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BE

cARBRTEET, BREKXE (GUERE) ORARERE, RENICE €/
DBFEERBETRT X5 BB, FEODE (BE) 2RANETR
T I<hd] BB, HOBRMERRBETET [ (B) hd) BRERML
ChoORBRN, ELOBEMSD TBDH] EBERLTHDHIEVS RAICEL
T, ThEONEEKDD] SBRERS LS ESHMDELAEVTST
EERY.

Rz, HEEOZEIFLRARTRERRS, BERHERS, @EHdELK
H0THN) BRBEEEYDOTXTFOBKRERT LS AT, $RER
SLEEROILERT.

+ &5, BLEQOZITOIREDRRREEICONT, TRIORMIE (HER
I&®] CREVLO0, ZEANICTI I+ vHTHIELS1HICEL

THRBRLBLOILONHHLARRD,
1
= £ - . ()
2B FHERERBA : EgophoricityD B
cARRTIEET, ARAFXE (HEHE OFARERE, RENICE, €/ “At its very broadest, egophoricity is a general phenomenon of linguistically
DEFEER/RETERT KD RE, AHOEE (4) 2ESGETE flagging the personal knowledge, experience, or involvement of a conscious self;
T I<h3) B8, HDEEERAETET [ () hd) EHEREL, it can furthermore be understood as differential linguistic marking of
ChoDREN, FROBEHNSD TBH] EEFELTDIEVSIAITHEL ‘privileged access’to a real or mentally projected activity or state (Hargreaves
T, MhEDHEZWHDH D) FRERS LIESHADLLHAEUTNSS 2005). More narrowly, egophoricity is the grammaticalised encoding of the
LEFT, personal or privileged knowledge or involvement of a potential speaker (the
_ . N primary knower) in a represented event or situation. A narrowly egophoric
* RIS, #—.tE(D#H'é!;EﬁﬂE&E%, ‘fﬁﬂiﬁhv_ (BARAENT= system comprises a person sensitive, (quasi-)paradigmatic deployment of
HOTHL) BRERELESYDOTFT LOIRERT EVWSIRT, SRER gophoric and phoric forms that is pervasive across statements and
S5LEEWOCLERT, questions.” (p. 2)
cEDIC, BLUEOEFIETEOREREICONT, SROERML R [San Roque, Lila, Simeon Floyd and Elisabeth Norcliffe. 2018. “Egophoricity: An
- _, = -y introduction.” In Simeon Floyd, Elisabeth Norcliffe and Lila San Roque (eds.), Egophoricity,
M85 TREVEOD, BRKIZTIT+ Yy ITHHENSIRISEL Amsterdam: Philadelphia: John Benjamins, pp. 1-77]
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R : AREL TREOWREMLG, KEOEEHRETFN 1)

BTH (MRDIBELTHECERD) THhokl TR <Ghof) ZMRTED
Bl : TROTF—FEEACHRERLTUS, R, BIEBRIELFN o721 TP, R
OREEENOBMETLTVD, BRIIEHNSWMBE, K BEBDH L)) . RER

REOBE

BAEZEEE137-2A (2022478 M9-2)

BMELT, B [(BRIZFH of=] ERATRENDGYEN. 2FYDGZYMMS LI
Ri2 : WRALEFERITEORM TRIMEROR, TEMRTICRA HBERIEFM 272)
TR S ISRV THRP 2 ERTREN BETREL TFh ozl THRGH

f=) ZMATEI0I, —HICRIMERLEFERTLEG. Wl BRIEFH o] (X
RATRESDE Y IEL, 2FYHEYHRE LU,
RA3 : FHRATF—LaVDERY, MRICKALELEAXEEN MAF <L, B
NADARWEZELTVV:, ELT, TOAIIISHIMBITFN o7
THRihotz) THR<BD o) ZRELOADIDEBEANET, COBE, R [BRIEFK
Hot] BRRETRENEHTEL, DEVEHTHERL L.
[RER2 2004 TL—Fp If-) otk [ERE$PRE) 21, 1-68]

