I32 =7 —2a il BIAHEAL OB & %
[EHT ] & [EERHD | 2D 5T

B"oR K T

I.13L®IZ

A DBFEE T I 2 =7 — 2 a YWRIC BT A AL O BT FRET S
HZETHDLERKEZI, 32y —Ya ilBIT L HILIEHOBESRE T
bho TaANTAIRE CEHEZT L NHEOFAMENSHO T I 2 =
= a VIIERICRCED o TV B T L RERT 5 LHFEC, 33227 —
va v IIBIT HEALIEE & 20 &) 2 2l LTS S A S EIR
DEZEITEERE L 72\,

[Rg] R THEG] LA T, THAL] (ritual) 3L NBESFAIZ BT 2 8
AT T) =L LTHREL CEL Y= AL T4 v vy =235 £ )12,
FALWFZE 1320 AL D NI O T L LI R AFAET S - 720 WigEE OLED
BOFLEHi>TELDTHL, TOHBEE L TiE, IRFEPFEDHEE
T4 =V RT =7 F 5B, FALIEREIR TR ), MRz &1 8ED (R
BUKE U D &, B2, BIEEVRINICT 7 A MELR T WBHRZA S5 E
=9 (Marcus and Fischer 1986:61)c AL ANFHFH & 34 T2 LU, 1L
i TEMICHER RIS N AR T I 2 =57 — 2 3 v | (“a culturally
constructed system of symbolic communication”) & & #1% (Tambiah 1985:128)
AL H 2 BT TE R O FEDORREE BREH) [a32=F—Ta V]
THbH L) BB NEFEOHEBTRAWTAL WA, —HT, 29 L72kk
FLFE TR DON T ELREP LIV HEN LRI I 227 — 2 a Y O5IIZBIE
HENTETWD, PIZIE, A=T XAV —F 712, BALOMEIE
EVEVATIT) L LTIRREZRETHY) ., HEEGEFTITON TS IR

[E3Eb] 12-2 1 345-368%— 2009
AR KRESFE U LE 4 o ARIE T
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2 LR Y [HAEEAL] (secular ritual) & L COMT O RIZAR D15
% &\ 9 (Moore and Myerhoff 1977; cf. Boissevain 1992)0 7% & ® EIRIZHE 2 1L,
FADEFIIHERbDE LTE, AFERREEX, 7213, AR LD
BINZET S NG, FIZ, HEDTI 2= — a3 YIRS LiFA2 01k 2
) L7 ERZOLDICES v, 2F ), L VMBRELRAESHO
PN EREDL DL EDmEOLNLEDTH L, KaiDII 2= — 3
YERENEFEPIESRE ZHD, R L] Tlazwd, HayEa o
< > (2002[1967]) (2 LA, AW &AM AL L TRk 0 RS EAT A 13 4
DEAATADP DR Y Lo Tnb eV, TTT VBT hds, SiE
EHETII VT4 T Y (1987[1978]) 1ER T A b A X (politeness) D = 7&
B DDOERHHMREAIRR L7225, HEOI I 2=r—Ya v IlESE2 D
ThITI<yOfE, ZL T, 7970 g Y v OREIEWTNR L FE#H
HEFBET 2NV T AL L EHS, BILEEANDE LRSI L25%KD D
DTH D (F 2V A 2001[1912])0

INFTLEL L OMFEE D U CEHELOMBEICZD Tarvdh 9 o
EOMHE LTI, ZOREREROMEEZZEZ 52 LI2E-5T, 232=
= a ry ORBEREROMEN L) BRI R0 ThL, HEILOM
BITBE L, RONIZHEmOP TIRTEMET 5 2 LIXTE VA, K
T, 33227 —YaryofLWEMHOP CHEE L SN D [HH
(solidarity) DE % M3 & L Ciltim O T o [E#H ] 1 ET7a V7 4
PHFFROM R L LERNENL,. T2bb, RN I 22— a3 ils
W RS OB LR E D TH S, HIF (2005) 12 LU, 7=
W A L AHERMNEIEIX 8% 5 3 O] (the sacred) D 5 b DT, JE
HENTERWZEELFHF O 0THY . MALBAZKETOF, HIZ, fH
ANEHEWNBFEREIIES LOLDDOTH L, FNE—RLTIEAENZ DO
DEICHRZAEN, TaVr ZIZF G ESFEENH S L v )
U rNo72DThHLD, KFwTld, TH L2 [#y] 2 [ELbb0] 2
CHERE L BROMBENIEMNII 2= -2 a VOBRZT TR, LD
HERZEREZEOMFENII 2 =r—2a v aRELLESICVEER
LT laib,
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11 %5k & Bk

AI2=7—2a i ATATOHEBPOmEL T T LANEIIDELY R
FTWHEHEIT->TWh, 77 LAICEE, A7 1 7 OREREHIIEHRZ (52
LI TV EHRIEDRREIIINA A — T4 T AT sl 3
R2=7 4] 2T 2 BRSO TEETH S &\ ) (Carey 1989),
FTLACES (232271 LIZZEMMICEETLIII =T 1 TlEh
A Ty 8=V roRtIsro [BEDO3 I 2=7 1] (imagined
community) (Anderson 1991) DFE&ICE R 2 5D TH ). H 5 KL K
U2 6N7TI 22574 Thbdo ZOBILIIKEEE~DE S22 TiE, X
TA T ORHEN, ALWEEHELEMTELRVWE S T LA IEERTLZ2DTH
o FEH. FERBEMIZh0b LT, FiLL ZOEMMEROMEL 33 2
== aryoMELEES T DML TE 2 NEFOH LS
W, EOFRIIARTH 5, ULAFEFEE Y —F— 13, BILos7+—< >
ABLTESNAKFEMARE [ 2=% A | (communitus) & AT, & —
F—lk AR 23 2=% ] & [FHE&E] (anti-structure). $72b 56, BE
FOMSERRPHF L3RR LTI 22714 THY ., ZOPFTALEH 7%
IR P WKL EERT DL V) T 7 v ARy TOHEWNT AT 54 74
DAL & IKFRD 728 DEEFL—E B EEEL (rites of passage) —DWIFEIZHE % %
58T, F—F— TR A, (332 =5 2] HF
RS A F TOMFEE FEM L 72 (Turner 1969; cf. ¥ —F— 1983[1974]) 7 T
VANERTA [332=74 ] N TRBENTH 2 00IERHTH
BH, TIa=F—va VIIHEN LR FENT D EICBW T, JEHR
B THAL] THB LD TR 57256 ATATODEIBYA - TIa=
T=2arvOERIBWTRABNIOH LN TH L, LT TIE. LA
FOTODEREBRRIFED T, FALIITEOREEe & Bk ME 2 BE8 L 72
Vo ZODEMFE I, WRERNT Tu—F LRGN T TU—F Th b,
2B (1997) SEEALITRE &L L COVEEALIEML T3 L), Thbo
ZOo0T 7u—FORF| ZIIBED NFHEFIE TIEE U ERRITFR 2 2w
PENENOEMAU T CEAERN T bbb (] & [ER] 3a3x
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== a UIRRICEELREZ IR T 4o

