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Abstract

As an important part of linguistics, Politeness Principle has been widely studied by scholars at
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home and abroad. The Politeness Principle also covers a wide range, and is related to interper-
sonal pragmatics, sociolinguistics and psychology. In recent years, more and more scholars have
paid attention to the Impolite Principle. Among them, conflict discourse is an important research
direction of the Impoliteness Principle. The generation of conflict discourse is also closely related
to our life. Therefore, the study of conflict discourse is particularly important. This paper mainly
takes the dialogue in Modern Family as the corpus to study the conflict discourse between parents
and children. Based on the Impoliteness strategy proposed by Bousfield as the theoretical basis,
this paper discusses how the Impoliteness Principle is applied in the daily conflict dialogue be-
tween parents and children, and the linguistic function reflected by the Impoliteness Principle in
the daily conflict discourse. It is hoped that through the analysis of Impolite Principle and conflict
discourse in this paper, we can have a deeper understanding of impolite and conflict discourse
behavior and use impolite behavior correctly in daily life.
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1. 5l

B E AMER ATV R RIETT A T HR AR PR i N TR, (et NFroc & i
RERFEMEER R, NMDERIE SR, RESRAKREINERIT . SRS SGESEIAIE A
Brok . fEIRS WS, MREEMZEHE WKRARE. fT A5 AZEMAEEEEE SR, i
PR R AEFERE WS LR R TE RIS MG BRI R A2 1
NS S i aE < PPN Ve == M TR S AN [T/ IE SECT= Sl 1D PP SR a0 S i aNN
RAMEFHENFRER . ZATHIIE I 5CE 2 109G 5 1 B0 & 1E P B 52 R TR b SRR
X T ACEE S 1 Z A A R TR TR D o DRI, A SORE M F 22 ) A BENS Tzl i AT i 7L
K H Bousfield I AALEER 18, LA (EEESEE) MEZANWIRHEEATE TN 5, BT TSR T 2%
T PTG -

2. HRERA

A FEE SRR R . B, BMAAFEMEN A 22 TAETE . FriE R — B0
S HBEAR, MOl REEMGREPIRE, A BRI AR S M, o2 i S ) SRR [1]
MR AT R, R FT LA N S TR R ANAEF G PR, T H A E R 3RAT A R T
Hp o MPRMETEERRIRE — 7 EES N — s R AR, R RERI N — T R A — S
17 24k, BURFE AL X FEA AR E L, k= E iG55 . Grimshaw 9 S B FR A “ phRAHIE”
(conflict talk), Eisenberg F Garvey &S5 Ey “ X HifE 17”7 (adversative episode), Schiffrin 458 1E
TEFRCN “XFSr 51 (oppositional argument). Culpeper EHFRA “whatE 5k (conflictive talk) [2].

2.1. ESEASEETERIS
VFZ 538 DA EAL A S TG BT 704, Grimshaw 7E 1990 4 HAR ) (P RIEIETE) HR W]

il
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TR IR E 2N . Nguyen FHS R 70 A BO B 70 1 245700 5955 N 443575 . Lorenzo-Dus NI
TEVERE EARZR IS ETEE 1 R A 518 5 Rk 2K . Farris Wi 0022 53 18 (0 56) 138 2 B v S M 1 138 T DA
Bl L3 B AP X A8 . Hosoda A1 Aline DI 58 — A TR 5 rh (i RVE G TE AT 2007, R FE P R Mg
ERIFSRE. WU, R RS REAEAR KRR B I T 25 . Sifianou TAJy i SR B 73 B A 3
AR AR T, AT ST 2 et P T NBRIC R o AT — 82738 DRGSR 1k
TR TN SRR RFER R L, BIRRFER AN RE, (HRWIEHE %515 LArR. Pietikinen i
FORI, BRFZ AR FEMR)G, IR RIBGTEREIN K532, XS AT N R i = e {7 & Tt
Ko

