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A remarkable development in 20! century philosophy is the emergence of Anglo-Saxon
philosophy in place of the dominance of the continental philosophy (German philosophy in
particular). And among these influential figures in the field of political thought, Quentin Skinner
perhaps deserves some attention. In the previous research project, the applicant asserts that due to
the influence of Ludwig Wittgenstein’s use theory of meaning, and John Austin’s speech-acts
theory, Skinner blurs the demarcation between language and action, and treats political theory as
some sort of political action rather than the mere description of political action. Hence Skinner
turned to rhetoric study. According to this approach, rhetoric is not only the varnish of political vice,
but instead some political action with certain positive intention. For Skinner every human action can
be reduced to linguistic performance, and this linguistic orientation becomes clearer in his later
study. When turning to rhetoric, Skinner reduces his study of language to the study of ‘concepts’.
What he concerns is no longer the wholesale of the political discourse but the changing of meanings
of some key concepts in the political discourse.

Although this ‘rhetoric turn’ is a direct heritage of the ‘linguistic turn’, the outcome of this
change is far beyond the realm of linguistic philosophy. If what ‘rhetoric turn’ deals with is the
changing of the meanings of key moral concepts, apparently this kind of change does not only have
semantic significance but also a shift of ethical paradigm (and this is what those political theorist
intended to achieve). So by doing this, Skinner shifts his study from linguistic analysis to the
analysis of moral change. This project wishes to point out the hidden premises, both in historical
and ethical terms, in Skinner’s rhetoric studies, and to find the connection between the Skinner’s
method of linguistic analysis and the continental philosophy.

Keywords: Quentin SKkinner, rhetoric, conceptual history, linguistic action.
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Bdvp e i R pLEL

o
N

e

g

P

=2

R TR
=

3
=

DTRIORN

>—L17:\‘Lmk- %- !
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~
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Intention and Convention

AR Eton chFEF B R AL 2 "'L'r?fr;i Skinnerf Ly - ﬁélﬁi‘iﬁi‘;‘_o %
— & chE_ > Skinner #7 F #0873 ik T AR {,; | g (24 F‘*ﬁéﬁ Eem) F ARG D
FATH o e H s p e e d T} RS R D A 8 e o Elton AN e E
Searle “T3p N % — f&> » > @ Skinner “erfi"‘ximﬂlaav: F8> oo R ¥ Skinner @ 3 0 ¥

FH% RIS R e £ ’d—*ﬁ v I - NG AL B AT E o
Pzw,%—ﬁfz{zggﬁ~@oﬁ 330 %+ Skinner @ 3 0 A F G L AH AL L H
- I EVRRRFY NS 7 RS {%‘V’Jv' FEHETREEF - AL
B2 #X Skinner #£33 5 f«:/r’f,‘rﬁf‘*“ ie— R o B 2 AT R SR AR YT VA p At
#iEe (actlon) THRA m;‘f”%

Skinner 4 11§ KEF FL AL /Fﬂ’“‘—“‘“rjﬂmﬁ: BAINAFTH, (ALELFT
ﬂﬁm{?*)maamﬁﬁowﬁﬁ e — %, 2% B ¥F 3 (ordinary
language) P eh= AT A E PR T 1 F e PO xLE A HA (“’vvﬁjﬁ)
T ¥ A chf R A rf—‘ktfﬁ B~ #4p - ( Skinner, 1972b: 396-7) ? i B % & &
R Austln ¢ locutionary > perlocutionary 4 % 1llocut10nary forces rTMv\ f»ﬁ* > - & o Skinner—
% Austin - H—L E&- Hipd o B PFTE A Z AL KL o & " Meaning and
Understanding in the History of Ideas ;| (1969 ) — < # > Skinner r;% S —Fd | MhHE
BLB ALY RBRRERALE ok AP 1 T2 hd & (textualism) °eh
R s N R Ry A AL a8 7 Lo Eﬂ;“« =7 RR R j\f’r—’ﬁf” SO R
ot EFERF ‘ﬁﬁhﬁ*mjﬁ%ﬁ“’ Foipd L & & gt A (Skinner, 1969:31) ? » )j}q\‘,;u ia
g TR ﬁé?’“ﬁ*? ) E (Whatlsthecontent‘7) SO /?Jﬁﬁ"‘ﬁ#? AchiE® &P
( whant is the text for? ) - *—"Ff* Skinner p & #73E R 0 AP R fRiTE v A E R iFgt
e11 (what point is it? ) (ibid., 31) e

