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Abstract

This study adopts a pragmatic perspective to explore the interactive mechanisms between face ne-
gotiation and pragmatic enrichment in legal discourse, as well as their cross-cultural variations. By
comparing judicial practices in Chinese and Western legal systems, the research reveals the institu-
tional roots and cultural embeddedness of linguistic strategies under different legal traditions. A
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“face negotiation—pragmatic enrichment” linkage model is proposed, demonstrating how the in-
terplay of face negotiation (in court proceedings, judgments, and mediation) and pragmatic enrich-
ment (in the application of legal sources) cohesively bridges discourse pragmatics with legal imple-
mentation. The study further highlights the cultural sensitivity of pragmatic strategies in interna-
tional commercial arbitration.
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1. 5|8

FHARERRU . S TE S RIS E S, HISE AL AL, 58 5 i Rk 15 AL
P mERU S A R R[] B SRR NE R T, EEE S BRI AR 5 B SO iR
BN O UGS B, o ERE AR SRS B E AR REEE . RE G S ETU RS E
e R R BRI MRS, KRB FNE R XHE 5 RIS I 2 L . R, B2
SEOI TS F KR AR IE (S &S R G0 B — 5 DhBECUnBEMIPE T ) (2], MR RGBS ABRELB (M
T Vi) 515 SR CE I 78S XU GEE, 5 i = o 185 SCA il E AR AR TR FEE Ak o

A3LLL Ting-Toomey H “THIT-HrAT 7 BRI K Grice [ “ 2168 7 HESOUFERT, Mg “HHTPhes - 15
FAFES” MR, AR IEIRAE T AL Gridv i 5 onh 8 — IR S YRR ARL I, R A BRI 5 o SR AESN
NG RREHESE . JET by 6. ME=EMS FARE . FARF RG], MR, P, EEnE
BB R RIS S HB . AN BUOME A A R B0 1038 SR LR A 1B 224K, RIS J5 s Hh [ )
VAU T A 58 A A T (i 36 T VAT A A 78) 5 s Y0 T T A A e S S ) R 3 3R T48

2. BRAFERERRMREKE
2.1. AEIBE T EFih T ARSI

2.1.1. EFHEERHZESR

[ 71 75 #L18 (Face-negotiation Theory) & i1 Ting-Toomey (1988)7E Goffman 2 Brown & Levinson ]
Befifl BRI B AR B TR R SO AR RS S R, 1B R
5 A R R B TR AT A e R B fE— N I AR HE L o THI TP RS B 2 B DU R = AN 20
s (1) AFRSCEAE A 2 Bris s b 3L ) LR 4E R R 1 (2) SO AR MEE T LR
AR R AN [F] SO R GO T AR A AESZ bR A A s (3) THIF IS o i SRAL BRI ST AL 2
AR 53(3]

7£ Brown 5 Levinson &K, [HTR&ZRHFIZ O TFR, G “Positive face” ,  “Positive face is
the need to be connected, to belong, to be a member of the group” [4], BJ Ui iE NA IS RA AT AIEE4N;  “Neg-
ative face” , “Negative face is the need to be independent and free from imposition” [4], Bl AGEE D
PATBNREDS B B B EHASZ AN T2 R R ]

ERNEEE T, EE NS IET AAMRIE R, ERAIK R B IE SN2
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Ak, Kk, B BIEPA “CYEEERUR” (Positive face)s “BiEE 4 FH ARUF]” (Negative face)f 5%
Fo i, o ER R I e TR AT M CARBEIA” o CARIEARSOERE” TR “URTTES
7 PR L H AN BT E, i “Negative face” ; i ] “fEA7 NFABER Tk B7 L “3k
AT A NCPEE” SRR LR ANE AU A A B 58, AR “Positive face” FIFRMR4ED .

