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20 22 90 AFAR LA, 26 [F BUARE [ ek [ Bm AR 27 0T T IR vty 8 T 1R A 27
(rhetorical narratology ) 22 1 7= SCRUER 27 I FIAU S 27 40 Ji Je 282 LR 27 1) = K &2
TEFIR . ABEEPERCER 27 N 2 I EF 2% Yk (the Chicago School) & — AR &k 1K, i 4 B
AR INEF 2 IR 228 55— A8 DA B L 2 48 (R 22 ) IS AR U oA F8 5, 1%
—AEGAEAN R R FE 5 R 1 2 3 Ak, WOCE I B AF IR AR B4 2 8” (neo-
Aristotelian) *# YR, SR, J5 =AU 5 — AL MABAEE A T 22 5 WA B0 ER — G
Ry J2 “ SCARTE:” (textual poetics) [T, J& 1 =A% 5 1 it da (R )& “ B T vp 27
(rhetorical poetics) = A ICIE A G5 R R 7 AL (R 8 R e A TR 5 130 I A AL, iR
WEE T E ], & 1 M fE B A5 RSM se 7 MO S T T- BORH TS o XMHERER
TR SR E T EA G A I, SUY T “AETEERCE 7, 5 A b T AR
FE2s [ SN, 52 3 AN [R) SCAK 27 A G5 B TR 5% i R 24, AAS [R] 0 77 2CMAN [ £ S A
M & TAERE A2

ANV 5 25 N R 2 ER 2R R Y RN A T 20 40 30 42 60 4FEAR, NP5 A
i ZARE A (Leitch 52-69), 1770 & B PR 2% 1 A 40 o DL 20 aF 22RO 32 4k
BNE TAE TR 7 L Z A IR BT R e o AE 2015 AF 554 M 7 R4 H 1) € 20
48 NS BEAS 22 UR Fl 22 R BEY (Theoretical Schools and Circles in the Twentieth-
Century Humanities) 5", (B TEVERUER 2 1 9145 NP 246 (James Phelan) K3 T (2
DEF 2R s IGHE 5L 2 R 2 2SR E R 18 ) (“Chicago ™), X272 5L LI (MG 1%
HATHREG, RGBT JULA N BF 2 IR 2 T A 7K O 2, i B TS e R 2 ) il 2
IR IR AR BT A S . A T SE L AR 4G B 1 AN 2% DU R AT A% 7K, FRATTAN Wy LA
SINEFAUR 0 S TRl Stent 22 n DA L s A ik . @

SRR A5 A A D sl i SOA
I EFAR IR A 0 R B S R AL AR A

7K B (R, S. Crane). % %% (Richard McKeon) F1 ¥ /K #% (Elder Olson) 2%, {4l 14 20
T2 30 AT UR BT 18 = AR el . 1952 G2 ek Re th AR HEH T

O %41 LL“Neo-Aristotelian Rhetorical Narrative Study” #1“Form and History in Neo-Aristotelian Rhetorical
Theory” 24y A= g B R bR AT R0 R 18 30, A ZEIEF 2R 1K 55— AT LA PRI, 43 BT 4 ARAE T PE AU TU0) 5 1
BT S TEBE A S (Shen, “Neo-Aristotelian” ; “Implied ™). £ [E B & % T DL S EAE RE MERUCFIF ST
7R b R e AN S TR 2 ARAE T R A AR v ke B T Dy Sk Ak kg 2 B A R ) 0 S, PR 2 F IR B —
AR AR IR R DGR ARG O SO B A/ B SR BE A RS (CE IR 5 R . 7EE A R R I (e
NP AR T — e, BT SR R R AR A A T DA “AE TR AU B0 7 I, AT AN EF IR — £
FEDIN 1A 42 AT IR N BB TE 22 ) FHAR TR T (BRI 223-75).
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F o S B 2 1 CHEVE R SHEVEY (Crities and Criticism) , 1F 2350434 1 v S U iZ
B 1) IR N BN Z N R EER A R SR TP IR TR SRR B R
W7V o

20 tH20 30 AFARZ I, SCAE AL VP ST B S0 A S AR I AP AL SUAE, 1 2
T ARG ZINEFAIRPRE TIX — ARS8, 5 A K = i ) SOAS, 6 AT A7 4 %
S, M AR T 25 SRk T SCA s AL, Z2 0 BF 2 RGO L L 2 A, A TE X
YoE g G NP . EX U7 1, H S v S FUR A

ZMEF IR — ARGk AR T A 2 A CREE ) AR S, BN 2E A R
ZABSUR o R EFIRTEEANE T NI LSRR 5, R IX SO DR S 2l 2R EE AR R SR, 3
PERLIEAME M, 15 5 S0 WA SO A SR R R SRL, AT B A7 . 5 A I,
HEVEIR 7185 5 B AL, VEE TR T I 2. XPIANIE R SR I T RS 4
AT OC 2R

ZINEFFIRIE AR AR T 2 XTSI A, A )R SO TR . I
I B B 2 AR OGSO MR X 43, B A A IR AN R SCR R Rp 27, A6 )
REAE BT RE A AN 2 A5, DU O B R BRI ol A SO A (1) 85 Bl e o3 an A fF 2R3
PR v IS AR SCASCR B R R g A

B4R, 2R 2E IR FERE VP 22 Jo P (pluralism) . FL82, 'EHFFEIX — 73k K
H O UEAR A ] 2 I 2 B SO I g e v, 22 aF 2R M s AR i AN I 5
(07700, T HLAW et ZORIEAA, DR MR 75 2 g S 1K) 7 3%, o B SO R 5 (B 5 [ I
X PR AHHE PR T EAN 0BG M2 AR 7 o IXAEAR KRR BE b2 BRI AN T
3T SCFIRES A K H O 7 V25 e 50t DR AT i, TR S P IR R

