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The Correlation between Pragmatic Competence and Pragmatic-Specific Motivation:

A Study of Beginning Level English Learners in Japan
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Akiko Inagaki

BE

AIFFEIL. HARARRIEESE B OB (SO BRI L ko ren k) %
BRZ > TV a s 70, FEHmIVEE 7 A M LERGRNVEIE ST ERKIC L 57— 2 =m0 L7z
LDTHbH, TORE, FEHGmNEIK DT & LT Meaning conveyance (FMfniE). Psychological barrier (:(s
PHRERE) . Real-life language use (FEAEIGIZBIT 2 E5EMA) . Difficulty in language use (SifflHOMKEE ),
Formality (JE&E). Appropriacy GEEITE) @ 6 HF-25lH S h7ze TNHDRFIZOWTEERGRIRET & D
A RD2E A, HELRHBIZRON 2 -72b 00, FEHGRNENPIEVEEE 7V —TIZBWTOHA,
SO SNz SOV —TI2B T, LHEMEENE Y, Thbbala=r—2arh) L
W EIZHT DAREHFRCEAIC, EEOHED ) b [HEEAET D | OB WE SR 57z,
@x—"7—N : hRISREEMAR (interlanguage pragmatics) B+ (motivation) &% (implicature)

affl
1. ROER—FESEERAREBHEDT
B SR EEOM A (Individual differences) (3.

“EREEA (SLA) O5EIZBIT L LRI LFIED
=D TH Y, 21990 FERADH D 513 Z DRFEA T
WZHEAN L 7245, SLA O A5 ¥ Cd 2 S 5EREH i
OWFFEFEI I BV TiE, 1990 R > THH =R
EDBEFEUENEHZEINDICE ST ZOFHIZBIT A
T O A7 2B 59213, Kasper and Schmidt 12
L BFERGIRE IO AN EZER FICEEO) o
B L7oge (1996) THLEEbRTEY., Th
DI, REBIZZ OBAHEIML T 722 EAHIL T
% (Takahashi 2019) .

FTLRENZ LD LCld, HEBRET COEMR
WA YA NT 7 ary EBEOT EDBIRIZOWTHRE
L 7z Takahashi ® —# O HF5E (2001; 2005; 2012; 2015)
DET N L. FFIZ 2016 SEDRFZEIZ BV TIX, BEFED
HIERINC O W TEH SN 2520 & (Pragmalin-
guistic awareness) Z#Z LTV oix, WISHEIRED
I GHRERENOBEL LSS REEE OO & ko
TW5) OFBWFEBRETH LI LRSI,

Tagashira, Yamato and Isoda (2011) (&, Deci and
Ryan (2002) &2 HNFEMEIREO T O &%tk 272
HOOEHGR O % . P SEHEHGRO IR
AN TH L, HORERRR & 1X. NENEREOL
ORI 2 ElA TE 52 5 DT, WIEL
DLW L o THIEMERIREO 1T 2 4 21208 L Tw
%o Tagashira et al. [ ZDOHHAOHF T, LX) HOH
R AR NSRS T L D FEAGRER D IR D&%
FTWnEWnHFEREBEIH L,

Tajeddin and Moghadam (2012) (& 55 F & F9 12 B 1L
L7z D e V)-8l mis s, FBHmNEIED
BIREFA L 72— DMETh L. HHIE, oD
72 \ZBgE L 7e— ek AR Bl A% 2 17 B R #K (General
Pragmatic Motivation Questionnaire) &, [6 U < #r
PR L 72 38 5HAT 26 FE AL BU B % S LT BRI AK (Speech
Act Specific Motivation Questionnaire) £/ L. [
—DE—BREEETA T VARFEOERG B D
VFEFERER I ERT (IKHE - W7D - WSRO 3 T D FEEEAT
HOERENZSFEERTAMIEoTll-7200) @
BIMREZFA L7z RELT AT VAKRFEDERR
Y & ¥ 5 13 12 1% Psychological barriers (U AUREEE) |

