)4 wolo|2e] HaHA Z=x}ek

- Qlojs} FAYo ThE wky

thEsl ASAIEL BHADIZ, HaE wie

M
-l
HI
du
rek

210{(214), FHY, 23, E, 23S 21 Esk= I,
Etxt, &0

4
ko
2

oF =2
o =)

FARRE FEo] A& o|do] FHd WA 49| glo] T = &
(i) F9] shtolth 2tie] A& o]l o7 B, Al =4
FXERGYZONY $71F2Foet tEo] ATANNE FARRS =
, A5, 227 T3 #-E) dE] O 2848 d4sta e Hddl, o]

27 Aoz A7) Wele #HelA] @O <F dvkes AtiA 2%
oj7|x sty 1Ejal 1 AT Alge] 27 Balolx AuEEH = 7
A w|o]o) Z(Michel Meyer)7} $1X|5}aL ek

Holol2e A}2le] 414ALeRS FA| A 7] & (problématologie) ) O] &2
2 AAAHAEH, 1 P Y I AAE ESS B3 dEse
A (processus de questionnement)S F3| AFA 3] ok aFn
I N2 S Ea) dold=s Aol gk ﬂoi(langage de la pensée)
of tidt A Wge 731, Aol o] I3 Aol(Logos)= ©l

01' )
Py

rsi‘

r{r ofN

A A dgEd o8] A=A G FE ES(question radicale)o|Eh=
ARbE gty o] wEW o] &gl A9t BRI, AAke}t =ah, whskaet
W3} At e 3ol pALSke] R ]‘ﬂr aE)a oAl & A
ool A E5o] witEtkE AL 2 A|oke tE oJHs v A & &

o|(Différence) = M=
ES7 Ao]7} Hojd=
3 Alojtt. 53] Hold|2

A4t W= A AdE
29 ZAIAZIE, & 29 Akt 5 #4 N
A HAEA] dicH) Mdelrlx ¢ &

i
N
=

o] A7 2009'd F=ofTojtidta wiljskEdTe] Aol o3 dHAL
2009\ 29 F=rAoulEEs ol AR fES 74 - BAF A9

1
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ol2 AHrEE 7iele] FAA(subjectivité)e] FH(wshog AT
= o] 534 ofeltjolgt stk 1o wEAA QI7te “REA Hg
(droit universel)] Z}o]7t EFd of Qg FHUFo| 7Fssitt”

Eaox e o9} 22 wojez9 AfAlES Zule] BHE - Huly
FAE ERIFS] #A &9 F4|, dog T3l A4l FA8s AHEA
Fdske Qzte g FYATY Ave Ao FHE T UgY 24 A
A=t R g

152



0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

1 %Ake] Aol bl wolol o] AkA wA|e] A

QEYT e Ak Algpe] o <ofv gle wEE A
Aok 9l gl SR AoPt dFeiite AL Aot FushEu
mecia o} froluld gt et wAAe A

Bt ke seves TR SHEHA dvke 2 e
A gtk ole 2 doje] ;AR Yisol Adse] ke A% AE 2
ot FAlel 7 <lefe] AL A ARle] B

sl ok

= % R
I, o7y e S IS ) Aol EHE AFlA o
e ASQIRS AEhe B5E 1 URe =T S 92 2

ojtf. il ojmjx|et AHEIo] Wik Althel loje] AfE Vs
o] S - Hskd A E3F AT dojth ol& ¢Ele &
i) o wolgofol @717 oo Fod = girtH, T
& 7e0l 93] Fosirhal AzRe, a¥nd 4
o] EA3} o] ARGl tigh ZEAA S HajoF & A
FoiRloilA “Aofgh thAl FARW7E A5at 2L Ak A, o)Wl
M Aol Ams) AHre] dojs of| A)Ael A=k “sUitrE
oA e 29A, A% AT =8 A ARAR Lol Fon|d
HEES ok 3}”4/\1 A7 {lo] HEe wE AN ERRNHAH
S °loF & A7k Ak Had o] fle gs, S Y
WA stdolgAlaL, Hsigtala EZsjof @712 1217] Fel A A}

