UHY, ux| e
e Alst =alsh pstast
NSARS, BEYS, =3, =2 Mokl Bged =

o
=

N9 AERe olelzEdds olF] FASATASIAN AHoR
BhEstE Feen FEd ABA S Polstel ASA(The New
Rhetoricjolehs A2 SHES Eoliglth F40] A77k5e] SAe
FrEdYre A FE, 5 F4H 22| ARAA =R 5
Ao BEEH FR NFS ol FAL BRYF FHoE 19
e AN Aol

F9ed 224 glo] FoF AL W o] HARFS WS AEY
Stk o)A olelEd 0] FAISS ANASHE AN ADHE 2
ARFoleke AZe NS B3 AN FAE w0l HgF A4
BAY FAGAA oAz B ohleh RHYE Adel Fxslel o
dnke AlEe) WY ol e 242 A4F ALIL IAL AW =
Zolshen] ASH0\90T. 27k WE, B, Wk, AAS 5 rid ojo
1A A9 oVt 2E ololtlelg AFF olf7h efle ik

$EE DT B Ted 2L AR =dduaa A WA, A%
ARt ARl 7L oA FEY 5 A, FENoF A A4l
ST etk N 2 AANA glol 1A FBE) Arhorrg ol
gHoz EHdE do| A5gel gol FaF vro] Hrh A, A5
A e JEHoR a9 493t ol Joe] BHS
1 gems Agweld ¥ BEE0) 45 AFE 4 Yt o] o
AAE ANhE Aol o7 ol wEe] S 4
A PHEORA T 4B AE A0 SR, Bl
A3} w2o BAE gRolugit
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4 A7) WiolQ, ek vk

7b A7 Bobt the obd AR 8AlR she ARIsStela, HH
& ZoRl7] wiEelth oY tiR-Ee] QRAGESE HIE 1

7F AR APIE Ave e ARelzle AARE I APlEe

d AR & wpoll A FojE o @43 T4 Ao FYH7I7HA
s Aok A AAl H3AS] Al & Foll URE & wF ARIE
ks YHAT 28 g 7P cGA7Re g2 dFd U 9l
Fol At

714 e ol FES E T Utk AAHIo]EA] o™ QlE
Hto| 2] 7P A7 o] Flvke Aol 13tk &Y
ety 187 guke sheo AlACdA e mEA] BEelEAE 1

| ZROE Fosith gAHoR et 7P dxvke B2 Aol
Al molol A APlEtE A 4 loke o] "o o]d =go] mEd
Al 71 A7k BEe] FY7te dio] dEd #Hd)
AFALHA AT S o] Aol Bl | Utk 2R FAL
8l(rhétorique)’ ©] 2}

A ALle] EAS diFAEY] 343, AT T84, oJu&RT]
2 ALY A5 aga &HAEY T2 5o Hrieke Aol el

%
o g

2

D) SRR, TaAEl  Eekm AMAL 2005, 177-179%, MRS tEAsle) B4,
JAREE F04 Telm olH2Es1E Bslel AFsh 2ol Al FHZ FAke
o Ah AN AYE WE oFE JIEHT Aok oVl SE A7 &
ule) AlE'eie He FolsinA gk AuNE Exe AAeTe) A4 AA
FURE AFHEA 1 GYol BINA B Fo| girky A= FHele] ohd
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o] Abgro]l A Zlog Wt of|dk A ARBlY A of
gy 2t AR ol AS HF FAY A8 A7 BE
AR Hol ok ag]a 9] FAKEte] 1) #HETHCha'm Perelman)
o g3, 53] ‘=59 TAE FTAOE FHsto] AlFAREte] g
d AT FHsA] Gk