REBHTAFLEZERNEBLHEEE € 7 — R ® MEREAFRAVLLBIEEHRA FHSEEAR
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Cultural familiarity (321t 09 3 35 &) . Appropriacy (i#
YJ%) . Situational acquisition GIR73EHR) . Difficulty in
language use (5 &% f#i 1 ® [ # %), Real-life language
use (FEAHIZ BT 55 FE M ). Turn-taking (5 # 38
#). Language forms (§75Z30) . Meaning conveyance
(EMR{z%). Language use context (S aE M HOIKIT) .
Communication needs (I3 2 =47 —3 3 ¥ O LEM),
Indirect language use (RIS FEMH) ® 12 KT8
HHT e, Fio, BEATHCELTL A 7 ¥ NFAIZIE
FVEIRO TS H LT L EIR LT, L2 LS /&1
FEHEREIE O I oW TE, 29 L b FEH R IE AR
LDV W LIRS,

Inagaki (2019b) (X, & X 9 Z @O 4L % 1
R 72 AR NGB FE B DB T Ca FRivRE ) = 58
EESELEHLDITT 729, Nishida (2013) 23E
L7z, BOEMGRZHLE L7214 OS5 £
O 15 & % A Perceived autonomy/competence/
relatedness (HEME, AREME. BIFRYE) . Intrinsic moti-
vation (N %& Ay By #% © 1F). Identified/introjected/
external regulation ([E]—#L09FEE, TAFEE, A1
1 #%). Amotivation (#£ &) #). L2 ideal/ought-to
selves (L2 # 8 B T, L2 # % H ©). International
posture ([E K By % %), Can-do attitude (listening/
speaking and reading/writing) (T & % & : 1) A =~
T AE=F T, TERE ) =T AT FA4T4
> 7). L2 willingness to communicate (L2 I I = =
= anofmt) s zo0EMIEH E #A L.
B SEEBOMMAICBIT 2EEO I L AERETO
EHEIEE) (BEOMME) DOFEL OBREE-S 72,
MRE LT, ARARFEOE_SEASEOFESITIC
6 -o0EK  [HCHkE] THE] TL2HEAT] [L2
FHAC] TEFAME] L2322 - 3 YO
Tl 2, GEOBMIVEHO TEELTNWDLIA T
DEEIZIFZDOH S [HE] OB T EKNO AR
AR BTV Z LA LZb 00, 21
OBV TER & FEHRNEE OBREHS 212 5
WZIEES D072,

Z Z TR TIE. Tajeddin and Moghadam (2012)
DFERFIIREAL L 728D 1T oA 2 fEH LoD,
Mo A Lz TEEH] LB OERGREED [&E
PR ] A%, HARNFEE B EOBHRmNER S L &0
EOBEL T 022652 2 HIET 2
L L7,

2. HARE

DEoOBERIZEDE, KR TIZKRD 2 oY) —

F T AF 3 v EBIF, WEET)

1. HARANRIREFBEZ L E O L 7k i s
DI EREFE> TV 570

2. FEHEMEES]. HTL EEOMME L. FEHWN
O ERICIIEND L0 0. HEOM
2L > TTS D OECD D B o

0. A&

1. MRMRE

RIFFED R E L7zDid, HEFEEOEAD 16 M D
B VEMBICEEZ 2 HRANO RS 2 4EkE (T4
e TR T ), 5H118% (BHEI7T 4. i
214) T, FYHERIZ1959 % (19-218) THo 72
(MR 68), BRIV 125172 TOEIC ® 2 a7 F
¥913 439.87 11 (230-680 1) T, HEiEEBFEE T HHA
[ R = o e SRSl N X 5 N = K S N )
ZEMEHBT STV,

2. {ERAMH
(1) FEERFwIREENT A B
(Pragmatic Comprehension Test)

Taguchi (2012) 2 &£ % Pragmatic Listening Test
(FRHFRAIEE 7 2 ) ZERT A MIYE L 0%
R LY GEROMEMBL IS SERRAMET, £
2B FNEN 4 DOOERE DS IEM % #IR
TLEATH - 720 Wi 16 HAMEH W ETS (Conven-
tional implicature). 16 [ 2% 9 & ¥ 9 & = (Non-
conventional implicature) OFFE% M &M T, 1EBEHH
EEOOH L MITMEMWT Y (Indirect refusal). 8 [
XHF k) (Routine) DHUFE 4 ] 9 B[ THRER S v
THH, &1, P=—F VR EMEDOTAMCTHo 7
(1o

[&E] ik, BNoER, T2bbTE) DEKR
THERENELOTIE AR L, FEHRMZERE R L.
Taguchi (2012) 32D ) HI DT X M THHEEWE
FELIFEENEEL 2RO L HIHHE - EERL TWh,

(1) Conventional Implicatures:
(a) Indirect Refusals: refusal responses to
Invitations, requests, and suggestions with a

reason (e.g., saying “I'm busy” when refusing
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someone’s request for help).

