SEOHHAER
- DI - B VRS A RO SR

|
al
g::l

R AN iR
SEREEAEE © Ash L. Spreadbury  (EMIKF)
(Le TS S C AR TR NG

A GIAEER)

AHERE U

IaE . (s NERERS)

1. [FLIC

N, BRI 2B LT, SEEE LAY, BEODT AT T 47 4 ZWER L Clsa 80, $1LV RS
EFELTZD L QWD TR BN, —E7, £ LU TkE LTOm ORA, HBREZ: EOSHUA L RT7 A4 hRATIE
B, [2AUTEOTH D) L) 2 E~OMEERNEE CTH D, TOTDIHEITADESEL, ~ NV FT—FN7eT
BR Ao TITERD 7 L— L AR L TV,

ZITRIEE R BDNE, EDXHRERE  HESFEEHNAOONTED L ) REMMRESNTODDD, EDXH 733
A (AT 4 7), KAEME, T— R TEHINZHOTHLON, FE5E TOIGEIMTONTED XL 97274 L LT
HfRSNDDNy, S BITTIGROBE DS, WS TITRO b O « Lot E T 5.

2. KO URDYLOE

FREOMEESAESE 2, RO VRY D L TIE [S3E0MEEREH) (2B 25 - ifdx, DUNORTET—vICER
B TR 5.

e YouTube O 4> MR SN DEEMINDEGHIE1—FT (Ash L. Spreadbury) : YouTube = A > M CHAHIT 2% [iABFH
HATA) Wa—FT R, EIMECHNE R 2 PSS I H SR E S 242, [FIRAC 2 X 2 =7 ¢ Whaiiis
D DA A BELT D,

o BB VRS A FRRELTOFEEFYSDFEE TR : \TT7  FHOBEX ¥ FHS LA VAR T A b
RADBUEINGHTL, 35S 0RO A A > Ot \BR A FTRE T D AR &, ZOfFIROFED T4t 5.

o A—TraZahH—Ia OBENLRDET LY FOBEREEGE (WANED) 1Bk L o hoBER Ll
%, Goffiman O NE/BUG] DEFPEF D HEE] BEEL H—Tvaia=r—rar] Maziid 52
EIZEVRETL, ZHUTESNQEF Lo MaBITS TFHR) & TROE OB LT3R AR L 5.

o HETAIZEITANOMNLDEIE CAHERM) : 2FHIBIT D0 O0NWEREUT, HERE LTONLMNNEZ ) B2z
UNNDINNDFBE T L, HHEREE CORRET T4 & L COME ST MRt L, TOZEIRHSAEH LT 2L
ZHMETD.

o 03— MDL M)y —SEEODREERICHIDODUA— (LATEE) : ¥ a— 7 TR DS EOMSERIZIER L,
B NE AT e B OO— 5 TR & WO D I A D & im U, xfah &/ N TR HFIUEFE 2 74T L C2—E 75T
TR AT 5.

3. KL UKD LDOER

AR URDT LT, HEE5EY, i, WHERT, SaoT  AHEATAMZE, L MY v 7t otz SEITH
D & F X ERE COMIE I T BT 72 HIZ L 2T LA b &1, SEEOE playful {3 H 2 Bk St
TWDERORES, S OIS OBREIIU IOV T, 7 a7 22 Cilam LT2V. FBEEORILT, AWVNZERD A9
LIABBIULE, ENTNDOT — KT 207 HTIAH L TN EZABHLD, Wb ZE THPHINTE
7o SEEOHIEIT N canonical FEHZ D & D& ET UK L 705 Z LM S5,



YouTube O * > MR 5N BERMNOBENLEI—FET

Ash L. Spreadbury ({SHR57)

1. [FL&IZ

BEEYE Y1 N YouTube D= A Ml IR, Bhil 245008 L7- A% 23, BIECBEd 52 X > Mg LRI
SGTHAHN, FDAAL MIRTAREAINY Tldel, 2—FTICEATLLD, SALNIEHLE LSS L0
2\, AFERTIE, ZOFTHEIZH G D —ET OFERII2/ 32— D—> (cf. Spreadbury 2024) % /Mgt 4%.

1) ITRBNDEDIZ, ZDRZ—0 T, Ay NOBREITEREROBRG M MO D (1) OFEIE TR,
TROLEREBRY) LMD, FEITEZ 67207488 EOSCV I B0 R CERET 5D ThH S, Zo/ 2 —
VERWZaA S e B =y b =R ED LT DDy, EOLOIFRT 5D, FEIGHEFEO R T —F
7, WAHINEDLHIIAEL BN OVNTEZEL VK.