2.2. EIRBASREEERM SR

ALY, E A2 A IR TR A R BT, IS 7B E R ECR . TN A R,
FEW R BT 1 M AL 218 5 200 T PR A2 B N B — X R P E X IR AT I N A
AT (FrRPEX IR TR E BT BLIR B iR ME X KB A T AT R B SRR TE I . ARG 3L
= A TR ETE F 5K Buhl A Hofer 7E15 /3% BT0T A0 7 SO ORI AT, JRIESE 7 2 1EE R B2
B Z MR R AR 3] AT WX T R TR RT3t PR IT, MR (R i
FHTFEIR) o b RMETEBEAT 1 3, B T EREEAHE. RIEMFT AR RN, RER
PEGRER SRR, eSO TR A LY, B S RSP IHERE AR AL, MRS PR OR [4]. 45 1
FITid s 3RATTAT LA B [ A SAS R 300 00 27238 MAS R AN T SRAETIAE AT 709, R4S S E kR 24T
Tt 2R Z R . A EE DAL B IR VB RS, MIBIRIE RN BRiE F 7 0 A1 BERIE U AN AL S
B, (EERETTE, FENIUBEEGR, HEFNE. VRkRME S HEER,  AASE M EERT 770 A AL
S .

3. EipEA

AALSIHRAE AL R BIR S, WA ARG S AR — IR, [ N AN 2 538 AN R A
FEXPALSI R AT TG Ak, RZEFHEWIERER T ALBM R, I HRIIX LI R T
Brown #1 Levinson [ AL3%J5 WU AN 1 #IS ke, AR W T E WS EE AR E . EA T
AL R B 58 2 LA Culpeper #1 Bousfield P57 AF . 1996 4, Culpeper 5 —#d2 i 7 A4L
SN FIRE S, HR 4 Culpeper FIMERS, W AAALTE “ il A2 brong & 72 Bodoxd 77 - DA S e Ak & i
MI[S]” o MINAILIARE —FILGWILR, IR EIRMAILIEE R R Aok B U PETREL e Bl
AHIHE S FBZ—, JHEHA A R BT ER g [6]. fhigt 1 AT AALI R SN, B
FEAALIHNE . BIRAALTIRNG . AR AL IS IR m i 58 SRS AN R BGRB8 AT 9 Sms . BR
2 4k, Culpeper i Hi 1 ABRAS AL AR A LI SRIE [ 7]

Ja >k Bousfield 7£ Culpeper F8Y i 5Efili_EXF AL SENG BEAT 1 8E— L B4 7y, A=A TJ5TH g 1 5%
TAALIRIHEFE . Bousfield % & H 2 5% 1 H A RHEM F B AL AT, A AL AT 7
FREE: ELEME AL E AL ML ds 7 BRI AR BRAAL TR AL &
HREEAALIRIE LN, It 7 LR+ J LA AL 5EE 25 54 [8]. 1) Snub, 2) Dissociating from the other,
3) Being uninterested, unconcerned, unsympathetic, 4) Using inappropriate identity markers, 5) Seeking disa-
greement or avoiding agreement, 6) Using taboo words, 7) Threatening or frightening, 8) Condescension, scorn
or ridicule, 9) Explicitly associating the other with a negative aspect, 10) Criticism, 11) Hindering or blocking,
12) Enforcing role shift, 13) Challenge. Ath AL 30 SEIK CE T AN P 25 BAR LA T L, A 250 ek 4 7 Brown
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Al Levinson HIALSRFRIE FT s K1 10 B it /4R T Culpeper A1 Bousfield 5¢ T A ALSR M ATF 7T, K
AL E AN ph RV RE S IS . 182 BT SR 70, AR A FRALSREEE , SR E v R
PEUGIE R AR, DAL GRS, AT RO ALZ 0 SR ns 05 X 7 o R, 7EW A0 ph R P v
i, S TAALSUAT AR TR AT . RSO R A LT AER A R B A 45 6, WHICTS
SR (BEBREE) ok T IRNEE M 2R R B OE FH T RE

