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The purpose of this study is to investigate the manner in which invitations are
refused by first-language speakers of Japanese, first-language speakers of In-
donesian, with particular attention paid to Indonesian learners of Japanese. Though
there have been some insightful studies of refusal by learners of Japanese (e.g.
Tkoma and Shimura 1990), few have engaged in statistical analysis. Moreover,
these studies have not considered the case of Indonesian learners of Japanese. The
present study is an attempt to address the lack of previous scholarship in these
areas,

This study focused on the following questions: 1) Are there any differences in
the expression of refusal between speakers of Japanese and Indonesian? 2) How are
such differences reflected in the case of Indonesian learners of Japanese? The
participants in this study were as follows: 64 Japanese who are first-language
speakers of Japanese (J]); 62 Indonesians who are first-language speakers of
Indonesian (II); and 37 Indonesians who are learning Japanese (IJ). Participants
performed the Discourse Completion Test (DCT), the results of which were subject
to statistical analysis.

Analysis of the DCT reveals significant differences in the frequency of four
“semantic formulas” (Beebe et al. 1990) that are common in refusals, specifically
“non-performative statements” (negative willingness / ability), “excuse / reason,”

»

“apology,” and “address terms.” For example, this study found a discrepancy
between the means that JJ and IT use to convey their “intention to refuse,” in that

IT tend to use direct expressions of refusal more often than JJ, who tend to utilize

* Comparative Study of Japanese and Indonesian Refusals: Analysis of the Discourse Completion
Test (FUJIWARA Chiemi)
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more indirect expressions. Despite this underlying difference, “pragmatic transfer”
(Beebe et al. 1990) did not occur in the language of IJ. Indeed, analysis shows that
the manner in which IJ express refusal was closer to JJ rather than II. This implies
that IJ tend to adapt to the Japanese manner of expressing refusal and are not

significantly influenced by their first language.

1 ABOEB
Bz ia=r—yaryOBRrLELEREIAMEE LT, BENEVwOXbic
BLTITbhbh TR EETHONY — v RERRCETL. Th»EFOXLLREZS
. MEOHTEMOFER 2o/ ), BZRHEFONEMELLFMENLTLE o7
NFT2ZENHD, FIVSTBEBBEHVTWL DI, HAZBEHIBWT, 3
XILORESRED & ) REBITE NI — Y ERFo T EDO0 5 FEL T EBNETH S,
AT, INETHEVESRPLTONDIILEDELOTA VY FAYTALHEA
YDA 2=y —vaViEH, BCFOERABEICESEY T, HBRAEL Y P2y
TADMD L WS BETADNY -V REFEEEDIC LI, BEFCE, UTosa%:
Bericd b L 2EBNLT S,
(1) HEFBLA Y FAYTEORESHET - BT, [WD TAEEBR T 2ER
DEIAF T, w2 sEL. HEASR NS5,
2) AV FRY7TABERBEEET—FCBWT, EQX3LBEBRELNS

2 [BrY ] FIRICE T I ERBOAKED

A2 EEXEBITL3I L 2=y — v a3 VTR OEREHRIHELT. /2.
F2EBEBTHORBT RSN T 2MELTFIX. Theh [RLREFERSR (Cross
~cultural pragmatics) |. [HfEEEeEAH (Interlanguage pragmatics) | ¥ Ebir, B
FICBWTH 1990 FRLIEE, AEBBAKCEZ>RAHFTH S, [FD ] OFFII. %L
ZEAED»SITONTERIL.ZORTH ROKEREELE 2 J-DH Beebe, Takaha-
shi and Uliss-Weltz(1990) T#% %, Beebe &id., §i D R EHEH T 2 [ EHR A (Seman-
tic Formula) | #8&7=, 8L, EKA@%;::.%E%@M NF—FBWwT, [EEANE
# (Pragmatic Transfer) |"535#28 2 - T AT ERIBHEL -, £59-75R(1993) i, Beebe
FOMEEHMHIC, T AV I ABLEEZEEOBARRET — 5 CAKROHEKMNRoN D
CEERERLTWS, £, 20%Hb, FEFE. BEEIEETHLIFEFEELHRLL

UV EWEORE,SOTH T, £F-FH(1993) k. S IREE5ISEITERR(EER ISV
A77—] THBERBELTwS,
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72T 9% (BERR 1995, IR 1995 %) . < V—BA2 RE L T2 ¥ BEOM D HFBTBIT 2K
4 P AR BT 2 BT (FE2003) B8Thh 2%, LBYE2RETE TV,
FHEE. UMTO 2 8BV T,. ThETOEY IFIERZFES bDTHB, B,
HERIETETH S, INETOMERTE. —BLETo T3 bDD, WEREHLD
2 T OFEHAENR IR TRV (B £BY - EF 1993) B%E»h o7z, FFT
. — b2 "L, TSI NEE, TOMAECEL. B HOTFENSE
POEDIT—F I L THREABEIT O, BT, ThETA VK27 ADHKET
REFRELIEFRIE LA SRV, FRTCOSTRERE. EXEEERR. TME
FBEAMEVCIOITRSTFCH TR ESZ2b0THLEVE LI,