(1) Matpat: Arthur is the only character with an “a” in their name. ...
Me: what about Andy? (Spreadbury, 2024:142 ; FIFR % Spreadbury, 2024:142 |2 X %)
~v b3y b TR Ta ) SADBS NI Arthur 720572+
FL TAndy HWDATETE? |

2. A—ETDFHEAR

TR Z B2 TRV Y 2535 Z 0 1 5 7e AEFAAL T4y (fictive interaction; Pascual, 2014) OFfr% 18 U
T, ERREDEIECRT 5B ZRFAEEA R WA Z EIFHATHS (1) OFE, BIlNOKESHRESTWAHZ &%
FBERFLTWD72A9). L, ZoRZ— 143, A ML— MIUBBERRD L0 4, AT ANEAL, DL <ET
SHDLL OB —ETHR LD EEOIS. ZOMEIVEEND AT = ANIONTE, AFEETIE, BAEHAEST
BTG TRFEOMAGHOHIC L2 NES ] (FB,1992:113), BAMETERT 5. BAFNMT 7 A MOZRERR A E)
BL, #RENBE EOCY I ICE FNDEISEOOZX 2R L L 9 LT 5fEOT C2—ET7 AL TNDH I &
LB,

77, MT 7 A Myea—7, $hbbNiRY (njoke) 1%, HEOMRAZEN L2 Taa=T (BEE
kA Rb DM (Zappavigna, 2011) <2, oAl (f > Zv—7) IZFTE T AR A LEoHIA (Adami, 2012) 23%
5. 29 UIAimA—E TICEBS 2720 T2 <, 22N - RERRR87- 0 051 v 2 —3 v b « a—FORJICEH;
AR HEZ SEDLbDTHH L2 TET 5.

A=y N EO2—F T TERWEDE VI — (Vasquez (2019:30) OFEHAED UT2—FET D [V L))
DS AHET DD, AR THRE TABAMHAITA Y — 0 b ZD—D2ThbH. ZOREE LTI & — D8
AEL, 2T L LTCELLIRESND Z LICHBRL CWATEA D ABEEIT, sk o727 —r 2 g
NI VAT 4 TNa—FT A L QD —FTbORITER L, T2 — 088 & L C—E 7107808
LHEODOWNTND Z L AR
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L RIS B — S e BOEA b5 D% B L C, pp.133-155. > UERE.
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AFRTIE, KR T Y LOFGROERO—2Th S [SHEDBFEI I playful)fEH 2 AL ST 2 BRG] (22
WG, BEF Y TORENZ L hOFsGEEE LA 7R T A R A(mock impoliteness)| (Haugh & Bousfield, 2013) DL
MO HZ & TG 5. A VARTA "RADEAE & 2 EREN, EOLX I A TAZE L TSE5HIC 1
RT7A R TlE72V \non-impolite) | &R - Rl SIVD DD ERT 728D, NT T 4 THUZBIT HHEEF Y 7D h—7 Z L
0 BT, SRE - ESERBUCL DT L— O L T E Oxt \BIRREREI S B L7- B a7 5.

2. A VRS A FRRELTDEE

o, RO, EEORVWIES W ET LI ETHY, ZDOXH A VRTA MR ADIERE & HEEN,

7 A 2] (Goffinan,1967) ~DURERREFE T4 7 = A AMRETA, FIANZZ2 V155, —J5, AFERTIY HF o7
T ATRND =7 TIL, HEXFY TOmEIA L MIRNELTZL L, KR0S HETHAHHEEIA VR TA NS
ELTZITIB TR, £, BN L > CBEETNGERSA AT T4 EOMREICERT5 &, e LAREEIL

[RYT 47« 7xA A (Brown & Levinson, 1987)&Fh 5874 bR AGE, 2015), 2 5HMOMEEE KD HHRT A
FRATHD EHE DML, 2022). ZD X I IZEIHNME AR ofE Y, SR04 EOMREN—E
L7V T PG L7z A »t—(mixed messages) | (Culpeper, Haugh & Sinkeviciute, 2017) C& V), HAMNNTOA LR T7 A b+
A, Tbb [BHA LRI A "R & UCEiFST 5 Z L3 TE 5,