2.1.2. ETEMMTAFTAEREEBSHRTHE

ANEEEE s, UHRIERE S, B — MRS, HAURHE R BL “AE557 o BAEAHRT
CHE AR, BRI, EEEE LS R B R, 25 FARMTEE R IR A
A EEIR AR FOAN UL EC 1 (5] EWETE LA 22 % R, — € W T BB T 9 (Face Threatening Act)tH
WAL . HR A5y BRI T BT AR L 5 BUMAT . B4 FTA RIUTRAE &€ 49 N 5K,
U AR I PUREB = AR 7 L R IR S R AR Z ORI A TR, 2 W TR R Bt
ARES.

(B4 FTA VBRI PR SE, 0 “vRe” “fFhE” , BEshiEd, W “MEERERE” . 559k
MENE, —ERE B4 HEARE T, E T REEESCE,  CIRIREREEN” RRIE AL .
2.2. EAFERNRIEBRETIEE
ERFEER SRS R

5 FH 78 5 (pragmatic enrichment) & FE R 16 5 AL A 1 “ B Y Xk g R 76 3 i U U I A2 7 (Wilson
& Sperber, 2012), JeBt T & iEE XAEES RO RS, SR IIEE TR N EMUARE T E X, A
FEIB ST S5 B B R (Recanati, 2010) [6], HAZOE Tl BES AN 70 A6,  SECHLAM TR RS Bz B
PSR 7). fERNEBET, 15 BOERMFETE. Fo YEALE R, WAFEE BRI “ HERBR " “ S5
K7 BRI “IEmE” “FRIRA” BRI (n “HARETE” )5 n) @, 15 A 7 s iE i v
BRBLEONTE U AR BIANTE « AL RTBRHf,  TEIGR T AR w32 S B P AR R AT IS A A% O T R

TERRAVE FH R SC I DI RE RS, Grice X T2 1d & B FEE M i AT B, {6 DAMEZ, BPFRATT R 0% BE
EHIE WS NERRANE L, RHTWMRERRWSS: EHTHXEEE R — R E AR e
B ENR——H Ul 2 AT RS TR S P = [8].

3. BT AEEEEEPRSSIINE
3.1. FETZEIBERNEFI SR

3.1.1. ZEEHFERE FHER

TEVERIIET, &N AR T E@ I G A T REE M, TR e A 1 2 M AR T
X7 AR

il 1. FRITAE BI85 A

A HFRATERE, FriEe)ibiES E£4E L XIL.

B: &5 xR 69 X IRMA AT L.

FEURTE A B B AR, HRIME % 1 B MR IE RO, DI S — ARG, b 377
T3 B, A BOIEIA Y B A PP A AT

V21l B LM ) RAEAE— 8 4. Grice JU B BYHIIR B T 7R IF P9 45 (what is said)FITTRE £ (1) 4 5 (what is implicated) 2 [A]#][X
Al @ CHIRMNE” , BBEIFIN T WS AR E )N 2R . SRTM, Scott Somers A, KEWFNHWIE—ERE
R TSI IE I RHE, AR S
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WEMMAEE, FREETEALSUN R AT 2 — N BRI R g, MBI B, kg e TS
PVRFAE 2 AL SR 2 5, T IALSUSR IS IRz, BRARALS s b, (FR O IR e — i, AL SRR
FRAEEEBA[9].

B 2 BEH HIEE X SRR M

T T EAREREABE B AT I, B ATRXx?
e F,

M A EA T HEML T

e EA.

HeoAReghA B A2

. 1980 %6 A

FoOBR, BRI —R2

W 6 A 20

FEERALSRNS LRk, RBEVRMEIUE AR T Lo JTRERS, JEE XS NIA K
5 R HORE PP 0 ) 2 XM b PR AL S R (Y, RPN TR (s, AR AT, WG, Tk
BORMEAFE P58 0] FATT AEE B X P el 1 B “ IR WIHE[10], /2 PASEBH IR 515 AT AL
FURBS R VER TP SRR . (B OLS, A € I T BT .

1 3:

T ARZAEA EA B A H AR B AR X118 L0
W QsyHid—k, £F, FFLARPHEIATT —R, LR F ... A
F: WEIRRREF . FERFER... ...