4. (BEEZRE) PRTENEGEHRSH

AH TR B SR E R SR (BEGXE)  XEERER A +—=, 250 &£, SEA-
T2 aele EAPKFEE AT TR RIE. T RSO0 T B AR IR AR L, LR RS St AL
AREENE, JFHAER ] Bt AN, —AMHULE, BT B —E0HER . Lk, mTrst
T AR IRTE, B 75 E5IERRAARIRIER, SRS Ph R VBRI 0 T 2 S R U A IE R - 1A,
THRAETETE A EAR 2 AR OL A — DRV O L, X0 TS0 S 5 B s R MR T RS thasg n 17 IR
Ao FTAABTFURIEI (EEEREE) BEIZE T RIAE IR, EFXARIEMEE T, 56— AR
R P TE AR H P Se PR S B, R AR A Y Bt 20 0 e OSAE TR R IE R B
e B KRIVER T —DARFKEE R =APRERES, o THIRRSCER T RA e, 8= 5%
PESARELES, WALRIGE R A ZREEAESIE, BRI o EAT J . DAL, AWFFUR DL (BEE S
BE) J9iERE MASALEE AL AR X 26 718 BTG m R AT W TE . 28R AN AL SR SR ) £ B 7
PRI AR TR R

4.1. PREkHRE(Challenge)

PRAL NS B %6 Lachenicht #21H, A5 %, Bousfield #Hig SR “ a4t — N A Pk
i, AT ALY B BGERIBUT . BUR. (55 TERESEY o IXFP SR 1 58 i LA I A1)
AL H K . Bl HISE 8] A 2GR0 -0 2 AP AN . X AR Al WA PR, 5 — R R A 4,
IR FRE R R AR AR AL S L e a0 i . e
# UL IR0 77 2 B A BRI 1), B R AR SRR T F R ORI 58, AN 2R T 2 45
PR S e Ty — P A Bl i il fUE SR BB )i X6 F-3XMh e, W3 A P R AR AN
Beo WURWTHLFEMRE, AHURRER R B S 7, Bl E w7 [0]. WRIrH EHAME, X
WA F RS2 T UAEE N, BEEATRES A ) — R E PR Gt T HAE BT FUR DL, R R
PRI RAE T, PRS2 W AL DR . N iR 5 CBEEREE) BB 7oK R X
SR E 25 18] (R SR rh A2 An e SRR T A9

Bl5

WhE: fE (BEERE) B=F% %F, ~FANERWTB RS, &b AR I 55 A 22 1516
FRUERSRUS,  AFJ9IERTREE (1 703 R SL 20 R LE

FORIR: AEN, AT, ARERES. BUEAMT, TTHEA . Wit T.

i JA] DASEI E L 2 R A A

SRR BUEAMT, I BAAT . BRI, ORI EEEAT A A3 2 SR R0 LE R A h Wi 14 AR 1 2

R VRA BB ?

FEXBOR R, W UG BIRER SO R B A AN B R A) . “ARITIE S A B 5 ? SRR Lepip
A T O RS 2 R PR Al SRS S 2RaA 1 et e 2 1) 22 ) LR US 9 2SOnT o [ 3RAT Tt 2,
KA I A AR ] R, ARASBAT I 8] B 4500 7 [, 3PS S i) ) FF AN ARG 213 22 9 [l 7, 172
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R IXPIA A AR AR X — RIS E 777 T, R BEGE 7 R rEiEeR, U
EH GRS ZU I AT 24, 2 PBOR 7R TG R

4.2. BRI (Snub)

TR — SR UM B X 7 X35, DLRREZR AN . el 2 1 Culpeper 121, il v
VERS TR AR T A . MOBBATTT EEAE” o HRYE Bousfield AL, snub & —FXdiAT A, EA
DO F W RoR 7 — AR, JFHBIE 7075 5 AR AER 1l ik 2 Uk 2% 7 T 5, R
XX T R R AEBRATT A IR R, IR SN SRR B 2 (MR SCREE,  PRONSC B
NEZTHRN, ERMEET, ATEEEM EMFR AL, RN 7 AR X — e T i
i, X EEE AR

Bl7

L R (BEEREE) R =58, WA RRME L, RE AR W Al i — i
EEZI— AR .