3. BEF Y SDESITHT DS 5EHDMEN - 51l

ARE T UDABNL, SFEOBEEN T4 VRTA4 P TIIRN] EFRL QWS SHrCE 2HE AL M ThD.
ZNHOFITIE, TEX Y 7 THLRGEED, —HOFGEZE U TRO 7 L—LOWEEL 7 = A A~DEE A EText A
BECRDFAEN S DU NET R—L~ 1 A b(Spencer-Oatey, 2008) 211> TEY, HHIITR—A~X AL e AN TTY
—D—HE UTHERE L T D Z LIRS U (e, Pk, 2023). LavL, BEUA R T A RRAI, WIS 5H1C [ VR
TA M TR GEETH D ERENDDTIFRL, TRYDA 2 ART A K A(genuine impoliteness)] & L TR
NHRMATR LToSEI Th Y (Haugh & Bousfield 2012), & &1 AR 7 A MegEhd L TITIMOND ARenidh 5. =
DA Catgma D 572018, AR TIL, FIEE DR « FHlAZ ST IINZ 27 7 1 —F TN T HETL7zu
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Press.

Culpeper, Jonathan, Michael Haugh & Valeria Sinkeviciute. (2017). (Im)politeness and mixed messages. In Culpeper Jonathan, Michael
Haugh & Daniel Z. Kadar (Eds.), Palgrave handbook of (im)politeness, pp.323-355. Basingstoke: Palgrave.
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F BT (2015). [EEEFY 7 13 EAKRON WEELFL 69(16), 113-118.

VERRISE (2023). N7 =7 ¢ TR D56 h—7 A VAR T A MR AOBUED. B LR (W) (2023).
AV RTA FRA INDEDER LR, pp61-101. OO UERE.

HEZ R (2022). [SBTUVVEEL ) DV @ BAGE L HGEDWP L % KADOKAWA.
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AFEL T, FIZ Goffman(1976)(2 82 [ reply))] & [[iNresponse)| D& Schegloff H(1977)D ME{&E(repair) |
DR %, (23 a=h—a sk Rtrbasash—ar] & LTO —Frasa=br—a) (@A, 2008)
DEESEHEETDHILET, XL ay FOERNEZIZHHDN, S HITIEREE OHEFPE I NI L TH T2 b S5 00
(ZOWTHGT 2. FHS, Ml 7T TV REDA Dy =108 a7 —/UIBWT, IFEE Abns T2 MEY)
LWV RAZ AN, (EROEN & a NeE T DRHE AT D 2 L A BROFEFTIN DR L, BIEHIIEELC
BINWLABRZDA—T a3 a=lr—a e LTED XS BRSNS D DINIESE YK TS,

2. TEHEl ZH<HEY - TRib] ZRE5aVF

427K(1992) Tl Grice DIFFRDIFERE L SZEOREEOBLIND, R BIIEEGEOMRE A U CTHARADFEAE Y, > v
A IBITOEFEE L EOERICET Z L CEIPETT D LTRSS, ©FD, Yy a Tk EREEE
IEDNEF DORXILFHARD—DTHDH EBZONDD, ZDOEXEBFOA—T 4= A 20 i) OfWFE L TEE
INTND. LT, BFHICBIT AR &Yy aI OR#iis, DuBois(2007)DREHIIA S » ADima AT 5725
iE, Yyaifki A —T 4T AEDHETOD, RIEITKT 25 TFH) ORFEI7 2 alignment) T 5 & 2 5
L. S IELRNIEF ORI 5 v 2 I OEREE FTHHE LR & RHIR ) 1 ZRES AU B i, 2017),
WIS A—T 4 T ADFEFITIR D D3 B TR T DHEEIEA Tiv T Y, ZDEHK T Schegloff HD [ii# 5
b MEAEE) &Sl LTS A T .

LU, IOz MEFTIE, lHO Lo VIBFITHITSY v a L3RR 2 A4 TORVEZ L VKD
BNEFSTWAD, 128 21F, rrZa— T ooar MEF M1 75270 2021) T, RN U 25408
AESERD DR TRBENIA D EATT) EWIHIFGRIHL, Y yaIt W) E—Ao ! 2] LWHIEEZOLE
IRTZETRNWESIEEI L QNS 2ol &, BRIT 2 EOBINIAZ 22T Uty LTS - (D& (7
AN DR S 2 AT DIVIEHE O F RN ), el (& ORI S E R LoOxEEL THEV & FHh
T5). ZOLHI, [FHM) Zrd iy v a JFEEL 20, a MNEF T RIS 23 & ZAIRHED & 5.

