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IHA BRI EH

HM K F

W OE. “BERE” L5 USERAT CRB GUIL” “AET B ABIEEE PSR A,
Ko, MEAFRK S BTG O ah bt SORST 2 AW, RILA sHER it
KRB B T B R0 R R ASGRIRIE F A A R AR ke B TR,
GO R LZEZFRTRZEBEMN “HWRIFR 5 “ARKIFR, MROF FMMEEF T
FBRR R F RN R R AARB T RERF THE®E, AEANMLLES, 2EF
L EEAME: “FWRIFR £2RT 3137 = “Li8" DUEEA TR LHFREE;
M CARIFR ZERT 51T A RET AL TEHRERES, IS, HREEAKS
K RAEIESG P02 AR E EAL, BB RERN XEE, KRR B TR “EEAR
SRR, WIRE KB AT AR S B RIF R R AR EAL, JF TS F R 95 ] 6
ILXR A FIR &,

KR EER A, HRIFR;, ARIFER; &; B

[FESZEETHO  CORERIRB] A [SCEHS] 1672-4720(2021)03-0266-12

1 5l

VU R RS, EAR A EL 7 AL & 2 R 2 SR 10 5 AR A SRR . 1
FINBHERERMEH) “PERIATS" (Arrangement), Bl S {R #5305 RAFHAG A
EATHHET 5o AT HE”, 5 “IERERWA” (Invention), “XUE” (Style), “ic1Z”
(Memory)., “A&3&" (Delivery) & APU i ERFA LM TG . PR SHEISEHIRTT
KH LW REFOEY] #HEE 208 (BEE), BRELHSH =ZRIUR
Ji: “BHRR” (Logos). “A#&YRK” (Ethos). “IFRGFR” (Pathos), HHIAH
KB EEHFER CBEFKRT 5 CRREATRT BB R TR Z B W

DO ZSBMEILE 47T 20T 6920 5 I A BB B2 0560 RS 5 20) Bt FRE R 8. 36
AR 915 BRI

@ HE SR A R E RN B LBAT RAB R F F Bk G A (BRI 09154
%) (Rhetorica ad Herennium), /& #: “Arrangement is the ordering and distribution of the
matter, making clear the place to which each thing is to be assigned.” ([Cicero], 1954: 7).
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il

FEHMEDL; WA F ) W A R ORBURE IR TR
3 BT R TR R Sk B SR RS2 AR RIRORT, 5 iRl BRAR
It Y, RSB R ISRE. 124, FATAR WS- BFR
AR PRI BIRER A RIS I ER L0558 Pit, SO lid R4
TERPY T 1 425 K5 SIS R R, 18R PR BUIR FBe— "R
A CNETRR” — 7R B R AR (ERT M ER R, U
WAL P B PERATR” JERERIAIR, SR AR SRR IR 2
BUERL, FFEHESUR AL OO B4 ST o

2 HTEBUW:. HESHHNBERE ARKIFK

VI IEREFEh “PRAR)R " SRR MR 200 Tl A IR . 2SRl P Dt
W BAE (EEAR) ( “Phaedrus” b, MRS Z L, TE2ALIE it
R, AU AR A RN, B SCERZE RN % S — A A A AR,
AENRFARIF S, A3LE, B, AWE. RS M Res,
WA, SSAWM” GEBRIE, 1988: 150), X—Edrikifths WAL T
X AR YE JIREEAL, T AT SCIME LR R SRS T REAE T Bah bR (F
PilEl, 1988: 163), Fdi MART A A5 REAA A R R & T — e PRI A%
SIERIRR . X —HBONRRLIN & iR 2] T 2B e, R TP
WARGEREFZED, MUSKT “HE" B EREZIEHT T H 515 A A%
PeRIIER, 78 (BREE) SB=BH T =2, M) ohiRER AR Y R A RS -

