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1. Introduction 

In every language, there is a set of principles and rules concerning 

orthography, which are regulated on different levels for word selection, word 

formation and sentence making. These rules are fluid considering the nature 

of different languages and are compiled entirely in accordance with the 

characteristics of each language. In facing these rules, the question that comes 

to mind pertains to deliberation over the background and history of these rules 

in the foregoing literary knowledge. By pondering upon the knowledge, it 

becomes clear that the principles which are upheld to make speech articulate 

and eloquent in traditional rhetoric are, in term of nature, most consistent and 

harmonious with the principles and rules of writing. 

Many of the subjects discussed in rhetorical sciences, especially semantics, 

have similarities with other topics of literary sciences, including grammar, 

stylistics, and writing methods. It is possible to address and pursue some of 

the viewpoints of literary criticism and even some of the issues posed under 

the themes of plot elements in the field of semantics as well. Some literature 

on the commonalities between semantics and other sciences has been 

published so far; however, reflection on the topics of semantics and its 

theoretical foundations reveals that the most similarities and commonality of 

this science is related to syntax or grammar, and the theoretical foundations 

that shape Jurjani’s semantics are essentially focused on syntax. 
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2. Literature Review 

There is an article titled “Application of Word Eloquence Pattern in the 

Process of Word Selection through Writing” which has been written by 

Sayyedan (2019). Focusing on the questions presented regarding the 

deficiencies in the eloquence of word, she has sought to find a new method 

for word selection. No other research has been undertaken to clarify the 

commonalities between semantics and writing methods, aside from this 

article. 

3. Method 

In the present study, an attempt has been made to explain the appropriateness 

and similarity between rules of writing and other subjects in the field of 

rhetorical sciences and to determine their nature in rhetorical books. 

Moreover, the purpose of this analysis is to understand the related theoretical 

foundations between writing and editing rules and some rhetorical 

discussions. A thorough topic that can be discussed in another analysis is 

creating a template and applying it to rhetoric for editing the texts. 

4. Finding and Discussion 

Two problems were contemplated in this research: Firstly, since the science 

of writing and editing is one of the later sciences and is not so old among 

literary sciences, what kinds of debate through the previous literary sciences 

were presented to them? Secondly, is it feasible to use the subjects of writing 

to complete the laws of eloquence and rhetoric and remove their shortcomings 

and shortcomings, given the similarities of the subjects of this science with 

certain subjects of rhetoric? 

Findings indicate that almost all of the subjects that are defined today in 

the form of the writing method, were discussed previously in the set of 

rhetorical sciences, the concepts of eloquence and rhetoric values, and 

explicitly in the form of speech and word eloquence defects and some 

semantic topics. 

On the other hand, there are generally critiques of the shortcomings in the 

word's eloquence and the word that can be used to complete this subject and 

fix its deficiencies with certain writing values. 

It is possible to research and clarify the commonalities of semantics and 

writing subjects at four levels: phonetic, lexical, morphological and syntactic. 
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The phonetic synchronization of the letters of the word is one of the 

concepts explained in terms of word selection. In terms of word rhetoric, these 

topics are close to the subjects of "aversion to hearing" and "hate of letters". 

Based on the principles of word selection, we mention the rules and 

principles in the lexical section that is about the need to consider the 

audience's time and location and their taste to choose the word in each period. 

Among rhetorical subjects, such rules for word use are analogous to one of 

the requirements of word eloquence, which is referred to as "usage 

strangeness". 

The similarity of several other concepts in the word selection to rhetorical 

issues is discussed in the morphology section. It is about the proper usage of 

vocabulary, terminology and meanings, and explains more about the 

morphological structure of the words themselves. The topic of avoiding the 

opposition of analogy in the construction of words is quite familiar with 

certain laws in the concepts of word use, above all the rhetorical concerns. 

The most detailed similarities between writing methods and rhetorical 

topics are discussed in the syntactic section. Avoiding the weakness of 

authorship, verbal and spiritual attachment are purely syntactic issues among 

the principles of eloquence and are similar to some writing rules in sentence 

structures. Discussions on the concepts of long-writing avoidance are 

comparable to discussions of brevity in conventional semantics, and some of 

the principles of punctuation in writing and editing are identical to the topic 

of chapter and relation in semantics as well. 

The essence of these issues today, of course, is related to the area of writing 

science, and these comparative studies demonstrate the role of semantics in 

the rules of spelling and proper reading;  

In the context of rhetorical philosophy, all these laws are a sufficient 

requirement for the eloquence of words and speech; but they are not enough. 

Depending on the circumstances, such eloquent expression must be structured 

and organized so that it can be considered articulate or eloquent. Often 

subjects such as the length or brevity of the expression or the precedence and 

latency of a sentence's components are considered as rhetoric, It seems, 

however, to be contradictory to the standards of language writing. 
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5. Conclusion 

In describing the principles and rules of writing, it seems important to pay 

attention to the alignment of the word with the conditions of the forces that 

generate it. In other words, according to the principles of logic, the 

relationship between the principles of rhetoric and the laws of public and 

private, and the observance of the collection of rules of writing and the 

principles of word selection is a sub-set and one of the essential issues to 

accomplish the key purpose of rhetoric. 
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