(b) Routines: fixed or semifixed expressions that
commonly occur under certain situational
conditions and functions (e.g., “It comes to $2”
in a service encounter exchange and “That’s so
sweet of you” in thanking someone).

(2) Nonconventional Implicatures: nonliteral

comments or opinions that do not involve

conventional linguistic features or language-use

patterns (e.g., indicating a negative opinion of a

restaurant dinner by saying “The food was

late”; Taguchi, 2012, p. 81).

&1 Pragmatic Comprehension Test M#&RK

i 2| Bk
Conventional implicatures 16
a) Indirect refusals
b) Routines
Non-conventional implicatures 16
Total 32

(2) —MRHRERRENE D T ERK
(General Pragmatic Motivation Questionnaire)
Tajeddin and Moghadam (2012) 12 & Y B S 7z
General Pragmatic Motivation Questionnaire (LT
GPMQ) 3. —f&iy7Z i Hamm B> 2 lle3 2 %
AT, AR TIEENZ HAFRICRL TR L7z, &
21H, [&{Z)8bhwv] 6 [THZEH
F T 5 F? Likert Scale TOHI% % K 5T,
Tajeddin and Moghadam OHETIXRTFHOHIC L Y A
T Y ANKRFAED 12 OFEHmIEIREO T ER2E X S
N7z,

(3) HETH R DT ERHK
(Speech Act Specific Motivation Questionnaire)
[dl U < Tajeddin and Moghadam (2012) 2 & V) B35
SNz, SMHOFERATA (K, Wy, MR (2HML
L 72 & ] #% Speech Act Specific Motivation Question-
naire (LLF SASMQ) Z HAFEICRRLZb D& MAL
7= (GPMQ [AI# 5 f4: @ Likert Scale) o 420 HH D9
55BN K] FEFEATAIZOWTOERES T 2l 5
Request-SASMQ (PLTFIK#ESASMQ). 63HH 2 [HY J
BT HIZOWTOEK DI %l 2 Refusa- SASMQ

(LT SASMQ). 9THH S [#5R] FEiTAICow
TOE ST %l 5 Apology-SASMQ (UL T 3 58
SASMQ) Y7 - k7T a vy THERINTW,

3. AWAHE

Lo, Jy—F - 272 2Fa > 1095, —HKY
B O T A RHET A0 MERHIIEICKL
GPMQ % %jifi L. WEWH T 5 ziTo72 720 5
FEAT AR ETIEIRE OV 2 AT 4 72912, SASMQ % 3%
L. 7 -t LarFRZRICOVTCHT G Z
1To726

W2 —F - T AF 322072012, BHmNEE
N7 A (UTFPCT) %L, 2O =% - 22
TIZHEDONWT T T A% =53 247, PCT O L N)Vjl
W NV—T5 T kA Te SNEZT, FNEFRDZ S
AL =122V, FORFHIICL > THEH SN LE)
WOIT B & OMBBRE MBS X DR L7z 2T
DT — & 1% SPSS Ver. 25 12 & o THMrdsz Sisz,

m. #%R

1. VDb—F - JIXAF3 > 112D T

GPMQ DHZEIZDOWT, AP - T~y 7 Alix
2 X BHRWETF 50 2 FEAT L 720 WF- ot oB, X
7V —7uy MIXAMEERET, HAM 10 L H
FEMFEIE 03B U EDEGEMZT. RO 6 O>DOHT
HUEE SN2 24 THE TEERD66% FHH L T b,
R¥%413 Tajeddin and Moghadam (2012) @ 12 ® AT
FhN— AL LTEEDHRL, 2fh7 (22).

