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Rhetoric Mechanism of Environmental Communication
WANG Lina

Abstract: With constructivism becoming the mainstream of Humanities and social sciences, environmental
communication has begun to adopt the perspective of social-symbolic construction, which is characterized as the
social use of symbols to express and compete for the meaning of the environment and the relationship between
people and the environment. This is, in fact, a rhetorical orientation, which can be interpreted as environmen-
tal rhetoric. Nowadays, environmental rhetoric has become one of the most important orientations in environ-
mental communication, both in academic and practical aspects Based on the rhetoric theory, this paper attempts
to answer a meta-question of environmental rhetoric, namely, the relationship between environmental commu-
nication and rhetoric Starting with the two basic rhetoric concepts of Western rhetoric, the paper establishes the
relationship mechanism between environmental communication and rhetoric, and then explores the meaning
mechanism of environmental rhetoric by analyzing “rhetoric structure”, which is the rhetoric language of produ-
cing the meanings. And finally, the paper constructs the critical mechanism of environmental rhetoric from three
dimensions, namely, artistry, effect, and ethics, so as to construct a relative and complete rhetorical frame-
work for environmental rhetoric

Key words: environmental communication; rhetoric mechanism; rhetorical view; figure of speech;

rhetorical structure; rhetorical criticism



