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Abstract

In recent years, new pragmatic phenomena have emerged, and habitual rhetorical questions have
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become an important topic of interpersonal conflict and rudeness in interaction. In the context of
Chinese, this paper takes habitual rhetorical discourse in daily conversation as the research object,
observes the conversation structure, interaction mode and pragmatic characteristics of habitual
rhetorical discourse from the perspective of interpersonal pragmatics, focuses on the questionnaire
survey results of college students’ understanding and use of the discourse, and analyzes the nega-
tive pragmatic effects caused by violation of the theory of interpersonal harmony management in
interpersonal communication based on Spencer-Oatey’s interpersonal harmony management, aim-
ing to enhance the understanding of the nature of habitual rhetorical discourse communication re-
solve conflicts and achieve harmony in interpersonal relationships.
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Figure 1. Situations where habitual rhetorical questions are encountered in daily communication
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Figure 2. College students’ attitudes towards the influence of habitual rhetorical questions
2. REFHEIMER SR RIENEE RS E

2]

1ML T M2 N A O P STHRRE R TV TG S5 A AR 4
ERPILR

4 AEE
R, ATRLCRIL

65 43.33%
AH5E, PR HIAE R 70 46.67%
5, WARFEIE 15 10%
B BT AR 150

Figure 3. College students’ awareness of whether habitual rhetorical questions lead to misunderstandings or conflicts
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