“BIF” (introduction). “IHH” (statement). “UFHH” (proof) Fl “45iE" (conclusion), “H
HORT SRR A LU S s A IERH SR A ] D (Aristotle, 1954 200), {HAtA 44
HUSIE 5458, 8 TR S AR T H b I 20 S EH . IRIA
S “5IE” BRTHEREDLN H b, IETHERRT AN F B AR fi DLE R
JireE AR L, B “51F7 W0 Tamiaur sRIVIFR, KA ESE N E

B “Bthos”iX — & HEHFHCHMAR $HiFL . “ARIFR “AKBE" “BHEAL A
ST CASRIFR” F, AXRA ARIFR B3R F AR LE LR B
RAFTR. By AW, vObiFL N ETMEATEINMALELKRR S, X—FLELRME
TAHERARETE A" “EE “EF, REKLEANEE,

@ # Crowley & Hawhee (2012: 223), “#&A A" 695 T A4S T AW #2617,
BT R VRS T AL B R ISR F P T,
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FITEEF TR, mEEBRED, WG, 455G 4R
M (WS008 EF=AFRE, S P AR ()5 KEds M EEERT; (3)
ORI T BT ARG (A BT IMMZ 25" (Aristotle, 1954: 217). TEMESK,

“EEET WE S NP AR SRR 0, BIEC T BT O F 5
A I IR LU B 0 OO T B -« b 52 A%, A2 AR [PRAR B RS IR . (KA
M, 2008: 63). AHLL TSRV BIEIPEER , WIRTE (iBfES) F—EE 5]
NN RO T Uik LT & AR, s HERRE T “5157 i 3
HH” O A ORI, IEFCHE X PN BR T E I F B T E ARG T 32 A%
RTEEB SR IFENS, mEss 5 st ik 1, H0 T v B A%
S AR iE A, M FCIFEAMC R AR B . [RIES 3 , 2 T] E50 Jy 1L) oR ipaf
HR e UK JE (Anaximenes), TEATE CHRZIEDT LR KA HUBEES: ) e & T 415
RS PU Sy, BE— “BIE7 Ml “S5IE7 g Aa A L 5 IR
A T Ve — 7 H A 7T ARG, e, TR T
SR IR IR R ATRE ] TIEREE s 4 AE B AR 52 AR IO F I
TR SR AT i) i A T 2 A i P4 21 1) 2 A (Anaximenes, 1957:
377-395). HHUMEETAL, FENAMEET, LUSRCR A A R RGR R LSS fEh &
B AEPERIERE R AR P REHC IR B, FENZRERC AN .

e o RS R AR JRSR G Zh FAE N B SIS T =S Atk
Homg BAREHEN A ZAE (RS HAE R JE & &5 ) (Rhetorica ad
Herennium). PEZEBH) (iHEREER ) (De Oratoria) L RAKE 1) (HERFR HE )
(Institutio Oratoria). fk&ZAME, WHA (P DHIEFETH ), Rtk 1 PZEE
AR EPEE RN SIS E S . BE R SRR gl
a7 O“UEHHT “IX437 (partition), “UERH” “EXJR” (refutation)fll “45iE”, BITEATHE
JECA VU SR ZE A B Atk 38400 7 BN B ERY). “ X4 (division), RI4RS0R
(stasis), PARBREON W BEERTVER) “HLIX” (refutation), 1Z%F5ish ) “IERGR
K” EEHIT “5IF7 W M CEEET FRsy; AR T C51F7
BT . “5IET WRRBSZAEIT, H=RERMEZAR ERET.
WSk . HIFES ®(attentive, receptive, and well-disposed). 1 “B1E" HIERIIER,
IR SZAR Y T BT BRZARET SBC , 2052 AR ) 1 it ) 3500t J7 B RAR FROet 3