(1) LR T 7o —F

PREEFRN T 70 — F IIEALORE L IR T 50 FRIZ. BILEATH 2 &8
HERPEAE > TED L) REEE R LT L2000 W) HEZEHT
55D TH L MENGEEBERYANHFZE I ) 7F =T 7 7
77 5 (e.g.,Malinowski 1922; Radcliffe-Brown 1922), F&LIZHLE43HY
WA CRER B D . BRAL A LA E Nl AT S IORE R O MR R 5
CETLONPERETERMNREZ T TH D, iE> T, FHEOHSHEDOP T
OB, #ILE ML THENT A 70 7 1 7 1 ZHE. FIfERR
ThHEEIND,

BIZIE, T R707 - 7F% 0% THERIW—E %] (functional consistency)
OBEEEER L %056, O, A 720 OREREN 2 LR 2 R L &
e L7z FOBE. TN T - T VIO T OB R ERECRIR
BRZE L 2 L2 - TUEALR Z OO IITBOMREZR L 2D TH %,

FALIE D 2O EIEOBM SN RBWEIHLE AR T EDNTE S,
FNHEELIE, HEAHRAMRE L T2 BAEZ HEI L, MR L, AR
P OMRANEET DR EEFE> TODBEEIC, TFOREICET,
BB O ESIMREZ o TV DE E V) T EERTIENTE S, (T
K270 7 - 757 1983[1952]:217)

T7VHDOay THERA Y FOF V= VIEOHIEEFEOENLIZS L L A
5. 8707 - 757 VIIAENEROMBEICRE LT L5DTH S,

ZOFEALOIMAMHEEIZHETH 5, ThbbEIE Y R IC. SEHM
ICEBIT 2 2L I0E o T HEWEFREPMKF L T2 29 Lok
. BALITFMERE L, FAESE, Wb T5DTH S, (ibid.: 225) (T
BITEEIZL 2,)
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CH LT Tu—TOWREICH DTS HRNRESHEE LTS
ZRIT. FBHEFET VT AICRECEEEZIT 0D, Talr A
W& AUE, ELIEH 2 HRITEF 2B 6T hDE N5,

BT,

FE, FHOSEE. DT VOEZESIL2b7220IILTH, £414&
PS5, HEMPENEBITT 720867 5. RN
DE—OWMFF, FERAZELSEL 2 &, 1S ORI HEflZ 5HEC
LC Vo Z)BEIZEEDLTLIZH D, (727 A2001[1912] T
205) (THUIEEIZE Do)

7_—\‘.1 )I/b’-L\ Gi;ﬁﬁﬁ'é o

EHOH ~, FHOb - &b KRE L% 50TV 5 DITIIFI 28 A
HAREETH DL, EAOVTVRIE, TRZPhOHCO—5 Eof:
HIBFHL TV D, KEBETOALIZE > Td, WHEWAEKROER %7
BT EMNIIbFELCRETH S, £ LT, BEHEOFELE)
HEWo b FAFETH o 720 FRMEEL, b HAHA. FHUITLE
BRI T2k T 1E R 0wTH 259, bivbiud, KKE LT,
MEBRLTITVD, HEVWDODNLONOHFIZHAZ AZEE, Blab
L OEHI—Z LT, Ihbid, #FIZ. AL obhbhoBfRt F
SELTWE—E, wob, ZOEAZELSETEIV S, e,
FNoiE, HEEFOLIRMED L OB L SZEFEd 53537 L@/ & -
THEATHA SN IEIN TV S, (ibid.206) (THITEEIZL 2,)

Fa VA, BEEFICBWTIIALX OFIEILBENICEET S D
DTHDHH, FHEHLFZHEALTIIZD L) ZHEORBEIZILY) b,

N4

RO EW) T eI b.25 ) L zE L 2EFN I 2 =7 —

avEETILIlLo T AT FOENNEEEEBTEL L END,
F9 Lic—RAEH L BIEHFR S HRO CTHASFMI TSN 2 B E—T 74

HH,

MR & RE OHERF L fFf— 12D VT b &) 2 EITh
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%

T 2T AOBALERIC BT B oK MEOREIE I I 2= — a Vif
RIIIFICEETH L, —HOHMEILSY 752 % 0 A FALHER T
HY b —HoJmtkid I # & IR T EALNEN TH %o miE L
L] & LTS, BEd TRBOEIL] L 3hiz. Shso
DOFEALO@EIIE— R H A £ 9 THAHH, T2 )V 7 LAFFIEDH
BOLZODOFMNERS>TVD LT 5, 2F ), BllRY 71285 [H
HLD] PHOEHEE. [Eh2b0] LORELSIMERLOMETF O
OOFHRTH D E V) BIETH I, FTavr 28O >0
MPEIET TR T I e Ly g v LD AR ARRENT I 2=
r—3a Y OMBEOHRTEELRT—< &R BDED, ZOFAMHE BRI
SKZ)7 -7 yd [NHl oa3a=r—va GiohTEIT5
DThHb, 8707 - 7F7 72X E, BIERBRBRIEELE o T o1
KIBWTE, BRER2OHEA, A RO, 7% EOZERAEEED
BORBRE AAM L, HEMNARII 27— a v OL NV TLEkA TR
WHENZTNRE RSB VE WS, FT TR, [Tl 2870V BILE S
FEWD S ENEBIZL > THEENTVE—HT, BEWIIHR L %
WD (2] O0a3a=r—2ardBEELE-TLLEV), Tksr S
WA ) BI1% (joking relationship) (L4318 % BT 5 2%, BEWIEITE
DT U S R BRI A 2 R —BURBRIC B W THRIEDSEHZET 5
a7 E—RBHENIIEATHIDIFTHE, ) LAZHAOII 2=
F—2aryORBRELL L LI, HEBEROMER L RO 720124
SRR 72 LT\ 5 LB % D THh % (Radcliffe-Brown 1940),

