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Abstract

Evidentiality is the speakers’ account of the source and credibility of what they are saying. This pa-
per uses CCTV’s legal program Court Hearings as the source of corpus and analyses the four types of
evidence-based expressions in the discourse of court hearings and the differences in the use of evi-
dential by different litigation subjects. It turns out that attitude-based data is used the most. There
are obvious differences in the use of evidential between different litigation subjects.
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S RIEE LI RIANEE TR —, B 1911 3 [E A% 5 Franz Boas (1911) [1]7 {X“ evidential ”
—iid, WEEEIFEREX BT . B AN X — Uk 0 70 i 2 B E AT HY . 1957 4F, Jakobson
(1957) [21#EM IR f R “evidential” FEER S5 A0, AEAIEEEWH I — D E S . 1981 4%
EE 58 R A TT I 56T 5 JR AR 72 00 28 — Ut P E S U SCEE, B T 5 IR AR S — AN (AT 50 R
DUE,  “evidentiality” 7 9 £ — il I FUTG FRIUD B BIRITE X% B WFIES SR X .

SZIE AN TR, [ P 0 23 0 R 5 5 P R 7T o ] P i B 5 i e e R PE 9 1 L R
A CAUE A S R = IR O A B T R E . 3RS B E I ATENE) F 3 AHRT T Chafe.
Anderson DL K Willett = AXFF FH#aPE—1/ 10 B SN+ —WHad )5, BRI T 5 %5 R
HRM s E R 2. 2, HRZEEXFFARERNSEPSEERNEREL. £3£H02019) [4]
WM T B SEAE 5 0 220 SO B S AR R S DL A EH S i . AR, A (2021) [5)
XL IC T RDCEARE R R S E R . BRI, DEPL(2020) [6) MUK SUE SRIESE L, B
FEAT T 25 20 BB AR S VEAROE 4R R FHRRAE o 53 AP P65 38 M RO 70t S 0 HE 5 2 R ) R
X(2019) [717ERSC CANBRINRETEEARIER WS I FNFIENT, AR THEE S 1 APR
Difg. R, X THE PN a1l T S PRt oA e D8, HoREa R, B1/M%(2020) [817EHL
SC QB AR TEE A 2 AN BRI BEERAIT ) M AR R AR AL A O R P TS B 8 F ThAE . ARERE(2021) [9]
WEF AT T B B E i b S AR M A e B M AR P o AR T R T R I i R LA 20 i 5 4
{58 P 155 00 DA B AS [ 2B o T4 3 106 ) 22 et el Lh i s 1, AR 3 5, H2255(2020) [10]
SEAE FLAT A i SO H o] Hp [ R e R B B RS BLEEAT T TR T . BRIk, AR IR SORE ST 2
FHRE R I ER A8 /NENERE, IR ET H (Bg) 2021 1 HE 6 HIEEH 58
A, A3 BT AR RS REAE DA B R TR A [RIVR A AR AR AR 22 57 LR AL

2. IEipIESS

KT FHWMER I, HNENIERAEN B BBk, BA7 ML 5. Willett [11]5F
FHETERR SE, AIE T AXHE B ECRIR A S EEHERRE AN, A5 BRI “ BT A0 TR K
CHAE” RARUWIENENREEERANE -TER. T BREIEANB=TAGIEE, 8
T CHR” AN CHEN” o Chafe [12]7) X REI LR, Ay S Stk RER 0 S in (5 B4R, B
BV E B R EIRES E  JRE 22 B AL 1313t AT 17038, MR E a1 & et ARic 7 Jy D A
KM, AR E R R SHERAMER . % TR =0 K77 SRR, AR T 1A
WEFT, ARYE B IR A R DUR YRR

2.1. HEEE

FHoREEA, FERNEIEE L - TEENHRAGE, TEELREHRG. FAKERE: &0 &
EIJ\ uﬁiU\ []EJ[—LIA\ EI%\ IEEIJ\ mi”%’ ;[ZD:
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Bl A5 N[00 o ) DL 1) R, 4k o Nl o (5 R B R i A 4 vy B IR R I, IF HLORIEAS B
AU, B, 0 RO DA HOR A B, HEAN T — A R

2.2. S5liEEY

BREYERY, RIS R, . UEE. UFE. BESSREEME . W ILKIE R AR %R,
IR, MR RPE. PEEE, .

