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Abusive Fidelity and the Measure of Translation Effect

Zhang Dao-zhen
( Guangdong University of Technology, Guangzhou 510006, China)

The American translation theorist Lewis’s key concept abusive fidelity has sparkled hot discussion on abuses of language and
their translation, but few insightful explorations have been made in its application to translation. Due to the complicated relation-
ships involved in looking at the concept in relaying textual energy and play, this article explores the function and extension in in-
terpreting and explaining translation practice while discussing such two concepts as abusive fidelity and experimental translation in
tampering language energy in the translation process. It has been found that abusive fidelity can help to motivate textual knot
energy and defer meaning interpretation and keep open possibilities of interpretation, which will eventually contribute to a mea-
sure of translation effect.
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¢ [E B FRIS K Philip Lewis 7EA & 44 ¢ &4
TR 1 ) — S v R A B A A ) B R
A, 38— AR 52 i 09 E 2 A UL S8 (abu-
sive fidelity) , FE1Z XA, Lewis iz JH X Lk TR 24
FEIE 43 AT 049 J7 15, 8 10 93 SC iy #3402« T
AH T R A RN BR s B EL A i R B 3% B ((Lewis
1985:4) , B THERBIR Z BIPER & W R A B in
T <R RS A A (use values) #E47 F3%,
PR At =2 5 7 B35 v 7 SR T TR ST 1 R

W, LAXT IR 5 iR AME TR AT B B s, (il
BESCHRATHT e i . F I8 Lewis MY, 3X Pl 0
PR BSOS = NI 1aliE 0 A s e s B
O SR WSkl s PE I JRAE i M e FfnE 2k, B
B, BA 2 ( EAR 2008, 5K4E 2011) %f Lewis
PRI A S e 23 B A UL fe (R P76, (N TR 1 7
B, XS 5 PR LR FE (A 4 2 ¢ relevant” 1Y)
Y DL R B3 Y ( Derrida 1985, 2001) A S HH
PEMVE IR [R]E fif A 2 OB 4, Hop b R i 52 4 56
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AT , A SCHUTE AR L Lewis 13X 78 19 i A4
SBAESCEER [RI, 35 50 B A D S X S e
BE R BRI L AL IR AR B S
F LA

1 A B SRR & R S

FH PR SR W ) TS PR AL FE L PR AIME SCAS LA A an ]
VEPERNIE R T, BTSSR RS T
E Y HARE S, XA B SCAS SR B ST 1Y) B 35
FREME L) S 55 AS [ 28 ML S0 22 11 A7 5 o AT LA SR HUAIG
W24 S I 19 B AR TS SOk i g i Bl 2%
SCER AL | VR I % 3 Tk 8 L S A B HE R B30 2%
SCE IR A E S 2E el LB AR SE, FE Venuti B
ke, Ko T 155 SR I PR 5k 3R S T R i i, B A2 B A [ 3L
FEIES TR 24, 76 B IR S MG SCAS BT IS4k i) B3R 0R
W AT BE T S FF [ PN A% Gt 28 L FINBOIG 495 9 B T
i AL g 0 B AR AT R i B E R
A BRI SCARTE X ( Baker 1998 :240)

XTSRS T E VR 18 3 YT 2E GG 2
Z Scheiermacher AN, ‘B Fl T IR HME SCA )
WE Sk R b, 78 H s Scik
s IR S —Fp S FTB s B AR, Pk B ARiE
AT SCE SIS ER G, R, 7B S Bl
R % 5 BT M AE S BTk 2527 ( Berman 1985 :
285) , NTiA BN WAL 19 H 09, BT = ey #
TR W 3B AL TO A X 37 T U AR W N7 37 T4 T 22
PR 2 Bkl B AR SO b 14 SR 2 it RO B v
FEEERIE . W 5] A SR BT, P 38 3 SO A6 55 8T
i H 89 ( Toury 1995 :279)

