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e HRRLAE - D a0 S AL G 1) 5 4% 10 B 22 M g <
TERTE Ll 3 SCHRRERR Z N B RE 2= Ik i A
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) G 2R 1) )( Quarterly Journal of Speech)
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METEAL G, 20 2 50 4EAX, th TH1 8
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e SR " EAA R R — Bk, Kok 2 S
) KA W TR 2R 33X — Al A S
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ARFIETE S0 7 T8 P 0VE AR 28, s — A )
TAEGAGRETE S S BRIE X SRS ——E
1G4

AP EEABTEAL FE —Fh AR B TR &
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AR XA AGAE T A% 1 BN 10 R SCAS 22 T A 1
Fe2z Ll s TR 2 B TER T o A N b, BT AR
e RGAR B AL R L LA 52 B Y
i), A - C. 2 78 %8 i3 ( James C. McCros—
key) F 1968 4F i i 1 {I&H 14 4% 2% 248 )( Intro—
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2" BT — AR S DL 5. Z i AR
BTG X — GBS, R 2 5 B i Bk
T KRR S 83 52 Z AR A R Y
LR S RSN SR T A o 3 D 2 R v s
TR — R 7730 MREAE #5532 Z 1A i 16 1
ROTRRR , 22 58 B 0 NG REAT M IX o3 Ry
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1R o TCEALREIUE B2 A4 TS AR Z 8] Y TR
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FRE ) PR AT 28 B G4 S B A A SR T —
METFALRERLRL( I 1) o HART & BT AL 7R
SR BALE = ANERAY, BT %4 ( prior to commu-—
nication) f&& — £ 4% 11 £ ( rhetorical — communi-
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) O TE SZ AN 2 AT O T AR D
M R EERF S ARG o A AART T A —
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T GRAG IS R LT BT ) ( IR Gl B 5
ETETE D) Tt 04 K 28 L BT i (B
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S SRR 38 SR G T 2 B I N B 4
(I8 2 VR, A2 i A 0 T S 32 5 A BEE ) R
ALRRAG TR I S AR ST 6 T 1 22 Rh 40 35K, JHE 54k 3
BB REAAE A — R A, BRI A5 3G 24 T g
Je 1 1) R sl K HCmT R 8 A = ]

F—PFE ARG G RS — Sl ARG G
FIIATRE AR IR 2, , AT AR AL ARAE R E 4 1 2 R I
TR TR RPAE T 2 A0 AR B P 48 ) R B S8 2% i 422
X — () R KRR ST B EREALA 7 ( rhetori-
cal perspectives) M NTRRIIAH . — P 2ERHER
REAS A Ho M 22 R 1 BRSO, B BOR T R
JEAS AT LAHE B 5 2 B AR A PR . AR L BT Y
MEREOA T, W] LAV 2 P4 B 0 DA B A — J2
AR % 475 )0, 44 DL B T 2 1) IR 2
P, 45 H—Fok A B REA R RR R 2L
IEREAVE A IA U T 2 ul vk, 5 & B L4
WA A R 1) R, sl R BRIIR L T LUk o AL R L2
T FEAG T 75 L A A5 4 2 1 R A5 4
U ALABABTEF TR A AR R (] AR SR AL 5 18
B REA IR A —FlA R AL A, 5 7 A — Fh 3%
FEFEAPIE LR F AR R

= ERAASEENRNERD

BRI & A — DB R IR G, A2 75 15
TEAF o] 1) 2 Ak TE T A e 5 07 A L R
TS, HH R R AR AL S A B o i 5 S il
G R ASR G R, HE 2 B
TR RS —Fh 4B i L “HESR™ I B
XIS, AT B R — DA T HAD
FARMEGRI LRI T
PR L BB 2 i -E R AR SR,
SUTE AL E A il S BB IE R A R o . H
RIS, 0 T A B R AR T Hofh 22 R AL 5
AP RN S, vE TR A% A [ 2 B2 4 7 1B 2
AT GG A R 55— AL R i A I
M5 R REE RN HRESE T AL R Ay —Fh
SEIER LB AR ( practical art of discourse) B,
AR, AL REBIFTE A b 2 R G5 1 (R) R, 75
FHRAERYIETHZ HOMOCE, Bs i = A&
SESORLT S B SR PERE T, 38 21— A3h e H 19 o
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O BB I FARTIREIN & B35 5 75 01 N B
ENE B P B4 & fEHL( social exigency) o MK IR 57
Bl - F. W1/ ( Lloyd F. Bitzer) B8 FE 5 21
W AETRE L 7 B A5 [l 7 A s TR 25 Bl A
P — B O P, A A BT 0 ) A
T, A e B K AL 2 TSI RE A&
So B = AL RR AR IR T AL R R S
PR b ST 7E — 28 Al 1 JC 3 15 A 8 ( metadiscur—
sive vocabulary) 2Z 1o 3@ f5 A& 4 HAR 45 0 2R
(‘art) (7 ( method) % #%# ( communicator) | 5
W% ( strategy) . i% 45 ( logic) . 1% /& ( emotion) 45,
e ABTES A T A5 4527 B R A AR 15 2 i 4%
XEETTE A ME S A S — TR TR M 4% SR,
WABRE I R A TE S & , IR THEAT 5 AU 58
AL A IO T A RN A8 T 2 W o — T il Oy
AR T 2B BT 22, RIS B — € m 8 &
HEVF D7 BB T S TR, 45 75 A% 1 5 B P AR A
(IR “HeRR” M) i——iX — “Hae” & AT LA B
BEREINET ARG A o 55 T, SRAL 7 10387 2% 0] R T
T AETE A R 5 LA H A% 0 7
METHE REOIHEINSS TBATFEARRT WA
JFEFEAR" S AR TH . 5 2, BRI R
TR Z R 2R, ¥ TR E M Em” S
WL TE A R B TN AL E X
R TR " A ) T AL R T Y A
B IR T[] T A 2 A A BT A TR R
i

