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Abstract

Speech act theory is the foundation and core content of pragmatics. Austin proposed the Speech Act
Theory (SAT), while Searle inherited and developed the Speech Act Theory (SAT) and proposed the
Indirect Speech Act Theory (ISAT). The indirect speech act theory aims to interpret poetic discourse
metaphors, revealing the literal and implicit meanings expressed in poetic discourse, as well as the
underlying meanings of poetic discourse metaphors.
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1. EESEITAERHEENIE

VB 422 55 1A T N ER R AR IR T LA ) 281 D [ 98 B 2% K J.L. Austin R 1) 2% 4= | 36 [ % 5K John Searle.
Austin 7£ 20 40 50 AR 1 “ FiEAT VIR, KIEFEAT NI4T NI, T Searle 7E 20 4T 60
FRHE—PRE TG, AR T EIBITANES . Ah, 1SS MEE N K RN
RN AT MBS SRt 7 R BT SR . AR SR UGS S BT S E MRS, A&
P25 a0 LT (H. Paul Grice)# i A 1R S 3R, #ONMEE S BT AR R R fe gt 7 H B iR &
fitle AT, (B4 FEAT AER R AR S TIB S AT BRI T A 2 A S )
WM A XSS FER L A0 S IEAT NI A ENE . B BN E AN R IRAT T R R . AR AT
FHEEELT Austin A1 Searle fML S 3EAT 103

Austin IR, —ANFIEAT NS A =MTN, BATERE—/MEERFRNHAT T =M 5W
ITRHRRAFIBERNTHEL, XHUEHESHE: SIMTRIRESHZE, XUSITH: SEITAZLESIE
PRI, NFRCAE B . T IBAT AER BN FH 24 A A i B B 2H R A3 [ 1]

VG T s ERE S A S BT IIE S a5 T, Searle f5iH Austin 1) 5 1547 NEIRAFAE)S)
PR, T 1975 EAE FIBAT NI IAEAE AR T #E A MR S 1T N . Searle 08, EHEE SRR A]
ST AERGARKEL, FIBAT NI AR 5 A B A [2] . & AR RS IR A
&, BRIEGE AT, B R E AT NI R S T — R EEAT N s F IR TR
MIMFIETZIN B, BIFIN T FHZERIBENITN, FHZITREIETIMT A, BIFICE3].
M, S IEAT A2 Searle X 5 WHAT AFRR IR B DTMR, X 22AIE S 35 1 EH K DTk

2. R

1980 4E, Lakoff A1 Johnson )% AR %% Metaphors We Live by Hi i, %7 i) il A5 & 35 BRI iT 5% 2
N THHIEAX. Lakoff I Johnson A2y, Re @ A S fitk B —4itak 0 22 A 28 (¥ S B AR AN A0S ) — 43
AT AR, B AGE TR S G B FE SR 4] 0 BRI AN AN S DA AL S Atk (1A Y B A, i L B
— PR B R DR SR 2R 1 U O R R RAR S, R R A X 6 O e E R o SR R AR RIS R B, AT
P RAANE TR S AIE[5]

3. [EES BT AL AR WA AR

XA R CNKIE A7 CRama AW FEAT R, B RTRE 78 2 2 B AR J LAk, anfka
WRIEERE . ThAE. KA. WKL R SCHRELIRSEIT I RORT AT . W0 ANEI R F AR AT N BRI A B AR S R
s BEGT FARSCHIE FE b o AR SCHE T IRV S B AT N ER A0 A R PETE R b B Re e, R DA R PR R R TE S 1
JRaaIE A, AR HTE 5 SR, R 2 IR RIS T, SR T AROAERE, B S B RE e 3R
PLPERFIEAT S SRR, A0 I RGeSy gy h A AR G 4 2 1] PR S 5 B e AR 2> BI0Tp A
RO AL, HEM s 53 NP3k,