1) 2

FHR: REAGREEFTELRT %, BRIE CPEAREREMNFFRNE) GAAANE. HEAHBIE
A g A RAT, RAFEWNLREEL, BREELANY, TOMREATLE,

R (AN RICATE S VRIATERD) IAHOOIE -+ -7 IXHE ) 51 5 B RAA T 5 145 2. RS
HA 2 OB 7 -

23. thEIE

IO, FRUIE N =T A G BRI . H MR R U Wrid. JE .
TR kg, .

13
PEAC AN, SRE ARG EY. ZEAHINETAMK, b Tl TR BRI, sk,
R R e Y OXFE R R IE RN TG BRI ARG BRI T S, I

HABRER T s ASHE BRI E SR 504, R MepaifiEig .
2.4. TSER

VUSRS, FORUOH AHE BRIPPO AR, H R4S R AR — teghia, e IS, AE. A
N RS B4 A, LR SRORBIR K AR, Wi BOYL Frbhs Wik, BEAREE. 1HE TH:

] 4

FHR: RHEFEXNEERERY, T4, RNERKREERT, REERANANERSLT 2re?
wEA A

%] 5

FHR: FREFHEIAS, WEAEL. MEEHTF A HRAENE ., BERTRALRGEL
FAZ O R % E3A, EmIZEERRKENE. 4, PERETREALSL LA,

B 4 FrEE ) R TS A E R BT AR B SR T4 AR DL A B 4 R AR VR R S A v
Wro IXFERIHERTA R T2 mVERCR, R, Bl 5 1) “EEEN A" XRRESEMER
EE XIS BROMETE . Bd, BN, XU, BN — 8BS TR R srEl
FIENIE S &

3. IRFESBUEESh

AR FTE R T R AREETT B () 2021 45 1 H & 6 (81 4 = r v 2 o L3711 5%
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Table 1. Use of various evidential
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Figure 1. Use frequency of various evi-
dential

B 1. BEBREMIR

PLEZR TRNA] 1T om e i v, SR e 2, 51 e AR 2D 230 o B 33.33% 41 14.1%.
HISCHR S, AR FOEH R — S BT IR R R MRIE DU ST s R 0 Ed DL SR s
RN I ALERE S R L N ihrh, BT EEE R AT F MW, DO T il fk
MIESR AR o DRIL, A5 P8R0 3 P 5 22 145 5 B W T FRORR IR o T 51 90 2R 0 2 A P e 2D ML I A
HAR—Fhol RERE . 00, EdE . IEA . S SRSFIREM RN RIE, K EARE R, XA
ITRAE S = B0 VEAR LA

Table 2. The most frequently used evidential
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T 4w AR I T 5 R, B AR RTER LT 3 R EAR SRR, BRI =k
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FH R AREIA M B B

WEA EALEKE.

Ji5h, AN EEHXRRBAHEN, “F 7 XRERBCE SR B SRR B R SE R R, <R
IR ILENR” S (S B RS B, e

#17

PEA: REEFTRERE, KM FIA, RASNMMEIN T EFTKABRESL, LA AII—L TR
R TRAS T b R oA A A M BT AN S

TR 5 N AL fe 22 A2 A 0, AEBE w S RE A T 0T o ) 52 o), b AT A ok S 2 3 DA R T AT 2R
WMAVE RN, AMATRE ERIE B — T, EESAEENEHEEERER. -

1) 8
WA BRAZ| M A L,
FH R R IR A k49 ?
X B N BRI SER A F R 7 EEMNER . EonEANCLME— 2 H N, AEfLAR
ToikE 2 F 3 — S R B A0 3
%) 9
HEAL LA TR ARSI RMEE, RENAEAINRGAHA, FHEK, KRG EE.