SCEE R PERR R — S U TS
ORI, SR AR s B TR & RS R
2 CVELL RSB BSOS 200, X T ane] SE PR
IXBERR | A B SR M |, SO B
SCIY AR 22 S, JU LR B 5 H AR 32 0 SCAR AR
PSS SO DR AE S ME SCAS I 1k
B LA R AR 04 B9 196 T 15 T T AR S B e 1Y e
o BERT, E PR gl R S X R
ITEA T 22 A0 RN AT 2 14 R 3R, 40 1Y) SCAR B
WALV BEHS B FeAT T IE AL G S H SCAS N BRI 1 i
KR, WATEMNXANDRIE IS AT, TEEH
Sk abusive Fl fidelity F&HECPT = AR 0 “ i 7 5 &
MY 7 S TC T 2 B 5 i 1) =2 a0 R SOk B . AR R
AERSE B K2R MY ( The Oxford American Col-
lege Dictionary) Wi f# , Abuse — IR TE YL H G UN
TUUR R S (1) (GERTiE) o (2555 (2) JEFRF
M 1535 (3) ANIEFMET A e =R (4)
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H ERT 5 (5) B~ By | LA K AR g4 ORLAGS 1 7
F A WRAEE [ [ K IE I EE (BNC) L, P a-
buse MK IFA AT K, KI5 abuse HIFEHED H
BUATIR A 3,534 YR, #4048 B =5 B 3R] 5% child,
power, sex (ual ) &% SR b, A5 fl1 B 1Y ritual ,
process Py rights 4% . 1M abuse MY IE 2516 abusive B
whE threatening JZ insulting R, e Ah, 3
B 44 1A] 34 £ FE words, language LA A behavior
A5, AT UL abuse % 3 SCHE IS T L T 24 4 5L B
BERY TR 2R R A E 1Y, T X R 2 iR A
RE AN EE CHh RIS S R R A Rk kI Y

s

|

”»

MEGE E, a] LAXT abuse M & A H a0 F
VAN . B 4G, abusive fidelity ASJ& FT i py « sz 28
27 N RCET —TAA IR BRAE abuse —1E] BT AL &
O FAAE T S < S ) R VB 5 [RIARE Tl < AR
RS WARNTT I, R2Y abuse YR UL IE S 7
IR RTE LA A R M, HE R
FEEFEME X Z M, HIRATIR L AR - FHLT,
BLROX SRR — FEL, WX AR T X S A
F& Lewis T SCXT 4, B U HIL U | S A A4 32 ST I Xt
Mo BRI R BT U Y A Y R AN 2 — A R
A ST R B A e X ST S A AT
AL TR 7R TR VA BSEROCR 10 728 3L, PR o S22 Bl
RO E AR Y H AR SOk A I g L EE s
LM SCE M E AR AR A . A AR DL ]
LY H TN BT SR A AN R 1A AL
ARSFRUE BT, B S RG AR FEE
Vs BAREBRE X, FHk, dh SCHy gl Fnge
1B abuse LA &2 abusive ELAA KRBT 7 X,
LR SOV B S 1 ) T 3 3 i s 2 TT i, R feip
XANFEREAEAE A P ] BEME MR 2, < TN AR X
F abusive KU, HZE K EXTEE | 2 abusive fide-
Lity BRI TR D T2 AN 2R Sy — ol sl 17 3
Ikt

X T SE P E R XA, R U A
PR SR B g Pk B, PRI R e S T AR 7 A I
WA AT SC, 3 T PR H AR TE © BT R R A
MIFHTE” (use-values) , B Bk 2 2 “ W #L 5 #r
7. Lewis A, X AE B9 B 1% 2% 138 % (usual ) ®
AHIR ZR B EBE 4% BB 1Y (usual ) A7 FH Y (use-
ful) HEMiE S 2 (usage) . XFXTH ®EIES
I H BRAE SC B T AR — P e ) e
S, BB AE SR T RLIFICGE & FUE AR I 34l |
X H LB I E BT RGRAL AL B, XA
Y A7 TE 5 IR 45 18] 5 5 SC kAT DR E 19 1 2 M