Q) HARAEZEEECRKIEERDT X & (HFBEHEFE L) (008)Fag kit , AILE 79-98 W,
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FHRIER, &&ERE-RI “TWifEL” (subtle approach)mdE “EH#L 124" (direct
opening)f) 75 NE N H B EBL. BeAb, JRFIERGIRE A BB, &It
FVERT “5I57 Wb b7 FoRZAUFEK, SETIRETH S AE, @d®
PR ot 5 R S TORE 2 A2 , SRS 1] (4 H FR([Cicero], 1954:
11-23), 7E “UiHH” o, TR EMSVERITFERNYER S “51F7 #HaH
oL, BPERAT B BRIEOT 5% DA SR TSR, A PR S S s hiARs
FlZAMET, YEEHE D" SR Ir B yRig i BRI R . 7 5MA |
TSRS, P EAHERAME A 05 5IRZE . B ORIEE S ([Cicero], 1954:
25), “HEIE” EROWIFRILIT PR (amplification)Fl “MaeZ AR [E]15.0 (appeal
to pity) #VH S BT AE B & FhTF BESCBLE Rk . V" BRATR “HE”
(commonplace)[F N5 | 732 A NEL ; MLz REIE.OQ" RIS S FEuETBok
Bk Z AR ([Cicero], 1954: 145-153), KT WIEME R, % BEENAT
T RESZ AR S BTSSR R AR R A A T B R, AR I
B, AR R SR RIS . BIIIACE CAx T8, SEITA R
“BIF” By, EHESRHRE, IEBHIE S ([Cicero], 1954: 185-187), iXJ& T M ZM.
JZTH TR R

VESER GEHERER ) IR REs ), N HERE b %R .
i “BUR” (narrative)fRBR T “iEHH”, BT EARENEEME, 5 TWEIWTAR
BEE S, MRTERSE AMETE RS, FEPUH 5157 Ml “458" &
T UREER, W “A0R” SERH” Fl DR v B Kb sSe i34t T L
X Z AAEEREME T i E . AERRIER R AT THE 8 U R B,
FEW I 51T M BR” #r(Cicero, 1942: 433-451); {HAMME—HAFIXLLES
SRS VERIT T HARISER, YO B R R N DIUEE A
RN, B RETES R M OCEE WSE, WA T TRAECR
SHFPEOREBIETNANCI—ER) . RZITES IR P DB HEE R
RERERL T+ ZEHEZE (BARNEE ) h2/DEWNERIGER i) 515
M, ESENBSE R “5IE” i, MR, “5IFEE BN TIER
AN —Fh R FRA I00ARZS” (Quintilian, 1920: 9); T7ESE-L& ST bl
i) ) 7 2 Ay R AT Jey B AR R SSRGS, I R T ARz AR
TFRHRA A FHE NS VRSROT N2 07 7 DI “FRAi IRRRAE R R e, i
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WG Z AT THAF 32 7 (Quintilian, 1920: 169), XFPkt A 515 AE 5
HAOEGE PR CA I TSR EERORE AN &, TS T Ja i e 3
B RARB) RIS . I B S I =R R, AT AR X —
BB “BERATRT BIZSHEEINGEE, AR IEREGRKR” M IR TEgHE
1 A AR . B A SR