EZAT. SHOII 2= a VICEELRERE LEEERE TS
KZ7)7 - 759 03T RPolze ElLAZEHIC, )/ TAF -3
REFEM R FROATEE & L CANEFRICZOATEL T DA, b
TVT Y NEETORPICESL 74—V T =2 2@ L T, HIZBEBO A4
DAI 2= —Ta AT T 2RVAREEZTo/-2 L THISN S, [W
i | (magic) D Z ENXDIIGE Coral Gardens and Their Magic (Vol.2) (1935) 131X,
W LDTHL, ba7 )7 v FeEED N4 DT ) BREFEILO H OB O
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B TORRE. T LT, TOERISMIOT YT A P CTHEHEINDEHED
BERER R E IR LD I 2E2 LI LI2LoT, ¥ /) 7AF—13a3 2
== a IBIFAE [HREDT > T2 X b (context of situation) O Z4:
Z20HACHIEICIRIE L. 2OBOSE AT REHRIIZEOSEIZH K E L
HFLELEDTHDb, PTH. IV F 7 AMNIEoTIIa=r—vavid[#H
El % [E25] OThHoT, HIZBEOFEZLMEEERT 5727 Tld%
VW EW ) TSR L7222 L IEESRE . 2) LAMEIIINETHLET
7o [ ORBEE IR L2 2 AEBIIIHT 202w, LT T
535 X912, BILOERZBR LAREGNT 70 —F OO HFTZED
HEIZAERTHI LWl b,

W2, TYTF 7 A MANORAICESE, ) ) 7 AF—FEREVE S %
WET 2 MEDFHEPBEDFEZLHNREERT H720IMEH I TV,
L2L, #0L)Ra3 22— ay 27N a7y 7y FEED AL D
AFIZE o CTHELREREZFOZLEZIEMT 20 TH L, HONREZHD
[ %] (phatic) % [285E] (communion) TH %,

There can be no doubt that we have here a new type of linguistic use—phatic
communion [ am tempted to call it, actuated by the demon of terminological
invention—a type of speech in which ties of union are created by a mere

exchange of words. (Malinowski 1999[1923]:304) (T#RIIEEEHIZL D)

Z 2Tl “communication” Tlt 7 { “communion” & \>9 Z L IXAMEHLNT
WAL, T2y —varET LI LARD [KE] 2OTH 2. B
ZIE, MEo72 L EOHRERXPRADFE LR LI VY 35 2 L HERICESRD
HHDOTH->T, NERZTITORHIZNIEIEERERF 22w 2L
275 RICVERFEFOIY Y- YA TV 320 [REW] 2a3a=r—
varokirEHL. EORODOEEP SR INDETIVOHIZMA T
Wh o YaTy ilihE, HEDI YT/ AMME LTI 2y —
Toa YATAIZIE. FRARAYBEE (referential function). 1% B AYH% 8 (emotive
function). BJEEMYHEREE (conative function), ZCJEKAYHEEE (phatic function). FEHY



352 LA NI S S

FREBE (poetic function). & L C. X ¥ SikHItERE (metallngulstlc function) 3%
% & &% (Jakobson 1960). T 5 DFEREAR H L C. SrklIIFEON R H
FIZOWTD Xy =V WMET A2 TR, T3 a=r—2a Y TA%
DR SATEY ., HAMRE O CHMSNE®R Y L BIICHERT 50 TH
bo A3 2=y —v 3y OEEREEOHEIZS HIZB W TIRERM LT
HBHD, ) LEHEINEEERY ) 7AF 128 L 2ADPHMOTRE
WOTH b, T EIPERE(ET HLIM O HRED D 5 &) AT, f8
REmATAOF -2 H.LCHER T3 a2r—2a VElZRELESL D
L. [ 4. T Z ] (here and now) (Z £ & & L % 5 £ 19 3 K (indexical
meaning) DfFANE 525 DTH S (cf. Silverstein 1976).

(2) MG T 70 —F
T H EE&E’JT 70— FEALOBEEEICEMR L 72 & Tl %%fc%‘éﬁ’/’ 7

J5 [8%2550] opUbEr@m Ceds, COEKRTIE, 7V 7 A13HEE
EFEN, RGN T 70— F OMBHICRE BB E G220 TH b, 7=
Wy 2 EIUS B 2250 LR %2500 ONBIZHLEDTH
AEEPIERFENLZDDOTH L ET1UL, BREIAFWZEBIIET2b0L
Ehs,

HMOENTWLEHNERIT, B ThIBMECH N, TXCH LIkl
LEHEZRL TS, Thbb, AADERTLEA LT I3HE
LroFEYEZo0%H, MR LEZo0RIZHTETAZ L2 FHELT
W5 THUT—EMICIE, A (profane) & B2 (sacré) & DHFEN 43I
FL TG SN ZOORFETIEREN TV S, R E—DIk
HOWLELRDLLD, MIEHOWLH% 50D % &G I XET
52, IV FEHEHOFELVWEBTH L, (T2 V7 A
2001[1912].E% : 72)

ZFLT, Bl [BHh530] 20 75D TH 5,
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FHNELSLIZ, BEYOMESB I I OBEMAMILIZ, H 50
EROMREERTRERTH L. Kb Iz, HEILEIE. ADEY IR L
TEDENIRE I REPEHELATHOBIETH 5, (ibid..77)(F
MITEHIZL D)