3 BE
3.1 BENRE
HEAN64 AL A P27 NI ADEEH163 AN Z OBEBII LI, RENRE
18Ik S 39 IRE COHSA, ELRAREETH D, AENRERIUTO IEE K
Alahs,
OHFFEOT7 v 7 —McBEZRERA BT, JJ &T3) 64 A
@AY RAYTREBOT VY — MNZEZIA Y RAYTA AT, ID 62 A
@HEFFEOT7 > — M ZBEXAYFAYT7ZA GUTF, I 37T A

FAEF L TR, JILIL I 0 3HHET, HHl. FIERETE IR TELX5 LD
Bor U722,

1] DEFGEEZRIT. 2ELSRVWATI0ELULETHZ, BEEECHEL TR, B
FRBENFEBRICEEL T2 0B/ LEUTORICE L DT,

#1 1] OBAFERN (BFFTEABBCEEL TH 2 0E0Y)

4 BE - 3E;ETR 2BatE L& g L
2%(5.4%) 19 £ (51.4%) 10 #1(27.0%) 3%(8.1%) 34(8.1%)

2 HRloEEE. BB U TR, JI. 1L, IJ OIEK 20%. 24%. 27%. ZCtEiE 80%. 76%. 54% (1]
DD O 19%EFEE) Thd, FEIERIE. JIHI20.78. 11524688, [Jix25.7FE>T W3,
N Fe IR DOE 2 S, FHBEOHAFREN & BTz, 2T, BB OHEREL TrREFON
%b’;)%ﬂ"?‘éo N
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3.2 F—94%

ARFETIZ. 20026 AL TARPF T AV IFAY T (FRZY v HNF) EHER(E
ZREEE) BT, D BIT B EERSER T X b (Discourse Completion Test ; BATF.
DCT & ¥ %) %fTo/zo DCT 27— Wk UCEAERE, RPIESIHEAL
AYFEAYTAOKD CHET 2T NS~ OHEBEHESHICT B I —KIEEH
B L-ET, thar¥E BATc DCT RNE-Tw B EELZ D THS, DCT
KBTI DBEHEESE T 125ED» SR HABE A%, TOHEFNLT
Fo, KHE, HLUH, BERW2EE» 5 5) ., AERNECERESNISEEICE Y
T FKBFFOT7I > 722 THDRBTHEDTL S o7, AETE. 2O BF 0L
DIFE AR D BT, AT 5,

<FE 1> ER»SE, =T 4 KFEbh D, (HARBERS EOHFICH2)

<IBE 2 >FEHS, BE (VY FAVTEOT 7 — b CRBE) CFEbhd,
(HAIARYBEMRLS T DHFICHTS)

<BFE 3 >HD L EAPS, RBEFEDLN D, (UNBEFRSFESOHEFCH )

ST —F ik, J] 77— 191 5. I 7% 18548H. 1J 77— 109 55HE DT 485 3%
HTH5,

3.3 F—IaH

EETI, BITHEYESEO DCT F—F BT DKEE R L T ERPE
T, Bvcntd D BHEE R R Y 5 E% AR (semantic formula) # LT O & 5 WEEE
L7z,

@[FvioxT 3HFY | 2ME T 3 MBRARY
1. EENY
A) ZEITHIBRAD Bl BEIODLES?
B) FEERTTRIBEMR (RA]R3R) @l . fTiER} A,/ Saya tidak bisa(~T&7zv>)

9 EHEOBFEWBL Tk, Beebeet al. (1990) D DCT 2&F iz L7458, BASHICHREA Y FAYTX

ETHD 28w ERLNIEER W &R LRICKEOME LT 2ERT 218 L T, BRES

gﬁbf:o

% Beebe et al. (1990), Nelson et al. (2002) DFERARESF W Lz, 1 > FAY TEOHARERY

WL DIk, HEFLAZFBETDH 2,

9 Beebe EDOWMETIE. BHRAR PEENET D LHENKD ., D i3 2EH (Adjuncts) D3 D

IS TWwaH, AT, Adjuncts D ORBENA 77 ¥V —i&Dz, Zhid, Beebe 5047
TV —S3FTWD Adjuncts O—, BERFB TR U UISRHENRD & LTHEET L 2855 ) :
[BHVWATITB) EBLIELDTH S,

DA YRAYTET - REBEBE o), HEEHAOA%2T7T,
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2. BEHAFSFe—
C) EVER-EBHY—C—1) HEZEWIR C—2) BBERLEVLR
Bl . SHRERELHESH 5 A TT, Saya ada janji dengan teman

D) BahKF b % : /272 b Sayang sekali.