FEG] 3, RN T YERERR Y, ORFERE R IR R AT, S BEAT T, TR R B A IF A
R RS

FATRTAIEL VLR 2 kit — D RIE AR AU AL . ARIHELR:  “XIREE M
Afr TAB ; EERE: “HEPERIRESEE  ERE RURERFREETUE” . =ZBrE&ng
JCAT O - T - R RS, RRA R CALIEE 7 B, XU AREREE N AT T T RISE, H
gl SR CORBNCIERL” AR AT IE RS, M CHEE - REE T U AR
20, EAERAEEAE LA R DARIRE S AR A, R ) S i e R R

3.1.2. REXHHHE T4

IEBE AR 2 P TR S APIEAEAT Dy, TR AR A TEAT & RO FE R A R PR U 2 R AN i 24T 7%
AL, FEIXFEMAR L Tt E S ARSI RAMRNERR, TR R ITE RS E
TERCT ARG IX PG R AR IS AR AR S b, S N A R EAR B A4, thA] Lt
ol 2 g s o R AR A 45 T 2 2 NAE TR B A IR RO TR TR AT A I R S s R G T TR .
UERTR, 2SR BN, AR TR REREAT 2 AN (R IE 3 T 3220 R I [ 117

v A S, RAR ST R T T P R SR A S AR . EVE R IR R, AR L AT
BRI A “ PR B CEOREAL” SERA, WS RGN USRS

2PEIL(2022)E 02 R4 1497 5
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FRERNR, R ASARERE . B0, SRS 5iE. RGN, SR>,
S TEE BT T AR, AR T TR EER AP MRS, W BURBK A RIS R rh 3R T
T UAE A E R ARE A 5, R0 AR T AT oA, SRIRXUT B REE L, T
FANRRFEMECE “ERAFOE, BT EE R ), BRI “BEAR” BfsKs i, X ARFEAH
Wi AT ORGP, R E IS, RAERIRE]1E(Discourse hedges), W1 “IXEEINN”  “TREEEIL”
“HIREBR” FE[12], MEGR B E SO ME LA WAE, S EACEERHCA; &5, S A AE”
SESRMEIE IR H AR “NHE AL B RaE SAE S ANE” ), R AR s R BT E A SME R,
BEAR S AR UTE 4

FETCTR VAR S A, 35t SE A 0 38 3o e S s B AL B 98 5 o Sk e B2 M g 75 Vi
ZRMPAESE EAAO], KSR A S M AE A, Rz A PR g2k, X5 el
B ARSI A B A A TR, AEYEPVEE BB R O G EURBORI R B R . X
FEB IR G EAF I FI R TE IO “ 58T 007 B MR S 0, AP A SR ISR,
o CEARSIRR MARIE, BRYERF 7RI R AGBUEE, SO ORR AT RE KR fif B (A

3.2. AERGRNEFIEER

2 EE A L (5 58 S0 (Low-Context Culture)#h 2>, VAN XA LAE 5 AR B SR B i 2
i BRI AR B R ONRE . XM OSCARR PR R BIE 1A & b 1 T 4R B A ——BEA
A T B A il I B B SRS R e T, AR TE A BRI T R R, T A E e ) R A 01 K T
FUEA A TR RAYERESE, FEXTHURI VR A SCI “ BT 5 W EW” P, DU AEEES
(1) 25 15 A G 05 5 R X6 470 00 60 ) A 24 SR P N A% 0 4 B A SC AT B2 T 98 5 [V 3 A 2 T 47 L1 (1)
WAL RIF I3 H7 .

3.2.1. RiBRUHRE: FREFLER

EEAVERE A, ZHEINET “Defendant’s interpretation defies reasonable expectations” ¢ “The
defendant failed to fulfill the requisite obligations” , I ARIBHIFRIR, X425 & AT NIHEAT 2B R
gAY, R EAN A E AR AT bR AE b, REGOR S R BB U113 ] IRTEBSC R EE S AR
FEAMRRIAE ST T, Wl SRR e “m BT .

