2016 3 2016 No.3

190 FOREIGN LANGUAGE RESEARCH Serial No. 190
%
( 130024; 266071)
. HO5 TA 11000 —0100(2016) 03 —0037 -5
DOI :10. 16263 /j. cnki. 23 — 1071 /h. 2016. 03. 008

Dynamic Features of Rhetorical Invention and Its Rhetoric-philosophy Basis
Jiang Yan-sheng Hong Ren-shan
( Northeast Normal University Changchun 130024 China; Qingdao University Qingdao 266071 China)

As the first canon of classical rhetoric rhetorical invention occupies a prominent position in the study of rhetoric. Along with
the falls and rises of rhetoric rhetorical invention in its epistemology exhibites striking variations from being dynamic to being
static and to being dynamic in its historical evolution. In addition the shift in the understanding of its nature is planted in the in—
terpretation of the nature of truth and the relationship between rhetoric and philosophy.
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