[



2020 i

Kk MAXEXEHFARAMYE

#5 W

(&) PEE 3R 17 8 & 5 (expressive stresses ) , RJ5#
PRI R S DU IR F AL, LA BRI
SCIEF FAERCR . I SR AR BRI A, TR
2 FEabuse H, MHINAE 32 B 3244 use , BIATIE “ 3
FUFVE” Z F 0 | AT ab - TR % 1 < L B
7 K A B M) 25 77 AR AR 2 22 S M 3R 35 L iX
FRCAAE 22 R B RETE R SO AR TE , I A
SR Iz FH R TS 21 B0 1 HP B RS B ( accuracy ) TR
UL, X6 S AAR TR T SC PN R 1 B0 TR A b R A S A Ak
Kol TR SCAR B ) B SEAG 3K |, Lewis Ko 33 26 [R] R 1) 1] 255
ST ER . AN WAL GER BIFEPR R TS A
U PEAEAS 2 401 3 X0 Ji SCA5 8 oK B 4% 35, 4H
Sz 2R ARXT U0 Tl O R D SRR A A, ixX
ART I PRSI S B 2 il N7 — B A B R
TERX AR R B G BB AR 10 65 4% A ikt AR RTE
o TR, RV TETE S5 (T S AL SR R RN B ST A
T4 5 W 9 11 455 ( Lewis 1985:19)

38 3 AN S E SCAS R0 R I 2 [E] A B B AR
PAAT 145G &, 30E T =2 ik 1) 30 ISR e, DA T AT 32535 1Y)
TR DA PR T 48 5% 7% 2 B 45 n Ui 2k b, 5%
BRENE S MWIES A AR IS L, 2
Sy BRI S W, AT A R SCHE Z A
P 2 AR T THARSSRLY SCAS  DMETE B RiE S
h gl A — A& FEAE R L, Lewis A,
X S TG SN AL R BRAE R ) o 2 T, S
JEIA T SRARITEVE 75 FIB WIE 2R IE S AE T SR mg
(R 18) . XM TIET 2 Mk 2 a
S ERHRAE LA N UL Z PR OB ge b B A =S
B, A A R S A R T R T S AR ) — R 2
Jeds, X TP, AN P& ) bt o 5 AR IE 5
2 [a] ) 18 e TS 3517 T 33 2 DL, i A2 an ] &b AR -
RIS T s AR S | I i R 2k 2 R | LA A ARy
HOHR L EF S RE, 3 R SO AT BRI RE 1
TN

FH T SCF IR SCZ TR AE A5 0 B9 T 1) 22 S5
KR, PRHE PR 70 AR T GA | b W A 17 o
RN B RR &) (EFinh 2011 :14) , A Begt A~ Al
BERHIETR T RE, #H 2, A% G0y S5 TJ0 Tk
SN RE WA A B v i < N . Al FE TR S
A Z A VE 2 E P R R Z RN A,
PIVCEE R SC 4R BT, Venuti TA R, XA EH I — 7
TR H AR b i 36 1 25 AL RSO e F, U HR
FIG ) M T T P AR W] 08 SO s o3 — T, TR
SR I BT B8 R S TS TR AN 25 1, 38 7 B LY
TCFRATHE ( Venuti 2008:5) , 40 L5957 09 BHFE
KRN S0 S 1 B, R o B e T SO TR R

SEAR Y REFE B 4% b 19 22 57 FSCR BOAR LA ——o
Z CPERVE SO #R 32 BR T 31X 2840 B A (A L
2004 :238)