{73 ¢ [10-19 |20-29 30-39 |40-49 |50-59 |60-69 |70- |HEMEE M

B¢ 0 9 1" 1" 14 10| 121 0 70-1
it 1 7] 141 10 13 13 1" 0 67-1
EE [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
.1 1 16| 25-1 21 28 23| 23-1 0 1372
Bl BRSHNN (18 : ETHLFER~SH : LTHLEARN)

A : web

M : HY




F9-25%36
137
[EREITNRRER LABRER L THE]
[TABR—LRUSHDIDXERCHLES S EEIHIS, LRHSOMEXEHN]
g R=—Ry, =)
T~ THYELI-&]

[~EERSHYET &I

e = % & 5 8 8 3 8

e & B B 8 B 8 3 B
_.lm
~ S
]
. s
o

4 5

HEDBE

BAEBEEEI00A (202348AXHE &13)

530 48 1019 |20-29 | 30-30 |40-49 |50-59 (60-69 (70- |MmEE |M
Bt 0 1 7 9 8 7 7 2 47
xiE 0 8 8 8 8| 1 7 1 51
RO%E 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
& o 15| 15| 17 18| 18] 14 3 100

B BASHE (1R : ETHFER~SR : ETHER
A : web

ANIAYVIORS w5y
T - MERE
7 8
135
201, 30F (98)
ITdox+Yvy «c hBRRB

IT6, $LMISHT, TOMIS/ THANARICH oL LTS, AOEOLLELD?]

. TEDBICARIRBof-L~) . TEDRTHANBH>F-L~) rE ao)mﬁ%ﬁ L:é_l {*ﬁ%gﬁ

. . &

: 4 2 = : 28

I I I - I ‘R MbEONEERD S FRER
T m m I . I I []
. 1 3 4 1 3 4 5
3ml & [ —_ T [EEEE] EEAT
oML, [0 T L :
9 10

g
e rehTotl BELT v R EEONEEEL S KREE
i A

HMRDKR [~ IS/BELL IERAMNVE

MROHE [~ BRI BELL IEANVET ) D EHATHBABL A TVS

*AvxHao+,

Child, EMRHTIHET S LIETEELD,
11 12




7 3530
- (BSOS & EOBRNIEFENSH D)
REOHE . .
BIEEERAEHET. HOBEFEEBLRWHET,
AARBRZE113-1A  (20214F4ARE A=3H31) " "
%3 £8# 10-19 |20-29 |30-39 |40-49 |50-59 |60-69 | 70— ®EZE 18 : 58 :
Bt 2 1 9 9 4 3 1 1 36 w “
xiE 1 14| 21-1 22 9 3 0 14-1 o w
ROE o o 1| o o o o 2 3 . 3 .
.13 3 21| 31-1 3 13 7 4 3 113-1 » I » I
W 8 10 W n
B ARSHN (15 ETHFER~5A: ETHAR .= m 1 . l I l
= web 1 2 3 4 5
B HY CORVDRMBOBYBL (TEFS v YTF1) m:uruenm-nﬁﬁaw:uﬂ,u.
13 14
3531 ™ ama33
[ES OBk L i OBEE N ENB] am [BEOETHRL, BENBINL EOBRIFIIRZENZ] 12
#BIET S5 TIL, RIETZE T,
JRBBETLCBNRT. BEKBEDLCBLET RLMBEELCBLELE,  HERBSEELCBLELE

o

» »
- ®
M »
39

“ °
- o 28
» » 17 16 i
N o

0 i
» °

- -
“ .
- -
8,
. .
0 » ‘a 18 19
. s . i I I
. m l l .

15

16

TBCOREZRELCS] FBRRBETII+) v

(14) a. watashi wa samme-i
I Tor feel.cold-npsT
‘I feel cold?
b. Haha wa samu-soo da.

mother o fecl.cold-EviD corxest
‘My mother appears to feel cold?
(1araNEsE, Hasegawa & Hirose 2005: 229)

These alternating constructions in Japanese share many features of alternating

egophoric markers or copulas in other languages, showing how functional aspects
of egophoricity can have diverse formal expression.