[Bma5b0] 20 CHMEDERICIE. ¥ —F—RFT — Y ORI %
WEDid 5. B, BILICBITARBOERDEED L H ITHMEZIZL T
SV EEW R DD R 0D % RAT 272012, /87 4 =~ A—HALICB
VB AT AME—ORER RS OFREMICER L7728 YN 7R I8 K— 15 2
DIZFEITINZ H 15 (e.g., Geertz 1973; Rappaport 1999; Tambiah 1985; Turner
1969)o

¥ —F—R3EBEGRNT Tu—F O NEFEE L L TRENLZHFIETH 505,
GRZYT - TITrRe<) ) TAF— IR Y HoBLITEILORKEE
TR BILORBMMN R EROMITH o720 & — T — OHEALIFFEICB W
TEZEZMSE LT [V IF YT 1] (liminarity) & [2 I 2 =% |
(communitus) 3% %, FIHIIELOBETEPNLERIKEOZ L TH S,
DFN, F—F—IlI L. HENRHSHEED LS APLBR N
EES N2 352 L TERALOSINE L [H4 5 0] (2D LR,
WEROMEWNT AT 274 74 Z—HFIZRw, BHRIRE, v4bb, &2
WKHRS W [V IFT )T 4] OREBIZEINLEV), BRED [Z2I2=
FA] LIFZ) LAERIREICBOTEINEOOTH ). HEHRHEH
PRCATMEEL & SO L T 22 W CI RS [ Th D L), [T3 224 2]
DORWOFTIE, ANAFHEFH 2D 20D I X o THEIEIL A (Turner 1969).
F—F—IWENTPEEFRNL (33 224 2] oMax R EOEE
REEA BT TANF 2T ICHIEHT 25, TORMSIIFELICHL b DL SN
o ZE7VT - TTy by —F—bMEPICHELICBIT A [#E] OME
REMHT LD, HEAEREDO L) ICZOREN R A = XL E@wm LB v. &
LA, [#] 2@ L CAIONDERIERTA2DOTH 5,

y—F—EWAT, F7—Y LELIZBITERBOMYP L ZokRIL% H
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TRL7z0 BIZ, STV 727 AN (text) DAZ 7 7 — %l LT%%@
AL &R E TR P SRR L L) ETE2DTH L, o) BiC
Héﬁ%m%ﬁ%ﬁuﬁﬁwﬁéwf%ém%mwn%L#L&ﬁ%&—
T3 F7 -, KT PHELOBINEICL > TRENAR [4. 22
DERE R DR TRIA N ZALIOWTIE TS ABIHE2T AT L ldhdho
7oo BIZIE, §—F —3RHEDITEILE ST+ =~ VAL LTI A, T4
B EmFIE L7z L2 Lads, SBMESBOT I THEE 2. £
DETIE, W= AL T OMBEITER L5, #LICB T 2E8%R0 5
AF Iy 7 FMICER L2 YN T EF8R— FoEBITKE VW, it
NEFICBTB2HBALMIEORE G s LT, Nv(1992) & [47% |
(action) & [ 8% ] (thought) DELRBIMRZ IEH T 50 I L AUTEALIE TAT
Al THY ., MES (myth) REMAER (beliefs) 1X [HE ], $4bb, REW
BERTH L, BiEHIEELHLHEOHETEILT20THY) . WHIL
BILOBELBRER L o TWwd, LELAEDNSL, [114] & TRE] %
W 7 ZItEmIc RO W TR LA A, [HfL] 13 T4 ] oAT, [BZ] 2
HFHELZWVWHOE LTE L TRZBAITVPAETIN TR I LR 5.2F D,
[MErL] 2178082 2R E LTRANETH D (Bell 1992:19), HUE Tl
NI E ST A TIREAL & [ LIRS N R/ BT I 2 =7 —
Tav| ELH, RIIELO Z LR [17451789] (performative) Td 5
ElLTze F—AT A4 YOEFATHWIIBITHEZERTDOL ), Mhrz [E9)
y&JiFﬁ%JT%ék“?ﬁﬁ‘Lofﬁﬁ%ﬁotf%é@£MMm
1975)0 COERTIE, & o NA TORILOZ LIT~NDOIRELIEYY /) 7 X
F—DFNEIGET LDED, F A TIEY ) T AF— 12D CHIBREE
WHEHI R AT o T D, F NS TICEIUE, ) XA T7F—HHFENICHa
YTUAMREMTLILICE ST, ba T Ty FRICBIT 2 EILOS
WAERE RS 5 2 EDSTE Lo 72072 £ F 9 (Tambiah 1988:
30-34), PFED . FUyNATIZE ST, BILOZ L IT—EB—DEHOMH
WaBEH L, €9 LARBOFEBETHAOHEE E0 L) ISHUDT 500
HETH72DTH 5o

R O=SH—REEL T RS, BIER T3 AL 55D TH
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505, il FEBEMDT, HEORLED [4. 22l oarsrsAbe
Do BN LERE 2 21213, SEEPRBNTH S LR, 1BEN
THAHIENHIIEL 2D, TNIEILOREFIZOVWTHFELETHD, N—7
12k % [H8IEMS# ] (indexical symbol), B2, Y37V V2L 5 [T
(shifter) DR ZBH LA S, 7 0N TIEALO T THRERP YRS D
feiEat s & L CO RS 2 ZEfE 2 fe 9 %,

(Thus,) the concepts of indexical symbol and indexical icon are useful for
showing how important parts of ritual enactment have a symbolic or iconic
meaning associated with the cosmological plane of content, and at the same
time how those same parts are existentially or indexically related to
participants in the ritual, creating, affirming, or legitimating their social

positions and powers. (Tambiah 1985: 156)

Al UARIS . JREEOMAZEH L 225, /5K — M b EEfLicBIT 217k L
HWROTAF I v 7 A Ewm L b7/ R— Mok U & lig=>D 2 v
=TI NOWYToTnE, —DHIX, [IEH#MAY] (canonical) 72 X v —
Thh. BRRHS, HIZ, FHEO CARANLERTH S, 2L, R
BHEAyE—VTHY, [4. 22l 0oar7 7 A 250 Td [E]
(canon) & LTHELEL LD TH L, —H, Z2oHIE [TafEM] A v &—
VTHY ., FHLOSMER [4. 221 20 ERTH L, 2F D,

T AP OHENTIIFTE LR WERTH ) . SINEPHEALE 8 L TRER
T LKL FERFOEIBICHADLERTH L, 770K — Mz Liud, gLz
NEDZOOERDO LS L—H TR T, ZOOBEENHKESNDLZ
LI o THILT % &\ 9 (Rappaport 1977: 182).