2 MK BRI EEIFARTE

IEWNAFEHY abusive fidelity Bl AR H L
STl SR RS — A AR LSS IR S
IRANTEFE 18] AF 0] B — (¥ T g 5 o Xk ST i —
e, BVEANBETR A f4 , WA BRIy — D 2
AOMES . PR O 7 T H— > i s SR T SR ik
i, 59 2= abusive FT Al 25 B “ MR O XK 557 72 X,
T AN SRS T AR A E R 2 A Y
SIER AT L, PRI, AU S e B R . B
B M TS T 1 SR A R Bl R D e A E T T
o 9 R ISR SO B G A B RN RRAE SR
R L G AR BB | o5 D0 34 M7 i G H A
“HH” BB E (Lewis 1985:23) , il i iX 465 51
T SCAT LA 8 D S i Pk m BR A, 42208 A
RAZ G S5, DT IR AR g s LA A i3e | JF
PATHIRE L, AN B DLy GEE 1y AT LA
00 UL 1 5 17T TECGA 0 P (B 1 132 3 Sk U DU 2 AN m] T
DAY R BT AT 0 AR A Y

Lewis B S IR SL AN <7 H AR i L0 5¢
438 B SCHIAE i X AE S B AR TSR B2
BTy R, o R SCERAE T Y iR T A
VIH B B i P R AE , X B b Sk b R 3
B 38 H A AT M EBE TR, X A R
WK L 1 HARTE SCAS AR I AN R 58 Sl e S S
BUSCASRERE  (HAN L E AR 6 A B 59 0% s
P H SR R 1 2 32 BB AR BT, — R SCEAE
B RRAT 25 3 A DS Sh—MBR AR 7 A OO ANZ
PR A i )5 ) v o SR [ 8 TR S, TS R
HAR 8 B SCCR R f A, XTI b ny vl E
Pk (iterability ) ¥ EF R A 77 HE JT, BARE A
5 SEH” XA RIS B A SR TR i TR RE T, AR
FL PR A% T 2T 19 Fe e H S AR S i R i RE
M SONBRTE 1Y 5 F TR >k, LUBCA I TE 2K
B, Wt 25 BB 523 WiE IR 7 AR 2 TR
TR, TSRS RCR A b 2 AR TR AR
B AT PRIV F A RCR )2, BT E N
FH 25 SC2E BRI T, 7652 1T B A i Scfbnd
HLSLAE R MIE AL T , SC24 R34 58 4 v LUFE SN E S
AR S B B BE DL A B T vk AT S g R B
(Baker 1998 :244) , 4 HARE ST oAl 7= b B
MR Ty =2 e B ST S FE A & TP R B
B 2R, il Rk 5 EARRF R LR IL
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H B AR, DOPUAA R (P LK 2000:77) .

S B 0 T SCAE T B AR TR B R
W Y A PR IR RE , BT AN R)TE
VA BARTE LS 554542 1, Bk B AniEScfe b
= S TSR RS A A A% 5e . 19040 .

JEC

With?

Sinbad the Sailor and Tinbad the Whinbad the
Whaler and the Binbad the Bailer and Pinbad the
Hinbad the Hailer and Rinbad the Vinbad the Quai-
ler and Linbad the Yailer and Xinbad the Phthailer.
(Joyce 2006 .871)

I RZAN S PR

7

KFFAEIL AL B F Sk
HEAGL FIAT T A TRk R G hk
AR =k B IEF AL B FH AAE R
HIRME REEMRME BXEXHFT AL R
gk FD EEREE KF XML, GF
W7, SCIE AT 2002:1195)

AxBRPESC:

HfA?

KRFFEE RERDE EFATEE &
Her A LS IR LW TEE B EFE
1 R ARBENE A PE AR & EE KR
P 0 B AR TR AR T AR AT Sk K e Ak
BfE K T B4 EERENIELE, #
AR A SR _F RO FEE, (&
B& 1994 .1008)