S FAER B G5 T SCRUCE 22 1 A, AR AT SR B - 2 4, (0 TJE A OV 45
X HE SRR 2 IR SR ©Oseps b, ZnE IR S
G F SO HA — B AT 5, W A B L 22 OISR, O B 1)
TG G FLE A T SRR A S R R AR TR R IR R 45 (R, (RL
AN 21-41), R L L 2 AR G A AN [A], (H AR 2 20 17 28 2 (Crane,
“Concept” 620-22), JLiR A2 BT & W 1 2 4l 22 YR 2 45 0 T SO 2%, F0VE L SCAR N
AT ANl S I SE W = R e 8 (3F 5 6 1 Rl 5 s S

2R IR I A B A G R MR LT AR 2 R E I R R 2
I0EF 2R 55 B 27 N R 1 N A0 I 1) 6 854 DR 35t e A 1) B4l PR SO A4 2
AR T ST R B ARTE B SO B CEINEF 2R — 3, R L TR
TZMEFFIR S HHEZ MR B 24 H, AR UK Z a2 IR T8 ik
P IR E AR 5 E P VR MUK B s i LS, AT YA 5 2 AR I 2

@ FEFEAFEFH S UE AT A, 155 R R 6 G40 32 T3 AN » K “ B TR 2 7 X — SRR AR
FIABTETE RS 7, 3T JUAEA B2 00— 44 FK, T HLAE 2020 4K i 4 20 % P 37 K27 H Rk HA RRA 5 A3 1)
2 Debating Rhetorical Narratology (Clark and Phelan) {15445, BHfE T “ABREERUER 7 I 44 K .
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TG ALY, B 2R IR CER A BLA RS 78 B 2R 1A A PR T R, 4 57
Ty WU AR SCARSE K, S Wik (Shen, “Future” 159-82), it vER £+
WRERC 10 2 IR 2 YR WA Ry DG N U R R i o AEAN DR CLA RSB0 8 5 1R/ k) o,
GHEE T I S R R E e /N SRR, SARAN BRSO OSEE T . MAk, TGk
e/ AR R IA A (R B, AT R I Sy e gy JZ2 T AN SC 7 2 1, A RExS HA
B AT ER AR . ETACAT R — L9 (RIS FR RS ) (4 Companion to Narrative
Theory) 1, B3 KK T (BUA % 5 30K GEAH B ARAT 4 ) (“What Narratology ” 136-
49), J5RiE T 2 I AN &R, AR LT 2 a2 IR S5 2 M B R ©
[ ot [ 5 ANWAR A = A 2 I g S AR SOAS (RS T, i o 2 0B R K 28— AR S8
HEPEA L e 5 2 B, 5Tt 2% 5 (R I A S AN 22 IR 1 07 3925, 6P AR il Jg I B
INAST BT, © 2 NBF 2 IRAS B B I REAS B B4 1 % i

S EFA IR A A SOARER 8 5 K R 5 i

AR IR AR H R ) 12 A 1 (Wayne C. Booth). @ fib LUK S
N OAT, VE AR 5 B AU, F N BE B 2% ) (The Rhetoric of Fiction, 1961)
PR T AR o BATTANGT AN BL S P TR A BT T E AR A

1. SZMFZRE-KHRE

AR SAPR AN S ARHE Pl I S e SO I AR G S B AR T SO, B R e
SN, IZRAER o IR Z — LG IML T & IR S IE T Z A5G &R “ AR B T
HEPPAE R N W AR AL A T B HH 5 B8 B Rp A+« AELFRATTIA D FLAE PP R D mT L Sy
RN EARMERA G FFAE” (17D ALASCA AL RS Y IR R 7% g
R WMAELE & ORI SRR, AN AR R AR SR A AR, SR
PSRRI AR B ORIR 2R A SR, XA 4 2K (Leitch 560, Wt/ il 11 il 4
A HATER R B, XA UK B B SCA T o 5 IR, R AR Pk Al g s 4R
ARSIy BRI TR 1) T VR S B (AU, 35 D IR Tl 4 07 30R
MRS TR B TR B B DB R H .

A BT AR 1Y) 20 20 TN A AU SOE 4 1 S JAL, DUBRSCAS, ANTRAT Ik
IR o AR P2 AR IR v, A ] W R PR A 2 55 B I AWk — KA. A

@ WP RIS GV AU K “ 1575 7 (discourse) FISCARE: (1 SCAR” (style), BRI P75 — PP LA G R
EBL )% )T, WACALE B S8 2 1 (Phelan, Living; Experiencing %) & 3 4E (i (1) 235 2 5, £ [\ I B il
VB RN SCAR ) ST VR B B B R T, K AR AT AT R R AR B AR TR T O . I
52, A 1981 4F LU -8 30 JE Rl R 35 (Worlds from Words) 15 5651 SO, AHBH J& B 1) T 15 TR
¥) (Reading People, Reading Plots). “&3# 1535 [ Style W1 T] 2011 4£ % % 1) “Neo-Aristotelian Rhetorical Narrative
Study: Need for Integrating Style, Context and Intertext” "1, W #fHEVE T 2N AF 22 IR HE 15 5 07 1%