# 1 - - Meaning conveyance (GEMR{zE) : FK
HM 7 BRI (R R 720 &) Bk

%5 2 [ 1~ --- Psychological barrier (:(-HLAYREEE) o
Sa=r =2 ar)EL e ernwI iz d s
NS

%5 3 [AF---- Real-life language use (FELEIGIZBITLHF
FREEH) L (Ao SREAER T EEE TV
&) ok

% 4 A Difficulty in language use (SFEfliH DMK
X)) EHREHACERCEOBR TR 5 WS

%55 WF - Formality OBR1%) :#tanyZe % (BEHEE.
TR, BHOES) HZEGLL T4 -V E
D

# 6 [+ Appropriacy GEYJME) : Rk (2> 772
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A B AZIS L FRRE I O YA O 7

NG 6 DD TZFNENOEED T TN E DR
DOFHEEER L, VI 7R LD TH b, &
Mz EuE, FEBOR DBV ZR LB ITR
Tt [EREE] o7 mESE0 [ L F
YT EOBRNDT LN RIZEVEIFED KT 1E
[EEFICBITLEHMEH] Tholzo

WIZSASMQ O 7 =213t L. ZNEhoH 7 - ¢
7vaAIonCEECRLE - Tavy 7 AAEIC X
BRFHI 2 FERL 720 BAMELOL L, BFE#REIE
035 Lo Gt aiiiizd & v &0 b L RTFE2JGEL
72 A, KIESASMQ 122 W T, £1ED 68% % 31
LTS IRFHE o7 BT D SASMQ 12DV T

=2 GPMQ AFAHHER

LREGMDOL LG LIzE 2 A, &ROGHD 78% %
FHHL TV 1 RTHE S 7z, RiBICHIE SASMQ
WZOWTH BN L2k 2 A, 216D 67% % 3t
LCwa 1 HTAESNz, £IFZO/EELRTD
DTH 5,

EDFFEATHIZOWT S, [TE LR BLOU [
B U7z R U720 B v TH B AR X WE ST
wmERLTWD, F7o, [ FEREY) 2 2B, #Y)
BEO =] IZOWTOHBIZENS KD EWAT %
RLTBY, BRSO PMOEB IZHRTERNZ 2%
5o

2. YUY—F - HJIZAF 3> 212D\ T
PCT O#EHRIZUT oMY THh s (F4), PCTD bk —

¥ a JHH R~ fir =
1. Meaning conveyance 8l 4 L LEFEXGETENAT 725 @ENIEE L2 E ) DT, HEFEZFEATV S, 89
(BPRRE) 18, [TRIEA 7 L b, SCATRT 22 ENTEL LS IR D 7, 58
5.0 LADHEFEZ ETICHE06, AT A TAE=I -3 RO 2oL kL 53
R 5 LN TE b,
35, WFET, KA IRIIZOWTENTBLLLERH L LB, 46
2HADEVWI EE L5 LMEYIELONL L)AL VDI EES, 41
19 L WIREFEOFEH EIE, A bR (B OR. KEAZ L) B L CSREEHZ 5, 40
4], FFERZ VT W B A RIRIIZOWTHI > TBLALEXH L LS, 39
2. Psychological barrier 81 33 CEMmENL L, KEFLIEL S, 97
(G ) R HFDEVSVE L AERSEL D LA TERNE, X ) AEN, 74
40, FFETHSDO I EFERTER WV E LA R b, 62
M HBOERZ VI ERELWER Ao TEAONAVE, HPPROIEEE 60
IDTIR VR ERN TV,
3. Real-life language use 83 25 LWL ZFEREEZIE, FOfVvE 200, 82
(R BB FFH) 24, F LVHEER 7 L — X RFHC I, 20 E 52070, 7
4. Difficulty in language 78 20. EFEOREBROE:, CELEMEH END) IREHATL., FRISHLTEDEAZ 81
use XA LD bz,
(SR ORI S) 30, FEA £ RHE, I CHNEEAS S LRI L o THEL VLS £ Th B, 7
21 ZNZENOPRPIIZBWTIELWEREZfio CiET 2 &2, L<W->TLE ), 68
3l PFEA FEAEE, HFEOEREMLAATO0OBY LR EM) 2Lk, itk -oT 53
LW ETHD,
5. Formality 74 17 FFEER LD LD, LIZDOWTEITH L L Twb, 72
OF3E) 16, HEEO LA E R, REEF T+ -2V SOEEIIONTEEET . 72
21 FERGE L CV AR, HOOSEZZDRND 7+ —< NV EIZEbE LI E LT 67
Vo,
15, FREOMLE 2 2 & X, ZNENORIUCB W THEL LM RHEOXAEEZ L 5 51
720 LTwh,
6. Appropriacy 70 10 Ralk, AA T4 TAE=H =B ZNZENORRICBOTHES OEXEEHT L0 85
GRE) WMMES-o>Twa0, HAL)IELTWE,
7. HFEXHTVWELEE, GiLTFREREEADOICED L) ICEELfio T 54
HPNERE T 5 DD X 72,
11 #FEEFATWDIE, SEPITHON T LRIITERZ M %, 44
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FW - AATIIEDE, FITAF =M xtiolzb 2

