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1. IC®IC

disinclination &1, subject (EHIEFEMN I
DBEVE conceptualizer [HEELE]) S p
BRI T4 &Il L Q0 2 DHDIRTE O/
fMEHEEE) 2RITSETH S,

@ ...

control cycle), where the subject inclines

an inclination stage (in the epistemic

toward a positive or negative judgment (i.e.

inclination or disinclination) without yet

being able to definitely resolve the matter.
(Langacker (2009: 261) : {&liZEE NE)

disinclination (LABE, d EEEbH D) 2FK
TRBIZIX, UTOX 322 b08H 5,

(2) Disinclination: doubt, dont {believe / think /
suppose / imagine /- -}
(Langacker (2009: 316))

disinclination & (! inclination (CAR§, i FiC
Hd D) MNE U B inclination stage 1E
NEG-Raising J3% & BHEIZ > T 5,
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(3) Sumnicht (2001) argues petsuasively that
negative raising is only found with the
inclination stage, where the matter is still at
issue. (Langacker (2009: 262))

2FE Y., QOBFBNEERTE FFIC 1 AFF

HEHRE) & LTHELNESOHERIL,

BEEHE p L RELIZHRE. AkOO [pic

xf4° % disinclination (BEFIFIZER)] &K

TZELRMAT, (BLOFNEHDHB), @

[—p 1Z%t5 3 inclination (&5 EMEDEEFI
BRER)] 2RTEBTED (FEFHR
D EIFRIR) LnHZEThB,

NR #XORFHERAIGEL & LTk, ORER
iR O3 NPL (B2, wnti) ORI, OfFF
RAHMGERIR. @75 - BiEhEEElE (Hom
Clause)x HiF5Z & TE 5,

(4) NR constructions exhibit very peculiar
syntactic behaviors. Among the most famous
are the licensing of (strong /strict) negative
polarity items occurring in the embedded
clause, the particular formation of tag
questions, and subject-auxiliary inversion.
(Mori (2009: 10))

FIZEDE IHNETHERFRHE LT, I
don’t know that #2815 Z L BN TE 3,

(5) a. I don't know that Santa comes around
these parts until Christmas Eve.
(Horn (2014: 191))
b. I don’t know that it’s very important, {is it
/*do 1}? (Cattell (1973:623))
c. I don’t know that EVER before had all
three boys napped simultaneously.
(Horn (2014: 190))

EHIZ, O)-NDEIRBRLELND,



(6) Both I don't think that P and I'm not sure that
P conventionally convey, via SCL, a weak
assertion of — P. (Kay (2000: 16))

(7) I'm not certain that your dog is ill. [non-
factive; the dog may not be ill]

(Langacker (2009: 279))

(5)-(1 X V. disinclination 1ZE 5iRFE L
LT, QORTBEEMES = LB TE 2,

(8) Other Expressions Pertaining to d:
1 don't know that, I am not {sure / certain}
(that)

SITHEETRER., OWWRTEETH
Do

(9) I {don’t know that / am not {sure / certain}
(that)} p. # I {know / am {sure / certain}

(that)} — p.

L 72235 T, 1 {doubt (that) / don’t {think /
believe /suppose} (that) / I don’t know that} p.
O [FRE] RV [IERE] X TEO K S ITx
TENTE D,

(10) I {doubt (that) / don’t {think / believe /
suppose} (that) / I don’t know that} p. @D
Bk
[J5{z&] disinclination toward p
[#z3&8] inclination toward — p

IZCHEL BN, d/iZRTEE
BEREDXIITENGFIFORTVnEREN
AZETHB, LR T AFEEDHMIL,
d/i ZRTEBRIADHENGITOELE ER
ER) ZHALMNITEZ L THS,

2. NEG-Raising BiBICB+ 3 RASTHFEN
8
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2.1.Langacker (2009)

Langacker (2009) Cix, i / d (B LV
non-inclination) % (11)D X 2 IZFHHA L7 LT,
H1~3 #REBL TV,

(11) One possible outcome is a positive in-
clination (which 1 will
inclination). As shown in diagram (b), this

simply call

results when C,’s projection of RC,
(dashed-line ellipse) leads to P’s incor-
poration. The opposite outcome, labeled
disinclination, is when the projection
specifically does not include P. These two
possibilities, illustrated by believe and
doubt, are of course instances of capture
and avoidance. There is however a third
outcome, where mental projection does not
result in either. (FHE) I will call this
non-inclination. (Langacker (2009: 315))

inclination

%] 1 (Langacker (2009: 315))

disinclination

B 2 (ibid.)

non-inclination

3 (ibid.)