MIRATTEALRE R EFEAL A, SEBR bl
SEAERT R A — s AL FE 2 A B T 3
o AXMERIL, BAETEFAE R —Fh =B A 2E A
ARG AR FRINE B TE 27 1 2 A B 1 B T
PRREYEFE SRR “SE BRI ™, MHEBO) TR L
R R ) R, ) B AL R W 2, AL R 2
(R ) R, IR ) — b oA 1) TR Ge 2 3 3 S
AR IREFEIE 2, BB RE e X N T RO
AT b 483 75 A8 TR A 7E 27 BRI A 2 T8 1% ) g A
B, AT LLIAEE AL H% ( environmental commu-
nication) 33X — 27 B4 ST A 1], B T 2 LA 11
I AT AR e T P45 A% 46 1 R AR AL S e
W BA%E « % 5ol ( Robert Cox) f5 i, ¥R
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FEREIF I AL B P AR 2 AR 2 — S 32 X,
TR G, BB R, B R A
T A A% 1 X D TR 5 f AL ) R, J 2 i 0
(TS TR BE IR IR LB A A 755 T A
FAGTERL D 75 22 L S 32 s 1 e —
Foft “fL 3% BB, T 46 o 2 9 3K X 7 A s — Fif
PREEAEREIL” , — 3 S bs LR T T AL 37 AR TR
(125 R By RIS S5 D FR B A5 3R A T 20 i
20, 60 ARAX, A A 9T 3 B B A S 32 T
JE T, A B ST A A i e R AR A (1 5 R
4%, T YH N ARG A5 251, 5 R BUR B BR BT TR
5L HD T 7 R SRR 5 R Y R
S AAEHLEIREE RS, JE R A5 s L AR IR
AT AR L, 20 40 80 AR, R BEAL G 1)
ERELARAT T, FR T8 T 92 3 GEaY
ME— S AL, R AGRE A T — B i
TR —— RN ER A AR LT
WFFE 40U, A ST EEUUBUY R 1TE " 2k BE P K
S E (1Y 2 75 2P (W o (e d S iy 2 1 B
T A G FAR M 21 - OR/RITHE
( Tema Milstein) 7£ (% # 5 #1it & B} 215 ) o i
& LR R PSSR IR AL 3R 2 1 2 ) 18
TG B 1 s T AL G AR B — > 2 L TR
FERET I E IR AL IR B LA IATE T IE X —
2L FRL R 2, I R B B T —FhOR A T2
F LR EARL G T2, R U E X
T G 1 & AR B B (A5 49 ) Rt , 1)
WA HEFE T S8R M5 BAL 3% i 1A, D 2 45
TFPRSEEARAP S B A AL 3B AL R 5 50 s 1) F5E, R 418
R s B 6 1) T PRI T 2 A A
G2 5 AP ), A A PR ) AT S — A
WU T AR DATE T T 4 BE A ) R
SCRGE ), H H e i TREE” [ R AR
— AR 2 530k A B, 7RSS FE S R
TG RRIR R R BB 0 5 B 2 A
2 SCARHRBA 5 S, T HAE A — Bl A pe e i 1308
BB HES S T MIAER PSR ity @

P LG AT DL, A% 436 16 T 27 T ik 3] A0 48 T = L )
RIS T ARE RE A AR 1 M Py B
W Wl IR AR B R A AR R L A HL S

FEXT MR SR ARG i i —Fh
INHIE A SRS B B3NS iRTT”, BP
TR R TERL A8 I A AT A B S A
IR 787 AR ) . PRI, AR R B e~ 1 )
AR IR R A AR FE 2 A B, T2 I A 1% 4727
ST AT o i A AR I SRR IR 2 Y e
VAN = R E S| 0 A A 4 DIV SR £
(B, T 48 o 2 1 BE 5 0 12 D) 2o ] — o s A0

HEZL” At 1 o X — [R) Y — a2 B AL A
IXAFAFFRATT AT LK AL R ) 8 T 2% 0 R
Sefi v, AL AL 49 1) 1) A8 T 2 T 1 N TR L BILAR S
5 Z AR IR AR . XA o B T
KT AL 2 00 R A — ) R, o — A
PR R R A , W PRMERE 2, 14 #
IAAEETE T A ARG T R A = ] sePE 5
LS X A T R T IR TR 2 S T o

TeT IAB T2 IR R0, LR AL 1 27

AR PR AR, B Ay 2 i A% 1 A8 T 2 F 9 ) S
o 2R AR I 7E (e TR 1M
TSR I R RATH ® AW EAZH
W AERAL R A —T 1Rk 2T LIk Y
FG o TERE AR FRH N ST SR IR 28 1)
By A BE AN 2 B BB T2 a5, A 23R
SRR =T 20 20 LA A ) B Ui
SR AT A K AR s FL B B AL A3 R b
55,7 OFF e %+ P62 75 ( Peter Simonson) %5 A&
Y1) L3 1 F- W )( The Handbook of Communica—
tion History) —A5rf B REAAE 548 14k B2
ferm O ELART 7 T PR 1 38 R A S A
1RREAT R, DR A ) T SR F i BU AT I R
HE S5 NP 8 S e i iy 8 R AB T2, — 5 THT AR
T NBRAL RN 5T 10 B B TE 1, O3 — 7 TR IR
ZIHUSZ M T I R B RORAEREFIE . 2009 4F, 22K
Ly AR T A g 1) ARG He AR 2 5 )il 1
KH BT DNERU 200 4243, L4 T
300 DHERIR T 4%, 22 AR 7 2# F 5T R AR G ES