MPRAPESCH XS LT LLE Y S B2 1 SCTE 4
55 4 R IR S S R kA Ak BT S 1 Ui
38 ik R SR S R S (8 3 A ) TR I A L
B, QSR SCEESCH Y < K TR AR C B g A
K" LA R A b e K T IR < EREE A AR 1Y
FilE , ER TG — il F b HAR R SO 3 B S Ak £
TCIT I 7 SR S B — e X P 8 S, IX SRR AT B
VRS PERRAE 19 B8, 8 WS s a8 RS T
WAl AR il — S T CIU A PG 3 ) 3 A i A
o AR IO A A s 2l 45 i) s Sk 8 R 2
B BN BA BB % BT SR T R R <
ORI ETE XTIk U, i X AP B 5
IRMETE Ulyssess 12X 50 J5 BAC /NG AT LUl 2 & 25
DL, S5E b, IE R iR 1 S AR SR AR
AN S 25 e, DN TR 3 6 T SC A T P A28 ]
XTI RIRJESC, ERRGA N, BRI W 0Tk
Frg Ay« AN#° Bi T JF Sk Sinbad the Sailor J&
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TR YK T2E ik Z 50, Fo e B2 X
UEAE B AR A, I TS PR B L7 (E AR XL 2001 .
45) , HS, T AR KIT LAY « TOSE BRI X7 N i Ul
SR VS AT MR BT B TR AN L 4 388 S, T AS S W A i B i
= MRIE 238 1 T 58 722 SR IT 7 A i it SR s
S, BAE o 2R B9 Sk 3 A R ) AE O SRS T B
HERF I B RAKEE R T T IR ARE
JESCAE R SR S ML R ST T R
15T PR IAS T8 [ 30 ol 38 5 a9 o (8, i =2k
AR E X, EARARIRME— B EIE S G5k
Ty P A A RO SR PR

R 7

ATHEA Y SE AR Fn Y R AW Yk HF F
RN ER R RN Sk KSR AR AN DA S B
R B Rk A A K Y S Al Tk AR R AR B B
{61 3K o 1S 22 By #6016 3 Fo g AT R BY Y8 18 3k e 3 AE
& B VEAR 3K ARz 3 E B T (83X Ao g & F 8y X8k
o g gL O B el Tk AT A A AR AT R, (A
I-:46)

PSR AR AT A H bR e % E L
e W HARE, 25 R BRSO S 5 IR RS
B LR HT SEARAE, IR X — B U B E
B /N YRS E AR R BRI, an, fE 1A
RZ IR S AR “ B AAR” M Ak
SRR, AR SCH T E A IR E 5L, <247 B/
CHET MR LA UL SRR CAAIR T I gh A ok
AT I TR AN W R B & S E
Arin] Sk LA R AT R i B R, AT R SCRE
FRIEEZ Pl T IR SGE B B S RE 2
5o XPPIE R LS REANE BT S I B e R A
WERZ M E SRR, 7 — e B AR
B, e A R ST A e E S R
7 FAMEE , 3K PR AR IR 19 68 ST B R %) B
B R R U AR 5 T B A I shhe,
L SR R L RE B0 A s AR L S M B BT A
ST B IR O I SO ST T LA IR Y TR
[P A 35 2 0GB R SO 7 BORE 1 15 S RE
PERNSC A B 1 o B S RO L R T Pk R e
O A e S IARE o EA 52 3 % T R S An el 3@ i
T B AR LW IR B G E . AT R S i
o SRR T R BRI R BT R iR
Fedrin) B Hofh AT 5 H Be 4L, & TE i
SCr AR B YRGB A TR R R R T SRR A