GPMQ#E = AT (EL1 7 IR =), Wi (22 5A5—),
80 A0 e - B (32925 —) O3DIHEENS (£5),
350 209 CD3IDODT T AT —IZEED T OMEINDFEN D B D
;2; YD EMRT A0, GPMQ THith &7z 6 2D
200 T2 N ZROBES T TRREOE M 0T E % 5 H
o L. 5% KiET— LR B AN 217 20 2 OM R
050 EODHRTDOENIIOVWTHHELRENRAON D5
o 720
- I TR S RN R
& & & $§'/ﬂ ¢ RIZ&Y I A5 —DPCT 237 L BESITHET L0
R HBIZ kb7 E 5. PCT O h— 5L - 23T L Al
gﬁ BOUTETFIZoWTid, 837725 — (Efiz I A
¥ —) OF6KRTF GEEIME) 1Coih, HOFHGNFHEIRIMR
1. GPMQ 84 (r=-36,p<05) 2SN, TNLHNDT T A Y —
DOEDOEEDTHT L SMHBRIZES N2 o 7,
=3 SASMQ EFHHTHER
T “ S T S
1. Request 88 2. MRILIZIE U 7o) 22 BRI 2 20N, 94
L EFRTOBEHCOHATTIZOWTHEUTZ, 81
3 TELBHCOMLFIZOWTHED v, 80
4. BFVET DL E KEOHHIZOWTHERSL L) IZLTw5, 66
5. j‘;‘li%w%a‘é LEO, WY RFEREY KB, #UILFED b= VIOV TERLEE 64
B %,
2. Refusal 94 3. TELRE) HIZOWTEN W, 94
2. 7 LFERIRILIZIE U Co# ) 22 i 1) £ & 02w, 93
1 EFETOWY H x50, 84
4. W2 & EOHBDORLFTIZOWTHEUT 2w, 84
5. W% & 2oL Bl (FiE) 2FSUELD D, 81
6. Wiz L &, WY 2FEL#EY) 2PN, WY RFED b= IZOWTHIALENRD b, 77
3. Apology 94 3 TELRHEN FIZOWTEN W, 92
7. HBEED, BHHORLDIZIZOWTHD 72\, 88
5. 85 L&D, HFANDEEOXFFE DIRZ T & F V72, 34
1 R TO@WY) 3 ) FT 2O THEUTz v, 83
2. F LFERIRIZIG LT, #8225 ) R A F - nw, 33
6. HDHEE, BAEMLEEDOTVRLI EDELFIZOVTHY 72v, 79
4. FFETH D L EOALHE (FiE) 2FRUEBD D, 77
9.7 A L&, MULERSL., @Y LFEO N~ @Y TAaY 7 NEMHTES 67
LR NEND D,
MprLE, bHITEL LR, LWIHHD LLIIOWTHID 72vy, 62

&4 PCTHR (£45) (n = 118)

FE% R/ME o YN FIgE PR 7
Conventional implicatures 118 1.00 13.00 701 277
a) Indirect refusals 118 0.00 8.00 439 213
b) Routines 118 0.00 7.00 262 164
Non-conventional implicatures 118 0.00 14.00 475 2.56
Total 118 2.00 26.00 1175 4.80

XALFEKRY: - XEZEXPEPRLBLE $51% 415



x5 PCTHR (V3 RE2—3) (n=118)

7IAY — FE%K /Ml LN} FIfE TR 22
Conventional implicatures 1 35 1.00 7.00 4.06 143
2 45 400 11.00 6.87 1.39
3 38 400 13.00 9.89 1.81
a) Indirect refusals 1 35 0.00 6.00 254 1.67
2 45 1.00 8.00 440 1.71
3 38 2.00 8.00 6.08 148
b) Routines 1 35 0.00 4.00 151 144
2 45 0.00 5.00 247 1.38
3 38 1.00 7.00 381 1.29
Non-conventional implicatures 1 35 0.00 5.00 254 1.07
2 45 1.00 7.00 407 141
3 38 400 14.00 758 2.00
Total 1 35 2.00 8.00 6.60 1.39
2 45 8.00 13.00 10.93 1.25
3 38 14.00 26.00 1747 3.10

