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The Deconstructive Thought in Burke’s Theory of Tropes
and Its Significance for Rhetoric
Deng Zhi-yong
( Shanghai University of Science and Technology Shanghai 200093 China)

Burke is the most distinguished American rhetorician of the 20th century. Although strictly speaking he is not a deconstruc—
tionist his deconstructive thought shines through his voluminous works which manifest themselves in such a manner that they
bring to light the role of the Four Master Tropes in the construction of reality and which thereby overthrows the concepts of so—
called “objective knowledge ”and “objective / permanent truth. ”The significance of Burke’ s deconstructive thought is seen in
that it might contribute to breaking the bottleneck constraining Chinese rhetoric elevating rhetoric” s status as a formal discipline
and instilling a critical sensitivity in people.
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