AFFRTE, ZoXH7e FHE & RIS 20518 & o hoxi%E Goffiman(1976) D - A—7 4 = AD
FEHMIBEOBUSAYAT HIT-HTIT, A—Fvasa=r— gL LTHRENED L 9 REHRICH 50 5
(29 %.

SE 30

Du Bois, J. W. (2007). The stance triangle. In Englebretson, R. (Ed.), Stancetaking in discourse: Subjectivity, evaluation, interaction,
pp.139-182. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Goffman, Erving (1976). Replies and responses. Language in Society, 5(3): 257-313.

HE KRS (2017). 187 OEB AZROENTEVWOER « IR ~DIEDTER) 2 <~ C. BIICE, 101,416--399. BEFE A

BIKEI (1992). R & a3 BRI D18 F DOEFEO M. KR T RFESCFIEERR) Fros3db—ESRZ
EIEDOAE, pp. 61-90. FrURERL

AL (2019). & FATEN) 2 B OMABFEAWEEF 0O > 2 735 72 M & FTEWEOSE. FHEFRER)
EFTEID I 2= —2 3 L% pp.59-88. OO UEFE.

[IAESE « FRBEELA - AT - A (2008). MEFMAURT— = NET /UBEE ZIAT T8 X3k~ VT E—4 L
ST, FIRE & 1R, 20(4), 526-539.
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DO, RERZBIT 2 2—FET O— 2D L LT, Bk 2B CIFFE ST E T2 BT, W8k J Ok
H7eflif &Y (Keltner et al, 2001) , HEiHIATH LBERIRY 9 DIRDB A, S5l « 5D S E I Eefiinks
FAWTEAUDVEAIRIE D OFRTIIRNZ L &1F0D0 T T4 Th 5 (Haugh, 2014 i) . F7z, 725729 & X1, floFs
TEDITA (2L ZITEROMERES) 22V bND Z &b, L@ T4£8TH5 (Haugh, 2017).

BRI FIOTZAFEClE, 2 5B M CHANDT=DIZFEHEND, Whwwd DY & LTOMNLINNAT TR, <0
DEY ZEBHT 27207 & LT (WIEEEF - 5, 2017 45H, 2024) A3iE ST, ARE T, iF
RE LTOMBEDNNEZE ) TIHARNE S IZRZ DB NNDOFFIZEN L, THAMHAEITAIZBW T2 LTWD 00
Tipbb, UTh LWOBUEBHETT S, FHUCLY, MO E WS IRDER N DLEE R X 0 IR ZEORd
B ONRE RS H 2 & w HiET.

2. MoMWERY SERIREEHETALOESE

Drew (1987) 1, 2HANNDS, ZD%G & IR DFEHEOURDALE T, £ DIEFHDAT 2D S - & O 7]
T OBBEEREE 2R T L O TH D Z L AR L T, 51, FIEE - SHE 2017) T, 752500 X ) EU sz
WU CTAEFNBE~OxLE 70D 2 L, A 2024) Tl #EICA h—Y —DFE 0 FWEERT 500 Bl
L7eZ ETEUERE TSR L, fEETAFRLCE LTHWLNAS Z EHE STV, ABERTIEL Z0k)
7o EY & LT TOI TN L DIZRAZ2WS A TONBEDNIEL, fUZED X 972 b0ndb o070y £z, TFER &
LTONBINNT, ED LD 7ndHEREE CAERT 200y, IHIZ, FAUHAZER L TWODDONERD.

3. MohéELS T1T4A]

EEEMT ORI TH D UT4) 12T, HOESCHR LHE W 724 108 5 18 T4 L 2 5 TIRWE HICRAD
HLON B D (Schegloff, 1996/2018). [EEN] & LTOMNBINE, 73509 Z & BEINL L T ThITWb K9 Icix
DI END, EEMNCTFEIITAYA T LEoTHEEIEITHSD. LrL, RVEVICA LR ET SO EORFRE
BRERA D LWV S TR IR DEY CH AR ORIND [HFEN IZRZ2VNHEIWNE EHTEA 90 FhUT, e
RDDLE, BDATAZ A THFRATO2HOD 00 5] THY, ZHEEE DN EN I TE] LIRSRENE D
WSS D VEENRH D L OIS . AR T, OB DOEEIENREF ORI O T, 1TAOBUS IG5,

SEGRR

Drew, Paul (1987). Po-faced receipts of teases. Linguistics, 25(1), 219-253.

WL « SEHERE (2017). (22673 JEBHONE LA AT D855, MRS - MBS % (W) 277
va v R pp2542. OO UER.