Db, 81L& 0 C o1 L BROMEZ BB L T & 7275, [Ei] ofE
IHEOHFRDO =D OWFEORMEL L TIRZ 5N L7213 TiE AR, Loz
mED [4, 221 B2 ER—BENER—DRBE L L TR 52 LN
T&5h, UTOEr v arTid, o34 750K — M X BEE~D
MEL 2F), TR &[4, 22 oE2 BB 25056 & LT,
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WEED S SEIIPIT T T — 22 o 72 RE KRB SV OBMEA ¥ —F %61
I2& o TEZTHIZ,

(3) [E#] &[4, 221 ok

LA=T e AN =573 (B0 ZIERA L) LAY, T A
) DBGEIZ BV TR G BUAH T 2 BB 72 RISV I w I Rims & LT
[T 72 @I NEFOMEFD S F 213 WL Th . HAmE
DAY —=FIEZZOHLINET S ETHT, ANTDAE—FOBIIIZHE
LT, SOMEAE-FIZ0 b LT HRTORELKEBXIFD, 4%k
R 2585 L7ze Bl 21X, Newsweek (=2 — X7 4 —27 HARRR) X [+
INTAZERPEFEM ] L) B LT [REEOFMN CHR BT 3 2 K KHK
DL, B CHAMNREEZSE T IV IOV TORELZHATYS
(Newsweek 2009/08/05 © 46-59)0 /3% D A ¥ —FHifff, #i2, £ —F 11>
AEEIBEDT CTEREEFEAN L TV LDOPICDOWTOFERIER S
N7DOTHL, EHEAFLTLERCDEREL TAE—F 2L AT D -
7205, AE—=F D) XIANVEFATRINTOFEOIHEO LM L 12 CH
KO N0 L FEEC, BEROBS LT EOMk 4 2 FUS ORI T H
ENTDETBEL TV D, UWFIEMEAE—-FOWRPZLAGTTHEN, [4

) REETIREVRALOEHETHDTH 5o Tﬁ%#T?iﬁ_‘
H7Z2Z Lo IZHORNIW S+ — T4 T2 A% IRET 505, F1Uchivn
T. “here”. “today”. “at these moments” RLIIETE TR RMIZ [4. 22
AR GHEICTADTH S,

3
op

My fellow citizens. I stand here today humbled by the task before us, grateful
for the trust you have bestowed, mindful of the sacrifices borne by our
ancestors. I thank President Bush for his service to our nation, as well as the
generosity and cooperation he has shown throughout this transition.

Forty-four Americans have now taken the presidential oath. The words have
been spoken during rising tides of prosperity and the still waters of peace.

Yet, every so often the oath is taken amidst gathering clouds and raging
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storms. At these moments, America has carried on not simply because of the
skill or vision of those in high office, but because We the People have
remained faithful to the ideals of our forbearers, and true to our founding

documents. So it has been. So it must be with this generation of Americans.

(THUTEEIZL %,)

MEASFERE T 009 12X 5 [FNYOEERE—A2TNT &13—]
BFANYOMTEAY —FOFHBEEORHMAR/LETV2E25, ZOHTYH,
“we”, “our”, “us” DHEK DL EEEM AL T2, HIZ, HFARE
ZYF O HEEIZ DWW TIE, “nation”, “new”, “America”, “all”, “common”, “people”,
“today”, “generation”, “God” 7S i % F&HTWiz & v 9o BIZ XL, #&iF
REBORIZP PO LHFELID S, 29 L7 A I ORERM% R 5 HiE

JEEIICE b s ZEI2E o T T A OB & KR 5 LK
73‘&&&&2&11#&\/\50 Z LT ANTOREN L “we” DFNFDZ) L
AR IR CHERFE AR D EIF TV &5 (B 2009: 41-43), HATRE T
L5ETHRL, —ABMEERGH “we” D [T I2=7 1] HEICBIT LR
FHEZEEIIINFEFTHHE 5N TE 72 (Lee 1997; Singer 1989; cf. FAK
2007)0 ANTDAY —FAHHE S, 2] RIES LB TR (H)
DR AENTTIZ . FOHHR ) X LAPEELERE R/ L5,
L2 L&dss wpfﬂﬁzbf%xémé HELTE 4. 22 THMD [
274 PMAEESIGETT L2000 W) HTH L, MEAL—FDF
POEZDI L, FNULT A I ORRKEOWREETH ). MTF o
727 AN ORERMTH /LT RS T Lf’%%%ﬁ%iﬁ"ﬂ*% [4.22
—2F 0, Lo [BUfE] —OF —7 4 T Ak, HEFHO %D
BRI HITF TV oz THb, FNTDAE—FMBIUIE T TIHEE %
EH72DIE, FGIR=PIDEHILZAD [IEH] & [4, 22 28675
RENTE b8 2 %,

IN—= 2D G AITEFEOFTENEFZTOELRAIN TR LB FTH,
W NZ I 2=y —3 a VIFBICE o THTH 5o FIAITRBOI 4,

BT 2EROMEZWHTERSETINLDOTHY, HIZ, HaE
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EFIEL- L2 U [ ] OME. REmE b Mm L7 BR300
EOCLEROMERZ LV VAT I v 7 APPSR LBT I & EHEIC
THEDTH b,

M HEDII2=Ar—T 3 v il

(1) T7<>0 [BRebbD]