@ P HETF 13 S AR AN TR, AR 229 I 200 SO 1R 27 AR B o, SR AR I 1 ) s A B R e

Q@ BACHWIFN T, 20 EFAE IR AR R NI H 5% 52 i (Shelden Sacks) F1H 1 (Ralph W. Rader),
SEMTEAN AT Lo BRAh, AT AR BT TR R SCAR TR 27, AR AETE o AU B TR AT, IR AR T
.,
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TECNUETESE) AR A T “ B3 B3~ (implied author) 5 “ FLALVEH 7 X 77 o
P “ B o VR 7, Lt 2 ORI R v I A 2, JL LUK 58 S MRS SR 51, 0 %
FhSCAIERE . BT MR VEE”, e I AR B A i AR B, N B/ 357 flHs 1
AREREPHE R OB SR . MR BAEE”, SU b TRIME A HE RS2
PR o A EE T MRS SUSAE R, S )RR B AR i H D DR A R s k), A
HEFHITEZR . AR TR SRR S« Ba SR AT SUARM B Dh e, SR T H 8K
VEF B3 tH B S VE 7 X — B, T A7 V9 J7 2538 RV N T 1K — Ba Mg i) e 11 e % B BT
W LU B 1 H R TR B AR BRI “ 803G 7 ok . © 5 Bh RN, A S i B 1
FA T A 1 SCARIEFE (Booth, Rhetoric TUTE.) o 7840 RIS, iX ik 2] T HE
P A SR, Rk AR IHE S 538 2 [AMETEAS A H 1. 20 AL 80 AR
DU, BEAE T 2032 SOR BN IR , X E BN EE I B AR &, “REEE "X —
MRS A VG 7 T BNAN D22 25 LR, 3R HEBRE TR 5 SRR G, B B R
Bilo UTAERIX MR M LAR KR RS EAF2IA]IE, B [E 2 E AR A E R R e T OB A H
CHPE, BB EE 7). (A1, N TR B3R & FIRUA & I LAUIX 43, A 4
BT ARTFERUA” Cunreliability ) FIMER, LS & 4F 2 L (norms) A1 4 i B 5
o G HIIAN T SERUR I, B AF 2 R B & S AR RUA 15 o I I A7 A8 Uik, X AUk
BIMCARN . X MRS R T R, AR A k4% T EE 24 (Shen,
“Unreliability ") »

TEX A D e TR B A B b A R 2N R IR 28— AR I — 20 LA 75 )
BETES) 7 5, MBI B AR B O sQT s 15015 5 P s i A 5 P i p k25
DELJERE IR, AR, BT AW SCARTR 225 7] TAE S, SEbr Lo iR/
TR G SR N ER AR S AR ) A AT AR IS S R A AR AR R s R RN
(R, IS BEAR B [RIAF: () ZAR AL G S P A H R IR (Crane, “Concept” 92, Afi J
SRR I P10 DU 2 5 1 AR L AR AR ot PR o 75 7 BT R S (113 T A L PR AR o SCAR
1%E#E (Rhetoric T1). A7 BT AEEEQME—AMES I, 522 T A IS & T AL 4 15 5L 1)
SO, 7 L E A R AR L SOAIE 6, w75 282 SR AR OC iy s PR 3=, 43 eV il D AT 1B AL
To WL, 0 ok SO TR 22 55 0 A 3 S5 e MAB T AC U, A e Al B i 2
WHAT 7 %18 7 LB B E (Shen, “Implied” 149-51). ©

20 Al 70 TG, SCFPEAUIER R AR T BUE SCA L ), (D UE EESE) 15
BT 1983 AR, 7R AR e v, A B L8 T A2y Py SR TR B, AR IX G AR AR A R

@ A B bR FARFRIA MR B “BRE R LR SRR RN, AR S MR DR TS H 30 il
SEAEF O U BR SRR TRINELE — N ALESER ORIV B SN T R M AEIRES (Shen, “What 1s).

Q@ FEX A P7 LAE A B, 2 ER IR A A E A AN A, fth 3 B G SCAR 5 T S 8 (“Tom
Jones™) LA R UAR 5 1E#H 47 (“Logic”) 2[RI IREL. 7 20 tH4 90 LA |, IX A L 37 B 40 it 2 n F 2R 1%
SR e 5 5 AHEE B2 Lok, BT P 235 455 B (P i AR UL, DRI bk ke A5 242 14 A 5 X1 % 5 (Phelan,
“Chicago” 144-45).,
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DI R BN AL o AR 5 AT R AR & TGV ) 25 M R 1 S B s 5 , A
SRARIAEE RS 5 A o Wi &, A BT T AR B Co6 SO
I 21 T A B TR O 1717 Y. & AN [R5 38 AN [R] SN, A 55— J7 TR SOHCAR it 132
(180 L (7] A 2 R o R PRY R o (A9 T8 PR g, A0 SRR 0T KB 40 SCAR I 9 4 £ B A FE 1)
) I, WA 5% B R 4> (Mikhail Bakhtin) [P . A BAA W 0 S e SCa AN 7] 43
120 PR R o0 75 R T A VX T 2 22 SR ARSI E B Al 0, 1 6
SR B A e 50 EIRE S T A LSS & WETE AT R85 3, 49 2040
(R B A A B2 o SR, T4 P QT IR AL 2 IR A 5 A S OG0 B an 1)
M B A AR ) HAT SR E 2 0 58 B RS |5 B NS & T, 1y EL
G NI S 3 T KN AR R R TP 5 15 (1 5 /N (Problems) . @

2. BEHMPEFFNRE

A /NS T2 5 S R R AT DU N A 2 A 1) 3 0O AN X HAR
SCAS (PR 5 M0 A2 KB T B R 15 B R R, A i ANAS ) 8 106 B T 6 7 SR A PR 4810
AT FAHCCERI SRS o 2) PE AN SO 5 AR N JE T4 i i AR 45 44, i
G N B ] R) 22 HE, 1A 2 A58 HDF B 2 IR i I i ) 3) P D
T FENAN AR R RUR H TG 1 532K, IF RER T AT B Dhfhg. ERA XA
O ETRARIE , A JEAE /N BIAE B2 ) R 1) — SRS R A R A 22 T N2, B
i B AEE RURE B T SR 5 AN AT SR, & A R 2 45

