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Abstract

The purpose of this article is to investigate whketthere exists any philosophical consistency
between Quentin Skinner’'s theory of Rhetoric. Thtéhar contends that Skinner's emphasis on
connection between the characteristiarotitramque partem in moral concepts and the skill of
paradiastolic in rhetoric can be finely supported by John Séapaolosophy of language. Also
the application of Searle’s theory can help to ust@@d what conceptual change and political
innovation mean in Skinner’s theory and how theykwvo

Keywords: Quentin Skinner, John Searle, rhetopegsh-act theory.
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