Ao} ARgsh= dojell tigh WA7 HHIRH sfof kx| et
HY ZAERCYAESO] EHYAESS B AV|E 55
=

A
(bSOl Wetold Anso] vigsie, B3 g

% o

[

7

m
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E Aotk FMtie} w25 EFsHA] ¥OoWA AT T H4]
o7t thAl TN SAEZA AAH} 1 W&o BFEHES HA
579 @3 5L FARjoE @ dEAY 2uso 7)Z3 A5y
EZS TG A Foud BER Artolal 5 E) YMEEA E
glo] o]71AQl HEZRRS Akfule 89 i (réalité  politique
surtout) Skl X7HA] Hekapr} ggAolojok & o|f7t lS7tk Hehe] 1
3 7)5oe & HlEA BErl e59d 2 $ARY Aol O
S AdsHA aFddday @7t

ol Z& g9 Al A tig FAAZIE 71 F=THCh.
Perelman, 1912~1984)°ll o]o] AlASe] A4S A3l v, Adojo]&,
Fojulyg, Fu 2 g2 B4, ikrFolE, AYst § AEsH dure
2 FA71ed 2A 719 B e w1 dloldlZ2(M. Meyer, 1950~
Ao TR FAYAHE IAZITEY) e 53] ARl A2e

oo

d

.

) SASE 204719 1 dEeh P S w1 2 S o) $8% ¥rewds
FARS UY “2EFAQ FAORAY FatsPoleln BelshuiA, “dlojel
BE N ABHOE FANE Az $ASF] “dlo] Axte] 2EA ZA
o gulE olgkn BN At ARA e FAwn - =Y
s TAEREYF] FASE - ol stdT,, &3, 2003, p. 86, SHAITH
A. BT G E=9] ZEE H|BS 9uIHStaL(Deleuze, clameur de ['étre,
Hachette, 1997), E. #i¥luze] ST A4 vldS Aulast 2L éhique,
Hatier, 1993)cM= Q1 5= Q% At & o ZAERGH AR 7)E
Hog dojg A 1A TFsd 438 270, IR% A4S e F
FEE HolN FHHA FAE P ofele A R LS. W] B
2, @4 QRSN Wow s pARte ANEoRA FARFeld ]
WOt - U AHA RS FARSL, TS AR, M9 - gEE 9
&7, TN EI, 2003, p. 546~584 =

2) £ =2olA A A&sHA 2 Hlelol2e] AXMES vt 2ol IR drt
: De la problématologie. Philosophie, science et langage, P. Mardaga, 1986(DP);
Questions de rhétorique. Langage, raison et séduction, Librairie Générale de
Frangaise, coll. (Le Livre de Poche) , 1993(QR); Qu'est-ce que la philosophie?,
Librairie Générale Frangaise, coll. (Le livre de Poche) 1997(QP); Petite
métaphysique de la différence. Religion, art et société, Librairie Générale de
Frangaise, coll. {Le Livre de Poche) , 2000(PMD). I8l 2 H| FQ +=§F
o diel o3 o] oFHste] FU|E7|E 3}, “Dialectique.  Rhétorique.
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01 olol=e] SR SAl / uxig

gholz} HPHEo]7% 3 %A 4] 71 E(problématologie) S Ed EEYE]
o} IXENRHUHE FHEe, HES 22 E8 UAH tgos
gt doje] wige|d FATTFAANES 2EHRSRE o H5sia
A2E Hete] 4S8 AR vt Qe 1 4L dAFoz doj(Ake)ell
W3S 3l Al=ETEY) 2eja 19 ApAREt] ik dohe #4l
I 4L, HHHo 2= AR (Revue internationale de Philosophie)
HIAASZAM <=3 Largumentation>, <215A}8} La nouvelle
rhétorique>¥} <ol ~Ed |29 F=AE; Aristotle's rhetoric> 5= Al
A SFoZ OF AR A F domd), a7t 7] &3S o
£ B2 dsdAr Eldnky) a8a Bop AFAHo R EaoA §
g7t FFeHog2 tRojre sk TEAAIZIE tHsle] De la
problématologie; & "5AFeHe] E-5-5 Questions de rhétorique; 1]aL T
zlolel] tigt o] g AA} Petite métaphysique de la différence; QFoll

lo

Herméneutique et Questionnement”, Revue internationale de Philosophie(n®
127~128), 1979(DrQ); “De Aristote a Heidegger”, Revue internationale de
Philosophie(n® 168), 1989(A—H).