Palonen #p 1 {8 #f Skinner 3% 3 & & FuLj23 5 £~ AP 7

—v

e 5 BHEF|T 2 Adeie
o
)2

B PAR L R 7};@_#7 T_7 ¥ % % 3 (how and why it is said) - 9: £ & h 6 A ek ik
@L £ AL PR doim AT 0 PRARLE ETLiE2 A p 3 ¢ A (Palonen, 2003:

32) o $+pe Skinner {6 kw5538 i3 § (rhetoric) k¢ » TP LEEF L L2 FTF 1

?{%M@%ﬁﬁ%i&o&ﬁéi%@ﬁ;wﬁu+ﬁﬁ % 4 TLEE AR B2 g o
;tf,’} ?g‘f;é‘_’jﬂ' SRR AR —’}5 Brr Rl TR oo

R BEST 3 XK o A Skinner o & H niT 5P i FILE F BT L & O

% 0 BiGT T;iun‘w ¥ T#2, (convention) ¥ " % Bl | (1ntent10n) — /4 8] EJE how ¥ why
R R —h- PR AR o BRI R %\.__Austm rﬂiﬁlpﬁ“‘ f e gL 4 E 4R > e §_Skinner 47
*iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%’%ﬁ Bhe A LBy R B2 “ﬁﬁ& grerbd il 2 - o B
S R A EmEd AATFAUEFT Y S MR LS E BF S F TG B e <

% FRE iIfF"rrJﬁ‘;i B % o
6 pt_?fﬁ e enig 3R (2002) ¥ > ¥4 Skinner 3% 5 textualism iz B30 € i F FIR A o A2 LR i
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" Convention and the Understanding of Speech Acts ;| (1970) — < # > Skinner # * it 43 ¥+

Austin ehI2 25 P F F R AR R A A1 4 L o Skinner 3% 7 Austin &2 2% :};1 d1#2 7 locutionary
force 12 ¢k > p '#“ %7 B F P33 illocutionary ¥2 perlocutionary forces o A m (1) # £ril 3 %
B FWR RN RmR A @ 2 (i) B4 G AP Rt TR
(uptake) P %33 7 illocutionary force s1if £ o 3% izu F* 48 > Skinner & F i dl® i » &
- a‘%mﬂ—\ LR ;ﬁajﬁ“ EAREF T AP Eat% o - E & 32 F %6 %> Skinner 1 3% %
L HHHE S F

i? P*]‘AustlnI"'va‘ bEayay ;{;‘i/% P E A AL AR B AL T o blde ¥ - 23S
{7 & R_Peter Strawson 3 a‘;] - B W'ﬁ A& T jF s K i S &% 3= (utterance ) ¥
illocutionary force = (_;]_ R ) EERESHENRERRA AT TARLIE D ki
(essentially avowable ) g, B’ o 1345 &% 2 > Strawson #& ! = 832 f# illocutionary force
S A L - A ARfEIRE 2 2 (decode) Sen T A wAR L E Nk | HR BTG R
R R0 @ ige E_Austin @ ¢ TIRE a5 ¥ - fAR] & & illocutionary force £ 7 F & (5 if
¥ HRiB R T*u? e ¥ Tz | Shi B (see Strawson, 1964) -