EFLTC, EHBEDERESEDEREH
THEICRDBRAMA I =X LE12)D



LITHAL TN D,

(12) (21) a. I don’t {believe / think / suppose

/...} she can trust him.
b. I {believe / think / suppose /...}
~ she can’t trust him.
-+-To account for the rough equivalence of
(21)a-b, all we need say is that the negation
in (21)a affects the polarity of the

i.e. the subject’s inclination toward — p
may/must block his inclination toward p.

(H'#%) In addition, we have proposed that
the shift from D-mode cognition to I-mode
cognition, that-deletion and the Reducing
Effect play crucial roles in the development
of I dont {think/believe/suppose} to an
that the
speaker’s positive judgment (inclination)

epistemic marker indicates

inclination, changing it from (positive) toward —p. (Mori (2009: 233))

to disinclination

inclination (capture)
(avoidance). That is, it affects the direction m'l“imi-'ﬂ

- P
of Ct’s mental projection of RC;, the result |

L.
v
disinclination

A

"

being that it does not reach P (the case of resultisjectin) inclination ey

inclination) but instead reaches its = 4

alternative (~P). On that interpretation
(2Da is “logically” equivalent to (21)b,

which specifies a positive inclination

toward ~P. The expressions represent
of
conceiving and portraying) the
(Langacker (2009: 317))

(.e.
same

alternate ~ ways construing

situation.
2.2.Mori (2009)

Mori (2009)CiX, NEG-Raising R % (13)
DEIICHEAL, K4~ ZEEL TS,

(13) In Chapter 6, we have proposed that the NR 6
phenomenon is cognitively motivated by a
shift of focus (profile shift) from the ' T~ .
recognition of the distance between the ‘91“:‘"@
main subject (C;) and the positive = V: =
proposition p to that of the distance @
between C; and its negative counterpart — X 7
p on the scale of the psychological distance
between C; and p /— p, and that the profile i s '1
shift is a cognitive basis leading to a L[{%}::”E JI
pragmatic inference like the following: the £ T-__’_Eil—:;_ :
subject’s disinclination toward p may/must o )
be caused by his inclination toward — p, X 8
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4: Propositional Attitude and Psychological
Distance (Mori (2009: 118) DT AR)

5: Profile Shift on Psychological Distance
Scale (Mori (2009: 119))

X 6: Cy’s i toward p (Mori (2009: 119))

[ 7: Cy’s d toward p (Mori (2009: 119))

[X 8: Cy’s i toward —p [via profile shift]
(Mori (2009: 120)

[Xl 9: Co’s i toward —p [epistemic marker]
(Mori (2009: 132))

3. 1 don’t {believe / think / suppose} (that)
DN T O RN
Wierzbicka (2006) TlX, I {believe / think /
suppose} (inclination OFBNIL, confidence
DEVEDHD ZEBREHRIh TS,

(14) If we compare it with I suppose, I believe
sounds more confident. If we compare it
with I think, I believe also sounds more
confident, although the difference is not as
sharp as in the case of I suppose.

(Wierzbicka (2006: 214))

(15) The component “I don’t say I know”
explains why I believe sounds more
confident than I suppose: I suppose implied
“I don’t know,” whereas I believe implies
only “I don’t say I know.”

(Wierzbicka (2006: 215))

DT E2b, 1 don’t {believe / think /
suppose...} (that) p . [(p X4 3)
disinclination/ (—p (Z%f$°5) inclination] =
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B 58 abE (GEE) O confidence DES
WIS C T EWSFITR IR TWA L HERST
HIENTEA,

(16) confidence DEAV :
55 — 1 don’t suppose (that) — I don’
lthink (that) — I don’t believe (that) — 3]

(16)i%, L-ERAYBEHE R BE (Mori 2009) LTk,
K 10~13 D X3 icHAREN B,

d toward p [I don ¥ believe]

—1 : I

X 10

i toward —p (via profile shift)