RATR” o A T /A 300 AN EE S R A 2 R Y
SFRRGE R MIOC R , 2R R 2 AR ek R 43 oy 17
], ot “BEBUR 7 ( rhetorical orienta—
tions) YIIRIA Z5 LA 19 A, BB T RE 3 1 3iE
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( thetorical agency theory) .18 ¥ i ( argumenta—
tion theories) | £ #L{& % F 38 ( classical rhetorical
theory) It FI & & 2% ( critical rhetoric) X% JEI 3= X
FIXK ) F % 2 ( dramatism and dramatistic pentad) .
FAIPEIE ( genre theory) | [f] B % ( hermeneutics) |
1A R H15( identification theory) B RIE BT (i-
deological rhetoric) 3 iE & #E( invitational rheto—
ric) . [GUMT FE3S ( metaphor theory) | #1355 1 iiE 4It
¥I( myth and mythic criticism) | # Z 5 #0 ZF 2#
( narrative and narratology) ZH 2R 4% il #H15 ( organi-
zational control theory) | B & 1% #%& 318 ( political
communication theories) | 5% 2 f£ 3% 3 15 ( religious
communication theories) . & & # J& 14 ( rhetorical
sensitivity) \ £F 5 2 4 H i ( symbolic convergence
theory) FIALEAE3EEEIE( visual communication the—
ories) 2
bR b, FIRER I ARG R AR ELE  TM
FERIL N — R ) 48 M (I8 T BG4 L
T HAR BT 4E R AL R R, R A T
TERER " X — SRR A By PRSI BE Y 4¢
B FR . BN, 2 BT iU R i) — R 5
MR EFIEL Y A7 B T FATMETE 28 ( rhetori-
cal practice) BRI A AR IA AL FE S B AN FE; LK)
IEREFAHETERDE 5 I AN B8 JE 05 , LU4E 75 AL
IR ERE R ER, i3 e 1T A L PE
IEREIL A BTN R IR B G 1Y 1 A R
RORVAINEI LN 1 25 25 PN k) T
WP RY B AL A P I T AL R B
SR R ST SRR, O TR
IR “HE XU R AR B, DT A
T AR LS AN R AT RS S B O TE 1Y
YR F B “BEEALET ( rhetorical vision) %5 [A]
R, B8 I R A A 1 b AR A R R A ) R
WS I UEEIR R “UiRMEIRIE” ( persuasive ar—
gumentation) X —{&HE ] BUHE [a] (445 S5 a , o 0 I
T AR SO FUE B ORI Y LA 5787 (048 T L
F15 MR 32 SCHIS R BG4 S B AR TE — DA e
(4 B3 AR SR A XA FRATT AT LAY
BB T LA BRAR AT O 0O 1 e B HE R
JZRERESHL-- -
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T ISR R A% 7 [R) R, — R H % 18
FERLIS AR I, B O & T AERE B T2 i 21
WL X, FRA AT LA HEAS T RS S 1]
1R BB B TERL AR 5 AR RE 24T 127 R A8
R0 WGP T IS 2 R - K. 4% 7 ( Sonja
K. Foss) 13 « L. 4% H 75 ( Cindy L. Griffin) F
1995 4R By —FhR A HEE FERLIE , H 37 &
N Y U GEAG T 7 i A TR W R T X0 R AR
b XA B ARy AL i L7 ( patriarchal
bias) , 1 N 2 PE £ SCF AR S 9% | £
( self — determination) . [& 7 4 {&( immanent value)
SRR EAC TR A R b SR, DU S B T X 4
() FE A MG T Ao A 1 X i, i i — o B T
R R TR X 375 (A I T B IR 4 i 1
BEREFETTININE T A 2G4 TRl R, SN e] 1 o 1% 7k
RN TER? SEbr b, #iF B " 0
H B2 B G TEA K I LOR IR WL & 4%
WAL GBI 2 L& B RO TR B REH 1 &
SRR DA —FP 53519 77 X Tthn ™ 45 32 Ak, LA
A 3Z AR AT AR 2R, 52000 52 AR IR IR, 02
SR o IBF - Ky - &R HF( Sally
Miller Gearhart) XHMERERY “F " AR & B T AN
FE I — VI IR sUER R BB 25 T 32 AR L 1
(R EE I “AEART LA AR Ry B A B9 AT A BT
S —Fh 81T R act of violence) ", P LA T
SR EDZ ST “BRER) 4L ( womanization of
rhetoric) S5 4% B RE K MERY) 5 24 10 Wro 10748 07
s IR Z r AR SEOE TS R X — A 1
PE IR 1 Inl 0735 7K e R 1Y Jo e A R, 22 1A
TR 4EFE b0 R AETE I R, T T T
PUIE 1] A R R SSAEM (. 52, ML R 1T 40T
% AL E 528 Z AL, JUHOR
76 15 3 R X B A L ) TS 2837 1 s o f
FEA—FRI BRI EHE 57 8 ", sz
il BRI AR AR RALHE IR RIE L fE 5
AR AL U, W T A% RE AT 58— 5 1 (8 %1 2
ASCA ] B, SR 40 1AL R RIFE B B 1)L, 20
FIEAL A v AT T4 22 1] 14 ¥4 308 ) AT, 0 35
A T A 265 TR 58 R 7 i) AT, D (e B £ 4%
PR AR 3t S A A 7 R, ® SR A
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1 5 5 5 S0 A B R () S, O 0 S B4 T i 1
35 0 R AT ( civility) [, O 52 UL #G PR
[ 5 A BE A =2 i) 00 375 8 k5 0 1 AT, 9 5 5
N T B T P ) R - AR A
XTGBT 2 BT A 3 SOFR s T R
TE T N B SR — R 247, AL R A A
PR BRI 1 — AN T2 4 O E A B R Ak
FB AR AN A 7y "

M E RS F R BB R A R EE

ARy L A ARG T 2 Y T s 7. — o
BN 2y 1) 77 2AE 2 MR 1AL R PR B R
KSRV BEREA ™ T AR 1) DL R 4R Ak iy
BT N OIS F i A2 i B 1l - R R
( Harold Lasswell) 28 HiLff) “SW #5257 04 =) ) T
— N AL R, BRI RS NS
WHIE AT L B R 58 TN 52 AR 5T, (H3X — 43
BTREZR 75 RMRORAS B AE U™ 23 1, LA 00 [
RO . BT AR N — T 51 E = E U
KR, TR O B 1 9 H 2R 4 -
THE] “FiHAT A" (speech act) Ml G SEE” ((dis—
cursive practice) JZ [, K b, 757 RETE 18 5 A ML 1%
SER BREAL” R BRI, TR RE TR A
HERK VISR FATADE BOLEe 1m & 41
HHFRY 2 HEA 1 £ ( Roman Jakobson) , 24
M 5 AU L SR AT RB I PR