7% m Skinner ¥t Strawson e14 45473 A e > T ¥ F I AR IR KK B o F - A A
Fpigd g (oblique) dyfkiR s R TERASHITAFEF 7&&%‘ Ehk | A B A A
ErPRAIBMAE N k% > gt ATIRfz | S ¢ ehillocutionary force o ¥ —
A T2 AE %, (non-avowable) fjkiw o fipfE kT > B S T AR T U4k
22Nk B I AR A 33 o Fli- LipAdk o Fa gRURR AP
illocutionary force (Sklnner 1970: 122-3) o B k% - w—fﬁ&r« 3 gg;/% R A PREE
A )RR AT L o Tompmis % | F K7 VR L GEER S RARXFEDP gk
4 (T2 REAREHLEE?) 518 'fﬁ (&rSklnner B B3 ) G T ok
(flattering) ° % Fm;—é'fg*fw ArE R R T 8 AT iEAT L RS T dp i BOR > PR E Y E
LEEERETE AL (FEF %L lz"figzﬁfﬁﬁ'1 ) o F @Gl sk o NI MAET T
# 4o Skinner p & #TIL G BV ARG T4 o «EJ\? VLR TR iR fE A ek iR ek A AL
Strawson #7sc fZ§F 17> 'ﬂ;%}q‘;gk_ﬁ b+ 1—}% i IR A j\gglfw, B B UL
TAF VA EAEDNR ) SR BATE I&ﬁ?illocutlonary force o F] i SR, B ¥ 4k £ FAr L
FAREE N ReERT > AE 37 E &3 T2 )« (Skinner, 1970: 29-30) - Skinner 4n
Do ek R S B - A m,i:é’ &R A S;]S'SP?B%;&JT' | g ?K’ﬁ_ AR
BvY oo FRIEFERL AL HA }‘Ifi% TS o InfEBEEEZ AR B Ludwig Wlttgenstein e 2%
< —¥%E% | (language- game) ¥2 4 (see Wittgenstein, 1958) > #k @ Skinner v i A4 4\:
>R lfb7r* gEHEand 00 FI L B L G FENE AR R R chiy 4 kg F 2R ( Skinner, 1970:
130-1)

%ﬁt%“ﬁﬁmﬁm;@’%MMWﬁwidmm T R AT
o MARF A %ﬁmhpp %ﬁzﬂdnmwg AR Y AR HET Ada- AA R m@
&Q?%\’»? .Qimﬁ,awp ¥ R TR R R oo 0?3%@%@ ﬁ*ﬂ\?

7 RLEARGHEIME AT EEE IR Fi- LR ELEN L forcef%#q\lllocutlonarqu\
locutionary 7 o Mt 4 A R B F;%;ﬁ,?;—_z 22?7 , Bw ‘é P B o g &E"*BT»; THRY E AR
o LERAREPEFRLE WP (R ”"Bgimi“ukgﬁﬁl ER) cixBEIDDOTLBERLF KRB R
AEgh ks AV EREEF AR LGNV AL -

8 WA SH A F - % Ko MAIIASEAGZHAAR R ALY T2, FA?IA S-@%vi
i G T- ke K (fﬂtﬂ) F-5%Td \(#/’FJ) ‘}\‘«kﬁ”?gﬂ M (Jfﬂl“*ﬁ;fr) Qf
G e I ARG 2@ (agreement) » RS eR, EH’H\% iR ARTIE o

9 & iF2¥r Wittgenstein m}%z R A o Wittgenstein * T 23k | (agreement) kA7 ipfdiE & K @i
Ao BRERFFLFEDEY > FLERFHF RN G FE SR L- AL (voluntary ) i
#2 > i &_Wittgenstein ¥ 7 i@ /835 c pF » B 3ni A A T p#  (blindly) ﬁ = 4p] (Wittgenstein,
1958: Remarks 219 )

10%mM%FB%%€9ﬁ%%km§&QAﬁ’ﬁ F - BAAE rk,ﬁpﬂkhmp ﬁ@%kow
Jﬁlﬁ?}j fﬁxﬂ ¥ %3 ¢ i o (sentence) ™ {4 K fA 'mﬁjq\v A 5 - T’;f);g;w‘ :g%gt ( categorical ) &0
A B o 4353 0 Skinner & Jf & f# $n€’llé‘t§g:}ﬂp Fond R P AL o B RIEG Y 0



Skinner e % 2§ e # 02 Ta 2 7 B2 | (overhear) b+ kP o § S¥ A% (7
— 7% illocutionary force p¥ » 4 — B % = '?5 N(RTSE At ) BARKL - 8RNI L
THE P g f’i—?‘f » e BN 1% ¥ i BF f#i& 1 force (Skinner, 1970: 134) o i i &+ 3 7
B g ‘\"fqz e iy enf 2 L E’ﬂlj“.'—_}ﬁ R MAARR Y DA T e R RS YESLFIFTH %
PEAR - ERFH LT L AREF LR 6 PR