3 EEHEREY:. BBEEKNERS ARIFR

Ay PR A 20 2R SR S I BORAS TS IR EE A AR )
FEJ . P2 AR R AT A A P R A R RESE T B B A A MBS
R “FAUEIE" FEE =R T H S EEHR R IE . X208 13 HLh
BRI TAEF R AN, B 138, 518 (Z4) B—BOR; 2.5
#i(protheme) : 8] ZE PR T BINNZE SIS 3.8 (antetheme) : F+Z3FHARREATT IE
B EIE S 45080 B0 =0, FAUEE WIER S —N o SN
HG IRy B TRy R — M A /AN 6.7 AR — 5 S
AN, NG R A SRR ARIE SC” CADIEAR, 2008: 180-181), iX— “ZAIRF A
B G REEVEEOR B MR — BB RE B SRR SRS 4H i) )
gy, BT RIHH R ULAB RIS, IRl IL T A R R NS R S T R
REIR. 518 (F&) 0 B8 HEmhr TEERRNANBURME, dKiifedn
JRl) o DAUBCRIEIE R —or i, FRATTLZ LLC “HA%Y T BBk A%
OB AFEFR o X — XA A /A5 7240 PR B T A7 1 W AR 4 7843 A —
— TR hE) CHTHET LR BT TSR AREY RS BH R EAT IR
SKITHRE. THHET 14 A P E%RR(Robert of Basevorn) (il ZJEA) (Forma
Praedicandi) &AL AL T A3E R AT RGR R . FEAbSE A LR A =0 A
EAERE AR ORRIES 2 “BIRSEART. 3 W S 4 “BIET HYY
BIMIL T R TIE RO R AAHSGIRR s Mo T ARG IH , At H AT B 0 i =

© # Murphy(1971), “=+ =% “LAW I 2 mF L& 3A7%L 45313 S AR 6.
HR A NE TAEREN S EH S AEY B 9.4 EM 102 &3HZ 10k 55 p £
A 1L RIorZ M —F R RAFEZIMEITIGOREA BASKSZIRNAEIRE
BA 1494 154535 1608 % 17875 18.8vhiE B ah4F 19.3& 5 A ey B 20. 18] 45 3
20K S 2.5 BEGBAEE B(ET] X AE, 2008: 183), P41 £ 15 TAA

e S A
TR Ao
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WEAEAE, B S RO . FHERIAC , XS &80T LA 508 T i i &
AR (AREAR, 2008: 181),

WA, i EF PRI BEEARERR AR T HAE T2 ER. A
WEEIE GHE 11 2 2 KRB LR /R D % (Alberic of Monte Cassino) BT ifi a7
“INAIAE R (approved format) i€, — 3 FRUESS bR T LG T4 . “JHIE”
(salutation) ., “FRIUHEK” (securing of good-will), “A(ZE" (narration) , “UfiF "~ (petition)
Fl “451E” (conclusion), XTI, MIHMARE, FHA FAEFBSHsIE A
B RGE FR B NS E 5355 7 12 el ik AVEE R BEZLAREN] )
(Rationes Dictandi)X} 25 ~3557 0 R o 80T DLBE R A0 X PR YRR - “F30E”
A& LR pri S5 #E S A AHFRAY 7 ERIE A I R BGUE ™ s R
T “BEE. WEE . IEHESLAEEOHERR . BRAR. BENS" I
AT “FEHE T DOIR G BEIE” s i YR MW LLER R, Bol. B
i X5 RN SNSRI T (S XIS, 2008: 185-187), i, Z%451E
ARG TR IR, RAFE TR SIEE N AR - 1451 Y
WA BT RS . HIGIS R RTEAABEIA B R, AATEa A e A i 5

TR B I 58

B TSCEE A, DTG BRI TiE S s, AR AR
RS Z BRI 2 0 56, TS = S FE S - )8R (Thomas Wilson)
fERX I RENY . AR T BRI SHRB BT Z1E (BREEAR)
(The Arte of Rhetorique, #IMXT 1553 4F), M=%, H—HEHR TiERT
BLEMEREZE: “5IF7 “WHH” “$R1L” (proposition), “IX43” “UEHH” “HFR”
i “gETE”, RIE B S R R 7N it ah FE TR T 42 (Wilson,
1998: 36-38), TELFIRHRATmAIE ., M B ORI T a4 fg A i
AIHETNG, F& 7 AR X —REEsER K (IDEAE,2008: 210).
BpmE, “ERGFR” EBE 5157 M “GHE” HaEm, “AgJRR” e
TE “5IF” I BHEE, 515" MBI T2 R ERARAS, oIt
WA HMERMR G K IR 32 AR CAATESE & i s, WRRAE “H
#5157 (plain beginning) M) 7 XA TIER; WZARAOBMRS 521G
R B ARE B A, BT LR “BERiE” (insinuation) &) F#TdE 5 | 2 A EZ
[, TERE NARTE 5157 o E S, EREHISR LR, 51T &5
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Y