EE T BN AAlERs =5 Rokllnt IekAlA =ofsjof
gl Tt e A ofdnh diuksid AMY e5d AR &8
FALE}, 7158H - AojEHA FeAtel &EA - wsF Akl AdE
oz FAE}, EAERUUS AGY FARY Heke] FARE oF
o AR 5 7S] FAKEEe] HAAIH AL S o] ofd FEE A
o] A SHE ool ZWA HAW7] WiEolrk. 2e]al dA FARES
AL, 7HE, A, =8, 28a EAE Tl o|27171A] vekgt
AollA mhA] ‘TR AH T AF-E FE Tl Utk TA] T 3
o ASlY S TrEeh] g st ARE WY B A ETE
A e TR eat gl 1 A8 Zeka A oz
o] FALEte] HE, oyt QIZHSHA H¥tolA zhe S &
F9] Atzlo] AARSAE HAESUD I nvldnksica, 78] g
UA 27t At

FAREE AHo R B V)53 SN A v 2ol F VA
2 QoK & Stk she =F FAHY FAEela, gE s A4

=
s

e of Mo

=

FA 2Rl o] T b Fol BRI fHE F2 wF FAe

ARSI W) oloblsl B Relth RISk w3 FA £

Aol B 2 ol A, BAl BHY FASE £ Holol
1

o etk Be] el 1 the olfe S 2a gt

Zlo]7] wjio|tk
2) % Hegok=, Tawlo) ALy 1 Alsjel Tx; , ol 3E S, FAEWAL 2002 2.
3) Bt} e e Bkxg THgtEES AL, TEjAst A, AR,
2007, 143~144% Az ¥}k o] =FojA }‘\lﬁ/\}_@—_}._ Gzl AE gy
AH7 gro 29 %?&””O]a}z gejstar glok
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ARgtolgls &ol7F tiZle At T 52 AXF T T3 2ol ta
182 quE ejElo] FAKEIA Y =50 EAIZE AP(Li)EOl 3
the el @& Aotk =Fo] opd FAI7L T4lo] He 7ddes
Al Ax AFEo] FAEES i Zehal, 3 & A V% AEE 9
slehs A7 A= 7)ol 711gth o] o] wiEel o] 2 7]
e v s vt o b vt BaelA A S4e
ARgto] ofd =5 49 FARS YR Zlojth

olFA =5 T FAREE A A 4 Al M= AL
gt Z3 wigel tial] AuE Aotk o]& Tl oAl o] ¢ &
S ASAR 30] BHLHT AL U o5E LWL 2
G4 oz AvgeNE AU ARARE WEHos ossred
Aoy Aot AEE FEEX FE(raisonnement dialectique)’¥)
o sl gokE Zloltt. 1Ejste] FehEe] olH|olE, oliEHAA
FARL, W72 ES] F7|E Zgal o|RAE Azl tigh vk #Evke
NS wephiA FHEd FEY s Axske ARE g A
olty. 181 wiA A3 = FHHrte] T3k < HIH A S (universal
audience)’ = Z+ X3 9] ‘ﬂzolib} Hlw8he AHS Sofjdk Ajzto|n)

HZ FUH R AlFAtstel] et =97t i hdsiA XS
Atk ol= #HPwke T’\}@rl‘l Wo] #eke] JAAMMAE A5 &
51 Ave ARCEE FE3] RHIE d5o] ity =20 F
Aolwx] AdA ol HEARl Zs Fetha Eal e A8 AlA
S} QIFP o] FAlo|HA FHAolal, Jeldte] fAH AXE FriaL
e AR AAZE Adiel o]28 dad o) T S =AY
ataL itk &7t.6)

O

4) o71A <dialectique>S $H& ‘T ]a}ﬂ HYslaxt sty 1 olfe WS

& Ee ke Haz ey % =59 GAh (FIFUA RS, 2006,
3055)01]/\1 <dialectique>E ‘ti3}& O]E}_T_’ 711 Yt} & <E= A9} gk
o] BA>E FE| F4A71A %5 ‘3}31 AR 7] WZoltk.