SR, AT SN BB T 22 5 R Z A — S AR T e D AR TR I, AU
220K B AR RS AR v 3 A7 A 1) 45 A R S T e i A U S AR BRE B AL
o BARAT I H AN R SOAS, (EA MAETESCR R, 0 e BARYE S 7E
AE T 77 T PR R R 75 2, RV T T B R o8 B R SO R FEIIAE R o 2) A B FIE )
NG T T (YR I AR, 1% 55 DLIGIHIE 97 A 455 o5 0 28 LA SR 22 T Jx i, (H 556
W SR TR o S A B A 2 b 3) BLAR A REKG SloRE U 2P R S HE R AE
WFFEIE 2 A, (B A FEAE W (A BEOE 7 A R, 25K A T fer Lk 5 38 A0 IE i 1R 48
PRI ) WX — A B RS TR T e . © ) A R JE 7R 7 (showing) 5 “ kiR ”
(telling) [RER, LRI 5 R 22 1 AR 2 S 20 tHAAA) DK, 2% S35l Ak 16 4t
A FNRUA HAEE BB BV Ut BOR AU, AT R b B 42 e s A AN A 15 6
I8 TTVE AR R 2R AR . AR, VR B0 B B IS BT B, e AR R it
(G T RO, JUH R A 7 T 8 R e oA A N BAE TR v g i e 4 iR

O BT L2 3 S v 5 oA 52 38 TR, A1 pR A S B T 27 GO0 4 (K B B, DA ke X 32 S
CURA 4 R G T PE AR 98 1 B4 (“Rhetorical ” 500-01) . {H EURRE: 15 &5 W90 5 AR 90 A3 W AN ] , 34
AR NAB AN FLAR CA B B B S T RIS A 17 )2 50, AR AR I — AR AT IR 2 < %o
ANBEAS BRIV, B BT I G 5 1) A BRI (50000 AR, EARG AEPR I /ANt I i L AR
I, SR TR S TE L B « o AR T 00 1 38 G (B TR A R A1/ Bt P AR B K (“ Discourse ™) .

@ A J8 1988 Hif T &3 The Company We Keep: An Ethics of Fiction (Oakland: UC, 1988), MAE HH it {11 £
PR RAE 2 AR S Z IE R
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(RSB, P WL RIE ] o 55 AN B, RO SO0 G — IR 2D

SRS, A BB OB R ) 72 26 B S ARUE FE AR AR I BE R 2 1R, % $5
5 RRA G G BT I A BRI EE, t0R 5 2 U B R A T — e AR

T 1) ZI0EF AR 5 = AR T, TATTAN G 1 2 AR S2 A S i 1 35 44 A 22 K
2152 (Seymour Chatman)® . [ (i 2 51515 ) (Story and Discourse) 451 3= LAY
HEE PARERAE, B AR AR BT 2 I 45 G 2P s, i = E R AT
7, R AU R SR 5 R IR AR T, AR I AU A N B R I AL
SRl ACRH T C“BEEE” “AnSERUR 7 55 2 Mo B2 &, HH TR
Z R IERIT AR E B0 . BRFE 1990 AR T (R ARTEPFS : AN UL ATHL 5
(FIAEAETES) (Coming to Terms: The Rhetoric of Narrative in Fiction and Film) ©, W]
T ACE SRR B E — REEPRNC ONE 1 B R, SRR
BHE G BT AR 2L & L RHIIR K, A2 5T 45 G 155 00, ik
TAEREHERUCE A1 R CHR Y, (IEREME) 232-41).

ZMBRFFIR 5 AR W A W s S B A I8 A2 A

A1t K8 5 Ay R BRI AT 1) 27 2E Bl A 200 B 2 IR o = AR S AR A,
20 & 90 4EAR LUK PRAUFI L A A E AN . © Al de A i g s BR R
Wiy, ERLHA PRI T 5T ) Sl TS T A2 (R A g

1. XTHENEX

PACTTAFE K PR E A 1996 4FH H 1 50 T RUR I — MR BT 1 1K€ X (Narrative
as Rhetoric 218) :

EANEX e T EMEWERE — AKET X% (Somebody telling

somebody else on some occasion and for some purposes that something happened )

X AR N “AT A7 Caction), SR T AZUR A A EAA. 9748 2017 4E H i &
NSRS — N RER G RERE22) (Somebody Telling Someone Else: A Rhetorical
Poetics of Narrative), I A58 0] i 4 1 G 265 B H 38 RS2 25 () 5 ), 3K 5 4

O HE T 1928 FF A2 5 H 5 T 1921 AE AR TR . A E 28 PE AR 23R AT L2540, K e
TN R AEATE R R AT B BT AL, b SCRAIVE P BT 20 RF 272 IR 58 AR AR R ) 75 B R 5 5 37 #4
TEIX AT BUAAE

Q FZAB AR R XU ARAE DO HE LAPE R EROGIA o ZEAE SR AR 2 AR N RIS SR T X —
MR P o

Q@ PACTEZ I AR SRAFAI R 22 A0, 52 A7 VR I 8 S I o 45 2 n aF 24 R B8 AR 3 1 5%
Wi LR o R T BRAR AN N SOREHE By Ll i 4R 2R, 2 aF 2 IR AR = ARIARER AN IE AT 1 (Harry E. Shaw) . HL 504y
(David Richter). EL4F 7 Lt (James Battersby ). B % (Elizabeth Langland ). & 7 2 (Michael Boardman ). i ¥ #k #%
(Mary Doyle Springer) %5 . A 1HIFEASL I A 4G — 5, BRI IR TR, AR —— A4,
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SCAI 2 IMAF 2R — AN 2 SR 27 B Boct B . SR T, FRATT A 1 sl s /v LA
B“RREE” —XSURE MBI R G, IX A X L IR AR 2 Ak o

PAC 58 SR T “AERERF27 1) —ANRE ml: I PERPPATE . A GE A+
SR AR AN T SCAS, AMGAL GEHE VISR (i A 2 R AR 6 22 P R 25 1 5%, ANV
FNRCH IR SR AR T 102800 SO I A, BEAMBR B S A PP IR AE 30 T30 1 0
PR . BT R AU A A5 LEAE 2 SUARRIGL A« B 1V 3 W 5 8 198 A e o AR
N TR B EE H I T T R SOAR IR 8 1K S8 SRR A B/ B T T B
T I ST B AR 5 e AT B AU (Phelan, “ Authors ™).

