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Linguistic Behavior in Interaction:
Orientations to Self and Others vs. Social Factors 

Motivating Linguistic Behavior 

HA Jeong-Il 

  The purpose of this research is to construct the new framework enabling us 
to capture and describe impoliteness as well as politeness.  Based on the 
theories of politeness and impoliteness proposed in Brown & Levinson (1987), 
we investigated the causes for selecting and interpreting linguistic behavior in 
human interaction.  We first made a distinction between the psychological 
motives toward ourselves and those toward others (orientations to self, and 
others) as internal causes, and then pointed out the social factors motivating 
linguistic behavior as the external causes affecting the internal ones, 
discussing the interrelationship between the internal causes and the external 
ones.   
  Since each of us and others have mutually dependant and coexistent in our 
society, the psychological motives for linguistic behavior as the internal 
causes are divided into those for ourselves and for others. 
  We have both self-oriented intention and others-oriented one.  The former 
secure our own territory and favor more consideration of ourselves than of 
others, and the latter seek affirmative relations to others and respects harmony 
with others.  As the social factors in the linguistic motives as the external 
causes affecting the internal ones, we pointed out power relationship, social 
distance, interests, and social standard.  To adjust the self- and others- 
oriented motives as the internal causes to the social factors in the motives for 
linguistic behavior as the external causes, a behavior (hurumai) is selected 
then and there.  
  We expect that the linguistic behavior, including the motives in the 
impoliteness strategy proposed in Culpeper (1996), can be comprehensively 
studied in terms of the self- and others-oriented standpoints, which were 
accommodated from the concept of face, proposed in Brown & Levinson 
(1987)’s politeness theory.  

Key words: orientations to self and others, behavior, interests 