FE [MEALE LCoMHBEATA] (57 Interaction Ritual) (2002[1967]) 1Z7%
ENTWDEEIIC, 32— a ottt i, BENARAII 2=
F—va yOFEICEIER» SR MAZDOIZT 7 THEH, TTDH,
HHENESHEIRHEOHFEDOD LITbNTWwub e n) 215 Thl, 5 [H
%550 EHOTEFTENTVEE W) EOBTIZT 2 V7 MEE%
Z72b D TH B, EROEANIETHIFRE SNTE [BEEE50] O
ASxRWI AP ORI EIL-> T, LRI 2=y —va
WD 72 L E LT 7 < Y OBEBHOERITKRE W,

TaNTART KoY T - TI59 vOBERZIT T, ST AL
HEBEREIED . EHPHE LERT LISV TZOEKRS L
AV RIREERZT O ERES TELAEFEOMFRE IV R v,
L2l 2hoid, AT CEROMDPSDAEZ LI ENEHh -
72W 2T, T v AHHER (soul) & R U7z EE TR L 22 RTE % Rk
LTLEoB LW, ZOETT VT A, BAD/NN—=YF Y T4
EERAN R~ T A2 o TnD LR, (HLDETIH) EEMRER
WZIANT TP N B HELATE ZITIZEAC T TIT DN B LAY E X1
AT TIT b D L i _72bIF72h5, ZOREZ s i3 Rk
L2072, (T7 > 2002[1967]:47)

o, TTIMHIED, FILEE—REDY DR S L) B ALh v
HNA LRI TAZEL T, [—HEOMEZ | (“a kind of sacredness”) % 5-
ALNDEEHT L, TT73ICEE, TEA2200] L1k [ARH] &w
)T LD,
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HEMNZIIa=Fr—2a O L EROBELY L ) BRNICH LT 57
DI, TTIXPAMOBEE BT A2MaE LTEICIEZ7-02% [ |
(face) DWEETH 5,

HHEWIMEZERXOTL%0. HIFEOHEVOS W, HDA
BB L2HE, ZOADPITEHML72b D LM/ EAEET BH
22T ZOADHG A S ICERT DM A 2 e, &
AT LW RDIEAD, HHERZ, BMENTVENA WA LHEME
MAREIZLTRHRATELZ L)%, B 2O CHLLTH %,
(ibid.:5)

T LI, 2 L THH] 20 o> TARZOOMEMZFO &
Yo —2UE, MHEFAH L35 [HiHIMERA]] (a defense orientation) & #H
FOMEEFA9) &2 [ERENMGEIN] (a protective orientation) TH Do =
nooEmic, N THE] 2RO L) ICRF 072474, $4bb, [H
H—17% | (“face-work”) £1THDTH ), ITT73VIETH LI—EDITH%
[EAL) LIRAZZDTH B, T7< 2L E, THE—I74] (3 22
JIZETENLOTER, HRRHEOIAI =7 —2a Y ORTHA{TD
NBLDHEDOTHD (T7< > 2002[1967]:12-15),

T7v v, BEOAI 2= =3 3 VICBIT @A A% BET 5 1
T, AMOHESAEFICBT 2 3] (deference) ®° [ih1T] (demeanor) D fi
MAEEHT 2, AIEO [HE] 3MHFo [HH] IMEz 5252 THb,
PoT, [HE] 320 L) 2ftEo [HH] 4o TWwa Z & 2RI AL
TEIE5IERI T, —H, W) ZAZTEHo [TH] ST 2 MEA
THbo o T —HOEAATEINZ O [iAT] 2O o THFTEIND S
Ell b FRIC, WIE D [HGE] 20 CAHBITENICIEZ2H ). Zhnid
[[lEEEERL] (avoidance ritual) & [$27REFL] (presentational ritual) & & 4172,
MHIHFONEZEEL 2L HICT27-0CHHL Al 7Z25H&ILTH
D, BEIEBAICHTISES S HELTH A (ibid.:56-86)0
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FREALIZ & o T TREIZEE NS 5 B9 O & BAENITR
To Bk, ik, ¥ 7% EORE L B EEELIE. FTAE L O
L2V L) SEEOENEZITREDPREL 2W2DIZ, 114
BAEBT HITHIIEN RSB\ TORNE, fFFLE mafErL &
WHRAEFLIC 3T 5 7 2 v AOXBNIAHS T %o (ibid.:73)

INSOEAATENZ, T 7~ IR EE TP ORETERTIA M A AR
WIZBUT B ZODOFEATE B AR T A AR EFEMWART A PR AL
WCHEZLHDOTHY, b e d 3T 2V 2 OHEILOSE— THEmEELL
& HBIEEAL] — 2ok DTH L. TaVTr AL 2EMWII 2=
F—=2arvOFLFIALE, TTRY, ZLT TITrELTA vy
OF TH—=FTIEIDEAN, ALV TRISZ DL LTHRAILN
LDTHAb

(2) THH] &KF4 PERA

235 Politeness: Some Universals in Language Use (1987[1978]) T 77 7 ~
EVYa v i3I0 [MEB] O&E P OICIBA R T A b2 AT
OB ETIVEFERT A, T 772 EORENZRE IS OFEMHR
HAHETHS,2F ) M H %O 5 —HOITENIEAN 2 FFEATEI Y —
YELTIRRENDLZDOTHY), ODFEREZAHD [RI 4 AR ] OITH)
EWVH kIl b, FEHBmOSTETIZLEDE LA TT(1983) R —F
(1983) S AR AL oD I 2= = a Y OMEEY [RIA
AR ELTRRETWADS, Talbrh, I73 OB LIRS
CLIZEoT [RTA4 MAA] OfTENCFEILFEMHZ R L 720037 5
YELT A Yy THol [HIL] v 2RI T~ 0ERIT S
BV ELESH LTI WD, TOFEHFEOFHTHASINLDIIROT 2 )V
TAPRLD—HITH b,

The human personality is a sacred thing; one dare not violate it nor infringe

its bounds, while at the same time the greatest good is in communion with
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others. (Durkeim 1915; quoted in Brown and Levinson 1987: 1)