3 AKX BEMBERONE
< 5 B 1R SR SR TS 0 AR )77 D5 S B ) A
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=, AE XS T 22 )2 Wi 5 I A Je iR AR B,
AFIGRE . SCHY I3 TR w2 18 5K T YRR E AN
R B 2R M | 3 — L AT DA SCRI R LA
P — A5 BT A% 18 B A BT UL — BE ;O AN
JEORRETE 0T R S Y A, AT A S X S
(T 2010:191) o FT A, Mg AR 09 228 L ok
Y, 7 SCHYTE SC 5 T CIUH P4 ) 594 i i A
i, AP SR IA I X S A AR E T i —Fh
JESR WV TR B 2E— B LR AR, RIX =
S GG Fdas il ( Davis 2004 :46 ) , 48R 33 th 2 77
BT E S VE COU R VE HT) B b J7 A8k e i) — Fh 5
YRS . HPITESAEIX BN ML 475 2 ik
MR A VRS AR, bantb s 5 s
YER At A7 XA WG EAE SO 33, W
HAATESCAR P A REFR I . T XA HAT W 2 s B
AREIHAER, 2417F & H2 Whinbad the Whaler and
Binbad the Bailer FHi5 1l i 5 £0. () 4 {0 35 R 4T 2k
ETBOFTAHIL” i, 324 B9 S A] BE < 15 B8 7e AT 4
SE AR Al AR R Z E] R — A A A kR
BRSO AR, A a2 “ITMHE ", A X2« 1A
IR VAEAE, IX —JEHAY BE N 19 E IR R TE 2
EAREN S B MR, B — BRI TR A
THRLEAG BT B T8 5 B 55 0 S SRR AN W 8 31 2
U, T B S 2 () B AR D BT Y Rt U,
BEFE A48 Z [E) U G & H B IA) &, RS L &2 il
[ E R AR AT . XA P S A o e S s
ROV 7 0o B HH ke i LIS PRI Sy 3 R T S T R
ARG IR R 2 U 2GR L K3 52 I BOCRAR W
FHPER AN AT G B 22 5 . LA, 1 B9 2 Pt ok
B F 8 PR A 0 B B S AE (expository wri-
ting) fwiral, BRURSefiHE prdg , X5 B LN A B &
M EE L S TR IE S S L, S R S
P SCAS s A T2 2Rl ORI e S i P
AR RESS , SR )5 PR RSO R il 1Y
RETEHE AP A ke | 3 Al 45 A ol 38 8 T U 11 SC 2%
VB fi B R 22 06 A BT e

X AP I EG P BIEE S FaE R IRAT H W H AR
TR AR B 15295 Tk R R v
PRELE X1 R Z R, B AR g MERR
B HEea IR T REf A I U1 . XA XTiE = W
SEG RS Bt i HARE S WANMEIES RS
PO SR REPE SN TT I . M F W SO S 1Y
T SCI S i s SE SR AUATT A BRARE A5 GE 1 T LR E
P A R 3 3 iR 8N g 52 B PR, 1E A Munday 78
B Lewis FIE BLIA (1 B 6 3 Mg AT 4> BB —
R 33X 28 B3 < LR 1 4 0 00 B AR A& ik BR

Fis
=}
€

(leap of faith) , ¥ ELARIAE A () SE 56 L K FRAE R
WA ETFEFHR” ( Munday 2001:178) . % T B¢
Ulysses IXFEIH A Ja A BT 09 B IR /D UL, —
FRIOHT G PSR B AL AR S BT — T AR AR
i, ZEAR IR R SO A RE A, T T A TR
B L LA R A AR ) TR A5 AR T AL S 115 Bhhe, 1
MERT AR 0, F 38 T B S TR /R &7 S i 341
e 52 28 3 ) [m) Bst A 52 25 B iR B il R H TR 2
[E] 1 25 57, AT 360 B P I S i3 S0 22 [a] AR A AN
FELEPTEPIRFNE S Z AR L%, @i E R
T 1 STEIE SO R Bl RE R B S T B T
T EAPE LA [AASE L 2 0 2 i s O 2K, FE X T 5 3
TR R IS REY O B 2 R X, BOR
“ TSR TE RN Z R DL KB S BE TS 22 a] i g
TRIEZFR” (22K 2015 :64) . Y25 M1k, BRI\
S Y BRI A A JR) BR AE — SB35 5 a5 I
(Davis 2004 :87) , {H T X 327 Tl I3 1 28 L EI A2
ZM . Lewis A, PEE 1 B Rt 2 20U 5581 A=
PR AT SCH BN, R H O i IR AN 2% 4R
A, DI I NS AE AT S b 2 A | W] B g i
TR EA, TR AT W ER SR 7RI
N —R EAHEANEDRE . — 7w, B A Ria A
FC TR 0015 T A S RS T RE 5 — T, it
S b AT [ 4 ) FC T B PR Y SCAS 7R =T e
— PR B AL 1Y P (Lewis 1985:271)