Haugh, Michael (2014). Jocular mockery as interactional practice in everyday Anglo-Australian conversation. Australian journal of
linguistics, 34(1), 76-99.

Haugh, Michael (2017). Teasing. In Attardo, Salvatore (Ed.), Handbook of language and humor, pp.204-218. London: Routledge.

AHERE 2024). HERZIBT D N7 T NVOBEH b L FRF-DO I —FEDOREBDO IR KT BB WWNIER L T—. 558
Bl 27(1), 155-170.

Keltner, Dacher, Capps, Lisa, Kring, Ann M., Young, Randall, C., & Heerey, Erin, A. (2001). Just teasing: A conceptual analysis and
empirical review. Psychological Bulletin, 127(2), 229-248.

Schegloft, Emanuel A. (1996). Confirming allusions: Toward an empirical account of action, American journal of society, 102(1), 161-216.

(FEBRITIER. (2018). RN LTE ST 3B D T & —ATADRRIRIINIIT T —, SEEOHTOBIE—1T4 & #gHOM

pp.101-190, HEFEARLD)
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WAz @ETMERERT)

¥ a—7 CIIRFEOMSE (The Maxims of Conversation) 2%EX SH5. MERERN Z LRI 2@ O TEZEY)D,

NEAIH TR 70D, 2D X 9 2 FIRT 1980 FFHRIIZ U E Y (=& U, Hancher 1980 <° Raskin 1985 72 &), Attardo
(2017,2020) 72 E DFIEOMIZETHZED BV,

WY 3 — 7 I IEFEOBRIC LR UITER T 5. L L, ZOREET LT, ¥ a—2i0v—VBHOT «
AT—2AD L HTHEONDEIR, FEERER I E 2 1Z L CRire E@4ﬁi¥$§%%7‘: BN, FNTHY a—7 D%h
FIIRNEZTND. DFY, BODOT 4 Aa—RA S, F UGl Ia e 250 20 ETT LW ) HlEZR
TR, €D XD 7eIEairIEE O CREEAT D &0 S il féf“é YD THB. Attardo | ZRERSNDHBHED Z LiZD
—ETHIUL, ¥ a—2 WA D Z ORISR BB Tl

AFEFIT, Yamaguchi (1988) <CILIF (1998,2018) & FHLEIT LA D, ¥ a—2 DT 4 Aa—AHE S HilOMIfEIC
FEHT D, 2z, TG 2850RRER T U LITRIE RGRE L7259, ZTORRN EO L ) IHEE S
HOH (LA 1998) 1ITOWTZ & ED2—ETHIZEIRLAZ R L C e ole. ZORROMEEES, Y a—2r 0
ZEIIMEREIND AT I A NI EASIVA. %56 (dialogue) D0V B 1231 Téﬁﬂ@éﬁ‘% (B S FITHERIC
ETE5) LFEY (namative) DIERA & 2/ INIHOFED F (BNt 245 0) &1d, SRhOMERITH T DREEESIER
*fEHE25 (Yamaguchi 1988, (LT 1998) 723, ZAUIDOEDLE AV a—INE IE’J Gl 3 Gl ﬂﬁi%? RAFREES S
TRED, FFEDOLCV B O35 &N & S FED OFSADH & T3 505 Th 5 (1L 1998). %, Va—7
DL Y v 7 DSRHROFR EFRE LD ZOT v L VRIEA IR EBHROT HiIvD Z & bR uu \
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Attardo, Salvatore (1994). Linguistic theories of humor: Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter.

Attardo, Salvatore (2017). Humor and pragmatics. In Salvatore Attardo (ed.), The Routledge handbook of language and humor, pp.
174-188. New York and London: Routledge.

Attardo, Salvatore (2020). The linguistics of humor: An introduction. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Hancher, Michael (1980). How to play games with words: Speech act jokes. Journal of literary semantics, 9(1), 20-29.

Raskin, Victor (1985). Semantic mechanism of humor. Dordrecht: Reidel.

Yamaguchi, Haruhiko (1988). How to pull strings with words: Deceptive violations in the garden-path joke. Journal of pragmatics, 12,
322-337.

(LIATREE (1998). FEV DL MY w7, kit

(YA (2018). X7 w75, T A ~_— NpBR © Vg —7 SRR DR ORE & SUV ORI, EER ]2
() PRSI TV GE) (SR D EFS0E - 47 U7 1 OWFSE pp. 36-76. U-> UESE.