[Hasegawa, Yoko, and Yukio Hirose. 2005. “What the Japanese language tells us about the alleged

Japanese realational self.” Australian Journal of Linguistics 25 (2), 219-251]

[San Rogue, Lila, Simeon Floyd and Elisabeth Norcliffe. 2013, “Egophoricity: An introduction.” In

Simeon Floyd, Elisabeth Norcliffc and Lila San Roque (cds.), Egop

John Benjamins, pp. 1-77 (p. 13)]
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Beeh SRR RBLOM - B REAERE
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™15-25821(1) (2)
[RERSH SOREHMY T (%3] FARGS EHHS5 @osEm) PP

[BRIZROTINS5S, HERVNHLT [E50RIE HOBICEATHNERICE, RECABZARIC~] ]
T~Ep=ZEHBD)

[~fTokIEXBD)

FRY FMBEOIIATAYYHYI—h— -byung

" " ERIX Tkd1 . BROF AHlegophoricZRRIZHN D,
® ® (55) khong-gis nga-la lag.rtags sprad-byung
“ © s/heH-ERG I-OBL present give-PFV:EGOIREC
‘She gave me a present” (TiBETAN, Vokurkovi 2008: 118)
» 2 » 8 I
" 18 [Vokurkovi, Zizana. 2008. “Epistemic modalities in spoken Standard Tibetan,” Ms, Charles University,
Prague, and Universityof Paris 8.]

w 5 [San Roque, Lila, Simeon Floyd and Elisabeth Norcliffe. 2018. “Egophoricity: An introduction.” In

= I I I Simeon Floyd, Elisabeth Norcliffe and Lila San Roque (eds.), Egophoricity, Ams : Phil i
o ) 3 P John Benjamins, pp. 1-77 (p. 43)]
o— i BASE (%31 $TT24Yvs, TAREIARICEARCKRSD) FAR, THOBM=KD) EOM
[ oo I e i DALICBRBAT SBEDY.

39 40
Bk S HERRBLOH - BFRARERE
(ChblEHATGHRBRRE)
[1] E/ 03X EZRRAETRY Hhdl KD FORR S
FRDEFZERRETRYT
[2] AlEEDBHE (&) ZERRETERT [<hd] BH
[3] hDBEEZERBETET I (5) hdl BB
ChoDRBT, FELOBE (DSOS EEBELTINDE
WS RICBVTHRRRES L 323 hhdEDIBUTVS,
41 42



HEDOBE

BAEREEEILA (2021417 E2-1583)

K.

570 488 10-19 |20-20 | 30-39 (40-49 |50-59 (60-69 70- |MEE At
Bt 3 1 4 14 4 2 2 0 36
e 4 17| 16| 23 7 4 5 0 76
WEE 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 3
L3 7| 25| 20 37 1 7 8 0 115
A : web

BE: XOBRSEHN (14: ETHFAR~SR: L THAEAR .

[ T<h3d] OFRBEE]

TASARRDBIZEE i TROBIXASAICEE  hi=)

" "
“ _—_
. 2% .

% 2

0 12 I g M

" u 4
o B | . m B2

1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

213
(115)
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44

BunanfED I I 74YvH<v—

HOBAI,

(36) tal=tsi gistok dzamen=re da-s-ku-ts'a nuy
3=ERG.PL 15G=DAT f00d=EXTT give-TR-CJ:UND-PST.DIR.D}.PL there
“They also gave me food there!

(37) dza=nay biskif da-s-ku-ts'a=la
tea=CON cookie give-TR-CJ:UND-PST.DIR.DJL.PL=Q
‘Did they offer you tea and cookies?"

85 - BHERRICHENTEADEHXTIAFTDH,
egophoric? —H —HJWIBHIZHN S,

h—

BERITT2A

[Widmer, Manuel. 2014, “A Descriptive
Grammar of Bunan.” PhD dissertation,
Univerisity of Bern.]