3) iz wo]o29] <problématologie>S HA7|= ‘AR (THY2] AEEZ FA}
gk 1, FRABRIAT, A44F, 2000002, 2FHL ¥AIT(James
Crosswhite, Fo]Ade] FAFS: - 22479} =29 wj&,, uEystn &3, 2001)
o7, a8a o] gEH AFe AR (WA voldlg, floje} &3, st
WETHE, 2004) 02 WAstal Qlvk. a9 e7h Zo] FAAZ|R ol AR
HYols HEg AL 52 23 dHde e Ho HS3oE dea
ojgEH WFI= gt -?—71011*1 AEFNE <EAAZ] A tg drte]
E(p. 243)9] rIE A7 om A7) s, EAAZIE ol W7t o
ol o] At A7 7] wEolch

4) o] EXZEL 77 n° 58, 1961; n° 127~128, 1979; n° 184, 19999 ET N1,
2007 3(n° 242)l e Ao {3 WPHECIVE 3 <EAAE: AMY AES
2+ Problematology: A New Paradigm for Thought>< ©HE Hl= ITh

5) 20003 ©]F 7} 7183 AES AN U3 T Les paradoxes de la
postmodernité, PUF, coll. <{Interrogation philosophique) , 2007, Perelman: le
renouveau de la rhétoriqgue, PUF, coll. {Débats philosophiques) , 2004;
Rhétoriques de la tragédie, PUF, coll. (Interrogation philosophique) , 2003; La
parole  persuasive, PUF,  coll. {Interrogation  philosophique) ,  2002;
L'argumentation et droit, PUF, coll. (Interrogation philosophique) , 2001.
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9] @3pe] kel ojE muln oA yEel tid AAF Aol
Ao ekt gk

23014 el olei@ wojolze] FAAIIES 19 Aojs FAH
of g whel A4S T Adueln dth SAS] O A7E S
g9 ZRolA Bgaplncke 23 nhe) 99 dold wBsR Ao
o Agsitin 4zse, 19 W Gekte] BAd U 298 iy
2 Haneiy Bue) S35 9] welh

2. wolol 28] EAA7] 2ol ek eu]a

029 Al BSS TR 9A voldze EAA7Z dig 4
S et @k i) doldl2e] HatH A, (A)FARE tigk @
Ao oo A EWslEr) i) 27b AR AR WS B At
§ AEdete] 2R AL FAW i) 22| 27t o] A
SHphilosophie du XXI° siécle)e] 2= #AAZ avke] ZE3L &, UE

o W& AAZE T, IR FAATR
1) wlole|2= ffolA 27} AAE Al BS54 240 At A
ZAo] ulE Ao)(Logos, langage)Ztil Xdkdithe) 1o w=w <oje
2 4 Y719 S3olA FRelth 7k HEHA do] AR dliE
S A9 WY A8 o5 o] 9= ghdgky tk: dojol
& AHrE AHTY dolol tigk RS a7t

T mEAPE Ao “AoE AMS= Zl(penser le langage)S -4
A AHFE ALY g dojel] JPEAIZIE RS SRtk 9]
2o WEW ANTE AR A dolE oA9Al AL F As

o

= e e
o

sl

6) wWolol=z7F MEA YRt Ao = =g, AN, 7|58, ou|E, H}st
o] Folxe} o] 7+ 7 Fok Wolx] SstE dojr} ol Qo] Uyt
(généralité de langage)dll AT Zi12y(Logos)S v|shH, o] 2o tidh
So] T ANFe 2R Z-golgka Zxska ok - DP, p. 230~232 FE

