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Meta—Rhetorics : A Logical Extension of Lotman’ s Rhetorics
Liu Yuhong Zhao Fuchun

Abstract Lotman’ s semiotics consists of abundant researches into rhetorics but meta-rhetorics

was scarcely touched upon, which leaves much space for later theoretical development. Meta—rhetorics

is comprised of explanatory meta—rhetoric and constitutive meta—rhetoric. Co—existing with meta—

rhetorical usages are meta—rhetorical strategies in interpreting rhetoric, the former bases the latter on

instances while the latter proves the former’ s psychological reality.
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