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A Study on the Coordination of Chinese Rhetorical Question

in Conversation
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Abstract The paper describes the context ‘of Chinese rhetorical questions from the viewpoint of A/B-e—
vents theory i.e. the different epistemic status of interactants. Chinese rhetorical questions coordinate the
speaker’ s common ground and facilitate information exchange. Based on the different event types Chinese
rhetorical questions show special characteristics both in language forms and pragmatic functions. Whether a
sentence carries any interrogative meaning depends on the rhetorical question’s event types. If it is a B-event
rhetorical question maybe it carries such meaning. Other event types do not imply interrogative meanings. This
study sets up scales for politeness with the AB-event rhetorical questions being the most polite and the O-e—
vent rhetorical questions the most impolite. It emphasizes the importance of studying Chinese rhetorical ques—
tions in spontaneous spoken dialogue.

Keywords rhetorical question; information exchange; stance; politeness scales; conversational interac—

tion

159