KR “FHR)” BARMRIIR TEERE - FRIE, HE5EERRMRA NG S MERE. BN
RHEPE NEIHENES KGN, SVGENH & Fb R NKI B . RTRYE Dk AERERFHS, B
JAENAE 5 HZ AR5 B2, R i N AT T B B 3, o7 ) DU R AL A % R 4 A PRBE S FE

Table 3. The use of evidential by different litigants
= 3. FRIFIREAITTREMNERER

B 51 #ER A [ 24 BER pESan

GEZIAES 3 9 6 10 28
AFA 4 2 5 1 10
IEA 7 0 8 3 17

B 5 0 3 12 19

FEARRYRA TS, R ZREECONEE . WL 3 wTUEDR), & A R/ RRE 1
T, A gERAER MRS . I IR AR R A8 A AR A YR, AP SR IRR T4
PR . 5, X AT REE DR D) B AR AEVE R RE P A it e AR, AT e i A R Y R E
HIAREE LR BB TR AL, I, T 5l EENE . NEYRIESE (O RIE T & A AR B w1
EERT S R, IR BRI AL, gtk 1 e 2B B4k I BAERXFER
R AT, P AFHEAMERAE R @A, AR IHERIERMER T L. 55h, SERRHER
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PR . ATSCIR S, AR RS F R P ROk R AN TR AR SO i) S PSS . IR DRI,
PERIERIA L, fEREd iEA R T, R A8 A G A RA M 2K,

NFNRMEHIER RS TR, B EZ . POVERSE NBIEAVFARRE RS, 2
VRN H T B R N B BRI T ORI P A 3. e

1] 10
N MAEIREEZRRFIARA, REHLZREFANLfkEAGEHFZE 2 INEENLY, BT
K R F|FE ALY PTIR 69 LA AP AR L.

BN AYRNBI S AR, AT EAE 55 M HLR A AU SRR AR, LK S F i Tk
T8 A FAE R B, QW ST T iR AT 38, Rk R R S % .

BEAh, AR —SRURA AR, BRI R AL R R R 2 . ERAMER MR Z MR R
LFRTT, HISCHIRFI “F” M AIRE s R . Ffd s PR Shid e . BOARA TR —FE R
MoK, AERE SRR P ARIERS, i ) BRI 3 ORI 715 ORISR AT SR AT 5 5 . 2

%) 11

JEAT KA E)S & 40 kA, HILBENE L, kAN A X fodbdo)U, A Mt )UEG AT F R 8 E N
S 30 TG F O AEMEN RERA, A THEEL SHOENL, HEEEHAAWNAF., AR GH LA
T+oaE2mikEm.

WENT T [ R 4 R Al i 2 e A e - 2R . IR R AR, RIEE AL, JEHHANE
NTEVEUER B BE R “F” o “Wr” X —RERE .. FEERRIE, i1 gth A2 —
FH, WL I TAMEREE B TIX B . 28R, BIEARR TN, WARREZ AR TENER.
Bilan:

1 12 (A4 3)
AL RATR, B ARRGE D, HEEENE TR, B THTRLER A, RbLuE.

KEBATITAE R, IEAM RS NEE, AR BERXORIIZ N EE H & . A FIEIESER
NI ZR R AR, 3R AAE 2 SRR T3 20 s e il B0, Rgleiy NS iRa . BRI, 48
KM T AR R R ERENH = NIGERER. EHE, IEABRAZERNS —RE, FR
W RRAAHEAT T — kA6, JF Ho B NS AT sk . R, 3 LA A% ) 2140 31
HBIE N PIESE 75 ANBARIPIER G &

4. BE

0 B I TR I BT AR PR R TR BE TR T B O T M, Hrh S
Y R IR R, AFEVFA B B AR o8 SAMA YR N EBRN T RN A0 AR S
NI BT 5358, AFRVRE AT TR DB A AR Hor o i R R w2
Mg, AR ARD . IEAREAERZE, AN EEMERAER R RRE . JFHIERERAA
TV RA FARMER, IE AR AU . HE, BT RIEAIR, BB pE s RO, ERE
AER, TSR] REAFAE — AN e 2 Ak
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