Bl 1. “UEEERFE W, BT . ERILFEE XS, AR GER . 7 ik H AL
f LEEFMRE) o “HERTEBREFWEREL, BV 2 R EIRRE T . LR
PFANE VLR, A SGBIRIX AL E A o M Searle HIRI#E F AT NEGE ARG, (LHES
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AR (0955 PIAT AR S AT BT S e T 75 ORI 5 40 2 35, 0 “REAIR (0% ELabh s RS0 FE Bt 5,
BEAT “%7 MAMERR, A “F7 MMNTES X6]. N “R7 M R0 ML —— 763 % 53 E o,
PR3 44 35 IR R A ARAE I 28R Y R b M R R e, A AARR, A4 SUZE RS i £ YT 7
BT Z KRR, HR AR BN, TiXE i <87 —— X R — i, e AE
—F AR, UM, A AL AR E L. WM AREIZT “w B2 E57 fi 52 e
BRI, TFR AT GRS R A R R AR SR B . XA
PRI HTAT L, AN <507 [IAIE, R B E] im (T A 5, T 2L IE () P 26 & SO A BUAE ) Py 261
R RO, LAXE “ 37 BRSO MBS RN R MAEER, SiFE 4
R, WG T AR RN SR (A SR N AR AR, IR T 1 AR o ) o U F R 2 % 5%
SR IS, AR LR R, AR, B AT ARG, I E AR B A
B I D RIS AL, B A B A BIME P 7E & o

Bl 2: “URIRLE ALY, KEATLRCEAE. Sl RR B, A ILEE? 7 ik E R
[ CBETEIDY o “FF R R KA, HENRM—RCATR, —FEBAEE. X401 TR
GR A, NSRRI LRIE? 7 M Searle fIIAJ4E 5 BT AFR I AKE,  (MIEH)  “57 &
IRPERIZRPE, RRRN, REMM: “B7 RN, RNIEN, REWM. S AR
B RMRHL, ST REE, HHEMRE, REHLRHHE, BEE, & “R7 . BWt—#,
PR R AR A, AL E], REE, B R . XER, RELE, REBERMH, N
Searle {115 S 1EAT A LA KRG, SR LR 28 WL (A T AR e i B AE R ), RIS R &
i—— R IX BEE W EN T (K SR, U R (R 2B A, A6 28 2 AN AT L E e 2 5
ST T, BEA R, XHYa A SR 2 & . Rl 4EEE, SESi. T,
Searle [0 1] B 5 VBT 9 BV AT DL B 50 2 0 20 SR Ve ek 0 o WA 10 P 7 2 S, A TR 25 AN IR 21 Y
W, R RS B4 AR BRI ) BTE

B 3: “HNEPUAE, fERLROT. BEETPERE, AmMAIIR. LEEE, TRk, BT
FHbl? RHb—7PRS. ” 2 EERAL AT ORBCBIR) o BRI R A0S, Mo A - e B
R, BERAEIENELT, A% P BB ARRRAR. 04500 R EE Ek, FELhim
DB R 2R o IR T LARTEL 2 A ARETE R A A 7P RS . M Searle [ 1A135: & 84T 9 B R 40
kG, HEEXEHEPEH “QmE” MEamTE A —EEERENES, IS THA
ek, R TE . SO, AR A, RO AR . O, KR
—FHCUR S RS T AR, R R, BUATAE TGS, WA 0 P S PR R Tk
RHA “RH—VPE” —4), HYSZE T AMBEERNES, BARR, — A BENERE S,
PRAE T ARSI IR I SRR, R IR & + 27 RRZIAET]
4, 478

3T Searle 9 1AJ4E 25 VEAT A ERE,  FRATET L BE A7 Hb B0 AR 100 M 355 5 b Ao ) P 262 SURIPE FEI 8] By
AR GAERILET, R —Fh S AMT A, 8IS 3 AMT NI A 2R R WA T2 & [ 7E & 3. 3
TR S0 A B S b 07 S, A TR 5 R A B 2 R P R FE IS R [9]. FAE, M
Searle [fIA1HE & iEAT PR E (X) f BERR S0 W VETB RS BN, U AR LR RRAOIH, R —FiF ik
A RN AR EHT o
E£mHE

B xR FEE ST G5 19BYY029) B B 78 iR .
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