s

IAFZAIHROE A, T A B EE, R BR BB TSN,
RETRIFENG, 52 LIUERIE—(Wilson, 1998: 107-109). BUREXS “%%
W SRS ARG, BRI T SCBE R B BRSNS . EN BB PIFREE AR
v, “HEZET (summing up)ERIE F AN . MBS MR ME-, Db
SR LR Y PR (amplification) W2 H 15 1 & B 9852 AR RS BCE
SRR RN AR, RS, 2 GHIREERAE, SEMNRE. R, e, IR
TS By AIERIL(Wilson, 1998: 118-137). Ml B HEAEH, “HAMSZARE A HE
BRAATT, 3 Az ARGk e B tafi ], FFIEL R B & Bl B AGE ST
A — 2Bk @ T UL, SCEUE LB e AR S X7 2 A
SR &R, R TR T A S AR IR . SN RIS TR A T
8L SO

PR - BURRF (Richard Whately) IR - fi3€/RK(Hugh Blair)/& 18 2 19 42 )3
ST IEREF I AREE A . BRI &GRS SR 00 AR
—HAPAUN BT TRk, iy (IEFESE0) (Elements of Rhetoric)R H
5 “WREAART BEESAHIER SRR Bm, EEEAREZERIN
R fTEEHE. Btk T PERGRKRT X C5IFT MRS 4R T
KSR, HRFRIAATE “5157 WIMRSZAERS, AT LU 32000 5 # 15 K
N, TERSRTEOS BRI “Z5E” Hor et RISE B2 RO, 51k
AR SUE(Whately, 2010: 168-174), & 35 FEIE T “IHEGFR” TEICAEE R
R, BISZ AT B R & TR N TZ S0, i ik B 5 & s iR AR
FITERCRAS. thin, ieRE R, EEEIEARE, 512 AT R FS B
SRR RGIRAS ;. — B2 R 5 T Ean iy o O, R B IR 3
NEATH B (Whately, 2010: 191), MRT “At&UFK”, BRI S EE TRA
PERAR R Shisg, AP TR RN S8R, AoFH KRR 2z
s FHA AR AAE R Y, HACRE T2 457K (Whately, 2010: 179-180).

K - Aa3E/RTE (1B8E 5353 ) (Lectures on Rhetoric and Belles Lettres)i) 5 31
TG 32 TR IR S ZEFHT T IR, R P32 AR 5 SO
HERE S AR — AR AR A 51T K47 “Bk” ‘it
7 CUREET AOCGEIET. MIAE “BIET W RE T A IRRELZ B A 1 [

S

~y
Sk

A S,
%Hz

@ 3 AX B (EHEEHFE) (2008: 213), 3| AHEEME, B3 ALk,
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Wit K TSGR . ASRLEI IR 515" FREGEER SR EE N, H
2R = 2R S DU SRS ST TS ER SR RS JRoR B9 SEBL R SR L. BT — &R ELR S
BREE, XREEY— BRI SERTI, WAORS =AM I
i, W EE— R E BT FE, ENSER T EERRAE, FE.
MR FEHEESR, VIS SZ AR, i FE5 R/ AEE. F—RER 5l
57 LPPER 7T, AR A SRR R . XS iR
K AR EIFE Ut S8 TSN LR . YRS (the pathetic
part), #FZ, HCHURIE TR, AWK R BRI, MET
GVRRTEA R R TP BB . fEX 5y, VEETRE T L RLEF: A
W 2 R 1 5 R T L S A 5 e i o 2 s S5 AN TR
MR PR ST, AT AR ZER I TSRO NS, AZE R EFEIT AR R
BHE CHP; 55=F B N2 AR BT AR A5 RS FLE R SE BT 220E 5

SHEVUIREN B B2 T AR IR 3 SR TS R R A 2K 5 818 S,
WEGHER AR | EINAORERE; S /NGRS , A SIERY “HE”
FREE FUIMEEEE . ERENETEES . WAREHE BBk b
DIz FITSRGF SRR S2 K. IRl TR ETEH IR 4518 Bk 1s
Tt MIAh “Z5ET M ECHTRIETEIRIES S, EIE RSN T SR
NEMERS A, FHRRTREREGE 455 BB, SRR .