ZJ L CER A A AR B S AR S A
fbr i = A AL & T F & R T, —
5 T, AR AT AR B 1 T b % R TR &5 R A R HE
W MR RS LR ME S LRI ABRE
PR oI L2 5%, e & BT 8 T )RR 22 1) SR
YA JT——2 G R RN TR e, R G KR
XF 107 T gy R o % 5 — 5 TG L A A AR
T H SR, QR — R A TSRS
(TR SR A, YR A TR A BNE
WER 153 1 “DIfg” ( function) [a) AL 45 LA™
L0 H A E R SRR PR R
TR FE T X 5 7S B I R 7S T fig sy
T FHEART A1 2R L 2 A% 48 2ok 72 1)1 22 R0 e Ak
IR AR, M A 14 4 2ok 72 5 08 2 i A 4

BUE T CHHE TR FERER A AR 0 i
PRREALSE IS A FEAR BUE ZR: K343 (addresser) |
12572 (addressee) 1515 ( context) {515 ( code) .
5 5.( message) FZfih( contact) o 24 16 i 72 0
F RN BT BRI, T S AR R
AR Y ) e —— 1w B 2 38 & s A sh D RE
fivi B 452 5 Jie s 2 sh D R i B 15 BE /R 48 PR 2D
RE , fiv AR SR s TC i 5 D AR i A5 SRR e
THE , M T £ fih e 7R 22 PRI RE . 5 4 i 45 2K Y
SW R ML, AERT A AR R E TTIRA = — 2
WS B TR (R EE T, fE S 2R T
BRI R TR 0 Thae” 4k K
R T A ) R R B o e
R E ARG, IdE AR AL JCIE 5 R4,
SElIR T LB 20 A SR () . AN, R
AR A AR B AR SRR 2 LU & o h O i 20
BT 2R GE, I HR BB 1R A5 4% S BR AN AL 8 ROR 19 4 2
PEHERA SR ABFRATHCAR AT LLTE A 1 1 5 A2 0
R I — A Bl A AL i R B A FR 45

BT A SCHRFTRE R A AR 1 5 85, TE 1B
TS PRSI T R IHE R 22 ), 22 R il =
U A SR, F AL R A T 22 1 ) U o R A A7
ARG FNE R —REH B 5B A A
RIS, 23 B R B e 1 & 7S R IIRE, RV
SIE( s EiEe) FEFRIE( TeFRTIaE) B R
PEDIRE) PRI 1L TIRE) R REE( JTiE 2
fig) MR EShhe) O B IEE RS RE
2/ DIRESEME T — Fh B AR AL R 2 i BT HESR . A
SO RAE R B SR T, DLE F RIS R
AE——" 3l 2l BE ( emotive) | 4 FK IJ fiE ( referen—
tial) \FFPEIIBE( poetic) fE#& DI HE ( phatic) JCIE
= IIHE ( metalingual) 1 & 3/ I 8 ( conative) 1E A
AFFERTGE, 8 AL R 2% B 7S KAZ L (B, Jf4 L
TAETEA I B A o DA% 28, LA TR i A% &
ETEF Y 7S K Ja) e s —— (& T S AL R ( rhetori-
cal motive) | 1& ¢ {F 5% [01) B3 ( rhetorical situation) .
& 3 2 [0] 5 ( rhetorical aesthetics) & &EE 5 [A)
i ( rhetorical communication) & &¢ 1 125 0] 8 ( rhe—
torical grammar) A& &4 B [0) 85 ( thetorical criti—
cism) (W 1) o TR, A R XS KA
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U, G RR B T 2 A FE B AZ O ) S B 5
A
R 1 ARBEFFR B

1515 ( Context)

FEMRIE——E RS 5

37 Message)

T —— 1R
------------------------- P ( Addressee)

B Contact) o

BRI REAL AR

FFiH( Code)

R

(—) tEshtE S REsh Pl

S ia] A R RSB RE 2R AT LA
3 AN [ (15 28 RS T 56 B 1 2 1 2 5 Al ) T
RTINS  DAE I AR AT 0 (TR 41, 205 85 0 Do 1
SR A 7 AR 5 40K, i — 4503 ) 1% % 2 B
WHRAE THOCAMIE TEMBFIE AR R S5 2
B, AR iR B R R Rt 4. R4,
S B RE LT, ANAIA R R R 3 )7 AL 12
PR ) e 326 35 E 5T, F2 BRI A A5 1 i I 4
A B R BB T A0 25 1 A W) 1) 2R A
T2, IR T Ak E WESE LURT R BE AL A o
fu] BRAFE 3% R R Il R BT 0 M R 1
FESHHLIBEIF I LA AR o XF i, B e 22 AR A
Yt Jedr - A v ( Kenneth Burke) 78 H ) MLt %
P T RGRIE AN, ShHLE R TR
IR E—F73N( act) F781#H (agent) . F-B&( a-
gency) 5% ( scene) Fll H 1 ( purpose) 117 P B X
B0 AL, B AR [ A 2 2% ey 5 i
i 3 AN [F] B TE S L ——TE R X 7, R
[F] (4 2 3 0P A, 8 R A AN [m] 9 TR R OG &%, fl e 4
VAR (5] 64 B B ML B 0 7E “FT8h - A5 s
KERGH AT8hE TAT3h , X2 —Fh i A iy
TRPEEABRE AL “TTahd - 173" KRS, 17
SIE WP E 1T AT sl Y7 20, XA R T e B
'ﬂ%ﬁ?}é ......