PAC I SO TAEE ISR H . REES R Ot a2 8« 5% 7 AR
AN 225N AR B H BME DU o, ToVRIE < TEABATTE K, (B REHE VR BIACh T
VEF B RER B, HF BUCAARER T AR S (W, XA G I 28, DR B AR i 1o S F 3
Y, 2 N F A AR [ V. CAlber 35; Prince 44) . #AS e [ BRIN 38 H - AR G 2%
B ARAEAERT AR ) H 0, IR BB AT S I AN B o B HE T2 10 H 0, Ui Tt — e W
[FHEVF S5 K (“Debating” 154-55) 0 [, AL B B2 I, A1 AE 23 R 0 HE AR 0 AIE
H o BREAEE K IFAEIN R B CORER RO Sb 10 07 582 IR 11 10 A A AR A X i
FIWTAT R B2 KR B SRR b, AR ) SR I IR N A0 B SCAR 43 B, R HEWT 1 2 118 ¢
H s

AT 5 SCE AT B4 T A R AL 2 15 (19 948 5 A0 AN AR 2 AL s — 22
B 1E ) LTRSS (R —3 5 7). 7 20 A2 90 AR, BT X A PR AE R &, X AE
SR AR A P AR TR e RARIE R Z BRI AU . A AR T X
F= SO TRy S TR IR A R O AR SO B EIRS IE R . S AU I T
H 2l “ R AEE” (natural narrative) [J#R1] (Fludernik), 11 H AU FF 58 4 Ji2 2|
T A PR AR AR AN TSR T N BRI i S B R S, 1K X R
R )2 AR ANTC ORI o

T S AR S AU E AT, AR e At 1) e 5 R BT (Michael
Kearns) FFISGIE IR — b . R IEMT 1999 = ik 17 2 A — & 5 1 i (e e g
22) (Rhetorical Narratology), ™I 8 355 32 UK e 3ksi 2, R BT : 95 U1
55 JUF- 0] CALE 3238 WA ART SCAS AN Ry R S, AT A T 55 1 23 A GV PR UE 13 IR A 42
R (2)o BB L, AR FRATA DY, 20 A 2 75 B SCANRRAE ST A RN s 3
FERERIAE R o 2 — AW A 4R R 3 IR AT “ YRS 32 SR AR P
BB, AR R AR s AR VRFRIR S, T IRIE T SO I s A IR
T T T o s UG TS ) T R R 7 e 5 TS R A S P (qtd. in
Shen, “Why Contextual” 161-64) /S FK“ 7EA A 1 e M Sk 2] 2 #525 PE AR X Fh o fli 1)
WEENLI7” (Kearns 22), 11 52y FARAT B 0255 [ S TEVE R TR 7 3. B, ik
FERRE O AAE A 2P e A B B A2 B 52 AR 80, 4% R o8 A
R B A i, XA B 52 77 RS 3 L R RS2 7 (52-53). AMEFRH, “IE
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& 2B 7 AT DA A R, FE i AR 5 5 1 2 (R Bk B — 30, XA e R g 5
R Al RS BRI . AR AR S I I AR S R AR I . A —
A FEETRR 1A IR 3= O 7R 2SI 48 b e R R A IE X, IS
SUCVE D IEATVE B P . A U, A 8 o) 5 5 A FE B 77 V-85 P 7 1T 1 R A
Mo R B TEST ) TR am e, ST HAS T PR R 27 1 A THUFI -5

2. X “AATERUR” IR R

PACIBE L RKIE T AN FERUR” A . A7 AN T PR B (R AT SERUR,
Ho— W sz S, S 00 S/ Al e SR AR K 00 0 R B AR R
Hh, IR T S BHANATFERGR (KA S5/ SRl b ) AR AR TE 7 A T Ak
T8 s O EL /Wl b )RR I AN FE A BT 5 A0/ BN B R R A
FHEANTE BT ABIRREE 751 1) T =AMk 2 18] 0] B8 H B 6] JEElO0S 37 A 2%
AREAE — ANl b e 5E OB 20 0ARGE D T8 5 — ANl EAN W SE CE A R A D . Utk
Ah, FASIX 43 T “ Bt BN A FERUAR " (estranging unreliability ) A1« % ) BUAN A SERUA ”
(bonding unreliability ), 3 H XI5 1 J5# BNV S8R (Experiencing 226-32). AL
WFFCRAE T A 0 SERUR 7 A2 18 SRR, X TSR KT ROA & 5 15 1A (1) 1 5,
M S ABHE 1“2 D127 AN W] 5 O W) G247 R X e 2, AT AR 5 s 768 ) I I
FHEHE E oG FR BB

3. X “REHRE” WS SHR

TERE K, ML EHESHN R R HFE” (progression), AUH 71 I 8] 4 B2 L 1)
I B0 T (1) )R 48 50 A 4 OC H 1) 5 e, Rt Al 1) 23 A B o [ 5 0 R0 28 1) i
R A iR R 50 22 T, (RIS B (R 0 AG BRI ORI o SR 45 2 A
depg, ©

AN AT FERUGA T Ath HE AR JE5E A ST FEAE RO R T 1R A8 A 032 25 A I PR 1] 132
258 o ABAL 3 T SERUR T BIA O] SEPEALE“ F52 / SRR “AN(E / JITRL” «anis/
G BB AARA, T B B — AR, TR “ROR T RIE N
“CNH” B By AR A R TP AT I EE S AT 43