5) dY 222 (H8he] £33} < &7, Fd, 2007 F=
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ASABIOIMS] BRAET =S50 2R / UHE - vie

N4 1 GFEe WA}

o:]
O 1
HAS %ﬂﬂ 2 ) gdvto] T3 AFALEo o] RAAS
I = dig] Auie AL I UgE9 ooy FE3] il Adst
a1, Bao] Suke ulg o]#fdt FA|ojAoA e 23 Aot

Hdnte] Apateto A Eees FE3 BT 2A

Aleeabste] E@y tRIEA AP 84

gdito] AFAbekS 59 ARE =5 71ES duldd o4 A5 =9
3k ol FAY %L A v 22 T A AR 39,
5 shie oFeY] S80l1, g shie Hsh Tl o Ao
A 4, o F 7 Al Ui sjde] sy wEelth) 2
A %‘i% Hate ol A%S HEAY F e gl Urd =
3tas), Hgo] & #Al= Hloldd delde 1o ke AER I
EXTUFY 20| MFAEAAN AT FAAIL ks Folth

ol#]3t A3FS UMo] W HE gy dA}He =9
drke 2o 259l #3 HZH A(Eugene Dupréel)o] AMES A3t
of AFHer AU ACGTE AFPd AV BY, 5 o=
e, U7EE a3 RE T Hdt) dig) Hluetds olEF
APl 248 A o2tk

6) FASER, ApAtete Adety FHoR s fHdse tEAl GrddAE
2 =V, 22 FEd 58 THCE WY, 5 LF(fallacy) S 9IFE
QAT Qlom, olEe B3 = WS AR PRI ek T8}

3] pk

9 fRT griHe A7E WRKoR YrSE IR Ao noh A
AR By B25ed T, N=3d oA, A9 $7, ARUANER

2, 2006 =

7) Mieczyslaw Maneli, “The New Rhetoric and Dialectics”, Revue Internationale de
Philosophie, n° 127~128, 1979, 222Z0| ] o1&

8) Michel Meyer, “The Revival of Questioning in the Twentieth Century”, Synthése,
vol. 74 n° 1, 1988 =
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a7} A3k glEF AP dYE(monisme), 5HE(dogmatisme)
T AT (totalitarisme) 2} TiH]E|o] Aw=E S=ylof gith10) T}YIEZH
Ol BRRH ARSI R, At AAS e 3 5
FA AP dFoE FoEOE 3 HroEE
19] Thel 9] 4] ”ﬂi sl dsty] sl Zask Aol
l%ﬂ' St E3kea, 1 E3lE sHrE2 AE d4de] ol
ot 53] T S ABeE sk S

U Ciid
o
i
oL
%%
_IF
ru> °F“

AR 08 o)A qF AARE Frshs A7IEeg Wan o
A3} UZe HolAx 0 oldH FAolw fRele AHE =3
3

HEduto] thekga ThdALS AH o2 sh= FAe) A=t 19 AL

AAZL olf7E o710 vk ZEa o] M. }Lﬂﬂﬂ 23] A
Hslal A%, “Ee FAHA AP Z2 0|82 Eehdstthimparfait)”1D)
AAZ ey FAAY HAFH] o]o} 2 75} —:wﬂ% EE A
€ AA, BE AME a4 E8le Ulgh SolA 1RE & otk
= % 2 vbgel 23 Qlvk = vk FekEY oldlopxd aAo] ¢
Blaka, s, vort L%KPVJ} 1 b, o o) ShE - o]&4

A& 7 itk 2 AL - @ O AAE BT Y, S8 2
AR v AR *Wéhﬂ 5] e Z7te] Hopo Ao AT
Sl £ =i, doprt *‘P‘_ Hsks 5 Bs =g 5
& WA o 6}1} SEe B 1t olelgh Al Ad

9) Cha'm Perelman, L'empire rh toriqgue - rh torique et argumentation, J. Vrin,
1988, 19~20% ckawh.