3.2.2. IO : SHARE FHEH

RIE SO EMAMARI AT 30 B Tk, BT A 7 A R0 /55K, 5% B RE Py i W f )18 5 34 3 TR
TEE NG AT SRS . X PEARE 18 5 0 OR 2 N RERG B R (1 S BURDL IR, 6 Ao DR A
TEEH TRIL .

5 B frn it 1 (e Jeg v AU S 28 S TR OB BRI A0 70 0B AR LR St 10 VAR AT
/0Ny IR IR HAEIRE U ORI AR AR AN 5| A R BES, HE— DA T i B AR R R E 5
PRLE Ui AR S« B P A B T, B E LY R AR B . HAERURIR T
VLRSS M ARZE X AR, X ABAREL 1 5% Bl 2 2 1 A AL T r [ v i 52 SO Ak [ AN [R] 9 T - 4P A

4. TBRA TSR A BRI R RS

B E PR PR RV ARE /L EHAATUR AT LUShidt A7 52 by, HE SRR 2 — R AT E 158
MR Pr RES FIATIE BT, W ARE RUNCLE I FESEM SR . 5 2, MRS~ iR, e

3P, (FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE) 3 33, 36 .
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A B A R SRR A ARSI SR . T O SCRAE B R R AR 2 400, T
AR BN, [ 2 A P B N T (L ABLR, RSN T AT LS & AT B AR A
% 2 bR B2 [ 2R 14].

4.1. FERERR R RIER FE LRk

BFAIR I N B TR T AR AN, STVEE AT DR A A —Mug BESIH, B
B ORRHE ZR I S8 BVE RS s 55— AR A i8R T (1510 Ja &2 ik SEbeR F 5%, RIMESS
AR E TR IS BN E AL RAE, (ERBEHA A AT Res D a7s . X — I S 7 i B BiE A
INREFEATIIr, 55— J7 8 AR 5 2 T s Ml SR A ERF T TR E

4.1.1. ERIERE “BRMY K BE

T E BOCEAESE R, ORI GRS . — D7 TH, VEHESR SO 2 AU BIRUR] L 5%
LR AN MVEPERLRE, 2SO m B kSR HIE SRR e 2t i, it E AR = MBSO 58 55— D,
SLIEESEUE T L R 2 1R SN, £HE ST, A5E0HRRERN S, 552
FAXSEFAR, WTRAS, ERELAE R iR RE R . — LA R SIS Sl I 2, WA
TR EL S 8] IEE AL B HNBAIEZ TR HN, Grice 2185 SCHIFELEAEN] * 7EBLHE SR T RE
FHAEH . N, EFRESE BT, EEWIEY BRI SNSRI, DUESRSERIE .

np R AR AN FFAAERIE R SRAE “HERKESBS B, M5
fRERE R, (HRMIEG “ HARRE” RO OTBUFERAT A REiERT b RS E R KR T 5460 5 1R
IR SE S WA RMER, REAMASEAET 2 S FSIT I EZ H A, TN “BUFE
Yo I\ “ATETGLL” Jal, REET ARSI E TRESEEL, SAERKERAREICR” o FR
MALERR R, 751 (P ANRITMERGELN) 25 180 s4(HHATHE ), & “4E S Hiae” 1
M, AR S SIG B HARE, RIEEIAREOME . ARSI, EEIFRMTET “AEH
717 BISCCERE, AR MALIE H IR, 3T 73 5KRIERTE TS, JHER 7IEAE S PR LR .

4.1.2. DF RIBFREN B ETE R HEE

VR AR RS2 SRR IE S ARG R GE, 2012), VEEELIE 7SS AR, (HAZ ]
THOGHEHEZE, FifE DB e ONEE R, BROBIE I 9 sk PETE RS Ah, VF 2 RE S
HRAEBNE T BUR TR “AR R4 X WBHATRIETE R 7. WmERZE T s,
BRI “ BB IR ARTT 3, TAE R kb, SE DO “ OB MRS B IR s AR R
B “AHOSRENE” 1305, 4851 (RGN 58 7 5% SRR o [RIIN It i A7 ML AP 32t AT e P v F 3
L, A FRW KA B UE N A S BERVEA, GE “ SROEESONIERT” Oy “ P Bl f B R
WE, REGFRIARMISOIE . X B2 T & A A FIAN A 5 S8, R 78 Se 138 LA
T, B T RRERESI I T RE 2 51 R
4.2. B RIEDEIERFESLRRELL B