TERT R AR ST L, DA 58 T B2 00 T “ et 7 A1 “ 4515 7 11 [X 73 (Shen,
“Story-Discourse ™), K il B =12 2)) (K38 4845 LU T 00 07 20 AR OGTE i JZ i
“ARaERZR” (instabilities), B N9 2 [R5 ]I phRC R, EA113 BT ) I 25
S0, (AT I i 98 B A REAT LA A7, 0 Oy TR 15 2 T ) “ K9k K1 227 (tensions), B “/E
T HE BURE HIE Z R RK R, X S AE AR A B0 R A 7 1) )
" (Narrative 90) . {HAFVE Z 22, PACAEAS M8 5 “ 008" 2 43 I, 20 T 4

O HADTGT; 2285 R AT T REE FIFST, 4 LA 0 1T (11 4% (Sternberg, “ Telling in Time (I
“Telling in Time (I1) ™) 15[ {1 K1& (Toolan, Narrative Progression in the Short Story), {158 £ F-4E & W[l i
SCATERE, RSB R IR AR, SR Ay B 5 . AHER 5 WG I 2 4E S DG AH T, AT
TR AR R A
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) 32 SORE L 5 A AR 2 0 A JOT 2 e« T 85 R R A SCAS 1 B T i 8 D [ ) SCA
HEBALEZRIMKR. “WH” 59EE & AN Z 0. AR T“A%a
R F e LR HEF T8 PR 5, e Tt “ Rk 22 7 I, AR T “a%
T JCVEA R SUARZAMIAEE S . AT AZE 2, 940 8 FEds O I I T R ik
FE AR DA 28 5 10 15 1) S TR DR AR B T A 13 7 PR T AR ot T IR Se ) 245 R 24 1)
AN

4. =4 N

PABTE 1989 4F H K K2 AW, il 13215715 (Reading People, Reading Plots) 1,
e T BB 7 (mimetic)y “FE @ PE” (thematic) F1“ i #4 #£” (synthetic) X =
Foft 8 3 AL 0 N, 23 B X = AN TR RN . © AR IR AR DY L 2
(Narrative as Rhetoric; Living; Experiencing; Somebody) ', P A& AN iz H Al am i iX A4~
YRS, IR M J B RCHAE i R AR T T

DL &R 27 0 ) T B — R A BER B Ao 2 LR 2720 N A0 A 1 7 1)
DIRes B AT BN, S T AN B A P s A 1k, 2008 T N IBE i vk e Ak,
28 LR 27 O ELAT Wk i ST A R, 2 T AN B AR R i .
Z A, AN DAL G RPE R R AT NI E, AR b AN B BN AR =
YA R T IR A T < S AR e EE AR i B T 25 R, AT ¥ 5 6 A\
A P TR DRI 55 P 26 S Y, s 2 P Rl gl S B P —— B B2 Pl N AR A “
SEAEAE” AR PAR BRI I 25 8 T “ AR 1 e 7 R i G 2 AN B A A . A7
SN R BAR A S (R A7 P o R 1 ) G SR AR T IS S SUAE o 1T 2 B HE S
FTREASAT 55 K “ A H SR #UZE " (unnatural narrative; Clark and Phelan). 7E2E5H K,
LR AT TR AR A AR SO PR 5, A AR 55, A I JE B AR
R TSRS T RS R 1 SO0 A 1 /E i (Shen, “What Are”).

PACHE— P X 43 T N TR 57 5 R fe ™ s R PERS 57 5 AR
DhRe” s “RMIPER: S0 S BAIThRE”. BT e a7, B BE B AR & 55 A ST A E I
NPVREAE, T Dy fig” W 75 1% 759 1) i & Je (R b B b e s s FH e st it A3 1
RS R R TNEE”, A AL (Reading 9-14). @ sz, RAEAEM T HA“ %
Ty Re” N DRFAETT e RRAE “ F2 R 27, AN A N A 5 3R 3 s SOk
W5 IS0 st A AN R B BT P AR 7o i AT 7 SR, A ART ABE AT Tk AR A S B AT AR
VIfe, 1% A S 008 BCPEAEEAE o A Ak BE SRR S B ) 1T, v LU B 5 A 32 X
R NG TP RS 272 R 5 M)« A AL STAS R 27 IS 32 TE00) 245 4 1 73 AT R R AR RR
KI5 o

@ WS A S0 AR PSR 1R AT DA S B R PE | AR P (Phelan, Living 215-19) 6

@ widive (Matthew Clark) 7618 FH 9848 1) — 4 QI b Bt v, 22 A2 TR ARYE, J5 R ER 9848 v ==, W A lhoix—
PR AAE T 5 B AR L 3 OSSR A RS, v s 85 % TV IR 2, B A8 WILE J5 T30 406 2 3k
17 [A])3 (Clark and Phelan, forthcoming). KRS AT FR , A SCICIEXT 2 LA 44
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A AT AT 0 N s i 1 At 7 THEEA T S N AR . SAR o Lk
R 2 50 1 B SE S 2R S H AN A HLES A IR BE T B AR SR B35 8 X B AR M AR
AR IR

5. SHIZEVFZREBIW

ZINEF AR AR 5 —ARE AN Bz L 4E 2K (Peter Rabinowitz) T+ 1977 A4 H
T VUL LS W — A 1A A 1523 (flesh-and-blood audience ), HXE & 1) 52 W
X H O AR Py A SO R 520 s & AE S 1113275 (authorial audience), RI/EZE 0y
(PYERAR L, Ab T 5/ 38 AH N R 42 52 A 8, 650 N0 0 R A A S I A I — A A
B2 (narrative audience), R RUAR 4 2 BUA AL G (1525, 78 2 WcshtH 5 L iRl 4%
A NS 2 B s DU B AR I ROA B2, RIAUA O B (AR, 56
S MUE RUR G (KT 5 T 32 DU R n] [ B A2 46 P (6 15 352 67 % (“ Truth” ; Before) o @