AT R, XA R A X, AR ZWA DI

TEHRIR: ARABES, TIPSR, BEFH R A2 D AR P

FEIX IR R AT A SIS AL SO B SR AIAT A2 SRR BB AR 1 I 25 SR (KK, 28110
AT L. T 20 LTS KRG T AL SR I H B AR . A2, RATAT DU BIHE 53k
IRAE S BHEZR B vh A T O, AR TR TE RS, XX R R R A .

4.3. RS ERPEI=SREg(Hinder or Block)

XA HEE B A2 H Culpeper $2 HIF, Al ix AN HEHE #1224 block, Bousfield & v 44 4 hinder, 7EiXF
AR, — S5 F PG TE B B b 5 —J5 B, X PP sk e B i BEIT G, BRI 1
i, @B 2xif. Bousfield A XA SRES AEIAN 1 XS 5/ s I, AR T Ui & S H
B, F—J5TH, XN SRS AIE 2RI T B R IS A UGB Z AL, MO AN SR, B
AR RN T SO IR RS2 B T B TEAWT AR, SCRERT L R A Ik X R

il

ESE: (RERIAISIS 5 S R AR B AN/ NN BRI 2, WSRRIEL 2 R S BT . )

WA Wi, prA A RS

LR AT, REEMLEA S RVFIRIF AN 4 LF 5B ST

BRI RGERZ A CMEY—REEHEBS, FRHMIELE RSB, EXBOET, i
IR FH RS BIOBH A2 (0 SRS HT W 1 AR IS, RIS R = A .

4.4. HLIFHRRE(Criticize)

HEPF SR WS AL 1 Bousfield 78 2008 4F 935 /5 H 45— LU B . Bousfield A AT —FiaT LU A3t
il S0 2H RS A0 R SR o VAR A BRI — T N 5 — T NG M B 1R BT N . Leech 7EALSH R | b 42 H 7E
LB ER D R A, St N R . PR, SRR SRR AR W [10]. R, HEVERT
DI N R AEE AL, Bl E R AN . U SO 45 e A

W (GORR— KPR EBFK BT AT, s K AEA TR SRR, W FTh A SRR ok
VLIDIEIR T, IETGREe3/RE W, I ACEF R RIS E. )

TURIR: A AR AT (EER LT “ZEKT. 7

HF . B/DIRATEAEA
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X RN RIETEE P 2E SIS, BT XERRKZRENE, BAT R E L BT
HEPPXS 7 B, SRR TR JE AR .

5. &g

MRAET DEMEER R P EER IR KPR 475 DAL 825 (I RE AR R RN i, SCBHENFKYA
WEEZE, RS E DR RG ST, SNEDEAM G E N, SR —IEEIR,
AT EGREN R E R E . AT T (BEERE) kTR R EX G, EH EEEH
Bousfield FANFLAER XS TERI AT 70 M, PRV 7 o SRR BURAE USRI, B4 1 ASALE B U 3 2R
PETERS (i ThBE . AN Z A LU A5 AALS SR P SRR TR TEAT 9, BERIE AR . FR T EXC
S B A SCHIBE TR ILLASL, AT FUAFAE S A R R 7 A T I i — et e s W 1 A SR
FEGEHUITE SR, PRI SO ARRBENUA A1 . UG ARSCR BB 7 — 5 AL H A TE REEEAT AT
TCo IR T LLE RN RSO T 56N AR 2R 1 B SRR TR T AT 70 #r

BE K
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