AL UL ZEAR v B AR 2 A A A A v BT 3
BILLL B 7 P [ REAS P2 12 6 5 2 vh i 45 S 45
() A, T P DA 3 3 AR ) T 2% 2 ] (%) 7 7R T
KL F NN LR SR 5 B A8 T [ B, 35 2 1
FERL A IR T AL B 2T 9T 1 2 ARG —— AR AR

K 3% ( Addresser)
THEE——1E TSI

(LT3a 8PS
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WHI RIS ST &k B R R B RE AT
AR PR A 2 B 0T LA AG A N 19 & 3% 5 3l
ML, AT DA R — A SR 45 81 k16 2 W 1E
Sible IEZF BT A B A AL 175 2 & ) &
R T A% 5 2 PRI A0 30T A B 2 B R 4
B, BB A R — A 0] LU BB EE 22 i LA )
BERESHLIALET. A [m] T 57 15 T = 46 A1k ) i S AE
I AEFESHHLIR) A AR G A TE 228 HE 2RI R
AN AR AN, - £ ( Aristotle) 7EAEEY
IR B VR I8 A L 18 2 225 AR #3251
AR IMETERIRL T o 3 BRI B - Z2 8 (%) U0 55
Ve U AN LA R At 1) 38 8 BE E BH 18
JL N IR, 38 0621 5 7 At EL A R O T 1 A
CE R DT b T O ) e ] SR A
fedEsr o ( S - #0)) NN RA R ER
SEHEAR( B bR R E ARG A B A T o E
B NJ1E . 47, o E SR 2R S b 22 i DA
ORI S BEER 2 RO AT A B
T B T AR . S, AR
AL o M6 T AL 15 1) R, 3 8 B SC A 7 S b i
KL F R, 3 A 2R IATA R A 5]
Y RS B E I BGR B R, TR B HEA
KT B Ty s 1 75 DA SR S PR B TRE T

( =) FEFE SR SR

TEHER A1 AR B L, 15 5% ( context) 58 I (1) J& 15
F MR FRYE ( referential) TJfig. 18 F Z B LAfg %
N — PR PREEHE L S A A TR TR R 4R B A 7 X
B SER . TEBE AR S A — @ R R D EE, UL
SRR BT | S A i R = Tk Rl iR A
BHE R S R0 Z UK IR, A HB AR T B T AN
7] 43 XL ZR G B A AAF A B B X, n B S
WL RO SRR, A1 B R T HE AR
ER T AT S IR N A S I B R A S R
fr] 5, B

FRAR 1S 0] B9 AU — A SEAA, 17 HoAl
TP AR P 3 SR L, X N 4 6 T ) R A e
TS 5o FEAGHE SRR b, 8 FR ) 2 i X 7 A 48
FErE s 0] LANGE CTJRE R R DhRE R = RE =14~
MMM o B — ATMERETT S AR A e £
AR WA K BB HR M S TR i S, s
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T AT G2, 2 Horb 538 WP 45 K 715 LU S O
RAEVEFIE A5 B E LR 2 S8 T o 16
XA T — & BIA NG 5, iR A
SUHY SCHE BT R T4 TR R 15 5 1 B T AR 75
23T TCH 5 R 2R 2 A T %) IR SRR A DA B oA
filte 55— ABREATS AW T & F I8 45 (indica—
tor) ,EEN AT HE 53 555 LR Ik
Fo PASMUMCE TR AT Z MM RE R R, IE
SR R I A ST X — R o AR Tk ok
——F R M “H 5" & AR LR Y.
WD ATATT SCA ARSI AFAERY , HAD IR I A —
SE BIPERESCA( co —text) | IX KRG TR FRIF) LS o
PRI B CRGE PR E . T HICCRI
YERL AP B CSEPR LR "™ ok,
WFATAT U S 3 B LRGP AT 5 5755 Z 18]
(455 75 X articulation) FATIRAT S I8 FRIR)Z 1
BERENG SRR SEBs b TR RS, £ 5 AU
LA W R 5 B ) O3 thE B A BT O
FE R R g Al A R T A48 AR IE R .
5= BT BB R — R AT 55, — R 2R
%, O g R T BT R T
S8 AT AL AT 55 T A P Y, T PR B G i I R A
T B AL 2 3 01 4 Y 2 HE 48 B ( public
rhetoric) LIME RN . 25 b o] WL, & &E 1% 5t A&,
O 28 th 1 AEA A AR A SR 4E 5 SOV R T
B BB O IR A HT T ST

( =) A SRS )

HE BN T8 PR 2 1 B 2 e, b A 4l e Uy
“FEME” (poetic) TRE, Bl £ Tjfig. CAFRAEH
AT R AR XU S5 ) R, A BT B AR B
— R . AR T 2R R U 365
AT 56~ ik AT b X A S IR A s e et 5 A
SRS E AT 5 ThaE . gl A"
SO BIDUETE ST h g "SR AT EAREL
KBTS E I WK, B RER L2 T RE)
AT BRAETE X 3 2 10, 1 5 A ) R A5
W5 H T RE Z 18] Y 3% 422 245 0 5 58 3 07 .
i (70 2 == 97 R 5 /Wi = N M I VAP = 332
TREII . #e7 Z ABTE SR 1 2R SR 4l
FE T 5 ) B2, TR BN AF 5 T8 X4 T iy iR i

AL BER S 2 PR RIEET 2R
FE AR 7 45 26 22 S22 T 4 2 — B R IR Z 1Y
= ARIEEE

BRSBTS e — D SR S DI RE 3 D) OCHR Y
R, AR FATME T LT S DI Re4E L DDA fE R A%
1% o B RE 56 2= I N TR S B AR R AL 7R
(M. A. K. Halliday) 7£ R G RETE & P2 th T
155 B = KICTHE( meta — function) , R &0
i ( ideational meta — function) . A R JC 3 HE ( inter—
personal meta — function) 1% &5 JG 3 fE ( textual
meta — function) , W4 13 H fETE & F L n] DAAE X
ARSI S TEME ST RE R 1, B FE e
FERITE R E R BB YR T 9w —E 13
R fer B AR B R R 2R
AT s B B SRR T
= Ie T . AT BT 2 AU T Al Y
Fe2F UG , G Ba R — a2 B TE TE A S, HLAR BT
itie 2RI AR T T B2 ORGSR
KIS IR A T o 2B =, TEC PRI e 2
T, AT 6 22400 (R A% O [R) U2 A5 K an el 81 152 —
A TEIRAE TR 5t AL 5 F 52 8 Z A R
BRI R TEA BRI T, T #J& 3C
ARG AR SZ R RE ) A 1, B IR SR IE X
e EURHm " 5 IR " 4R B R A T R Z)
FIAEAL o AH R 3, B T 26 2 RO AT 1) 32 2 3R 4R
TUARRIE IS B FAE 5 ) R, Qo o 46 i XoF
TRUGSCA M 2 5 B, © R 6 B T U
WAL R S 9, O 4%, o = EIE R I
RBJZ T BT S 5 QI 12 R AT 5 R ALK
A HFAR EARI > XU )@ 5] an,
e SRR AR R UE AN F ) A U AN A 2
R AN ) 1 S IR A7, T HL R A% H 9 e > KA 1Y
T4 A A By Ak g IR SR E UL 1
Y s AR R A0 1E B AR R, S 5
HUE R AR Y