20 2l 70 AR I, AE T VPO VR 2 S T H AR AR 2 1K) 5 52 B BUA
SCACHE VPSR 2L Bk o G SRAE TS DE R, 224 1] ) 252 AT L, A 11 SR AR T AR S 3 1
FARME, HOwt 2 R L LA UR (0. o B 4 SO0 I B M T n] R AR 1 2 4 B 1 5
P, S BERLVEAS LLRE R RF B DY, XREAEIR KRR B Sty . A8, 2 it
R G A AS T A PP 5T R R T 3K 22 0, AR ) 2 e <A R s 7 R AT A PR ) s
AKX AN P RAL B X o BRAG — 7 T B e I AT T 2 Sk N AR s
(1) 1) AL B, Iy — T3 1T S B R AN [R5 5 1R AN [R] 28 17 R0 £ 3 A 32 SO il 1A
A FERE o ANHET Hh o 22 2 B TR W0 AN 53— O TR B T A T4t 1 < 4 1y 7 0 SP-1l
RSP

TES HAS FERL 2 B F ph i 1 20 tH42 90 FAR, PRAGHE 1996 45 R &35,
FERR B OB TR0 A T 4 ) s LA F () a2 A B ST PR O A 2 G fer A SCAR I
W 5 | G4 TS e R RS, T B DUJ DA Ay ¥ A A D 1 2 1) 25 T A 5 A s A
2 5 1) RS, DRI T A B, B ) T ORI AR ARBE SR IR A
I ) R iR R4 7, s “ORFAE LI O R 7 (1 B ) BME RERE . (Narrative as Rhetoric
190, @ HENFHL 2 5, Btk 0022 ARG A BT, V5 th TF R« 5035 7, 248 7 2007
S H IR 2 v RN AT SRR, PRSI 5 ST, B el 4 sk N “ Ak
P () [ A AT TR it BE AT R BORH [R) () ) ¢ (Experiencing) . 3R, X
— o “ L P37 (shared reading) (K25 1E 52 2] T 55 32 7 (B, SeAe 4a /i
G YA

LS, 47 B8 W HF X 40 “AE B S8 7 A AT AT A ) 132 37 3K M e B 1 7 L, Sk AS
AR RAE o AR BB 7 5, AR LUK 8 B BE o B bR e AT O, 45 24 0E

@ 55 =Bl ES DU 2 ) FEA, PRI 2% 2 AT THE SR X A QI — AR AN X 23 1k B A, H B AR AE 1T IR 3 — AR
BURRS, ARIEFE T 1X—[X 4 (Narrative as Rhetoric 140-45)

@ WA BT LL o R AR B AL, & BB Ath > 5 A 78 75 2% 2 — RE A R I 5 P 3  BUSEAE
7, RE T T RS AR 8 4 I AR (B AR A B A 3 R BUSAE I — AR (version) B <AL
(agency) CHIJF, “BaBfEH”").
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T B E 2 S T I, AN A S AR 1 5145, ) E N LD H P #AR L
BB E . W F RS X 0SS I LU ey, s e TR i L2l 52 7. 5 AH X
AR A MLAT R R 52 AN [ AR VS 20 100 A2 B4 R T S TB B 1R g i, ] e S X
an A R ARAR B RS . BRAC A Ry, VR 8 Al SOAS SR 52 e I (1 ] B, 528 I Y.
W T SCA . MR b, AR BN H RE AL X S B CIR TP SOAR . B
AR “ BATT 7 RAE L SOAS L B X = AN PR3 AT — ) O3 B 5 e A Y A R
7=, [A I X AR T2 7 (Narrative as Rhetoric 19). HSZ, IKAVAN W K ALV
FIRTE RURI DR 45 SR B84k o AR AR (R0 2, AR I8 DT e 6 SCAR B s 56
(“Debating”) . {H T IX L8 A 1 FEDRE LR Hh K35 31, #AS Re O SOA | 5, oAk
M TAEERETRE B R a2 U, 9405 im0 BB B, A T A7 AT A R e
HHIEPESE, MHAE TR PP A B (RS s T8 “ AR 1R e 7 IR ok

(EAFE R 2, “PEE M7 ARG T7 885 3 SO P vr IR 2 — AN
EITEBEIIME S . R L AR R A X — A I, U B TR T g BRI EESR
YA A AR E 1 B2 (M 380D 8 T 1tk b vk LA oo oo % Lt (Demby)
(R 227C) (The Catacombs) 5278 W 0 ANIE 4 15 75 A e 21 1963 4F 11 J 22 51,
2y « Fi e ol XA BEA e AR T AR JE IR A8 (“Truth” 126).
AHER H, A e ATy s i B R, R AT E A RO H
o PR AR B 52 A7 B, A DU A AH OC I s iR it U, X — S S bR AT E R
J3 5 355 ) BEK, ARLIX Rl g Se Ak R PR 2R ER T A R s DR AR KRR 2 45 i T (Shen,
“Implied” 151-54),

6. X RN HI BT H 3R

A o TR AU AW AR L, 32 th T 5% T RO AT 1K /S A i i (“Narrative
Judgments”) o Z— Al AU HERE 1 IR AU A O T BCEAG B AU B A RL
FH LA R R O A B D DU =R S B R AR, B R AR e
SRR Ty P, B b AT Rl o 1 SR B A AN g DT 3R 2 o ) e R T s TN
VIR A 2 AG BRI A A BRI T 0 T2 A0 S HAH B o0 (1) | S P . 28 = dm
AL ELAAR TR R SCANT T B I g N B AR B bR A, DU 5 | 3 133 A R AR AR
PRI A0 U, A TEPEAG BT, A RIS AN m) A1, TR AR ) AR H
S VYA i 8 - AR TP S B W AN OCELHE AT AN 04T A 1A T, i B A LA
TATTRE A A B T, JCH 2 BR 5 BUR L NI 2 B R 00 R i A ()46
B 5 TS R AMA TR T P B RCEAE S A4S FARAE, T AT FR R T e 2
ANRHAI] o 55 75 i e AT A B TR S5 Ao AT ] 10 o S T 2 AN e 4

