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The present research focuses on‘ evidentiality’ and ‘ mirativity’ in
linguistic typology referring to ‘ higher-level explicatures’ proposed in relevance theory.
Evidentiality and mirativity can be defined as ‘* a linguistic category whose primary meaning is
source of information’ and * a category whose primary meaning is related to unprepared mind, new
information, and speaker’ s surprise’ (Aikhenvald 2004) respectively. They are linguistically
realized in various ways depending on language types. English and Japanese, however, do not have
such particular morphemes or particles, but we do have linguistic devices equivalent to the
phenomena of evidentiality and mirativity. We are to discuss and explain in terms of higher-level
explicatures how those linguistic behaviors differ in English and Japanese.
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Wilson and Sperber 1993 higher-level explicature
basic explicature

propositional attitude
(2a) (20)
(1) Tom: Is there anything to eat?
Mary (sadly): Sorry. There isn’ t.
(2) a. Mary says there is nothing to eat.

b. Mary believes there is nothing to eat.
c. Mary regrets that there is nothing to eat.

(22) (2b)(2¢c)
Mary * What did he say?’

(3) Mary: He’ s coming tomorrow.
4

(4) Mary says Tom says he’ s coming tomorrow.

(5) Tom: Isn’ t she beautiful!
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(6) Tom is surprised that she is beautiful.

(3) Tom
(6) " Tom is surprised’
6 Hill, N. W. 2012, * “ Mirativity” does not exist:
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fake past

Tibetan and other
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