIL, YV T4+ 2FTENEHATHEAEINZEES (0FH, ‘you are
required to go' £ &) (3 congruent 7348, ‘it is required that...’ @& S
ICXEMIERIICE U 538413, metaphorical &AM ENB I EICHEEL I,
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32 L—FD*X9 77—

NYF—Dh— FOHEER, 24— F (Subject + Finite) EEAKE
(Residue) .@ 2 HME» S0, FEE LT, 4, EE, GfuEcahhn
3, BELDIXFNSHMET speech function TH Y, 4FHICHEEIN B,
BR (statement), ERI (question), iRf#t (offer), €4 (command) T
%3, 4&— Fid speech function %83, ) F— R EF O ANIRAEIC ST
ARMHAITEORBEE MEHOPOmMb] & T&Y / TR (goods &
services) PN ED | OZoIRBEL T &icky, M) 2EL I D4BOE
i) speech function ZF/HEL TV B, /Y 7~ speech function &\ 5
FE I3 FEETAER (speech act theory) IK¥1F 2 REEMTA (llocutionary
act) EEBHDTRUHE-7-DDTH 5, B Halliday (1994: 363) & ‘offer-
ing 2¥HELT, 60RD OFEFEORETABFAETIBELTVWS, Thol
TRTNY) F—DFS speech function 28T bDTH5, LhL, N F—
13, EAH] speech function (4 ) LIS D speech function 3, BEEHLSD
VEYy 7B ERIA TS, SEH - REHXR, S SKFEE - Fiko s
EDNSEEMNLERICK > THi% % speech function MEL 3 & %5EWH
22, Thoflx DRENSHRIERRSFICELELEBRVEEZITH
5LOIKRA %, EEOMBEREE LLHREELTENYF—ItEHT,
P35 DEZEKHIIS speech function BHFEE LWL B, 2F v, FLFR, L0k
57V b Yy 78 speech function #FTicd, 4 >DEAKMN speech
function DWFNhERT A— FEEZRELSTRESBVDOTH B (cf.
Halliday 1994:365),

T, WML FA Bk %, RERIA— M2 THEB) 2L TN, %
fid congruent WA—-FTHB, LhoL, LIFLITIEHENB XS, 8! .
EEBRZTOIIICBTETVLEY, ROFIZRB XTIV,
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(19 1 was wondering if the position is still available.
(Halliday 1994: 367)
20 Would you mind waiting outside a moment?
(Collins Cobuild 1987, s.v. ‘mind’ )

1NIFML— FTEMEZL, MRENL - FTERKEERELTWVWS, ~NY F—
1209, WOESUEFEL—-FDA ST 7 — LRI, (19, COILLERHYEDS
WA 77 —Th5sH ROFIUIKELXRICEKFEL TV S,

@) TI'll shoot the pianist. (Halliday 1994: 363)

POICQMBL S (Bid] TH-7/5, £HUd congruent W —RATH B
M, ZOXIUT—ZADEFINENTHA I, WEXMRIcL->T, TFHBEL [H
W), (7597 Ya—-2 | BERNKBKESS, TH3NRNEAIT77-&,LT
DRI B,

COBETOhLEbd, N F—DL—FDA ¥ 77—, Searle (1975)
1 & DRHENIREETTA (Indirect Speech Act) (R UBRKEBBEICLTWS
TEICRTC o EBENY F—behERHOD, ROLIICHROKMICOWV
TiRNXT W3,

22 Metaphors of this kind have been extensively studied in
speech act theory, originally under the heading of ‘per-
locutionary’ acts.”” From a linguistic point of view they are
not a separate phenomenon, but another aspect of the
general .phenomenon of metaphor, like the ideational
metaphors discussed in the first half of the chapter.

(Halliday 1994: 365-6)
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NY T3, REOREFTHICHEAUTSEEBRE, XENA 977 —0lA
KE->THPALLIELTVWEDTH B, BHKEWT &I, Searle (1993) i1,
EDAYT 7 —RIIBVT, 2577 - BRHBENRETAO—ETHZLEH
LTW3, B—0RFEER->TWTH, RIS HBZIT, I HHLL
RUDIENIL DD, FHOBHIEIETEE, 4—FDX 577 —0OF>H
B, 5% 05 7 4 04 &AM, Brown and Levinson (1978) @
EORIAPFR (EDDFHBHIRS A b X 2) BELSTHERICK > TV B
ABFVEEI NG, (9, WRBZOWUYF|ITHE, L—FDX 57 »—i3F
EERLDOEFULEOELERIZWETRIEN S,

LR L TEfa—FD X9 77— icBIL T3, congruent & meta-
phorical OXBINBEESHRNIA 77 —PES NV F 4 D297 7 —ICHLT
KO TH S, TOHEHIEE, HANL - FHEEEZANET congruent 75
HEAW speech function OBIRMEAEI NS THSE, FL T, ThHhS50FE
BELTOD speech function 24 9 7 7 —EBETHET L VWD S TH 5,

4. ENAS T 7 —DEEBARLOBELHES

BEoR OB HRRAICT 5 ) 7 - OBIREZRBEE TR, B ERRY
50K OhDEREN, BE—o OREMESICENINE L VS HEICE, X
NEIEMDB, LA, TEIVT+%2ER5L%E, blzLikbdESTEY
BREEZH-KICERL, >ERERGFEOFEEBEVRITIEAS S, LbL, »
) F— DX S ICEEENRIBERNE, ROXSUE—RE5Y 7 ¢ SEEAFKIC
B2 3HH, objectiye/exp]icit BEYNVF 42977 —¢LT—ET
XBI LMD, THMBE—D2Y 5 +TH5B,

@) a. It is obvious that he disclosed information about the
company.

b. Every one admits that he disclosed information about
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the company.

c. No sane person would pretend that he did not disclose
information about the company.

d. Commonsense determines that he disclosed
information about the company.

e. You can’t seriously doubt that he disclosed
information about the company.