TEPEE R = 2B I A, 38 o 25 R R
WA FNERAC 2, FE 2 3 0 2= D1 % % Bl e s A<
By Fe oA L i TE 2R AE FDE T 5K WS 100 S A 4
b B AN E I, AT R R A 4R
LR T —F P sk b, iR A E T B
P FTERESCHP AR P Ok B W R I S 4
T, FE LT AR R A, 5 I SCHE B AR
EP S B — R BRI AN AT ES—FD
ZUPRIRARE , PR AT 55 sl 4R —Fh SR g o i
SCH IR S RE B i | i IR MR B RO FE IR
SCHEBTERE

4 GERIE

“— AR BRI R IE TR YN ( Venuti
2004 : 269 ) XA TE WL I LIAE Ay gk =X S I i
BOBEDT, — AR B T B B R, BoFF
TEH PIUER, S BEOE S AR R . TR RIRIA,
Bl I BRI R R 3R 5 B 0 B PE NT X gk
A AEAR AR TVE” ([F] | 2012:100) . e
F8 BT HEHT 14 SCAS B B AE B A5 B AR P g,
JRSCHh L 22 S 2 06 R B — T g R 4
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RS T R RE R R L B I s R A
A A TTRK— 7 T B B PR R TR B9 RN Bl
RELESE EaYik s 55— Jr T X EFRATHE Z B e /Y
St ok S PR ARAT A2 IE SRR IR
O HR AR VR 2 A 5 v A SCAS BE B A5 31 P2, O
I H AR 30 X AN SCAR I [EAL 0
TH R AE L BUR TR T a9 SCfe b . iU sie
BB IR AT v S0 — Ao S5 6 4 8 2R 1) T BE

T ST S SCAS A A% 498 ) 3 TS et -l 9k
PAFRIB A e R T)

pa b =4

DA K abusive fidelity (1) 8113, T 75 X (2008 .74 - 75) i
SR A RS JE MO R R ST
FEXA AT R SR R ST R A E v (2011 .
17) FIBKEE (2011 :185) , XA i3 AL°F B 28 AR LI Bl
BECE T,

Q& M Abusual XA~ FLIR 254 (1 AN FB 43, — A BRI
us-, REHETTIRAYIE T H A use, 5HEHWHEIE K
—FhBE 2%, Musual, useful, usage, 2555 M BIIFIE S
HR A AT IR

@ab-1E R BRI RTZE , HAE O eSS AN IER 17 45

Sk

PEHIK, SES[AT. SR BUARPERPT =i T AR AR 3] 38 A8
[C]. BN #7 VTN B RCAE, 2000 || Derrida, J.
Différance[ A]. In: Wang, M.-A., Chen, Y.-G., Ma,
H. -L. (Eds. ), Postmodern Philosophical Concepts: From
Foucault to Said [ C]. Hangzhou: Zhejiang People’s
Press, 2000.

T KRR K E—R5r oz [ M. E AR
K kL, 2010. || Ding, Y.-P. A Flame from the
Bottom of Water—the Intellectual Xiao Qian[ M]. Bei-
jing: China Renmin University Press, 2010.

Fepfr. JURIPEHT (M), (@ RRF) dbat: AR SO R
#t, 1994. || Joyce, J. Ulyssess{ M]. (Trans. by Jin,
D. ) Beijing: People’s Literature Press, 1994.

et JUMIPEET[M]. GRSz SCIEAE) dbat. Xk 2
AR RRAE, 2002, || Joyce, J. Ulyssess[ M]. ( Trans.
by Xiao, Q., Wen, J.-R.) Beijing: Culture and Arts
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