E) 3 #l: A %A Maaf.

F) FHE Bl : 7&F2 WA T T A, Saya mau ikut, tapi--
G) FxkoEmMzE+T2ER . ¥7-SBE4, Lain kali saja, ya.

H) et Bl HoBEdZTEvES,Terima kasih
) FEMRIGOFRHN Bl B8bLAZEDTTRAsyik! (nhal)
1) 74 5— # : 5—A,Bagaimana, va:-- (£3L&I3»7%)
K) #vEL #: HEHR T4 »?  Hari Minggu?

L) &# Bl:bo RSB0 T N bfTU DI
M) R # : Bu,/Pak?

HEFEA Y FAYTREODHPZ. TR, WINOEHE S FEhoDFn %
5B ETH 5,

<BAXREOSHEH>
By, brokIhhsFENH - T, o DOBE,
E C—-2 G
<A Fa7REOSRE>
Sebenarnya saya mau tapi sayang saya harus mengajar.
KLBBFITEL VARG Y, BEERH., (ThHoEl) BIRERVLTRVLRS
F D C—-1

F208HO 7 AL LTR.DCT F—F B 3 ERLORNOEBERE T 25
HEfTolz, £7. EERAROHBEE 2R TR L%, EERAROHEREE B
L. JIL I, 1) @ 3 EBREITEEREN D % % Kruskal-Wallis $EOCHRIE LTz, 2O

O BT, [BERELXSVR|EE. Two, PIT, #HE, 272020 FhhicO>WTER
ENTBED. \IDFOFHOLTHEFW S NLHEF)BERETCE2HDEET, £l [BEHREAE W
R WD FOEEREL S BANLZRBL 2 BRTET A2 T2002L 5150 bD W Z
N S5HERDD ET) LEHT 2,

O Mk, 4 YAV TRROABNLEERARTH 3, Pak(Bapak). Bu(lbu) 3tz BL - #%E%
FTREEF T U THWBFREITETHD . Pak (Bapak) 284, Bu(bu) idztkicxf L C{EHRa L 3,
19 Kruskal-Wallis i€, [J]. I, 1] O 3 BOERARDOERRETEL V] LI FHEEWRIET 2
BETH D, IR TCRET AL SYURBELRERITo . BEREEN 0.6 UITFEx 2 LIRSk
THh, 3BEOOTArREEZND S I E¥HELM R 2,
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Bl [7aEF—yvarB| [FEEHEEERIET S, UT. ERHOLT—N—%RL,
BENCEET 2R MZ 2w,

< 18> [EAriEE]

20 ERE. I & MMcERDHD.J] E3ER
DHZV, ORI, IJ & I wEEENL L,
E— EFNS_DLJJCEREENHDIILERLT
_ W3, 2D, 1] iZBHL» I OFEEHFEREER .
WWES o TBY, BETHEIA VN AVTE
- 4 OTFBTH5 [BRAVEBEEI2RLTVEEVZ
%,

JJ J 1
<HE> [FPaEF—a 8]
FRIEZBWT, TOZ20™% [FaxF—va 8] L33, BETOEREHAL
3 [ERAMER] L, [TaEF—yvar] Wi, BECHEIA VAV TELINE

W HEEISEOTEEE S 7 THLELD, FIAIE. SEOBETIH. JJ 4L THEMN, =5 —r3—
KEoT, BEHTHI[HEAADHEFZE I 2EORMHEEM[MEMS Z LM TE 3, FFETR. EHE
e BRBITRELTEY . [BEAOBETE | OFHGEN, BREIN T 2BENI BSUBOREERTINE 2
e B,

B IhSDT T — =2l TICBAL TRIRE (2003) #EEE L.

W 737 —vav ]| HEFOFBLACADLELISEFERO—HATH 2 LEHTE 2, Thakerar
et al. (1982) &, FLFEAOBAOSETHICNT 2 TENER L FENCRH 2 SETH E I BES
25 [FBRNa VNS 2 A [EBENI NNV 2 A BT T8, TR (73257 —
¥ 3 ] ¥, Thakerar et al(1982) DE I FHRWa v —L 2 Y ADZ L %187,
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Emama CH 5 AXFEREFEEOERC X DAL B 2 ¥ FEOTMISEER ¥ —
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TIJRJ]OEREER NN — VW B TWA[7IEF—vav|ERLTWwS, A&
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WTWS, XRETR. I OEBFEAE2ESL L. F I JJEE -T2 1] OEEFER
N —vb—20 [FaxF—varv] L LTELLTEPNS,