. (Halliday 1994: 355, E&Ic & 5—EEEZEL)

BTIDAY .y FIERUETH B, [BEOERICL-EOb—HK L] £B%E
congruent EMET B LIk > T, BEHKNEFY, AR, (x5
TAhEtEE LTIRT 2 2 MEBIEPY) EWSEEDA T 7Y I Vs viEDoL
TENFNXEN A 97 7 —2kFSHF2 L VI RBEMNE SN 5, Thompson
(1996: 165) bIEWMT A &I, XEMA 977 —RBERNIA I 77 —%ZD
TRBESIcaETE 2T MM A>TV 5, BRIV ¥ 7 7 —OFEBHICE & &
BB, COXINPEERILEIRETH 5,

=04 Y v i, BIEULBIRENEN A 57 7 — & L TORSHERNI * ¥
77 —DESELORPLTWBEEATH 3, BEN RIENEZEIIcHEL
ZVEVLWSEBRELVY, F2licbhikoic, Btk - ThbO
BHDEHICHBEINEbDMNH B, ‘compare’ D5 ‘comparison’ I
nid, BEE (FERICKZRROBEEZRBRVT) ¥4 7 v 2%2K5RbY
I, BEM, — RGAREIEEEEE L, SO T o xDE

HEWEFTE0TH 5,

wic, MESEE=>BYTHEE/2\, —old congruent WEWVWEIL~NDE
Wiz OEffigtEIc I L T TH B, Y F—Iid congruent & metaphorical 13
BEOMETHEEL, £V congruent BREANOS WA REFEAICHEY
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HET e MH 2 L E > T3 (Halliday 1994: 344, 348), Wiz, »
¥ 77 —ticid (EEREcongruentficd) BEMNH 2 EEXZDIRBELV
PRTHIM, —HT, bo& beongruent A XAME—MICRIEST 3 & iz,
BoFLLMBPTRITV, £&XE, ‘Heis a gorilla’ EWH 245 77—-0D
bo& b congruent 15/°5 7L — X3S 5 M, ‘He is violent.” & 3 W
{3 ‘He is insensitive.” £#i& & ‘He is ugly.’ », EWvatkHiIcn(»
DD T L —XNAEETH B, LPbTHS5OROVTIME - & bBEYT
HEPORERXFRPELF - HEFOoRBREEICERAIN, EOHTERR
HRHEObDEN B,

F_oMESAR, MmEoRKTOLEAIL LI, BEMERK 57 7 —
i3, 7ot 94 FTOEEPRPRONZOPELLEVSEHTH S, C
DS Halliday (1994) S0E SV TRSZ VTRV, AT 2T
itz (2b) )3 congruent WEWRZ Ed L, BHo it 7o X « 4
A 7IEEEEC B, LOLEIRTOA Y77 —HTokR e« 54 FIcELE
RBCFTERBSEL, fcExld, TBICRESN (i) 522 THIIRK,
TAERRE] &5 TARBE] BEXO7 ot 2E3MEM 7o+ 2 (BH
HTHY, RIENLEDOTIEY) TH2, hoDERDA S 77 —idhD
IZ congruent WERBIC/NF 7L —-XLTh, ZOMEN 7otz (Fits))
EPBOTULLERIZILENL Y, N F—i3, COXHIUPIIIERNIA ST 7 —
ELT, FNcBETEZ0h, ThELIDEI LGB 477 —T
HALLS LT BDKEAI D,

FZORHRXEEN A 577~ LBHIZBEBIETIEDTH S, KD
FlERTAHAL S,

@) a. He ran into a stone wall. (I#i%& - LFFEA KIS TIet
1995, s.v. ‘wall’)
b. She dragged him through mud. (GLt, s.v. ‘mud’)
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(24a), (24b) ¥XXfRic & - T, congruent & & metaphorical & HHEZIR T &
5, T LTZORDFIZ, N7 FTENRHLENDT, EHRNLERTSH 3,
(24a), (24b) D& 3B r—2RiE, N F-OREMEOS Y HFIcE I BE
WA 5 7 7 — 1ok > CREFRBETSH 5,

T ¥ U

Halliday (1994) JI0EA DT, N F-OFCEERHF USSR L
T&7:, BRI TR LEEICD congruent & metaphorical 75 (BxFEHY)
X525 5 &V HERIZBANTSH 5, HICHIMWEN 2 477 - LTDE
AL DOBEIC D W T OIERIITRRITH 2, BRUEES VT4 - A9 77—
SWTH Cexplicitt &V ESAFENERED, BUT, XEMNAS 77—
i3, TOERRERMESERICEWT, S5, EERROAL ST, FF
B-SEFERCL-THERUTREEE5Z23LVHIRBVT, FHidh s~
Thd, BFfIZ, EDDIFBHSHERNA 77 —iKL TR, HBIEITHERL
fzkHiIcn >rORHAMNEEI N B,

SHROMAIAL LT, HEY, RENBEEROPOZFULRRLZO
BEEOEZEP, FLERLEBESHIBYBES VT4 - 2577 —DREE
subjective € ¥ Y 7 1 & objective €5 ) F 4 L O THET AL L
BEZ N B,
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€ &)
NEHEEBIR TR E ORSRYIS, ) LTHIBLEE5A TTE > R B
ZRLLV, ABERICE, BRBETHERLZEDAEOREICbIY, 2FE biC
BhWIEREE -~ oo DTLASEILEBL LI 3,

(&)

<Y F-0HPFEOREBICOVTIE, O« H (2001) BAKVEBEFICE -1, >
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