PCT @ & & @ 46 %) T 1X. Conventional implicature
(LT, EEWEE) ©5 b Indirect refusal (LT, A
BRI ) 12O, #3255 =% 2 KN (LY
BERE) & IEOFGVAHEE (» = 33, p <05). 56 KT (:#EEIME)
EOEDTTHB (r = -33, p <05) FRROLNZLD
D, FNLPIHD 7 A5 =TI EOFEDTIHT- & b (T
& A EHBBRS R S N o 72,

DT EDNL, PCTOAITHBOEEEIZIZZD
A7 LEEDTEDMHEB L P THEET S DD
D, PCT DA a7 PMRVFEEEIIZ AT L@
EOMBEPIFIZHFRELRVWEE L D, 720 By TR
F—IZRELTE R, O RFohTh, PCT
Aa7 EMEEFOLDRRENTH Y (LHEAYREE L
BEEDR), HEOH L EEOMELWENTH S
(THERWY | O&)o 7272L, PCT =% )V - 227
L6 RTF GELIME) LIIFVWROMHESH o722 &
5, GEOHBOBENPEVFEBIIBW TR, #
6T OFEIRIE (Z>F2 AN IS LSEEHO
BYIENOE#ATE & B EOBFE I MR EAIZ S 5
ZEDDh D,

V. Z%8

VH—F - L AF 3>y 1IZoWTiE, HRAMMRIE
B O RE a0 B B O 1 3 K12 13 Meaning
conveyance (7 FBff{zi#), Psychological barrier (-0~
flEEE) . Reallife language use (FEAEWEIZBIT L S5E
ffif]). Difficulty in language use (SFEMH O ).

Formality (Ez1%). Appropriacy GEYIME) @ 6 K+
W EEFEY 3T SO RBENECEIEO T Ao
TWB I EWbhrolze ZOHTE TRNEALOFY
R b SV OIE [TERIRE] 35 b b ERLEN % 1E
FEIAEZ T2 E W) FERTH 5 720 RIZH R DIV E S
DY AR L7200 [FEFIZB T L2 5EHEH] O
T ThabbH L (RS AMR T EEFHTHEWWE
WIARKTH o720 (BRI, fFn7zn &) TRy
R Rk S T [BAL $4bb
M (HEE. IBR. AHOES) R LlG L7
EAMEOERNOF I KD TH o720 —2I2iE, Ih
5DOFEIE, iRz & B Y TOEIC A a7 OF373
43987 fik . CEFR (Council of Europe, 2001) @ A2
75 Basic User IZL NIV ENLBTETH L7209,
FTEERPEIE A ONL L L EHEEREZL L
IZE—OFFRSINT LN TBY . ASWERIOS L CE
HEIEROENG T E T D L) BEREBEA~OEHR - ¥
DTN LD A EN L 2EADH LD TIE R NTES D
Do

L2 L7%H5, SASMQ Tld, EOFFEITAIZE LT
O [TEZR] MREIG L] FErZ0 7w v @)
O HEHANOAMES BN E 20722 2R EN
720 2o [EAME] ~NOEHEAPEDOTH S &
IEBERLFIERPATRERE D ENDH., SEGEATHIHF
ILLZZEMIEB TH L7202 ) o 72BHEIZL Eilkh M
o dwnedbE2o6N5, $72GPMQ IZIE [FE4
B2 EHEH] 2 [ERIEE] 2 82l 5HE
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Whollzo, ZND LI L CHx s [ o
B T A& > 7275, SASMQ 2 IERF IR 22 Z 4 5 D
HEP aho/zZ &T [THEE] OHBIZEWEDHN
SN W) RS TTRE D LItz

F 721 U < SASMQ T, T#Y) 7255 88 7 #3 |
ORBLT [WYREO =] T [7TAa05 2
M REOFEHEIIa=Tr—va v FREGTHEHE
OWTEHENDRBENAMERL TWAZ RS, &
NEDEFIZOWTUIB LS IR S W EIcH 5 Z &
AHER S B,