BB PRI | BN R RTER SR E R AR A 2R S S S S AR O BRI . Wi
JEGJFR I SE B (Blair, 2005: 344-367). ARk ML B S0 UF 1 T 15 S
B JEIN BARTRZ, X 5 A s i o B R SR

4 FERESU: BaEAEWBEBRE ARKIFK

VAT BY AR R DB TR — S B AR R A R T 7 B IR
It TRRFENA, MINERES-GUNIE B - S /K 2 (Chaim Perelman) )\ %))
Wi ARSI AR REHEET R 5T , S A BT R R 184 B} VIR (Edward
Corbett) 5 ZMAFF - 4 (Robert Connors) A = K IF=R A BEHE R #E 4 7 4035055
e, A URIFRIBEEEETME - 575 F(Sharon Crowley) 58454 - 2 ¥ (Debra
Hawhee) W it SRR S P AA% . RSO sR RIS I VR IR 5T

EE REALE CGHiBREs: - 1BI8HE) (55 Olbrechts-Tyteca 552 HHHYSE =F MW
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B, ZAR . FREAAEGSHERAA R, Hob, ERURRAAS RS
BEEHIAEZ AR . T /R S5 E X5 18 52 AX (universal audience) il
—2Z R (single audience), N MZAREIVERGAE, XHEBEAVR RN S8 £,
T E S HE AR R P2 SRR G Z GRS G, F&HWT
VIR A%, FIH B SRR 5, oAt o, EEiRs=
FehsZne 32 AR A R i i 4 ZeHE I P —— sk . #rsal. BHHERI. MR%
EREFE DL, WroR AR T 2 052 AR TH AR T2 s, BRI 59, MELL
TE “GEIET o THUERGA B BR; “EHHEFRIF" (Nestorian order) 552 H ik
PR E R b ) 55 0 SR R TR & 5528, MNE/RENH “&
HFERIBT" R ECH R T e da I A0 W E e e Sl 14 U7 ERR
T A2 AR R — 22 AR S ], E A SR IR ) R A o B Y R TR PR
fE o (HRXFFASTEWREE , 1K T2 AR B —32 AR BT SR B T s SR VT 40 He
57 AR L) SR BLERE Y 5 B — A2 AR AT 2N i AR B H I L) Sl HETE 2 (Perelman,
1971: 495-502).

G /RS SEAHEIRIT SGEAR, B VRS RNHE QG UBEEFE S5 )
—BIE =T =R AEFZEERATR . % BAR T DI oSS
7, MAE “BIET BUR” I RGBT S HE RS JRR B 5
B FHLEEA T T Rk . AR TAA “515F7 T sz 5 FFmis 2 AR, Al
B RHEEM . AU R S| Z TR T, BEAIIIERG WEE S AR
SKEFAR, fEENINK, T8 “51F" BRI RGN EEEA T G, 1t
Ab “NASURSR” ofd sk TR R B AT R R EREH, SREFS ISR
XTI, (HIGI AR H CLAYRE I A s s\ B R #E BT I G R, 7500
SERH . “BUR” #oy, ANEE T AVeR SERORN B E R, 1BHE
] 3 I A RS RIE IR R L S | S S ES SR, B
B FREOE . RERSEEL Rk BTG TEAS B OHE)FE AR
SHEMBHIES . 2T M7, ZBNCh, RAEEYRKR . A LB SR
SRABUEA Y A7 B 5 R R B S M 99t B8O s S R AR R ) B (532 20T
i, IS AR DA HERHE 2 2 RS R R ), XK, IR
BEATR G EERR R, R F H TR AT PR Rp “RERaReR” TEanT Dl iz i
SMSZAR; 0 AAERR” T8 BT B E S M AR S T 1 55
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T2}, ABAHE R XFP AR REBRET FEHNER, Bo 5 TiRIER SR
Vo TR RS, AR CRERGRRT LT R T T E R, AR
WFIE TSI BT 2 RN R 22 T2 AR RASRE, MR,
EZRYCIRZIS RS IRGFR TNl i, TR 7 U 52 4 452 SRR T8 1Y
R BT CABIRR”, ZHIAh G5B ARSI IR R DA RS B i
TG, “GETE” B M AE HU@RH I A& R B B Homdb, i AHER B A bt
Fé . AN T R 1, SRS AECT TS R EE B SRR o) %
T A RA TR, i 6T H SIS L6 H S (Corbett & Connors,
1999: 256-292),