10) Pl vhde], TR AAE, | £ S $7, neltsa &
T, 2006 Fx. FHEute] BlEgE JAE, FGE F2 AAF AP Helle &
QA AMFS Z7toE Bl o] 9

11) M. Maneli, op. cit., 222%.
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MAIEIMS 2EASN =50 2H| / UEE - dixi2t

5 FAH =5 A5S F58loF B &
AHFOIA 9L T3 AFE MESHA] &5 o= Aolth 27t A
= HE8vs B8 AlEA A2slor & Ao] vk, a4 HiE olegh
AT tisle] FxA Ago|tk

A7 e 84
AR olRT} TS AlZhet BAle
Aol Aot Frht QzFe] A7 AL d=A A B FEY =
S HaL

Foldstrola =ef# ofn] WellA ool e ovle &5t
éxl@H 3ellME 23l0] AAAQ FAS Adthe 54 sl
ks AHZHAE A & olgo] AR g WA &

=)
a%

Fll‘

& wEE A4 B0l ABHA Qe 23} Sgol), T B 1
AAES oeBITH, oS A= glof HolE Qe sh
S ul% agle] AgAoRE MgEel o gteks, #e8)

olut AAIgH AFelM= Fefsla, = &3}11 de gF oAl

gaf AREe] wAol tig Folderd Hal o] wEolth 1
i ok fele © o oldR @3S asEE e i
Al =]tk
A% gopdstAoln =e]d ou] Yeja o]2& Q7o) AfE IHAR
AFI. 1y e5ge 4%o] tan. ‘HPo] ddlY BE g A%
st AUlAR AxE 715sty] AlRSHEA, Al ZE 5 V)Ed - 4
2 ZSANS 7IFo R A7) AFetEA A SUES dEY 23R
o oS 7IME FEa Jdom, Astle ks e ¥EoE HEst
© 48] AE et sEvte] dAdlo] HulE) e HEH THES
FARE o7t o471l Atk b B W o] #EHH FHolghe A=
S ek 7)Ee] Mo 7T W A3 dale Ayt 2 =

12) Sally Van Noorden, “Rhetorical Arguments in Aristotle and Perelman”, Revue
internationale de Philosophie, n° 127~128, 1979, 275%.
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olglgt A oM A7 At 24T 4 |tk FHek Ve o

A AE gt ek

MY AF HFEES wE A AKE sk B, ol
o] WMz AT Aobhe S Avel Aspelehd At HFUrk
o8A A, olg - FAL G FHRTE el ofEA Yol
S Q7). g WA v oled SEEEd Aslel F4)
A BEF Aol ABwe] A olskakzdl Qo] Bloletha

WS B FEol da) FstuA ae e g AFel
dvh} Be FUE Aok sed ANRES S,

2) AlAelolMe] tasA 2 AEe] A AAI(E=R]) ol gk AjaL
G2 EMALA  Dictionnaire d'ananlyse du discoursy oA H&2H &

Rl 4% hest 2ol AR Ak

13) 4%, "ShrEE-ARAR] ARAS, , A, 2007, 275 S old o
AN A AT A ARS 24 299 1984, oA TEE oA 9}
Y ZoE skal Qlvk §H oloh e g GAH R ol o

(EFT &) & #dsks A% &fc] 2 Zlojth

14) André Robinet, “Nouvelle rhétorique et informatique : le pouvoir dialectique”,
Revue internationale de Philosophie, n° 127~128, 1979 Z-Z.

_\‘qnl
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oA e ofaEdY el sl UF] FoRkEowH
TREE, 2L FHE TEHWEA, A FolRl FEs W
olgfopt sh= HwAet J_Zig ZAd ot = AEA}, o] F /\Lq]
| ZAE omishaA o]Folzitk webA ol iEE XA Q)
BRee A9} APt Edere AN e AeAes ofv)
St} o3t EHEs I T4EHA ‘EEEF Aldi=R(syllogisme
dialectique)’©] o]&E=H], IRE ‘=g Ad=AE AoiEo
2 AAE 2AZ s 3FE S AYA o, Fd
(endoxa)X¥ FHFelAl 489 IS TAZ HHES vt
ojHY clE|lrEdY s BES TAR HIH maEH FHEH
S sk glokly

% oRgee ojgsEddze o Femez Aeuywd.
7l B BeEe T AU dEdE A Al 45 A8l

7 mPEA wed duewddse ge B 209 BUes
geEel Aes A A BF Bad 20 Fa@ A
B AR OESHE A Aol RgE Bdolde 22 %+ 9