JH—F - 7T 2AF 3y 2ICH LTI, BB
EFERRREE D OMBIZIZIZTR O N VI EATRE
Nizo ME—MHEPHEINOE 7 I 25—, OF
D EBOMBEIRENI B NFEEROATH S, K
L. CHEMEERE S, T abbala=r— gy
) F LN T LR AL IR AT,
HIWT ) OBFED T HALBREDOL NV E TEEOH
fENRTED LIk o72FBHIZESTIE, I A3
3227 = a VICRTAARENS, G LFEASHE T
ORITAT + T2 A AEENTIH (FTA) Thb
T D | ATBICEIEIC % 5 2 L IEESICRGEF DL, £+
MZE Y, BETEX 2 EBOFMEAILA > 72 & v ) HE
LUEETHA ),

F7o. [ U LRENICEBEOEMIINENFEEHREC
DWTIE, R (2727 A M) WS LSEHH S
PIENDOERATH N LG N — 5 VTR E OFRE
& HEFEWT ) OBEE AR EINCH Do [FAZ. A
T4 TAE =D =D ZNZNORBIZ BN TS OEX
FEHTLIOIMES>TWDEH, HALHELTw
) LV BMHBICRESNS L) BITA. Thb
b, WERESEE O S oMY EoBE Y LTeh
*HOOEFEFHICKMSE S L) —RRKEFEERR
AN, FBEOEEOEEINILT LED%2-5T
W e ORFRIE, IERICEIREV OIS 72
O, FiitofjlomERiz & o7 7 —FTo
SORBENPLETH D,

V. &R

KIFRIZE D 2200HAPELNZ, TT1oD1E,
H AR N #R SR & ORE A a2 B0 U I3 ka1
HEmm <, mTh [EWREE] TEEHIIBIT L5
] ~oBk s —4T [EA] ~OE#RITKD
ThHiHEV)TETHD, SHIT. HEFEITAICHETLH)
O b BN b o7z, 2001k, HAE
NSRS E O G HEOMFEORET) & FEH B>
TOMBIZIZIZR O NG Do 7205, EREOIFEIIAE
FERBEMIZOH, FHOHBAPR SN W) 2 ETH
o BRIZZOBIIaIa=r—vari) El uhin
Z LK T BAARED TR AT, BT D O BRAFEE AT
BWZ b ol,

L L2, RifFECid, ¥ L0725 —D
AU SN E ) T EIZOWTIZHL 22
THILEWTE aholze Gtk KSR RE L72%
BHERE LY S EFEHIEI B AR E L CHET
5ZLT, EHEEHIIHECVEARNUBLDEAT L0
M F 2 THoHEIL. L) EVEEHRIEE
272 LAV OEAIITE DR L BifE O & O
WEVEZEIIHBONTHLENIIT LI LPUETHA
Vo Fio. ARWIEIEEF % BRI R 7254 ORI
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I. Conventional Implicature Items
1. Indirect Refusal

A: Hi Steve, what are you looking at?
B: Hi Mom. It’s a volleyball schedule.
A: Oh, that, at the church?
B:
volleyball on the team.
A: You have your piano practice every Wednesday.
(1) Steve’s mother is a piano teacher.
(2) Steve’'s mother goes to church on Sundays.
)]
(4) Steve can play volleyball on the team.
2. Routine

A: Hi. How can I help you?
B: Hi, I'd like a cup of coffee please.
A: Do you wanna small or large?
B:
A:
(1) The man is having a good day.
(2) The man asked for a small cup of coffee.
(3) The man paid three dollars. (CORRECT)
(4) The man paid two dollars.
II. Non-Conventional Implicature ltem

A: Kevin, I really like that paining you have upstairs.

Steve can't play volleyball on the team. (CORRECT)

JHAIEES) 7 A Mi&. Taguchi (2012) @ Pragmatic Listening Test (pp.269-282) %507 A MIWZE L2 D TH 5,

Yeah, it's on Sundays and Wednesdays. Can I join the team? All I need is your signature so I can play

Large, with room for milk. And a chocolate chip cookie too.

OK. Out of five? Two dollars is your change. You have a good day.

B: I bought it in Mexico City, ten or fifteen years ago. When I was in college. I paid two thousand dollars for that.

A: Did you say two thousand dollars?
B: Yeah, I don't know what I was thinking that time.

(1) Kevin thinks he paid too much for the painting. (CORRECT)

2) Kevin thinks the painting was reasonable.
3)
)

4) Kevin lived in Mexico ten years ago.

Kevin has a headache.

(
(
(
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