ST PRI RTE OSBRI R ) — B AMUEE T I 208, v
FEL MR R SFEREF R ZBRER L, WA 7 ilATTE SR A R e Rk
Bl HARIEZBE 5157 X7 M SR WA R &R
HBhEI R . “5IF" W5, @2, i LSS TIES R TSR S T
Z SR LR X—— o B BraEEE A K (strengthen your ethos) ., Bl 55&C6 J7 1Y
1B&E A\A%(weaken ethos of those who oppose rhetor), B.H3Z#k(show respect for
audience) I ZFRBEC 78 8 . BRI J71E A (praise the issue or your position on it
while denigrating the positions taken by the opponents); H:HXF H EHEEE A& K I5E
H 2 AR B F R T NS EE T, BT AERTE “515F7 50 it
ZRERITRIEN CEIEM . A% X5, Wi HEREERA X" BphEetk
FRIE(E R BIC B ERO B TIERE, S ARE T A" H &8 MR
BN, AW IEVORIERO . BONIEE B2, VEEIIE “45E BRgEiTis
HHORAE R SRS YRR A28 1 W RGNS, Wi “BUR” (the topic of
authority) . #7~%R(the topic of effect) FlIFiizAFK(the topic inquires what would
happen)%; XUETHERULA BT F B TEREIRR . SRR I @ 5 1 B
P (Crowley & Hawhee, 2012: 222-243),

® HATAIA A BB B A 6 M BF R KT oA Bh 29335 6 2 B9 &6 T Afe s Wb it
kEHL, EAPITHE BOF R R A X6 R IER A IR R B A B AT, $h %
#lo

@ suob, FhEiE - LEMASIL (RATH L RGEHF) T x5 (553 ) £t
JRF B LA FREHAY, FTHTFROABTREZTZ—R “THOMAZTEIL” (speaker’s
personal opinion), & FA FENHLERE; MABFREFPHREEZAT T L “£&7 NEid
# BT % % 49 7 & (Kraus, 2011: 276-277).
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VAL BTaRET, RIS PRRIER S U Tty A G i B R o
I “5IFT BUR” G5BT HaAh, BRURIBTREMAE L e
MUKy TR ZARTELE, SRS MERRTE R TR, HEfE
TR RAFAE R s BT A B AN . HSE, — 2Bk e Etiehs TR e
G N EIRHLIE LU AR RIS LI JE R AT TH8Y, & T “HERAR" i
TS A JRREE