W DETIVCIZ, [TETH 5] (being polite) £\ T L IFLFTLBT
BREVH L2 2 TidR IT7~ro [HH—474] LR L)
HaRMHFEo [HH] 12 LTED L) R JiK (strategy) —iB im0 7 3R
—EWD D) TERPRRENDe L LEDE, 777y
Y Z THH] % [80Kk] (wants) & LTHZTWAET, I7v7 4D
bbo EBIEMBETVEIURT 5, 7778V 4 Y A28 [T
Bl & [{EMEYIEE ] (negative face) & [FEMRAYIAIH | (positive face) 7> H
WENADS, HFEO NEBNEE ] S AIIERE SN, RRE2PTS
Nz vk wnHscke shzd, BHEO [HEBENEE ] 1ZH 5 OGRS
IR ANSNTHR LV EWIFRE S NG, BIZ, 7I9o &L vy

YETRTII 2= r— 2 a YHNEEMICIE THHE2E2T174] —FTA
(Face-threatemng Act) —TH DL EEZTe LPLLEDL, ADOHFEOHT

RS K] TEHE, T3l 2 L <. [#9R] 42 SI3FTAD S8
W’C“%Zgﬁ\ 29 L7ZFTARAT O BRIZ. ANZEGSHTFO NEmNEE ] &
[FRmMEE ] BRONZVE ) ITHRALGTHTRENE DL T 5, HiEZER
B35 b DN [THWEYKR T A ~ % A (negative politeness) TH V) . 2HE %L
95 b0 [FEMEAYKR T A4 + A A (positive politeness) &\29) 2 &127% 5
(Brown and Levinson 1987[1978]).

Wi (2005) 13 HAGEOMGEEITE 25 LA s, B2 MG Sh @A
MH [HEEL] & TR 20 S IR SNL L) DRTTT &
L4y Y OFRTA A AHEORANBLLE IR 5 (Eili 2005:
131) 799 2ELT 4 YY) YOETFTIVIZBWTIL, HRFHDO %A ) (3R
MRITA PR AZBLTEREINLLOTH Y, BHAFMEREZAO [Bi
%Wjﬂﬁﬁbiofo<%h%%@kw7pk’ﬁéooib B A4
FIUSHE T & HTEDTR 2 B L W) RFIZEDI W TWEDTH S, [TH
BHRZ A P AR] TIIHFLOERELZ O HELZIY . [BHBEYR T A
FAR] TIIMHFL OEMEZMHEOLTHREWD L) L HIZ, Ao A 1T
BhaIREEORE L L TRICWICIRZ 728 b5 2 %0 Wim. Mo T Y



362 LA NI S S

RAAZESTHMELNT VLD, T390 &L T4 VI YDETIVTIL,
HH $abb, [BEA2b0] »EARED L) (CHEEZ T 5 %
O, —H, EOL)ICHEAEOZ LICE o TBEVOEREEEL
WEHIZT 200 L) FEPRITTNIIRRENLEDTH 5,

BHP T I L T4 I VORI A N AAHERIIBIT ST 207 L%
HAHOBEEWZH/ L LAS, ZOoH0cH s [BEhbbol — [HHE] —2»
SOHHHERET201IC/ L, 29 L7 [R50 OBF®RZDOS DIZHE
HY @GP INTITHLBGH L TETWS, FIzIE, <4 (1994 1ZT 7~
o [HE] E79wr Ly ryro [HR] #HELERS, RiZlC
£ 77— FAMEATHITH B DK L, BEOIRR T HHD T A H
LD THLZERERTH, 79 Ly e vy ro (WAL T4bb,
EANDFEIZ O BHRANORTIITEERI 2 A LFERICEDSC DD L L
TINFTHHH SN TE 7 (e.g. Lakoff and Ide 2005; Mao 1994; Matsumoto
1988)c 2N, 75w Ly ks [HHE] ZEAOBAHBERE
EHSBRP LML [ 2FRETE2IOTHY, Fer M HT A
TovTATA—RANOEELBE LT AT VT4 7 4A—OMEPEb- T
533227 —2a BV TEPEEBENIRLI IG5, SR
AL, MEWa Y F o AMIBRLZEE, Ty ELY s vk
5 [HH] OBMEITHEs LTEFUEH L2 2oTLEIDTH 5,
BlzIiE, = VEN (1988) 1Z. HARFEOII 2= —2avilBJ5 [L5
LBEWLET] OFRBUEBL T, 79700y ¥V VIZEAHA
PG THH] oMEezH 35, 7998094 2V Y OETIVICE
OFE. 29 L7z MKHE] 13 TRIES < v v ) IEisTE B % & 72
FTFTA L W) L2 DBH, vV EMIINE TXA LS BEWL T
BHAZEDII 22— a VIZBWTIRELRZBRPE 2 5N5 L &ig
95, vVEMIIIE, BREORS A PR AZBWTIE [HA] 34
SERPSIIMT LAV OTHY, 29 LIASEBROFCilifEo0g 5
TEHET ATV T4 7 410D F#H EEMAOMELHEFICANS & & [K
] BN H % B2 FTA CTld . & LA, HFoOBBWEH % i
LIRS A MDA AL W) Z &2 5 (Matsumoto 1988). Bl 21X, A
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NP — - F—F 4 (2005) 1F N5 DIEVHRROFEE H12L 5 [HHI ~
OWE % HKWT 2RS4 PR ADTEFT IV EFHIZIHRRT B0 HIIT@EITHY %
[MH] OMEDOATHBALEI) ETETIV VLTSI rOT Tu—
FERH LS, RIA PR A% MR E S ] (rapport
management) L322, [HH] DANOBEZRZIW D AALZETVERITT 5,
DFN, ARVY— - F =T 4 ITRT A AR EFMAEIFR (rapport) % FE M
5332 —varyELTRAEL, [HHI RO, [0 aiEs
HeF ] (sociality rights and obligations). BiZ, [FHE.A7Z HAY] (interactional
20als) DEZDODHIC L > THERENL DD THLETLEOTHL, 77
ELT 4 v OBBROPFTOHENT AT VT4 7 4 ORMENE EHS
NTDF TR Bh o705, A% [HES] (power) DRTEE L TIFEFIE
T2 SN TV ZAbH ) THH] EXAT, HEWTA T T4
T4 RHEN, LI T 2 A MORTHESNLI S KR I I 2 =7 —
Ta yOEMEND ANIZANRYY— - A =T 407 7Ta—Fidbr )T
Ve ARV — - F—F 412X, I3 a=F—Ta i3 [RANEGRE
B 174 ] (rapport-threatening act) & L TR Z 6NEDTH b,
CITYWHOTEZTCALZVDIEZ, NSO ANLZHEDII 2 =7 —
T avIIBIREENOLY) OMETH L, T2V AOFIITFIC BV
T, #H I LT LITERN 2 EMNEB IS T ot ohs, £
NELTLIFEERICEDVLDLD) LIZRO WA, [ 200
2O o TR ENL BRILAEORA BASERT BRI 0L LT
AbMb, LeLAAS, ZoEFOMEIE, £HANRII2=Fr—2 3>
W, TANE I 2= a3 yTREVEM R T 70 —F AL ETH
bo BHE LTI, 2 IIHESHA R E . Z OMoH S FRAHE
HAEAG S TLADPDTHb, I I2=F—2 3 VITBWTIE, iy
PHEMBEFRB AL 72 2ATHEEIND Z L IMENG 2 6N 2 LN
S\e BN LT AV A KHEEDOAE —=FIIFBITHA ) o 7 A A
NORkA Ny 72 757 2 FORNAWFEIT AN AERTHSL L) EZ
HiE, ¥—F—0RLZArD 33224 X IZHH% 5 (cf. Turner
1967)c LA L. AR LARLVTOII 22— 3 Y I2BWTIE, FElE
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DING VAR EIWMBDOPEVWHIMEZZNTI2=r—2aro
BELWEL L L0 TH S, Bz X, i (2005) 2 af3 5 L 512, HE
FEICBIT L WEEE L] OF BT THY, 7T ELY L Y VI
IIUREWARET A P AR EVD TRk b BRI, BB LIE 82
5250 oEEINY, LoT, [EN] RSNV, L L, HARGE
DAIa=y—var TR, HEERE) ZLEPHYTH L L SNDIE, FE
DHET AT T4 7 4 1HED CEBEBERRLET N 2% ) ZAl) i L
Boo MORFEZTIT, HGEL ) NSRWCTHEEE bRV & T, §F
ENDAIZZTANDAYN=Ty TeWY LT EIBLHNELTH
590 FTOERTIZ, IO ARV Y — - F—F 1 O [FAMPER] OsE
IAEEN T I 2= — 2 a v 2 LB A S /A 2 L E2TRRICT
B LA A EOMAN. UL 7 7 A MZBITAHENT AT 71
T A RN [EE ] $hbb, 33a=r—varrl L AR
DOHDN) OERBEOMBENFERRE ST 2D Th b,