¢

o S8 e “AUA W WAAE ke FFehs Ao
£ A el BEs Fa gtk e Ao Foizl Flo]
ofiet AFEE AlelolA ThEo] 7he ZlEth olgjaEd# 2T} ofd o]
fi2 Jeivke §9S FEM HAsAES °L°}E7l %%HH A=
a9 ZehE Fe tig sjMe Fud
olg|2Edy vt A7|ge fdEe] trie] 1
HlEA o g g Zo])7] mEothle ofuolze] J&f& &45 a %— 3]
veka Azt
FAER FehEel dhe T fsiet AR diwiEm, A7)
A HF7E AAERE v ol Akl SEES A7l cofdlop

’

13k

<)
fo
_\,L
mlo
E
o
v
o
=)

Hn:

o)

15) P. Charaudeau & D. Maingueneau(éd), Dictionnaire d'ananlyse du discours,
Seuil. 2002, 173%:.

16) @48, TolelzEdd s FASe] AoA A%, TS, ATAR, 2003, 48%,

17) David Ross, Plato's Theory of Ideas, Oxford, 1953 =,
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£ Ads] o8l B AA, S AAF el Al B3R AAR]
7HA) Al(monde visible)S 1 o]d|o}e] 9ol AAE Eal ArhIs) 1o
WZH 7ANA FF FollAet vV E Foke- JEE ¢ F §lth
Fok: FEFeldlohE €71 Haixe =9 AlAleA wueter gk
agla a9 FF &AA BoE 1 BE ASC] AAHA JeEe A
H 24 ASA o ZEREY oldd =9 Hlie SEedAl ot
e RrEA] gho = EAstal, o] Q142 g7t "ojur] A
olp] Moz 7R wjoyt=dl ot e A HE Y] S
AYAEA 23S dojEths A7EEE B ik
ol¢} Fo] F= 3o} AVAHE dEEHe FEREY JEHEL 7Y
o] EAZA coldloPE A ST, 1 olHE FE(degré)
zfolof oJsA EA(ZhH] &7t ARHETY. FeEe] e ol¥x
1 ARl oldloprt i, olF 7IHeRE FHAR AL FAEH
ol2 3l FekEe HetXe FHY AAlA F83g BHEl(réfutation),
= (controverse) ¥} 2 7ido] A |7} §lok ukshd ou] ¢St
(parfait) “oJtlop7} SIAIAAS] B HA=] i, 23] AhH<]
b dhl =2 52 olfY 98-S F 4 Q7] wiEolth0) ThA] L
SRHo 7 ZEHEo] F13 AlAl, & 7FAAl(monde intelligible)= S
S AR ke FdY AlAre A=zt Aok wiell FARtelA FAlgH
AA 24 BEA 24 e i 2401 YT F1te] gloh
22 9 AA, At vRYgE 2eld SgEe Adle gdsin
A3t shte] AA EellA oln A1 HjARl AS AR w1, 1

ge] Ae mF Azow WA,

2 do o

ro

L oft fo

18) S2tE, "EehEd] =7h (EdR), , WE &3, ABAL 1997, 448~503%.

19) D. Ross, op. cit. FZ.

20) M. Maneli, op. cit., 222~223%. 7] vpdg]e #Hdvte] ThIES MsldA
A 9¥S vigsia Aok 1 AuEy & T st uiz gk
Zhe ol EE7]e ASS A3k, QY AR Al AR BAPS B9
QoA Fettta At i oy st BRHAe slEEE ) LTt HIRA
o7 AMES B E E, S iy B A Bolgka A itk
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dEdetel] may o]PA ZERES AR ASE BT diAlstal W
wke] S v)&sher] 2zt HdveA glo] ZetEe ootz
7 AAZE B g - 2gHeg gAEL JE olf7t 971 9l
022 agjal 19 ApAkste] F2E 98] ZefERT olfjaEdY
A 3 HEs FE AL Atk Ed] 19 A8 94 ol
2EdY 27t Z2d gF A, Z BdY AAdA AHEEE v
=4 S0l FAdtlAE “ejghs coldrEY B4 ¢ Fastal @