AL “HREIOR” 5 ARRT AU AT IE R SRR
HISHA R . BAVLKBUNTE S RE R 2B R ETEMRTHE P I A BRI
RICRGERAOANE, TS ER00E, MICVEERRIR . i 32205 S AR
FAEP BRI GRS, BAVEIL “RERIOR” M AR 78 “PERAT
J7 AU LR R E5E, MEEMEIRGEHF TR, HEHTEE
B BRAAE e, HRR” FEMT 5157 M 455" W5y, FiSeF
WTERGRANEREZ s T “MFOR” EZHT “51F7 M 3R #5r. ditt
BT LABUA, BEAE A TRE RS A1) R 1 T SR A S L R AR O SR BE I
S UL T, PERRRT 5 AETRR” JFRZ A, B RS
FEERTIRE, Dbiseax, SSBR, e “5157 M BuR” s, il
SR EBEWETEAME IR . RIESGER) LIRSS i BE vt R
HIEFIRER. HeAh, RS A PR TRRIEIER o2 AT 3L, BEEEnT X
ZUERE, ArETERN LAEN, EERERSEFRETNA. UEREsinE
A EE, RMAFERTERZER, AR TR S SRS e —
ERZES:, WATE S BE PN TPIRURREE B, AARER
EPRANASPERMARLI Y, (HARZ PR e E Nk TEWR, $ 0 ml 3%
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Abstract: This paper discusses the relationship between the concepts of “construction” and “sign”.
Sharing the same essence, they are the unity of form and meaning. A construction is a sign or a string
of signs. Different constructions result from symbolic movement and solidification of strings of
continuous, discontinuous or upper symbols. The concept of construction, a supplement to linguistic
semiotics, expands the latter’s scope and composition, and enhances its explanatory power. The
relationship between the arbitrariness and the motivation of language signs can be convincingly
accounted for by construction theory.

Keywords: sign; symbolization; construction; cognition

“Pathos” and “ethos” in “arrangement” (p.266)

WANG Xinyue XIA Shuang YUAN Ying (Foreign Languages College, Soochow University, Suzhou
215006, P. R. China)

Abstract: “Arrangement”, “invention”, “style”, “memory”, and “delivery” constitute the five canons
of Western rhetoric. However, previous studies on “arrangement” are mainly confined to its
application in discourse analysis; a systematic survey of its theoretical development in relation with
other categories is unduly neglected. Upon surveying the representative works from ancient Greece
downwards, this paper examines the development of “arrangement” from the perspective of “pathos”
and “ethos”. The findings demonstrate that the two appeals, sometimes intertwined with each other,
play a role throughout the passage, but their emphasis is rather different in position and function.
“Emotional appeal” is more expected in the “Introduction” and “Conclusion” to excite the supportive
emotions from the audience, while “ethical appeal” takes more effect on the “Introduction” and
“Narration” to help the rhetor establish authority and morality. Besides, in employing pathos and
ethos, right timing and proper measure should be well managed. This inquiry contributes to an
in-depth understanding of “arrangement”, to a stronger awareness of pathos and ethos in discourse
arrangement, and to the innovative cross-category research.

Keywords: arrangement; pathos; ethos; audience; kairos

The discursive construction of Chinese enterprises’ institutional identity under the background
of overseas market (p.278)

LI'Yi XU Xueping (School of Foreign Studies, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631,
P. R. China)

Abstract: Based on Van De Mieroop’s (2005) analysis framework, this paper studied the official
company profiles of Chinese enterprises, and discussed how enterprises constructed their institutional
identities and the reasons for constructing different institutional identities under the background of
overseas markets. Results show that Chinese enterprises mainly construct intra-group/out-group
identity, self-confident identity and advancer identity by realizing three discursive construction
strategies of institutional identification, company presentation and the suggestion of excellence
through various means. Some Chinese enterprises may also construct multiple institutional identities
in one utterance. There are differences in the focus of specific identities among enterprises due to
commercial purpose and social-cultural factors. The results offer a new perspective for institutional
identity research.

Keywords: institutional identity; discursive construction; Chinese enterprise; company profile
Nabokov’s “chess” poetics in Invitation to a Beheading (p.290)

SUN Ying (School of Foreign Studies, Northwestern Polytechnical University, Xi’an 710129, P. R.
China)

Abstract: According to Nabokov, literature is an art that takes reality as material to achieve artistry,