V. BbYIiZ

R CTld, I3 227 =2 a YIIRICBU 2 #ILE RO ER T B 2
ERIEC, 33227 =2 a3 VIZBIT 2 HBILIFEHIC O W TER L7z, Bk
FROMEIZER L2, NEFOMILIIZE % B < ERF B0 MED
dIa2=7—2a VFRICOES Do T DL I e 2B L 72, B, 72
VI X AEALERE. BRI 22— a v TR, XD
AW THENZII 27— a v OBREEEREZZER L ETHHRELD
CEEMER LT, BEANEF HASETEFOSTFIIBVT. 3322~V g
YIERAARET A2 TR LHAMERE ZREWICHE T2 L3 h
T TOMHBICIRRB SN CE P, HRPLOIRREEA 74 0 F— 3L Db
STHRADKALEHEB., a3 2=y —Ya v BEEAL TV, TOEK
TIEVEALIEDS T R 2= — 2 3 YIRICERT A RHIE T 725> T b,
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Reconsidering Ritual Elements in Communication:
Solidarity and the Sacred

Keiko MATSUKI

Keywords: Communication, Ritual, Solidarity, The Sacred

The goal of this paper is to review several issues proposed by the
study of ritual in modern anthropology, and reconsider them in relation to
communication. The study of ritual in anthropology has been fundamentally
influenced by Durkheim’s ideas on “solidarity” and “the sacred.” Starting
with a review of how these concepts have been captured by the main
traditions of anthropology (that is, functionalists and symbolists), the
present discussion highlights the significance of these notions in both areas
of collective and face-to-face communication. Especially, the contemporary
exploration of social meanings in communication can not be separated from
the study of ritual.

Just like “religion” and “myth,” the notion of “ritual” is a universal
category in the discipline of anthropology. As Marcus and Fischer (1986)
point out, it is because “rituals are public, are often accompanied by myths
that declare the reasons for the ritual, and are analogous to culturally
produced texts that ethnographers can read systematically” (61). According
to Tambiah (1985), ritual is defined as “a culturally constructed system of
symbolic communication”(128). While ritual has been mainly examined in
its religious context, Moore and Myerhoft (1977) claim that it is possible
to expand the category, looking at a more everyday kind of ritual and

ceremony as a “secular ritual.” According to their claim, we are surrounded
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by rituals in our everyday life. However, even if the category of ritual is
broadened, it is difficult for anthropologists to call everyday conversation
a “ritual.” In this sense, it is the sociologist Goffman (2002[1967]) who
regards everyday conversation as consisting of a range of ritual acts. What
underlies Goffman’s approach to everyday face-to-face interaction is
Durkheim’s view of the sacred. According to Goffman, the sacred in our
everyday life is not collective but individual, and is represented as the notion
of “face.” In order to protect one’s face and also others’, people engage in
a variety of “face-work.” This “face-work™ is, in the study of politeness
by Brown and Levinson (1987[1978]), interpreted as a set of pragmatic
strategies. Following Goffman, Brown and Levinson (1987[1978]) also find
our everyday interaction to be organized by ritual elements. However, this
paper also looks at how the notion of face is treated differently in these two

approaches.