(1Y) BZ Bt S BT A4 1 ) R

FERIAG BRI, T 5 A — 2L TRUE = R
SE IEZE B P WG Y, A — S D) TR A U R
TN A — 6 HIok W 5 | B0 A 25 e WO 19 1
BI7o XER R IR A SRR N A, R
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KT SEER Hefih” (contact) BBy —Fhali s
PRPE" DR PN 7 5 52 Bk, X S8R B 2
S5 TR E A ME—IE I o TR A
X EEEPRPERY RS, 1 R A S UL I 2L 4R T
SN YA (e F7 0% 6 o 92 T 0 TR X
Be55 WA B EE AR B S BRPE TR I, £
S LT — A e Ee AL R ) A, RVIRLE 7 UL
A SRR, R A R R BT T
AEo N A RE P RS SRR B ITAR, H
e B REIS 52 AN BRI LE R 2 O 45 BN 2 il i
TUARME R A E RIS, © 2ok J e ikt
W ULEOR BT SR FLIK W 25 8] Y @ TIRE, SEPR
o SR AR T 45 44 T R A SRR — R
2 RAEAL Ty w0 S5 A 1 7 O R
S JELE A RIS R 7 3 AR BT S IR
BRI TEATR AR A Yy e B A S /Y
ROV, ERENE T | — T B RO R HE AR AR 4
Fia el B O, RUETE I Bl T R
A S BTPE R R R S A AN AR T S A AL
FE A e 1 S A 9 A T sk A9 45 5
RS X B S B P TR B TR AL 8 1 B W S 445
w5 T R R RV E e DAL B T A 1 R
FRFIXLEZ PR PR ™ U B T R AR
PIEHR , e A B 4 11 25 48 AR X T4
SR Ay A ORI 4 75 3R AR AR 5 R O 2
i E R A A X LA BT AL 1 5 TS E
(2 e B B4R 1) B R AL 1 AN R — 1
S E K L R e LT B B A
" EROCHEAL R S IR SE RS A AR i Ty
RERAEHE S Pr” ZOR AT A IR s B LR
W )AL

( To) flREpE SRk )

T AL IRATAE “FTAS” (code) BEE, EREH
SE T AR B A I CE A RE TR 3RS — 2L
Mg R, R E BN REF N JTiE ST
( metalingual) DIFE. £7H5 28 7 XU7 U RY 25
NP 4% 7 B0 1K o 53 4420 S22 — o 24 0 0 i
AOREI 2tk 2 B A BB — BRI ™ 5T
W N E TR S MGE SN
— R BRAEREET, REAE IR S8 B 4 1 IS 2 1Y R
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T2, S B AE 5| R B R B e A SO )
R e FER G T 1 2 T R ORI
25447 ( thetorical structure) 2L T — N JEH EE
(B FE AR AR % BT 35 A B4 A T Ll i
AN ATEDCIR AR IR) I LA 25— 2 38 X
T 218 T8 R AR IR B A 1 D el 2 e i
SRR BT Z 0 S Ok RS 5 T
P& o AHNLHL, 18 SCRERS BT Y 2R BN T By e
MRS E T OB FARST FEE ST
HAEAETE & 75 S ierb 1y R Iy X8 SUPE T L
o 55 T R R I A B TR IR IR ), R
IBIBUBLE S0 C AN T B W NP SIE S 3 ST
AR A 25 . # WA ERRSIE T X i 1
FE =B RIS IE BB IE IIE LIS IE
B E 52 18 1IE ( substantial arguments) /3 #f7
iB1F ( analytical arguments) 25, 5 = & LM
2T ) e ik D) ) 70, 2 [T 7 ) A %k G ] L) 4 4
AR R o AN [] 14 G e R DUV A 0 17 A [ A e T
A7 a0 HEZE T $E R TR SO p AR )
B R TS I AR, ST
TR A ) R, T R T R GEIE
(RIS 21 8 P, 455
(73) Bt SR
Fig BEFHEAT A7 2R 08 WL, AT filE ) LIP3 45 RE XS
HElCH 72 “RE31” (conative) JIAET . L 3L 37
RESCTEM SR B TERUR M B, R 2# b, B shTh
XTI 1) 1 S S5 R AT 9 Sk, , LB 22 b (A B Ay B
TS B 4 5 A ST B oy BT PR 4R RE . Y
BRAE - F IR A E s VT AR 1
HE %2 M( rhetorical audience) 11 2B T = A%
DN ZR B TEE R BOR BTS2 AR
B P NI D745 S S, 0oy B
FERCR A B REITERHE T —Fh ] BB Y 20 H7 #%
o METERCIT I 1 o it 2 A B RE IS MR R BL T
o N BT AT LS B AS TRl R O =X, AT 4
PRIETFBORAS DR A 1 2 R AL . S -
HJE ( Keith Kenney) Fl#fik « M. # B4 ( Linda
M. Scott) KHEREAEIE 73 A 22 2 ( classical) A 5E
Z( Burkeian) FIHIEH 2 ( critical) Eﬁ“*ﬁﬁ,@?ﬂ]
R TR BEFEUL” , Pt ] 5 2 A [R]85
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R PG Or BAKITS, "Rl pis” g
SEAERGEI BT "I (KW RS SO R
1C12) Bk 22 b, FG [ R F) ECR ) et 32 2R B
WIS S BRI I AR A s R
BT AT ( symbolic action) [, R WAl
4 SR XHE T S L SN R AL i 8 s it
FARL W B AR 46 78 55 5L BRIR = B AL AU 4
Fay B A 7= 32 R DRI L O3 119 T B0 SO A 9 i
EBE RIS SUIRCR M R BRI
MR Z i 7 TABRERCRAT UK AR OB 3%
AR R BOR P TR B T 20 (NS o3
) MIARZERE( 2256 3= o) BT A MIZERE
MR 5 L AS SO A A 2R 19 38 = B 5 1%
RERE AT X, Sl B s R 1B B 2 A LU
SERIES S RRE AR R o TORERT AT AR TR TR
R E R LR AR B AT I EE R, At
i UM A4 % G2 sl (R I A 1 18
T2 AR 7N R R L, IV S AL Im) il A 17 5 )
L BERE G M) L A B AL R 1) A B R T8 1 1) A
FUEFEHLIEIRI . 3R 2 B9 TAARIE R iRk
FPIEFE L BT R Z B NIEC R, T
FOR A R U I XS B A TCIR TR R o I 2BK
WA HERT A BRSO S 4R AT
Ty AR RA AR AR LR = O DY R
REFE 0 52 WAL IR R R EL Sl M. A, AL R 1B
FWP TR T B — P 5 AL B 4L, LA
AMVHERT AT AR R A A JE o S ok, B w22 3R 1
TAERR AR B R B T SOA L ST 3,
ARG 5 0 AR SO AL 25 TR
®2 EEARNEFNARETIEERR

