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A Study of Bakhtin’ s Dialogical Theory from
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Abstract: Social rhetoric is the mainstream of contemporary western rhetoric and its fundamental
proposition is that rhetoric engages in social construction. People communicate, participate in social
practice and cooperation through rhetorical discourse activities. Bakhtin’ s dialogical theory, focusing
on dialogicity, context and ideology of discourse, embodies social rhetorical thoughts and nurtures
western traditional rhetoric and improves research paradigm of social rhetoric epistemologically and
ontologically. In terms of discourse construction and interpretation, this paper explores the social

rhetoric view in an attempt to clarify the theoretical essence and implications of social rhetoric.

Keywords: Bakhtin; social rhetoric; rhetorical situation; discourse construction

th & 1&®F (social rhetoric) J& 4 P4 5 & FE DRERET R, AR EEEERE G R, 3
RSB, B—F AR UsEEUT WY, TR asER, sIHEIE s S, B2
BT FISIES, EamiABREFrtt 2 Em e, J Wi A2 B KRG - B4 (Mikhail Bakhtin,
N GETEE BRI S 52555, WS 1895—1975) ) X%f i B g ¥ 27 LA ( dialogism )
KA., Gt SR, FONIEE R —F A AT] EE T B REENHEISHEER, X—HFEE R

R HHEE: 2015 -05 - 11
BEE£WMB: AFW2014 FAAESF AR EFRLETH (14YIC740056) B BerE i ; 1174 2013 4R 41 RF AL K351 H
(13DWXI10) BrBe:midi; 2015 & 5 TR 4K TREAFMETH (MX4 -012)

EEE . R (1978 ), 5, Y, BAERTFE: W BER: . IRRIE L IMEHUE.
E-mail : fengzhiguo78@ 126. com




554

A A BT A TR0 i BT 345

1E “HXEF SRR A 0 — 5 SR E
SR AR DR B b A TR B S 1Y
Bilo WA —RE BIIE FPA R TE T SO | 185
ISENNIF AV 0S8 s 20 W WAR fiee 2 VD)
HUSHHE G,y 20 MR VIS R E A T G
ST E N7 (1R7, A ( 3 2 = WR
So ARSCNTETR RS 5 B R £ PSR IATT B A < 0
WS S kb e B ReE BA, ST MR
FEA I BB A TS AT

— . BRERXSIETE S

B B RIS R A e AR RORT R, =
EbF AR RS 5, P WL E L REGRIE
LRI OO PR L [R GK T AR AT T
SCHIE, JE BB XHE G S Vi IR A —
XFFEF R B AETT i, R GEmiE &
SO LA 5 AR S O — G R Gt A T
WH9E, INNIEF BATERNE L, JEB RS
0L AL A e, i BB < 5% m 53 ST
Wi H ——ih i, AR S e B T 4
12, W E RS PIAAEIER, NIB e
TR T e IR . FEX — T8 5 T WA 4k
T, ERFeE T IS, A R
CRVUR G, WX AR, WO R A e
“RHELE A, W —BIZRT PR O, e B 4
AR, MEZINBITCAMYY, FEHXE SR H B
AR ARG EZE, AT IR
(G SCZ ) 0 R, AT IR A A A
Bt bR, X AR A, B, A
N SAET WA S G, S50k, B2
IR & Z B A fE i, 52,
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