B R E %FL# Lﬁamg 7% » & Skinner &Ji x5 4 ’\;;’&?;\ S - R R e - ( social
constructivism ) ° ] & TR ¥ J'FL’%\LFL# X 3L ﬂ H_F & " @2 | illocutionary force &1 & if
o REd E T AR LY RA S AL F %b’%i#iﬁi&“—;—% VIR S S = pF
oo a4 Zoplend o Skinner p & AP v b K $Hig 4832 (Skinner, 1969a: 43) o #3tiE
B R AL » 237 Skinner $+ R Bleg 2 » ¥ URP R E fHRBF OB R -

% MOn Performing and Explaining Linguistic Actions ; (1971) - < ¥ > Skinner F.P 7
é%';—rr‘a‘h BRABZ MG UEhewERF T —FEie- BRA - gL Skinner L F
%’a T T F’ - BRI (Voluntaryactlon) P IRBE T — (AR B H 8 - AR

fﬁmiaﬂl BURAR P g F B (T ﬁﬂi.*%‘f hg 2 A g - BRRT ”%ﬁl?év:? 2 T A bringing it
aboutthatPJ (TA3I8 7 Py ) &3 "Lr“a‘#r (redescribe ) pF » H P A F pt - Jkiw? g
ﬁ%'*z (agent) » P H_A #fiach— B { ﬁv (p“r}%ii’m’*% (result) » @ @ H_& i pt - Jiwen
P TR A E o g A TA Y upui}%‘ ? (whatisAdoingﬂ T3 R AR
4 (Skinner, 1971:3) » % R o-ing ® F R F & FF 5t » £ o4 it 7 & R kel
/“3 o Skinner 7 £ & Pt v > 1 H g iE 2 «EL@ By ot oo méﬂkﬁ,ﬂﬁhk 3o
illocutionary act £_3 »xenE B 7 & VA I S R a ) X Eﬂj;“ *”L’ré 7z t. ( Skinner, 1971
4-12) o ixB A2 AT g AL > B =R 1 (4* HPGrlcem
@) F2bp #2eh | (non-natural)) 3 &
EHEFLARET ALY ) ¢ g i £ i
d T2ip # &%wrr,lékm’?ﬂp? EA Fsﬁ&-,&ig_}] KLE-g S = ‘; —%ZZ‘_.'_,‘E_ (per
accidens ) m%f:f" ’ "f iz ¥k ehillocutionary act € - 8% # 1% (intentional ) e+—3&, T &
T R—7 5 (Sklnner 1971: 8) - “,f $h2_#h > Skinner B £ Hldg 1) 0 Ah-ing 7 £FE TA
bringing it about that P | 2 § 7 & 8 §_12 E'p 7 £t - ll% (illocutionary ) ke & if 2 > 7

5 ¥ it § 7 & & illocutionary ac - R z SHoBFe %.‘w'ﬁé"% am*'ﬁm'rs P
1% # (illocutionary ) &k jw

A

t& &

( Skinner, 1971: 4-11) - % & ig % & 47 » Skinner 1§ 3| ¢ g

AV MG E EE T A 0@ F gl kIR i 5 2 R EE » M an (Skinner, 1971:

PP
13) o

,
e

wfﬂ’wi@ Fdp o - B G nE i E 20 8 - R P illocutionary

% % A AR AR o FR O
4@@%ﬁ$w¢ﬁﬁé°%ﬁéﬁ*@§
%]mﬁ";& ( Skinner, 1971: 13) - & 4F3tiEiE
X w:g;;ﬁgpﬂ; F-# 2P ik
RoAE) P (Fwhih) AEMG L

* E - fér]%r‘ﬁé % (causal) FHER 0@ g

L SHSES AP L el AT Skinner ¥ 57 %

> AF o uizd—lg\‘—":fjjﬁppp 7 (#FwE M2ty
L

2 4 H ¥ illocutionary force & 2 B f2 iz 1llocuti0nary force » 3 ¥+ L& gz i v

FL;’é"ﬂﬂz :E.g] °m i?ﬁ*—{"&h i@ v B /P 1%?5;?%"%2”7 & * m'# oo pipAm A 'FE/T’IT-'? e
2% 12 Skinner 7 K3uis £ - BA ¢ L*T# im&' Flo Fli- BFEDT—F 50 s?ﬁ? E2RE
% ”’ﬁ*’f--fg BADZE > A » Ak "'T)f@mﬁ? Jﬁ"ﬁ‘%?" T'tifﬁ.»ﬁ F g RSk 3= ér’ﬂ A AES B