[San Roque, Lila, Simeon Floyd and Elisabeth
Norecliffe. 2018. «

Egophoricity: An

introduction.” In Simeon Floyd, Elisabeth
Norcliffe and Lila San Roque (eds.),

(38) l‘s‘al ka rik-g-ku-dza henak
brin DJ.5G like.this
‘Shaking (us) Like this, (the bus) brought us here’
(39) tal=dzi gi=tok len lk-ku-dza Benjamins, pp.
3=ERG.5G 156=DAT work make-CJ:UND-PST.DIR.D].5G
“He did the work for me! (sunAN, Widmer 2014: 531-533)

icity, Amsterdam: Phi

ia: John
177 (p. 23)]

EHEADLEHLY 1

* (Galog#, Cha’palaaf&[(Z DLV T) “Yes, subjects are usually

primary knowers, but maybe the close relative of a
participant in the described situation can have this status
and thus employ egophoric marking, or perhaps it is
acceptable (and pragmatically astute) to employ an
egophoric marker in situations where one’s knowledge is
being challenged, regardless of whether or not one was a
participant in the event in question.” (p. 29)

[San Roque, Lila, Simeon Floyd and Elisabeth Norcliffe. 2018. “Egophoricity: An introduction.” I||
Simeon Floyd, Elisabeth Norcliffe and Lila San Roque (eds.), icity, Amsterdam: Phi

John Benjamins, pp. 177 (p. 43)]
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iir relatively flexible markers to frame their involve-
such as in (49) where the speaker uses egophoric
Iy that her niece does not drink often, but non

Speakers of Dzala can use th
ment in events in different wa,
du to state that she knows per:
nié to state that the niece did drink at her wedding.

egophoric

mo-thoy-du, chine:pidy  thoy-la

\wedding do-when

(49) wa=ku tshamo=i chay
15G=GEN nicce=ERG alcohol NEG-drink-IMPREA but
tshiw  the thow-ne

little_bit one drink-PST.NEA

*My nicce doesn't drink alcohol, but at her wedding she drank a little bit”

(DzALA, Genetti et al. 2009: 18)

San Roque (this volume) notes that the egophoric-like intentive inflection -nda
in Duna can be used in statements where a third person subject is a close associ
ate of the speaker ild or other household member), similar
to in Dzala example (49), where the subject is a close relative. These expressions

g the speaker's

HBREBA~DIEHY 2 : DzalaiE -

Dunaig

[Ganetti, Carol, Ayla Balodis
Applebaum, Christy Bird. Dalsy
Rosenblum, Ryoko Suzuki, and
Alex Walker. 2009. “An
Introduction to Dzala: An East-
Bodish language of eastern
Bhutan.” Paper presented at the
15" Himalayan Languages
Symposium, Eugene OR, July 31.
[San Roque, Lila, Simeon Floyd
and Elisabeth Norclitfe. 2018.
“Egophoricity: An introduction.”
In Simeon Floyd, Elisabeth
Norclitfe and Lila San Roque
(eds.), Egophoricity, Amsterdam:
Philadelphia: John Benjamins, pp)
1-77] (pp. 32-33)

Bk S URBRRB DM : B RRERE
(Ch b FHALGEBRRR)

[11 / DIEEERBETEY MMHhd1 X3 SORR
[2] FimDEE (RE) ERRBAETET [<hd) =R
[3] hoFEZERAETRT [ () hdl BRR

ChoDORBIE, ELOHE (MhHOKSD) EEELTINVSE
WS RISBEVTHBRERL LS E2SMMDEHIABUTINS.
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N/ REDHNEZERBRETRY
onsdl

AIZEI<TFXIT MR

[Talmy 1985, Langacker 1991, Croft 1991]

a series of frames

key frames

—————— Fiaure 5. FRAME-CUTOUT ———————————

[Sadanobu, Toshiyuki. 1995. “Two types of event models: billiard-ball model and moldgrowth model.” MEIREXALSTAE] 4, 57-110.(p.60))|
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the state that the marriage has not been settled
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the state that it has been settled BE:ELSY (1K : ETHFAR~SH : ETHAR)
[Sadanobu, Toshiyuki. 2010. “Event model without time shift.” Studia Universitatis Babes-Bolyai Philologia, Vol ﬁﬁ : web
|55. No. 3, pp. 19-33 (p.21)) 8- Y
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Subject/actor-type forms & undergoer-type forms

* Egophoric markinglZ[FOEXEH VO LITAE LM T&, QuE
24 THRHB.