PG 7m0 R R A AL G 5 UGBS M 22 5, fEIE I n s sins b R E 8. EEik R(USEHE,
o FE N ARER) 5 KR AR (DA FE D9 ARER) 20 Tl 8 3o ) 9] SR P B S e, TS S RS0 11 S e
“Grice BE A R & CHIMENLE 1T HH 20, 1 H #2258 10 B R E R aEEAcHe. BRaEBAEIARE, KA
—BEH ] E A RS B TR

S PEIL(2018) i R IR 2% 107 5o
O (RIkLY 57 AME: “REFHNFERFES, NEMEHEEL, TR, 8RS .
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o BUR MR ARRE IR B Bz ] At & i B i = AR T UL

42.1. TEZFRANBEAMTEETREE

FE VL RIS HUHIHESE N, B RSB E SIS S5 ER” FxMEET A, Ko
FEMIGE AU R . B, EEA FEVEERS, BT KR IR E 43K 7 (Gap Filler)',
W28 Gy AR BAT ML SEER BRI B R 55 o A5 32 2455 Rl i [ b 9 ) (McDonalds v. Quality Inns Interna-
tional, shuy 2002)%H", X THIZ “Mce-" BIRE CRER 5] RS R ARFETH 288 A FN h ik A2 4 2y () ok, At
—H % XA IR, 15 F K Shuy i B 5K B BT 38 FHHE RN 8, DN ARSI RS
LLE . TWIs B LA S i BT R As 4 Bk A, 1) v sy R I AR R ARG, IR A7 AR 1 N A [R) 1 8 s A 5 AN
PRAEVH 2% 25 3 28 30 Ho b — AN R AR IEFE R AL 55— X R [ 16]

TR A7 i) DU A e T E R V8 AR P A F SRS o 0 Shay AT, 28 SO ) A e i o T A N (A “ Did
you see the defendant holding the knife before the argument?” )5 SUENIES 1A, [EEHEFFF 251
HSLHE[17]. Archer (2011)HE—2B 48, JEEEEH th “AHABNS 7 (Adjacency Pairs) /™ & 1EHE 72 (40 “ 42 i
- % - B g5, GEfEUE ATCEERIFRRRE, AT BRI HAE AN R A 8] IX P SR I PR A, BRIk
ZTRPUHI IR BTG, W B EE R ANE T TR AR

4.2.2. KBEEROERERSE RS

KR EEH 72 VLB (Rechtsdogmatik) 2 5, S8R VAR AU AR FE LSRR R
DAEE ], Rl Rk L) 5 133 26( “ BB RIR MR MR R ) BEORIEE LS WSO 1 5 373k
T S AAESC O™ AR I T A B AN TR . XA R RNIEIR” KRS, B RA R
AR E PEAT AT T, 5t W] BEATAE AN SR AT

1 SRS 2 4% [ WA RO ORIVE 0 55 — e . AETRRASUSR,  (PEETRGS) 55 242 % “HOidR” H
CEHAT ESCN ORISR HERR RN (i ke ) ME o RUETAE 2 SEER R BB A
Mg, EEIEAIE IR TSy IS, sy CARRNEAE Y TR . BRSRIS SR R “ H
PRSI TEREERIXTLE, B MK RO E PRI L SE 5 &

5. REERE

ARSCIE L B SO L RR s 1 IS U PP I TV S 1 P TS S SRS 22 S B HL AR EEARYR . v [ ] 9 A
REENEARRE NTE, BB RIS SRR T AU S A R R KT PR TR AR
X SRIANASIE S KFE RN LB A IR G, R4 iR e I o I 22 3 WAt SCAR (B0 55
FEREIERIZ T8N, B g FE b s g v i o R B4 173 5 SR AL A

