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Abstract: Hedging is a common language phenomenon, this paper gives a brief analysis of it’ s
interpersonal function with view of speech communication. It holds that hedges can make speech more
flexible, more polite and improve the relationship between locutors.
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L R R 1

BB (hedges) f7— 48 “JUHY) FRAFHMBIMINTTE (Lakoff, 1972) o IXLEIRITE LS 1M H SERE R B St
Fl, XHEE N AT IESBRE, RIIVEE ARG BT 7870 IAEER, v T 1 RN 8 22 18], ARBL T B A 300
RSP il

(1) This is an extremely difficult question to answer, but possibly rashly, I’ m inclined to say

(2) His weight was approximately 3.2 kilograms, which is essentially what his birth weight was.
(3) It is most likely that we will have shower in 24 hours.

PLEJUANA) T RHMAT possibly, approximately Ml it is most likelymfid BB MBORIERHITE . 50X T IpLs
o] S T T ) DA AR R i, 9] B R R SRR IR AR R (T AR T A B AT RO D) RIS AT IE R (bR UE (Gudrun. G,
1997) o BIHIREREREHIE S ZE TP, CE5ETHAIMFZIEFEXMNER, Mlakoff (1972) MERLZH
fIfRE, Schiffrin & Channel MiKIEAWIHIMIE, Lakoff & Johnson(1980), Taylor (1989) MINANMIMAE, {i ALK
(1988) AT FH A1 5 43 R ASOR B RTE-2EAT T HRIT RS, Al AT T A FH (8 2 B AN S AR D
PR A G Lakof £ 58 URASRIBR B S, W15 A3)1A may, might could%, i probably, possibly,
approximately, somewhatZf, %iiEsort of , kind of, more or lessZ%, MUK AJTit is likely thate-, it is
possible that---%54%, HIHRRM PRI TE AL 75 S5O U 78 45 R 1) JRURE 8 — e i, RIS R 4 AR B AN SR RIPE R K2R (ff
SR, 1988) o ARF BT PR A E AR V] LA SR 5 1 SRR AR B o AT B AR S B O Tk B R SOV E SRR R
M IE, A TRIEESH AN 2syeR, W, sort of, kind of , somewhat, almost, to some extent,
approximately, about, something between---and %; ZZFITUBOMIEIE £IA SRR ES MR, JHEREER
HABE T AR B . SR T UL e TR & R NBH A G VE, W may, possibly, as far as I know, as-*
is concerned, I am afraid, seem, probably, according to , probably %5%5, ANEZME—Fp2EAY, fbf1HRKIN
TUE NI EMNRFIZS AL, R T B A FR i R, AR TR S M ABRDIAE (interpersonal

function) o

2. KT ABsUifie

FIEAL KRR NSE S M ELEA Sy, LT EZIERT. TR, F2FRHEIMARY:. o, 5%,
DR AR AT R R —, REAFEWNERETR B JHEMTBAE, (AXAZPRA FUETA % T W S 3R
(1) NEACPRI R =3 Ak SR AR NARA RS,  (2) iR AwE RN EETFBR (FEE,



2000) o UWTHERAERMHE SR ES RN, &S AR RS UHEE 1 B AR N OESI DI EE, RIS DI EE
(ideational function) , EEEARIEPEZ M AR LKA FOHEW T RE, BDAFRT)RE
(interpersonal function) . WIFIX—IhEE, PHEEM H OSL B —ERIESRY, kFRX WAL, HKE
MRS ERAT R GIILEE, 1989) FilRMARIRIRR, ATFER A%, A H e R 5 SR A8 bkt
%o TWARUITERE X, K& MEZ BRI, KAk, DURARIH S SAS BT 55 . KRG A8 b
R B EEHESSNESE . RS2, WELRE RN AEERER. F5IEES UAEEA bR SN
P2, USRI N AR 5, DME R T A8 bRt G HAL Ar F A E o R AR B AR LE, APk T & .
BT AR KR FE RIS E FHRLERN R MR R, B FERHE R d 74 R XA R0 HE R
XTI PRAE R T . BIF TIRFHER R, ATTEELNE, IR, AREIHER AR, AL 5 Wi
ERKR R (AE, 20000 .
RPOH A WHEZE R . WS EH LA 7B L& S Y, M S RS SR, JORER A R,
ATRWE, BRI, XFE, FEAC, RN o I AR B L O A B A . RS
FURERIE AR 4 20 R SERRTT s |2 AFE T NS bRid sz e ORI BRINE— Mk U, SRl R RS 15 I s 1) iyl iy
BB IR = AR o 045 A U ASDRY) RS8R i, R BHARAT I i AU ) N B A0 HE9E, ABE &, R
AT 15 T A ARER I VAN, AR RS B AT E RS M A ALIEA, AT LU R R4 R 508 BRI B % 2
PSR R, XU EETRE A BrDIgE.
3. R R IE ) N bR ThRg

(1) FHBFRZMLE, AHEE.
EARPR SRS, RGN BERIEH OSSR, SR ALY . o TRZA X R, g Lk
i, RAE AT DR ORI S o ORI T DU S 15T N B RES, (2 A5 E (Hubler, 1983) o iXAf, M4
TS DA R B A, RIS SOt T AUl R s R 18 BT Ak B ) 54T, AE A e T ANz . il