R (G, RS BRI SRR

Rtk MR L s L
o pEep e s o AL
R SRR s e PSP

LB A
[
R R
LR R
TN TN
MR BRAGTIE AL 8 U &

Tefih AP SChRYEE (BRI

iz FRERTTY  fRRELERE BRI R

B2HE 2R

. HESTE

CREAREG P IS R, 5 TS
FerIrAR O R T AT R ST A [ Y
AR AR ARAKIN, X — GERT B
A LU R R RO AU B —— 1 oAl 2
FH " bl TR i e R Y
— AR R A B VS MR R AR T A 2 B
PR R RHE L IE AR T i —— AL 2 e
B A A 2= B 1 1 B il 1B B, O BB oAl 27
FHE B S o 3 hORE % i RS A A R D
flbre Bk WA H R AR, — 7 P4 T — b
AL RG2S B 1 A IE R R B4 H 55— Jr T X
TG PO T A2 VR — A B A i ) AT AR
21,

IEPANE , AR SCE SRR SR E REAL 5T, OF
R AR A — > s B = BB A B
FRTR HEaZ pEAL” TR B S AR R
ROy, FOR AR 21 ERSL ), ol AL =2 10 32
PRIFVRR, T AE 15 2 B AE B b Rk AL R S BT 2
IR Z R —— X — RS 7 — Rk 2
) g SE0TE  HE H Bl 2 A B T o — ey
AFE P R BOF BRI A BT AR YE 2
A% LRI . HARTT S, 7R AR 1B B 2 ) 5 B A
Hprp Al p S REARY CHAE T AR SR I E R
VEAEREI "B T H, IR 25 e A 15 A A 18
(Y SRR 75, T iR A 2 7 [ R TR T Y
B, PR AL R TR T8 2 (9 HRUBK 45
PAZEE, LAML T AL 4R B 8 i) i e L f—— R 31
ST A 1 AL T AL FR I ST 2B DGR A
FHAEBERAEE AR A e R R, —
D7 o TR AR TS — E R BT L AR
LRI e IN RSO | iR e ol ok 4 ko2 T PO
AN S &S PR ) S B A A i U A )
s 5 — 07 i AE B REE e MG RRAX —
SCER R Z B B AR AL B ] AR S B AN W A
B PRI P B R A B AR | il I HES)
ERE-2 AR Y ) A JiE LA S5 AT -

JEARSCNAL BRI FT A 2R A1t &, 4R
TR TR 7S R AR, BB RESIALIRI AL

103



2022 F51 8

TR S AR B o 56 = TR B A4 48% Tr) sl L 12
TR T2 (R R A Tt D PR A, (R RN, 3k —
FEHLIE T EJE T R EON T B T i
RS2 AT ) HE Al R AT BE BB T A0 Ay B X
JSL BT AL o T A 2 ) S A7 A b B
N2y Tr 3 A SO SR AL T 24
ERE ST — Pl n] RESE . AT, Bl BT A
PBE AL 5 B AR AT, A 1 5 0 L8 0 A I
5228 7 — 75 38 11T R 22 F) 1 Joe RSB , R A A 2R
VEREIANC S N S W N LIPVE R (7 A N
" AR, R R FEABE . R, AR 1A% Bk
EREARIE ST R] LAY 3 PO A 12 3 R e T —Jar
AR IREE T BT AR S OB SR (], A
W BT A R e IS BB TR0 TR T A0
i N HESH AL HE BT T B RIIR A 7 — R S7 BT o
Y =387 —— AR TR ML IR, KRN
BB A T =X, 2 10 FE A 15 1 = A9 A
WRZ . LB = , 28 b 3 F0E [N 1 1%
o SEREA A A RE i L X 3 ) A, D T4
AEREIWFFEAS (] RN, 14 A8 T 27 ) 1] R
SR HRE S B AR B B RN IE BRI
8 BRSO T BRI

i

OB @B 1008 Craig, R. T., Communication theory as a field,
Communication Theory, 1999, 9(2) , pp. 119 - 161, p. 120,
p. 125, p. 129, p. 135, p.135.

(@Anderson, J. A., Communication theory: Epistemological foun—
dations, New York: Guilford Press, 1996, pp.200 —217.

@@Littlejohn, S. W., & Foss, K. A., Theories of Human
Communication? ( 10th Edition) , Long Grove, IL: Waveland
Press, 2011, p.44, pp. 106 —109, pp. 137 -205.

Q@@ Bryant, D. C., Rhetoric: Its functions and its scope,
Quarterly Journal of Speech, 1953, 39(4) , pp.401 —424, pp.
401 -424, p.413, p.424.

(3Delia, J. G., Communication research: A history, in C. R. Ber-
ger and S. H. Chaffee ( Eds.) , Handbook of Communication Sci—
ence ( pp.20 —98) . Newbury Park, CA: Sage, 1987.

1510McCroskey, J. C., An introduction to rhetorical communica—
tion (9th ed.) , London: Routledge, 2016, p.21, p. 19.