Fet REN G R R RR LT ﬁ%—@wP—F@’?éﬁﬁﬁibé*ﬂ%w

3y

~

AFE > Skinner 12 F & M- T3 — (76 | DHKGF T A7k o S 5 7845 ( philosophy of
action) o 4-%Fi% B #47 > Skinner &%t 7 B T4 45 (ﬂ\?’ﬁﬂﬁ;/f@) P g ;i..

11 4245 Grice eii% > - BF o T28p Xep ) L& x4y "xLdppa 2 x:‘é,.:f?,p;‘; 3ld2 p (xmeans
thatpandxmeansthatpdonotentallp) o W op T Bt F ?\Prb’ wde T (28 +en

2

F

) ¥z B a
f’i—égf%gj ’lgmééj’b&* "E\E%@iﬁ{\’é‘_p/%ﬁz;ﬁ'—l lhp/%ﬁf”%’&,‘\"ﬂ = B %‘*’t’p/%
2Bl AT 2T o “rprumfﬁﬁ & FR @ A ¢ * B ¥ 4 (things could be otherwise ) o & mak
Grice ft = " 28p X, e & (Grice, 1957 378)

“J
mh



HLBFEA T o FP YR E R AR AR TR 1R, & e T A (meaningof
horizon) Polanen* ﬂ» He Sklnner GRES — TR REF AR 75 '*F‘f,’ff’ E %ﬁ“‘i*}?
—% i ¢ ok Fcd & (Polenan, 2003: 33 ) o %ﬁ #-7 % ﬁm‘% Bl& ¥ Rl Skmner:]m
L PR T #pp‘;l FE A EREGAE G- A P 2
sﬁ’pr'faz”»'v’s +$§_E§Fmﬁ°ﬁ§¢§'L$psﬁ’pr B
F_Skinner 3= © A e ® (THEL LB BT e g 4 4 J ‘]5'3{:". B
t“ R S = ‘;—ﬁﬁ?m.&aﬁ*‘f* '**ﬂ—\iﬁ ER RS TN -
FD— 2 B % o

From Truth to Rhetoric
< 57870 & k@ F 4> > Skinner 957 § ﬁ'ﬁg,ﬁri}gé@ vod B oA g T — (T A 5 endf

FhE RIS g (rhetoric) ¥ 7 -« & ll%ffé;%’i ELACTRE S I B o R R
DI L AT frgp’%ﬁtmi.‘f? S R fé g ¥ {4 ¥ Skinner ™% ¢ — B A
BTy B o

it BPHEIAICFLAEHDFED » g AEFLL AL SHROERF 1§
FAd o UE P ENEROT AN B BRI AF T 22 Skinner T 2 2
(truth) i@ 4 I i B o L1 = 8t sh™ L I JEd 555 — (7 55 ¢na 15 » Skinner
RAHIATE TS REE M iR o RV ECA AR AIAT £ALE
{HRTY o ptRehyp 2 ortE G o JARLEEE Jimiﬁ'é?“r#%%m TR (dek G oanE)
7R %Lcontingent " context-dependent =1 o fe £ 4ok T E IR | Fipfk i Fetng o i T E

R LR B “EIE"—_ 4 T & 0 2 RE Y b (universal ) e

e q—s{»ﬁmé BT T - BRI ER- BrusfTE A4 24 (validity) e0E 32 53
(3 T3 AR e ) 7R~ Feip R e d AT AL AT ] e R g
- e R Ed - F {feﬁr"’?\? o ipfE TE IR ) G AH TR L H A R
G AL F % P EEPHRMIR c LRETEL o FE L L EA w2 ¥l & HE
FOo AT E ¥ AAREY RBAFE EFms m e o 305 B K 48 > Charles Taylor 7 it #_%F
Skinner # ! b i £ 5t 4 o 4 4p 01 & Skinner 3L ¢ B K Hacin 47 B AR a2
g B H P e E A G e E R o Bl T B %\:F %ixLiJ (bracketmg the
question of truth) & % ¥ iy e > Fr g ?—“Ff\’» Re B3 RAEE > 47 i d 2% (Taylor,
1988:219-20) -