WEFURRAE T [ bRidi e s B 75 SAIL VS SRR AR SO U . ARSIl ThJ7 RO i 677 B
WEEMAE R, 0B AR GUH T “H R 5 RS X E AR, Al
ERARESFAANTE, QS ANAT AT ARRE 1 [F) IR I LASE 55 S5 1, [ IS O B R EIE 8 (4 2 14 4 A
sz B, seAt, EPRR R ARG AR, BRI R R R SRR IR (s 5 2
A SREOR), b SO 2 i 5T T AR 32

SE 3K
[1] FRSR. A ERMEL N IEEHE 5 2 T[], REAMETE K2R, 2023, 30(4): 44-61.
[2] X, PEET M) dba dbE KA, 2007.

TP DL “Restatement (Second) of Contracts” 5 204 4%,

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.135539 787 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.135539

LZE R

1 BRE<. B IAESE T T W AT NI E BT[], AME S AME S, 2011(5): 35-38.
1 Yule, G. (2005) The Study of Language. Cambridge University Press.
1 AR, P, BRI E FHThREWEA[I]. Widbab &R, 2018(8): 119-125.
6] ZFE%E, XNFHn. BE LR ETAEELFE AP A]. 35 SCER, 2015(17): 65-66.
1 BRI, M. o E SRS S FH TR A R SR s T[], AMBERCE ST, 2022(1): 103-114, 160-161.
1 wfEm. DER, TR REANE S B S EEUTE, 2024, 46(1): 222-244.
1 BEER. o EREE B A S 4 SR D], 15 S RS T, 2023(1): 57-73.
[10] BEEZ. FEENELAEIHPAM]. b EEH R, 2003.
[11] BT BHENA TR R F[D]: (WL Arie ], EK: PiRBOEKE, 2019.
[12] HREe. BRIRME R EALSURIR AT ST 1], AR 2R 2R (A ST RHARR), 2012, 33(10): 66-67.
[13] %, K BFIUERSTXRIUET: 3 E RVESSEAIE T 0 n] SRR FL X8 /R I]. WL R 2 (N S 2 F)
2£R), 2017, 47(6): 181-196.
14]  SKIEIE, KREP. WIEH A SSHA TR R P EEEE, 2014, 35(3): 39-97.
15] AL RIS IS N R ENE S T BRI A [T]. . PSS BB R, 2018, 26(1): 47-52.
16] Shuy, R. (2022) Linguistic Battles in Trademark Disputes. Oxford University Press.
17]  Shuy, R. (2008) Fighting Over Words: Language and Civil Law Cases. Oxford University Press.

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.135539 788 HIARIES #


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.135539

	司法话语的语用平衡机制：基于面子协商与语用充实的跨文化比较
	摘  要
	关键词
	Pragmatic Balancing Mechanisms in Judicial Discourse: A Cross-Cultural Comparison of Face Negotiation and Pragmatic Enrichment
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 语用学理论背景及研究脉络
	2.1. 司法语境下面子协商行为的实现
	2.1.1. 面子协商理论的核心框架
	2.1.2. 面子威胁行为(FTA)在司法话语中的变体

	2.2. 语用充实理论的司法解释功能
	语用充实理论与法律模糊性消解


	3. 面子协商在法律话语中的实现机制
	3.1. 中国司法语境中的面子协商策略
	3.1.1. 法律主体间的面子维护
	3.1.2. 司法文书中的面子维护

	3.2. 西方法律体系的面子协商模式
	3.2.1. 去语境化编码：积极面子维护
	3.2.2. 程序对抗的规则化：消极面子维护


	4. 语用充实对法律模糊性的消解路径
	4.1. 中国司法解释中的语用充实实践 
	4.1.1. 合同条款的“目的性扩张”解释
	4.1.2. 公序良俗原则的隐性语用推理

	4.2. 西方司法中的语用充实策略比较
	4.2.1. 普通法系的语境化补充与预设博弈
	4.2.2. 大陆法系的体系化推理与语义限缩


	5. 总结与展望
	参考文献