@ik Do - Frm CEURZHT ), RT3, KR AL
2012 4R, %5 81—84 T

194059Bitzer, L. F. , The rhetorical situation, Philosophy & rheto—

104

ric, 1968, 1(1) , pp.1 -14, pp.1 - 14, pp.1 - 14.

20 Cox, R., Environmental Communication and Public Sphere,
London: Sage, 2006, p.12.

X CIERRIAEE" B2 WAL E PR 2 AR
RS R SHESD), i) 5 A4 F9T )2016 4E45 7 181

@Hansen, A. , Environment, media and communication, London:

Routledge, 2010, p.75.

@)Milstein, T. , Environmental communication theories, in S. Lit—
tlejohn & K. Foss ( Eds. ) , Encyclopedia of communication theo—
ry ( pp. 344 -349) , Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, 2009, p.345.

@ CRBEAHE: W55 EE 5 B0 ), JbaT R At 2011
AERRLER 1 00

@@)Littlejohn, S. W. & Foss, K. A. ( Eds.) , Encyclopedia of
Communication Theory ( Vols. 1 = 2), Thousand Oaks, CA:
Sage, 2009, p. li, pp. xix — xx.

@)Swearingen, C.J. , Rhetoric in cross — cultural perspectives, in
Peter Simonson, Janice Peck, Robert T. Craig, and John P.
Jackson Jr. ( Eds.) , The Handbook of Communication History
(pp-125 =137) , New York: Routledge, 2013.

23@DFoss, S. K. , & Griffin, C. L., Beyond persuasion: A propos—
al for an invitational rhetoric, Communications Monographs,
1995, 62(1) , pp.2 -18, pp.2 - 18.

29Gearhart, S. M., The womanization of rhetoric, Women’ s Stud—
ies International Quarterly, 1979, 2(2), pp. 195 - 201, p.
195.

B0Pariera, K. L., & Turner, J. W. , Invitational Rhetoric between
Parents and Adolescents: Strategies for Successful Communica—
tion, Journal of Family Communication, 2020, 20( 2) , pp. 175
- 188.

@D Kindred, M. N., Invitational rhetoric: Alternative rhetorical
strategy for transformation of perception and use of energy in the
residential built environment from the Keweenaw to Kerala,
Michigan Technological University, 2007.

@Jarvis, C. M. , Invitational Rhetoric in Epistemic Practice: Invi-
tational Knowledge in Infertility Support Groups, Rhetoric of
Health & Medicine, 2021, 4( 1) , pp.1-32.

@3Bates, B. R., Participatory graffiti as invitational rhetoric: The
case of O Machismo, Qualitative Research Reports in Communica—
tion,2017, 18( 1) , pp.64 -72.

@Bone, J.E. , Griffin, C. L., & Scholz, T. L. , Beyond tradition—
al conceptualizations of rhetoric: Invitational rhetoric and a move
toward civility, Western Journal of Communication, 2008, 72
(4) , pp.-434 -462.

@Sharier, J. A., Redefining interfaith discourse: Applying invita—
tional rhetoric to religion, Young Scholars in Writing, 2012, 9,
pp. 87 -97.

®Johnson, J. , Friz, A., Randall, C., & Vitolo — Haddad, C.



FRERANPBHLEFRTER

V., “Keep Talking, I Keep Changing My Mind”: The Value of
Invitational Rhetoric for Focus Group Research, Western Journal
of Communication, 2021, 85(3) , pp.381 —399.

UM 12 & - A 45 A A R0 R0 A 7 A ), 280 5 1 4 25
(A2 P 7 S e BOUAR N S — 6 I ) L &
R R 2000 4F R, 5 239—240 5T,

39404D6DGEIGD Jakobson, R. , Closing statements: Linguistics and
poetics, In T. A. Sebeok ( Ed.) , Style in Language( pp. 350 —
377) , Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1960, p.353, p.357, p.
354, p.356, p.356, p.355.

@2Burke, K., A grammar of motives. Berkeley, CA.: University

.Y

of California Press, 1969, pp. xv — xvi.

BB CIIEIEEEF ), b aUR IR 2021 48 R, 4
369—373 .108——119,120—121 11,

@7 e 28 (B ), B ad ik,
4R 141 2006 4R, 55 75 Lo

@DHalliday, M. A. K. , Language as social semiotic: The social in—

GRS

terpretation of language and meaning, London: Amold, 1978,
p. 183.

@x % (A - 20 - HE OWFR R S E R
R, (FEtAh Rk ) 2017 455 9 ).

QX% EE (CRFERE: ikt os iRm0, G )
2021 4E55 1 .

O[#8 ek ChEREIE ), B # %
2018 4R, 55 22—31 11,

G2 fm 1R - FEva st GRARIE S ——1 A E A ), T 38
56 1%F , 1 45 EN3 4 2000 4R, 5 33 .78 122 WL,

Ol 3 gy - il ve CAEREINE S SRS 5 ), Uik,
JEHUI At 2008 4ERR L &5 55 .

Sk 122 - BUREE (FF 524 5 ), 24 250, P LR K
2R 2008 ARAR 45 56—57 it

69Keith, K. & Scott, L. M. , A review of the visual rhetoric litera—

ture, in Linda M. Scott and Rajeev Batra ( Eds.) , Persuasive

B8 AR K 2 AT

Imagery: A Consumer Response Perspective, Mahwah, NJ.: Er—
Ibaum, 2003, pp. 17 - 56.

(FRfEHmE:E X

Rhetoric Studies in Communication:

Research Domain and Paradigms

Liu Tao

Abstract: Historically, communication has drawn on many academic disciplines, of which

rhetoric is the oldest one. Different from rhetoric communication which makes its exploration on the

dimension of practice, rhetoric studies in communication develops into a new research field by re—

contextualizing communication studies in rhetoric perspective and thus reconstructing its rhetoric par—

adigms. Focusing on the specific elements and processes of communication activities, rhetoric stud—

ies in communication explores the academic resources and the intellectual discourse they open. lis

main research domain accordingly consists of rhetorical motive, rhetorical situation, rhetorical aes—

thetics, rhetorical communication, rhetorical grammar, and rhetorical criticism.

Key words: rhetoric studies in communication; rhetorical communication; academic tradition;

research domain; rhetoric perspective
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