S

ol

Lo r[o

Aolt}

TEeY HEs olg|2EdH 2 AFA AFS FAE oA 3

F BHag «pAeke Baey Atidkanalogue)’S ©]FTH1354a 1)
A BREsh 2%t @ deelo] SeTI3sea 207 <A
< FHEd PR & Zefolth1356a 27).”

ol T3 fEv oZEdHATt FEEd HESs T ddke A
S AR ERIE 4 a1 9 #HFrto] 18] AR VAR
(FE AEAE & F Utk olgid AR e 7t ofjelA
e = Adeied dig H™Te] BEs olsjsleHE =50

2o =
THES T4

(1) =24 s, d7k2ES] A94 AAl gk ddrte] ghat

=4 b= ik AdS WA olsisty] Hal §F Feo] =i
ARE 929 =02 Az HEE 6}1}. gE FE Al =7 fo}
grEdg 2ol FHvte] AR =35 oA o] 2EdH 2~ R4
& %A Prior Analytique; < Joé}% 1 AdEis o2 2ol A

skal itk

21) Ch. Perelman, op. cit, 90% =
22) Ch. Perelman & L. Olbrechts-Tyteca, Trait de l'argumentation : la nouvelle
rh torique, Ed. de 1'Université de Bruxelles, 1988. 9%
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ol sEdH 2] ARl UE Bojs A AgHoz B
@ £50) golo] jgEth 5 Avhmge 9, a5e 945
oA AWt ohje} wpS FEd 22 XA ofd Zo]
zo RSO ANFH BAZ R of|FTh2)

o sbgherlel ta clelamddse) AolE BAR Y, S

= g7} &3] d7 == weF BE a7} bo|a(AFHA), BE b7} e
AMAA), EE av o7f AR Ee =84 ey ovls

oG oA ol F Utk o]FA =l AR Fe HAF

o7 o EAsh= F HAEY Fol o HIFHU oA ZeHE]

AeolMe B & Qe 553 2Hogn A F e 248 3 AY

TAZE 83 IS stk o] ZE| ofgaERY oA <of, 1 FE

o] Auzprela AES Iohd, de <ol de F AATE Fola,

T AAF A2S SE3] sshy] Wil

e g9 Zolth ojZls 5

ol ~EHY e o|Zls dAYyolgtal ek AL gloh ok $ofe g

AEo] el A olgta EoAAA HAx, A
-

g SolHAl <EE Al FutllaA), sazes

(&AA), wep 2TehEas FethARehe gEAY dowy
£ BN5 uY, Ao 2t Fe ojn] o WAL, F A} &
HA So Aol ek Tl e, ARE A Az NeS el

23) S. Van Noorden, op. cit, 179%. oJs|& &7 S8l &L afsck
“Aristotle's definition of the syllogism is in fact a definition of deductively
valid argument : Syllogism is discourse in which certain things having been
posited something else other than what has been posited necessarily results
through what has been posited.”

24) Ch. Perelman, op. cit., 85%. 7|4 #H@vre o2l Y27t AA| F 749}
28 3 A WA PEo] T3 4TS dhal vkl FxsEA oFe Aol
A(transitivité)’ 2} T3}l ek

25) Ibid.
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A R3paL GA] F AA Kol olm] FSHof = Ae WS ol
st dege d ARE IS A Rkl 24 AAS A
SAZAR 7S i st Adwe

P05 d¥ste 7 T8 A FEOR wREIL, ol B
A FEe viReE 49 =4 el 5] =35 P 7
o] H7I=E] 1 W e o R sy

3
o
n
=
o
P
o
o

o= ﬂﬁ}ﬂcﬂ Eﬂw 7 99S #3Eth Hrl2EE <04 Eﬂ% 3
Ao, Bt FHQ Aer or7IE 3t SR WAsaL
UG YZEoAMRE date] g, 5 A% o