This is a very—much over—simplified example, but it may serve to emphasize the point that common
criteria of adaptation often contradict each other. (IXJ&— A AR FAMIGIE, (HEBRFAEIESZX — M. 5
I — RepR e I 8 i )
ARAP RN TFEM A Z: common criteria for adaptation often contradict each other o WK, Xj&— 45
1w, B B SCERBIMBIE & RSB IR (0 . B A BORI R i HEmay  7RaxX LA AVEHTE? may A& — NSRRI BYRDRT B il 7
il AR B AR I AR 15U, (RAIRSS T TS R WS R IR . RIEF IR R, Gl AR R A EHIEE “oRiE” i
FTIZERI 218 . BES et Tol(E R, hgidul, 45 AR gk, e mEENREN . R, #hHES 858
AR R ——45 R (cause—effect) KEFR, Hmay WA T . HHERHD T HEUESEL R, KiliEIHU nay serve
to emphasize the fact , fHEMEMIMCREEI. May F9M T HHEMBHME R IEE . Blomay (BG4 [FRHTR
WA may not (ERVFA) IEBIIXANGE . HILEH, may RIETRIGH W —FAPHIER, 408 CITER AR, &
G H U T BN A LU AN 2 TR BRI
ORI PR W A A A U AN AEZR AR S5 AR IR AT 2 R B A BRI A, 5200 At m] DUARAE X — AR AN 7] B 0 Fr v
%o

(2) fFEEALSES
AFE N IR, AT IHEN S A, SIEAISREZ R T MR, Pl M ABFEN R
e, W HE AR SIS . R Lakoff (1973) AA: FERLEATNFIHEAFRT, ALSRMER, EH0CSiEma 3
A ERG ARIETR Y, AL R LSS = A S
A, AERINF AN (Don’” t impose) , EIAZETBEM A,
B. A ALLEERINIZ (Give options) , HIikWriG N HCOA/ERE.
C. KUFAEFy, BURUJ7 @S TETRIMKER,
Lakoff MIAN, FLEKI EARAEA R SCAL IR S Fh R 7 XA B =00, (EEATE AR —30m.
G. Leech X FHBAT N IALFIIM G HAT TIRAAFHMBIST, I T 4L (politeness principle). ¥4 ALE IR
MR 7S 2K,
© AAUEN] (Tact maxim) /b RIAH WA AW &S
LN (Generosity Maxim) J/b&IER ML,
ERUEN] ( Approxibation Maxim) ¥/ %t A BN 45
HORHEN ( Modesty Maxim) JR/bX AR
—HMEN ( Agreement Maxim) 98/ H 5 R ALEM £ ERA—EL
o [FEEN (Sympathy Maxim) /b B 5 ATEEAE B0 AL
XN GMENIN I AATTLEAL B v — ARy AR ALSAE . BRI EI el DU s S008 NS AT #R | 2 480N — miT7
fif, REibHO2z—ri7, ISR 7 B S, R A S0 PE SRR A0, gl R i) B FRE
%, Hilhn:

This is an extremely difficult question to answer, but, possibly rashly, I am inclined to say

m m O O W o=

“« ”

yes” .
Possibly rashly ( BVFEZE) g2 RIEE T RHMARIZAL, AFBEWKALIEN.  “BI3F” RIRIGEETZ LBk
P, BRI A 70 L IR R 2% R A 4, SR RE st AT LUk S 500 T FE ML AN —3, BN 7 T AT 1 [0 % . RSO IR BB 7R St AL
M H e A TALS % 18 .
) RAalF, FREMEXR



PRAII, 2E R RAFI PR R R SEFR o MALIE DIAHRIN . ALBe — X o —rINasRE, G, gyl 2w K BIAg
BRI, Leech ARIFRA “HI” (self) F “flAN” (other). &iEHFH  “AFK” —BI/RIEN, “MAN” 7T
AEFRWrIE AN, WATRedasE =07, BIHEETK “AR” F85/EE, MAFREE . TG TE RS VE# B Bk ) S ALS
o BN SEEAM, FRRAAHS FEULE AN Y, BRI ZRT, BB TR BAVEBEE 2Rt E R
HETERA, L= ARG, BRGA LT IR X RIRAE B ok T o A i 2 A R RSO 23 i 1) S s, A8 B X7 KRR, A 33
kSR . XREGR,  JERR R BRI A B SR TEAC b rh AT AR

TAVCLINIE, AT 0 i AL AT DT D& 2RI AL AT . AL hR P A SRR, A g T X075 855 1)
AR Z B AU R ER. , AU UET RS AP KR IR 1955 ). fEBrown F1 Levinson &k, ALEHRE AT
h TR L R BRI BLEAT B AR LSRR, B B 2 RNE S FRA R & T AR A . i
R 10 I RUER T U F AT R B2 A A TR T B L S S B ME IR A, DS VA S A R — A E R, 42
HRAERM A, DRSS, Ll :Brown MiLevinsonfHEHAR A “1H F{#48” ( face-saving theory). &
BR X7 W AN A ORI S, Db AR, 5 AR R MES T R T B0 G R . il
May I know if you are married?

SR AR T R AR I lmay ,  PABGEAS BIVTEE S, @RS VEIIACRR R o BRIA ETE 0 fa) S5 TRV S AR 10
B AR N GFAL B0 May R UEE AN 1% 0 255 3 HIXAN ), B 575 oo Tk e,  XFEARLFiY
YeFE T XU FE BRI R R

4. EERE

DLk, OIS WEACPRIIAE, 0 70 BRE LR BB R4 R A B X7 B SR T H TR IIVERT, A4 7 RO s
EF AR LI, XA SR A B AT DU Re i — N7 1. AR R, X TR EIEEH, AR R
WM. AR, TR EE R TR A T AR, B T A B DI Rk SRR T A 2 M A T O BRI, X
P A SO AT . B2, EAZPRI R, B R GIE G AT 2 8 4 AL, W LA R A 1 4 3R 0
HRZZEH Z APPSR, WA AT, AR T T 5 A BT 55
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