X AT DA RS B v A A A BE A R s . (AR R, B Ay
FEURI SR A i UAH 5 5 PRI A 58 A i i S ) S IR 470 ) AR S P 1717 55 =
A1 5 U WA R T 3K T PRI R P T o 5 B X — PO, FRATT T A IR R A
B CERS RS2 AR 5 S I S PR Bz ) A A LA A BB 7 2 X 40 I kAl
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L GBI KA WA T PR R 10 AT AN IS B (Y (A I LS S
A RER A 4 T 1 1 W] S B ) R e R

AN 11V B W T T L2 s R TIEAINE 271N o T3 G0 Ll S A
CPE BN SR 32 AR R 2 04T R 20D

S BEF R 58 VAR : 240 IR T 8135

A AE 2 N BF 22 YR) (“Chicago” 148-49) H, fij B4 K& T« i K& 11”7
(burgeoning) 2 il &F 27 YR 28 VUAR 10 T A7 24 & A28 F 19 & 2%, B 56 20 i b (Gary
Johnson) [ (5 S 1K3E 1) (The Vitality of Allegory) . #4/if1 (Katherine Nash) (] { &t 3
N BHASFEY (Feminist Narrative Ethics). H '} (Dan Shen) B €05 fa 2 ZE /N U 1 SC 44
51& %) (Style and Rhetoric of Short Narrative Fiction). F¥ 7} (Katra Byram) [ {{&
PR A AMEEE—RURE ) (Ethics and the Dynamic Observer Narrator) F1 {1 (Kelly
Marsh) [ (3-SR BESE (IMIBLY (In Search of the Mother’s Pleasure) ©. i%$63E 4351
2012 %2 2016 Z[A) (i o I 33 21 TRAL, BB REPE RN A0 ST 24 8 A 50T #h BT
A Reuh . $RAE B CAE 2007 4F H R KRS B A AU s = T 5 i T ST
PG R DL SRR A A s 75 2017 AT KRS Vv 55— A0 b, WK 5 0 e
NP 28 AT I LA S “ BN BN W] SERUAR ” 4 DUAE 4 20 1 Y s

FEF G5BT 52 1k 2N B2 R A DU AR A2 3 () 2 8 bR e 293 adh 0 35 A v Pk bk
TALGEIE F A D22 U F RSN B AN AR . A BT
1) # BE XS 8 5 HH e S, I MR SE AR Y /N 1 B A E , 15080 5 ] DL b 7 5K
TEEREIL AN AL B RS R B 5 Lotk = SRS &, @i T —Fhr
(R AUFHAC BEFR, TRV B B VR (RAE T 75 A ] g A5 [y S0 v B v Iy 0B 2% 18 OC T
ELARIACBEN S o FERIARAE L B3 3 T — AN &« S A I 525 — AUk
B R NPRBOR & 7R R s N e il A2 v, g3l o g s B e 45 A0 H R
T HBl, KB A SRS %5 T 0L S AU A BEAEILACEEE /)
YL ORER . AR B 2 h IR A TN UL N A AR AR AR R rp e - W RESE
USSR PR, 5 77 8 T AR O I SLTE B rh AN w2 =, DAL A ol dth S 1« B
T AN UL T BRI AR 5 AN ISR R, PSR 2 T TR T
H A B 2 i DR R AR T R BRI 4, 1 TSRS T R R S R
PEREFE” (covert progressions) 8T I E FER FTHELL (“Dual 7)), %) — L850 56 28 HURT /)N
VLEAT T R ORE o (ELASE RN, DA A v R [ 52 207 7 o R RO 9 (7] HR
FHIR Z0EF 27Uk 58 DUARIR 22, IX R AR A2 15 5 2N aF R Ok CAE
JEIEHEZ .

@ XA LA B AL A, 1544 2404 “ The Submerged Plot and the Mother’s Pleasure from Jane Austen to
Arundhati Roy”.
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4 i

R S5 T SRR A B AR B AT A7, B A G T AU A A EAR
CRCRTEAE S SR A R WIS PR 7 ZNEFEIR I B — AR & R 22 8
AT SUA T N ZINEF AR I 28 AT AR, TR e 1n) T AR 58038 IO AT Ui s 25—
S VUACRHE T O S AU 22 ) T VARG & R R T “AE TR 227, L B 2 —
AR . 20 202 0, HEVP A G SC8% SR Sl e 20 thad B
I, 3 T8 SCRE T SR A5 1 SO M 20 tHAD 70 SEARTT 4R, HE VP I0E S 1a) SCAK L BUA Rl
WA 90 FARLICKRIZF NI H 23 52 B . ASTEPE R 2 MR SO RIS
ZARNE BT —FpPAET, A5 T ERTE S WA R SCAR R ER S A, FEE N T IAE
R H P, TR 1 A 0 B g BEAR ) GRG0 5 e i D gk N IX
P PV (1) () A7 AT A LA BB ) o — MR U, AN I IR AT = — A BA
fEHRAVEE AR EE H (020 O, 258 B CAE BRI S R4 — RARIER B R,
HATHCHUA G 525 — R A TAFFE S Py BB e, A S &) 44 G405 FniliK
RIS XAE R R H BAEYE . AT ENIE, T N RER VR B ERE B 1, i L BEXS
ZREATHEWT , AL R 5 5 DUHEWT /2 BB &E B 1008 OAT, & GEES S H bR
L WAEREAT L, WA A2 A RS TR AU 2 I W bR i o Tk DX 2 “ AR e 7
5y s B S AR [ ) 5L BR 13 , AB TP A 22 0] DA ] B DGy 8 T A8 S AORHE B AL
TR B 25 I RIS S AR SO BB R S B B . AE X — U IR BeAE 2 A AN A
i 1) P 25 AL HH S B — B A e 0P AR T (3 BRSO
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