dofe few & § 4 9160 0 Skinner mﬁ'ﬁ;,j B85 3 A n—\riﬁx._/,.ﬁ—*ﬁ .?—?E’—_fﬁp\ E R E B E
®oom EFS *J}{/riﬁgﬁmf‘ ATLR N @ PR A j"l!‘(r’ o A A TR E L F A
R a R TR, A e IR Y el 1 - 1‘“%ﬂ*‘~mw’f’ B2 L
Taylor & A #7140 w:} D bk ¥rnio L B AR mfj’f{ ¥t ek B B E IR
s o W ¥ A4 BB o - ERFTEBERAPTEAY ’mi«f%t (TrtinfF g §)
P (2 E) AL BRIAPREZEEI KRN F L @ (Skinner, 2002:
29) - Skinner & ! v ipHReDEIE F R TG lgﬁ" » fe §_Taylor z {ﬁ“ A G e B R E R
3 r]n“—‘&,{%‘“z%ﬂ‘ﬁ g (7 ’J)‘,JFEL”\“F“’JM ﬁ*owﬁf Jean
Bodin ¥+ & (witches ) 1 #r i &) » ”r'fe* i 2 %‘F‘.’K% ML AT H - BE L 0 T A
giﬁ"?%if\“ IR AR BOdin-Qr’l/Fi At B BREL c O FER o A HmEE f(/riﬁ'gﬂj? BN
o2 R g - 8 Tk, (agreement) m * 4 E 2 m;,’:f” (endorcement) ( Skinner,
2002: 30 ) o Skinner B ** iz B0 L f2 22 Wittgenstein #7 8 e0® Fenb|+ 5 R & k1 240 (see,
Wittgenstein > 1958 : Remarks 293 ) -

SRR S T B REdRE A k| shgix o A0 p - A3 & (rationalism)

*ﬂ..:k-\

1Y

(

e i* Bt A (false beliefs ) A FM P 4 F > FIp T R H ﬁé%ﬁ ( Skinner,
2002:30) o {UFEiEfEEE FEEE S ZERES Nk 2 P R

- ﬁﬁ*ﬁ ,Jﬁhi\‘.f]ﬂ
EPREE AR IIE B R F-%HFFLARBA Lg% > A (/) ghi7nd
SEHG A BATRRE RS A o BB AR FREE TE PR L
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~ LS > R TR M FREAL “;_{/n/,,\mlﬂ'd @ A 7 - g @ ( further
explanation) > @ E B4rZ & 2L H AR ¢ HF i L+ o Skinnerin i 0 B R
ﬁm*p‘ 2 4 & By f# ° 2 Taylor & 4 5 & gwﬂ v TP EAEsAek | 0 FlE B N2
FHALTAZTERBED HELE RS 7 > ?Kﬁlf’ﬁjﬁi,ﬁfkaw (AR S £ S=xk ol JRN
AR DR AR AR G A iy o

Skinner #7385 ik 5 & 020 $iA 0 AL A o 1R RN 2 0 Y B RUTR 3
Bt g 208 8 3 2@ M4 g £ (lapse of rationality ) — 7= T i@ 12 {7 4 'ﬁ (agent) %
it m¢¢%Qiﬁxﬁ—@pﬁﬁ_m—g’rzﬁn£%4¢%%%ﬁzm$ﬁ
S OER O 7 LA R ASNRH AL o KA R - BT B -
ROFIERG - BERG AT n—\41_41_¢%‘“’ S R AR N ES L ol - N