7HA Fgle] wle Aeluhnetal AFsiEA Al
gslet A8 qs

H7I2ES 729 ANAA A=l T & S S9E
obzd IR FAA A ST 4SSl "ok o7)M SaH
Q1 HHdold A Apale] Aogle B}t A8 stA AAeHA R
&= Eretar sk A4d ZAY W A, 5 ARE RAe Wi
ol e Ags ok olE MEeE HYIREE SHH A4S M

oH AAEHA, A3 AHH AHW

< Ak, 2Ae] FA9 394 J“d(doute méthodique)©] T}, O]Ei
Sk 394 Wil A WA AlEo] ety AL AFeE st I

26) A1 g ol 2EHY A9 =g|sboldk T gxEo] 19 B AME F U
67 ol Foid BAoltk Terkg, o sA% TEI, |
27) U7l2E, M™MIAA A AR, , B4 27, TAESAL 1989 F=
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4, el 283 TS AHE AEZ Ak, 1 Ay e
<

bl
Hrrh g & e P ged A A 7S AR, BA)(ame),
A

i
[e3
9
iw
au
=
N
N
ru
|t
rlr
o
i—";
g
=
ol
o
=)
>
b
to
ffl
N
N
oX,
=2
lo,
:.01:1

(93 AANA) EAZA Bolle 27 $2 e 93|
ote]= Zlo] o ot Ao ofeiawt metEE Aolge At
T3 TAEZF BEVF she Lol o3 detEe Zlo] ofal F2
olefgto M metdthal = Ao| oA yolA dEHoEE U=
vo] AAlvks A 578 Ad(démonstration) .2 Q15| Lol o5 I}t
He A olgde tE o] A& & gltke AS W] Qe
< 7] S8 €k

i

2e oFA AA AAE JReR de] fAHE Eud g
e thedt 2o 3 side Bae TS v 1 F A 47

% f

28) Ibid., 324%. HI7}2Ew 7|8l8te] A9 Fol| ‘sA7Ietlolgte M2 49
TES ol wlavke] AAnerd Alubdld] IA JEge vk AnE o
Ak & Aol Al vl QA2 Aol AARIA Y 8ks H8she
S 71sA ke Aolth wEld AH s dEixE AAE 29std 718t

A BAE Ze A AR AAE AAFoEH HFlZEs WEHoR <

g fFdet sHEQl St disk AlE W A4S ZHAl "ok Yoprt od

A AARS B8 dylE2EE 24F AMdoly T 43S F3 EFAA

o Qo] ol AAFE B AFAQ oF, & olds T AWH AAE

e
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Universal Audience and Argument in the New Rhetoric

Yang, Hyun Jung/ Park, Tchi—Wan

Ch. Perelman revives the Rhetoric, so called the New Rhetoric. He
reinterprets the dialectical reasons which was devaluated by scholars. In
other words, on studying about Aristotle's Rhetorica, the scholars have
limited Aristotle's rhetoric on the analytic reasons such as the formal
reasons, but Perelman converted this direction of analytic reasons for the
dialectical reasons which depend on the Universal Audience.

The aim of dialectical reasons is to persuade of the Universal Audience.
On the course of reinterpreting the Aristotle's Rheforica, Perelman make the
new sense and category under Universal Audience, and consequently he come
to extend his discourse of rhetoric to the scientific knowledge. In addition,
Perelman lead to achieve the argument from the actual reality in which we
live. That is the reason why he tries to examine his rhetorical idea for
domains, such as the law, the literature, the philosophy, and the politics.

After all, we lead to make a conclusion the two consequences: firstly,
the New Rhetoric aim to the philosophy which harmonizes the theory and
the practice, an individual and the society; secondly, the New Rhetoric
brings up the possibility of dialogue between sciences. Therefore, the New
Rhetoric will be comprehended as a guide map for the new direction of

the philosophy and the society.

Key Words: New Rhetoric, Universal Audience, Argument, Logical

Syllogism, Dialectic Reasoning
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