cQEITOER. OQUHADERRIEH 5 (Awa Pit D-w/@-s;
Galo,Dzala). @FEIFDEEE AL,

cORFAAEFICHELED. QL ZRHFITHELAED. [pp.19-22]

[San Roque, Lila, Simeon Floyd and Elisabeth Norcliffe. 2018. “Egophoricity: An introduction.”
In Simeon Floyd, Elisabeth Norcliffe and Lila San Roque (eds.), Egophoricity, Amsterdam:
Philadelphia: John Benjamins, pp. 1-77]
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“intentionally performs the action” (Bendix
both the event and the conscious intent be-

[Bendix, Edward. 1992. “The
grammaticalization of

“" responsibility and evidence:

as the perfective @ (‘exrernal evi-  peeractional potential of evidential
dential’ or ‘disjunct’), is used when the speaker does not experience the event as categories in Newari.” In Jane, H.
an embodied, intentional activity, for example, where the action is performed by  Hill and Judith T. Irvine (eds.),
Responsibility and Evidence in
Oral Discourse, 226-247.
Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.]

[San Roque, Lila, Simeon Floyd
and Elisabeth Norcliffe. 2018.
“Egophoricity: An introduction.”
In Simeon Floyd, Elisabeth

n-egophoric form, st

someone else (3), or was not intentional (4).

Norcliffe and Lila San Roque (eds.),
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* Bendix, Edward. 1992. “The grammaticalization of responsibility and evidence: Interactional potential of evidential
categories in Newari.” In Jane, H. Hill and Judith T. Irvine (eds.), Responsibility and Evidence in Oral Discourse, 226-247.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

+ Croft, William. 1991. Syntactic Categories and Grammatical Relations: The Cognitive Organizations of Information.
Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.

+ Ganetti, Carol, Avla Balodis Applebaum, Christy Bird. Dalsy Rosenblum, Ryoko Suzuki, and Alex Walker 2009 “An
introduction to Dzala: An East-Bodish language of eastern Bhutan.” Paper y at the 15th 3
Symposium, Eugene OR, July 3.

« Hasegawa, Yoko, and Yukio Hirose. 2005. “What the Japanese language tells us about the alleged Japanese relational
self.” Australian Journal of Linguistics 25 (2), 219-251.

- BERB 1981 [ 1931 & 123 OREP—ERLEXEOL 1 ROS—~ORN] XK XSRS

+ Langacker, Ronald W. 1991. Foundations of Cognitive Grammar Vol. II: Descriptive Application. Stanford, Calif: Stanford
University Press.

* Sadanobu, Toshiyuki. 1995. “Two types of event models: Billiard-ball model and moldgrowth model.” FEIRESC{L2EHF

(4) i kutuwal-a [Egophoricity, Amsterdam: %1 4,57-110.
1 getlost-exr Philadelphia: John Benjamins, pp. . -
1ot lost! (uewan, Bendix 199 177 (0. 3 - FIEHZ 2000 MRATETERD WK XISMEE.
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+ REMZ 2004 TA—FO M=) OBEE) TERSKEEHR] 21, 1-68.
- RERZ 2006 TRYBEBICEHT IM*IEEIJ MRS - FENE - JUER (8) [BFREXZOHMTE B
- SRR 5167, 0: <BL

* Sadanobu, Toshiyuki. 2010. “Event model without time shift.” Studia Universitatis Babes-Bolyai Philologia, Vol. 55, No. 3,

pp. 19-33
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* San Roque, Lila, Simeon Floyd and Elisabeth Norc]lﬁe 2018 “anphorlclty An mlroducllon " I|| Slmeon Floyd,
Elisabeth Norcliffe and Lila San Roque (eds.), v, Amsterdam: P John p. 1-77.

« Talmy, Leonard 1985. “Force dynamics in language and thought.” In Eilfort, William H., Kroeber, Paul D., Peterson,

Karen L. (eds.), Papers from the Parasession of Causatives and Agentivity, Twenty-First Regional Meeting, Chicago

Linguistic Society, pp. 293-337.
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« Vokurkova, Zizana. 2008. “Epistemic modalities in spoken Standard Tibetan.” Ms, Charles University, Prague, and

University of Paris 8.

. Wi

12