Ef_— _}_ T

X 11

a toward p {I don't suppose]

|

|
X 12

i toward —p (via profile shift)

L~} O

X 13

4. Idon’t know that & I doubt (that) @
T DERE
EF(1980) T, 1 know that p 2B LT,
AND LS THEHAL T3,

(17) I know that p I%, & p & SFES R D
Fxy 7L T, EEERER TN,
DEY, FEHWESTES B,

(FBF( (1980: 202))



EROBHWNBELWNETSH &, 1 don’t know
that p 21X, p T incline 9% 7217 DFEHL - 1R
HBRNE WD Z LR B, ZOLEREEI,
p 2%+ A disinclination (—p (Zx3 5
inclination ) # #F ¥ 4 %5 (HBEM R

disinclination / inclination) ,

(18) T. POLING: ...I don't know that she had a
mitochondrial disorder prior to July 19th of
2000. I had no evidemce of it in any
biological tests.

(CNN LARRY KING LIVE, 2008/03/06)

(19) WECHT: I doubt that they will release that

information at this time, because they may

want to wait for DNA, which is another
thing we could talk about.
(CNN TALKBACK LIVE, 2002/05/22)

(20)Ti&, I don’t know thatp & I doubt that
p B but TEFEL TV 3,

(20) Mark Henderson looked somewhat startied,
obviously unused to such bluntness. He
retained his smile, but it became a trifle
forced. “I don’t know that I can make you
happy, Captain, but I doubt that you’ll be
bored. It concemed two of your men,

Starsky

Detective and Detective
Huchinson.”

(William Blinn, Starsky and Hutch)

I doubt (that) (ZBI L T, but iZ X % EkE % 5
£755H&. BHED (Because) It concerned two
of your men, Detective Starsky and Detective
Huchinson 2 fR#L & LT, p xxt¥ 5
disinclination (—p {Z%}9"% inclination) % 3%
HLTWwW2 (MR 2 disinclination /
inclination) & & X b5, Z OLAIEBEIL,

I doubt p ® semantic components (Wierzbicka
(2006: 260)) D—-D>T&H S, (I say this because
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I want to say what I think when I think about it]
ICHBEEHbDTHD,

PLEDZ 526, 1 don’t know that p {3,
EF M p IZ incline T& A7 ORHL (Basis)
ERFOoTVRVEBRBL TV DIHEE (K 14)
(2. ft5. 1 doubt (that) p i, FEE M p IZxt
L T decline 3% (—p IZ incline 5) 7213
DRWEFF->TVLLBEL TV HEE (K
15) 2. Anbh3 L FRITE S,

L] b
X 14

I don't know that p (—B = without Basis)

I doubt (that) p (+B = with Basis)

|
t

| LN

L7 ]
X 15

5. 1 don’t think (that) & 1 doubt (that) 0
BEVNG T DR

541X, p 1Tx LT disinclination (3 5\
IX—p ~O inclination) DxMEEE XIS
W, TOHMAE BHY) 2/ LT3k
3T 5 (Idon’t know that p \ZBA L T, il
HEBROZ L),

Aikhenvald (2004: 64) TiL. evidentiality (T
FHEJ HHEEIZ, inference (ARSI H#E
&) & assumption (FHFRICESHERE) 02
FEVHD LEINTVD (—BIC, BiED
F 3, confidence & DFFEHEVY),

(21) The domain of ‘inference’ is subdivided
differently in different systems. A major
distinction appears to exist between an
inferred evidential covering inferences

made on the basis of visible or tangible

assumed evidential

results, and an



involving  general  knowledge  and
assumption based on reasoning.

(Aikhenvald (2004: 64))

% 21X, Idon’t think /I doubt DFEA. (22)
/(23) DX S EFNRE Y T 5,

(22) BUCHANAN: ...
judgment, that the American people by

and why is it, in your

almost two to one believe NAFTA was
failure?
MATSUL: 1 don’t think that poll is
necessarily accurate because I've seen
other polls that indicate the American
public slightly favors the NAFTA.
(CNN CROSSFIRE, 1997/11/06)
(23) STUART TAYLOR: I doubt a grand jury
member would do that, because grand
jurors tend to do what the prosecutors ask
them to with very rare exceptions.
(CNN LARRY KING LIVE, 1998/07/01)

