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Symbol Rhetoric and Cross-Media Representation:
Ekphrasis” Classic Meaning and Contemporary Deduction

HU Yi-rong
( College of Ari and Design Guilin Electronic Science and Technology University Guilin 541004  China)

Abstract: The essay starts with the discussion of the classic rhetoric term ekphrasis and points out that
its essence is pursuiting a kind of common ideography from heterogeneous symbol. Historically ekphrasis has
its different tradition including oral writing and art theory. Today with the widening of rhetoric’s domain ek-
phrasis gains its new connotation: cross media representation. Such change is the result that multi-media text
has become the important object of contemporary rhetoric.

Key words: Ekphrasis image rhetoric cross-media representation semiotics

(L#% 56 W)

A Piece of Journalism Can Not Be an
“Unreliable Narrative”: A Semio—-Rhetoric Analysis

ZHAO Yi-heng
( College of Literature and Journalism, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064, China)

Abstract: Narrative unreliability is the most crucial issue in narratology. Yet the debate on relevant
problems has not reached a conclusion after 60 years. The most perplexing of those problems is whether factual
narratives ( history, journalism, advertisement, prophesy, etc) can be unreliable. This paper argues that nar—
rative unreliability is the distance between the narrator and the implied author in signification and in ethics,

not that between the narrative and “the real facts”.

The implied author is a surrogate for the real author,
whereas, in factual narrative, the narrator identifies with the implied author. Therefore, a factual narrative can
not be unreliable narrative though it could well be untruthful, untrustworthy, or unreal. This is an issue press—
ing for a reply in semiotic rhetoric.

Key words: Factuality, implied author, narrator, semionarratology, general narratology