PPER | > a2y paiE s ormaan TE > {72 i £7 Z70B 2 S b
B2 oo hopt - ko R EFE P T 0 T a £ (parochialism ) 5% endfhE @ El
e A Jap| R A PR B — B Skinner3 i vE G HIEFE S —TH AT FUE L F
Fo V- BAMEA SHRRE R EPERME 2 E?T v e RSk gE 0 B RAL
PRI EARAT -8 (HE PR T ) Baofg s RARRELEMEOHEL R
Skinner 2~ - f& & Iﬁl'_fi;l_ & o v —4F w| §_David Bloor #7# J! ¢ T Strong Programme |
WE U R R L R L PR R R R 4 R Bloor 3 i T & L)
(Impartiality ) f B (Skinner, 2002: 34; cf. Bloor, 1991'Ch 1) o igffiF E44F HIHL &
pLEL > TR H ARG EOEHRT T RNEOES FINURRGEE- SRR R LAY -
= & > Skinner £F 5 % Bloor #74 11 en¥ — 1 T % | (symmetry) & P —F {k iR 7]
uwm)?uﬁr%*%ﬁﬁi%&mfﬁowaﬂ¢ﬁ @@M&vﬁﬁéﬁi%ué
?ﬁaﬁvﬁ%ﬁé—,’i"\‘“’ki*éﬁ'—ﬁ A AR PR ERER . THE | RMIARFHE
X iFdn@d (4 1*'«@ e ‘a—/v\%‘r f‘r‘a‘rﬂ* #0553 hR, B) h& % ( Skinner, 2002 345 cf.
Bloor, 1991: Ch. 1) - 23;3%1— » VLR I‘*’ﬁ*p i Skinner %ﬁﬁ_g e 2 FApsta ﬂ o

dok Fio T T 3 B e F*ft“ AL Fﬁf?—.L P EMBER BRSO Nk > A A
FT R M R BRI P R v T uhpw—ﬁ@ibmwﬂroi
iTthenR & T o Skinner f2 #7 § e & BEIR B 4% 3] 12§ (rhetoric)

133 Oxford English Dictionary T & TR - #dp AL '—iﬁ' *F D OREPRE P
A ek | (the art of using language so as to persuade or influence others ) ° iz I %_%& 4
2L¢r Skinner *’é’?'p‘—f‘fﬁvé\’f’? 1R f*LfL - BT AP RN HEL- B
w0 P A& F;"‘FF‘ ;? A ’;L’ g]m "Kﬁ?‘_p ° «E'&L’ﬁr'fg":;ﬁﬂrz;‘-‘pg 7o %"vﬁ
P 4 Skinner AR % — ﬁ_ g /ey ﬁ%—m ° "f; b > Skinner B8 - HwmE T P LB FRE L
FE R oo B ﬁ»ipmﬂg FiEAR o B A H’# diE - ﬁéﬁzzri’*gmﬁ SRR e
s — T H L g s AL g MG PR E (norms) o FIRt Y %‘f'*‘ PR ML Fu TR R
P T iE 2k g 46 R B (moral principles ) ° @ Jﬁiﬂ”;giblgmﬁ?ﬂ SRk ,T*i‘ﬁﬁ‘ & 3
i')“’f‘ A RR AF R A EAE L B o > Skinner - Hdp 1 BEF R

A4y i 2o (descriptive) > { Z3%#§ 440 (appraisive) o I & 4eiw A,\ ﬂ}fr FEag g v B
FIrFRAZBES P F AR ()RR (FEFfAMAET) F
(criteria) 5 (ii) & Fvif & EX BT A (reference ) ®_* A& o fiz42 Skinner X547

=

&
)
(] /Ag !

fgﬁ
4
F

A“?‘é
£

) \\5

<

“mh

Wy \“

S BRN - REE RO A R DR R R R T - B
consequence of understanding the criteria for applying it correctly ) ; (iii) &Bi & * =BT 2
TR T AEEAR N PR AR TR (Sklnner 2002: 1612) ot T § F e
(courageous) - Wab EAITERIELA O R E };f- (i) # § 3 blde— K F § F hiF
R REERAOER > R EFL AR AEGDERY FE
'5'\4};3;}1’“—’;7?:’%&7‘ ém’—?@}"@‘f‘?arﬁsbzﬂ\?i £

S T A j\q}g-&— BEHFEARF G RLGFF &—%’- sE vk o ¥ Skinner k3 o #73)
NG FEF Y T 'Jme LA ST R e TR P AR R PR RBIATE Y R e
= R e RE R A AT

’ (11) LA “"f—:yl]-&r"?/; 7 o
A 5 (i) &4
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Skinner’\;;l;f;\ ; ;’ FIRREF IR T FEF et k3 £321 (expost facto
rationalisation ) # & {7 i 55 o V]L I TE AL (perse) m o 24 {% 23 T
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