LLEDEENG, [ GEE NI ) H
MEE (GREL) & DR & DIRTE] —54
FOESWE, M—EE. A—R#lTH-T
. RIERFICRIT 5B (DFEFE) DR
TET L2, BREEICEHE LTS
EEREVNEEZIOND

(24) confidence D 3555 & OFEE :

CERR »
T T

inference

5

assumption
O Idon't think: inference, (assumption)
O Idoubt: assumption

6. Counterexamples {ZX}3 5 BRI RRAYTREA
(25)-27) (26)-Nix BRI o= 77
A2 FFTOEA) TWbw 3 REITHS,
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(25) I would recommend this class to anyone. It
was straight forward, organized, and I
thought that the labs were actually very
interesting, rather than confusing. I had a
bit of trouble remembering test due dates
but I appreciated that homework was due

on an easy schedule. 1 don’t know that I

have any recommended changes for you
because I think you have run your class
very fairly. (Student Comments)
(http://home.miracosta.edu/jturbeville/online
%20student%20comments.htm)
(26) CALLER: Hi, Anne Marie, I bave a
question to you: what really attracted you?
His looks, his power, or his wealth? KING:
I don’t know that he is wealthy that is — [
don’t think he is. ROBINSON: I don’t
believe he is, no.
(CNN LARRY KING LIVE, 2001/07/13)
(27) Mis. IFILL.: ... How is that more orderly? Mr.
MCcLARTY: Well, Gwen, first, I don't know
that I said -- and [ don't believe I did -- that
it was more orderly than the prior selection
process... Ms. IFILL: Oh, it wasn't?
(CBS FaceNation, 1994/05/15)

ZHLERPIZR LT, Q8)&R_ET S,

(28) Politeness Strategy (FTA O#EHE) :
The use of expressions pertaining to weaker
{disinclination/inclination}
= The use of expressions pertaining to

stronger {disincﬁnationfinclmation}

[ER] 13vbw? FTA THY, ZOR
BeELT, 7T [HOEROKEL] AV,
MEORE BEORES) KRET., (KR
V) TXYRNEROERER | OFERICEIT
TAHAHFERD WO RILTTHD,

LEROFOZLEEHRTAER L L



TEY-(B0) (WFhb [ER] O=vF 7 %
FNFTOER) %75,

(29) CALLER: ...Maybe health-wise, I could do
some things that could prevent it.
PHILLIPS: I don’t know whether it can—1
don’t think at this point that it can be

prevented.
(CNN LARRY KING LIVE, 2002/09/20)
(30) NOVAK: ... His campaign manager. Joe

Trippi, predicts that the doctor will leave
the DNC before 2008 to run for president
again... What about what Joe Trippi says?
BEGALA: I don’t know whether Governor
Dean is going to run. He says he’s not.
(CNN CROSSFIRE, 2005/02/09)

I don’t know whether M523, 1 don’t know that
L0H, TRYPWEROKRER] THY, (28)
DHMED—RINSLEMITHZ LB TE B,
UEDEENL, BFEMIZIX, TED
confidence D REIZET AALE & Bz, F
Wi T 5 F RN #E R L GERMER

BROEH) LTWA L FRTEZLRTES,

(31) confidence MEA ;
53 «— 1 don’t know whether — I don’{
llcnow that — 1 doubt (that) —1 don’d
lsuppose (that) — I don’t think (that) — Il
[don’t believe (that) — ﬁﬁ]

7. BbYi
AFEROBRIL, T doubt (that) p, I don’t
{think/believe/suppose} (that) p, I don’t know
that p F D disinclination %R SERBOMH
VO OERERELZ L ThoT,
FITHEEITLIZ, Ppicxt+ 3
{disinclination/inclination} Bt P BFIZ 3513 5 ©
[confidence MF5&FF]. @ [RWOHFE]. B
[ FIHEEHLYE & LT inference, assumption
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L OFFE] D3 OOBREREHEL., £
DRBEICFLEMNH D Z L 2 FIFELTZ,
REIOFEIZEBLTIX, ERMmOBA—
[confidence DERT3] ZFdh & L7~ FTA D
BEERLESEERAOBA—»CHHAR
RBThHdZ LEm LT,
R4 F(so/it) & DILERELE D, &6
RS REBULIZOWTIL, SBOME L Lz,
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