T 11+
L1 II

JJ W I JJ u 1
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20 — MR, JJ £ IFETEREL R, HAE
BETHBOSEEALOZ DL RE -

—— TWBENRF—VThHb, Ihb R BHEBICRRES

N VERAKDOER Y- 2R LTED,

—_ FREMBORESENTWAETHL VL
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BBV TIE, ThTRLOBERARICBE W
o W I T, 3SEHOBEEEZEBED Y —> R0
REHS T B,

1.0

4 SEREEBE
4.1 BHRAXDHIRE
1. DCT iz & - CH o h e £ B8 5 ], 11, 1] BT 2 BEwRAROHIER
RERLIZODTH 2, 3SEMTHBEL TV EDR. BbE {HALERES. BHRARC
[EVWER-Er] (J]-89.1%, 11-90.1%, 1J-93.6%). EANE [#5] (JJ-72.9%,
11-68.1%, 1J-45.9%) DIEL it > TWB Z & TH 3,
PAFOJTL LT OB ERAROMES LT, BRA#E 5% & U T Kruskal-Wallis #
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B2 FERITRORNA (RARE)

BoTwd, LpL,JJ eI EOMCEREENDZ LI ERIZ. HEADHED 34 >
FAR 7 ANCES>TERTA»DIT W, BWiEA Y FAYTADHDBEEARCE S
T. BoED LT ETVRLEVWIRE IS 2=y —va v FOBEROER & & 28]
REMEZTRL TR EFZ 5D TIRRWIES S Y,

4.2.2 BHRARC[EVR-2EH]

EWVLEROAFICEL TiZ. Beebe et al. (1990) iIcBWT, 7 AU HADE ZTH L
23 HhEEoED ERRZFERDIDTH oD, HEARIHENDD 5
[BroEftLw] FDLDKHEBRZLONEhL ol ZEBREIRLTWE, 2T,
APFRICBWTH, BOREZHER DD, B2 d DW/HMAL., SLER, ROk
S REES/ SN,

H3%252 II07HER]] L0 HPELEVRRE2ERT2EENE S Z-oTEN. 1]
BITEDN LIEZSTVIDT, WTFNEDFEENRVEVE L, ~H. K48
WTIE, A Y FRAYTABA VPRV TETHS L EICEEERREVERE2ERT28E
DA IER BV, JT L T BER->TwWT I L BEECRR 3, Zhid, X0
33TBRENT7 22T~y avBCHLET2b0THS, 2D, 1 Y FA¥7AH
KEFBEEOT— S CHA TS0, BANEERETEZL, BEAOHD FcAF A
NWEADETWS [FTaEF—Yar]| ThaLEZOND,

AR (2000:111) K. FAAFREOESEMS T AEE B [fToEeA) &) MAXEMI s
S —YaYiBYABRBICET DTSN H B2 I L RERL. BrEOMRICHIHEERLOR
Xtz a7y —yaYBHEEBWTE., [THERAJ LR RTTRBEOEFENER 2 A5 &
D [H53DLELLL27EIBAL—X R AFBERER DI ENTES] LR TW S,



30

BEAEA VAT AD D | {TH0HE

1.7

1.8

HBOMSRIE

1.2

1

B =

4.2.13

B3

181 108
JJ J

PR E R

185

Bk E [$F]

4. 1 THBRAEEITTIX72.9%. 11 i3 68.1% L FEH ICHWEIS THIEREBTH
NTOLZORH L IJIFHB.IBERHUTER o TVRE 2T —N—RRLIEI S,
JI. UM EBER VS, JOABMLD 2 D855 L wH IR FEERER] &
iBolze TOXIRBERNMELNL—DOREEMEL LTIE. THID 1254 U 2 AMBF

1.7

1.6

1.5

1
T

1

4.2.4

191 108
NN 1
5 B

185
i

BeRAX M 055K ]
HAER LA ¥ P2 7ETHENSEENT o EWRARD—DI [HFRR] OFEA?H

2.1
2.0 —_— I
19

% 18

&

B 17
Ho# = 19 109 185

JJ ] 1

6 RO

B
BR
£ 15
B
Ly
R4
AW = 191 109 185

JJ N ]
B4 EREEOR

DY A—PITHT B2 —DDOFETAEL LTE
Zbohd [#E] OBERARDOHEAL. 5
HRELDE2EETH L HAEREHARCS
WT, ST LEI LRI T EMHEZ
bhd, LirL, IhEFERET D ICIE. fio
DOHHEW BT 2HEHETAD. FHTAL LT
BEET 2O BERARICE L THELHHT
L. BEEEE. FEEOT O OMETR
FEDHRPEITS Z BB BETH B, %D
BEE LIz,
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