7) DP, p. 232.

rLI-{U ox 10
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a 3‘3}% uﬂO]O]]E7]- AHiﬂl 745011 ; ?‘&E}ﬂ g ot tiAl of
WA AR glor], WS TEA 2L s dole JTe
FRAA7R o]F wolo|27} FEAKELY] 55 oM AR =R Fa
SelA EolUES B4

Aristote ethos logos pathos

Jacobson émetteur message récepteur

Austin illocutionnaire locutionnaire perlocutionnaire
La question
Meyer Soi (=les choses dont il est Autrui
question)
<3 1 Hold 2] FARATIEY T2 Ea>

<ERE A 1 & F AR, o2t FasHAl A A

Fe7h JeAl A S el /lom, AHEEERE 7<ﬂ HE e

(question)°] 1 Ao|t}y) FHAA, Aske =}7|(Soi)2}t EFI(Autrui)

8) QR, p. 23 - HIXE 4R AL

9) EaelA T= <question>S ‘E5' 02 WA Ik 2FHPAH olF A
o WYsH FHW vojozr) ARREEZRE AVjEda B <question>©] &
HEE e AE7] wifelth aEA =W FAREE)] AgEa <A -
(?) - ERRI> Alolo| A Fauke AR tido] EAA7|EY HAAY olsfd F
Q7] wiEolth ARASOIER ol ZHgsta gloH, “HE (&S] o uldl
Holl2r} ERE Foshs e AAE =530l o] «dF9 oHEz]
g 2Rt E, ta AE gojd vigs sha glevt shi, <54 J elo] 3t
YA =oet & F ' =T AT o T FAAS} IBAEEA A

ol MojlekE A9] AA S 8T 5 At - Tole] AL - B
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Atolell F<¢l, Hoh dubdoz o) AARGAAL ARF2) wsiat
(locuteur)-23} At zKinterlocuteur)S wi7fsl= EL0] ZE dse #
Aolgh= Aotk © A weid, FIe A7y ERle] dFos
ARsHA ¥al, =0l F3] =5 AAE AT A wHel ke A oA
ARETE Aolthlo SME AFIR, EE <A] - v - HRP>Y #
Al o] F3] A7} FEEEo|t

2) olellAe =oe AAXHA 5
7b <FAFEH s FEl Adst
1>ehe Ees AANATH e =RdAE oW Bl bl X1,
aRL AR <ESS B dgshke 38> A7 AFEseA e A
A &nEA] Gyt Aot} b, <X& FAVI>the &
o] <X& Xoltk> Ao g Ao] MFARI, ofy URkAHQl Ao
o tig BAolgke Aolth

Holol2= o|dS ol 2By 22 HE 3lo|dA7A] De Aristote a
Heidegger, 2h= v=iwollA & Au(EEREhst i, 55 23 digse
o] ZASHA 1RIFA] o} Fdre] =we 7|Ee] AA, #HAY N
ds, & FYEY oldoby HFIZEY FIE 2L JiEE & T
© 2745 vl At FAAY, £ A AR Ao
gk 8 Qlo] o4 Y8 =Elet BT oA S diEs A
Alsks dih EFgvhe Aotk a2 oS 4A7F He AL <X
Fdiehe et &5 AA7E o] tiEg-s WEslA B
o] YiFioeltt By ARHoZE= et A AAZF tgE A o
7F AU AES dgES Wolsd F gle 21 sl HAE

O

e

pe

==
=

4

2719} =F¢] wig;, p. 99, 96.

10) HoldZs oy AMEANA dBEHA Aok Moi)tal A7|(Sei)E L] ERA}
(Autre)thA E}R)(Autrui)S F8 HFo 2 ARgsta Qo o] woldlar} FA}
ghe] 545 AE sty d7l2ERE AR A Aol Aol e
HlEld s A Teln A7 AE, A S7RE X8 S5 e B Aol
YUE xdH0]7] 7o YFUE =gt Zo] ofdrt F5¢.

11) BFx|gh rEAAZIEo2M Htsl],, FeE It W, AAAFAL 2009 FE
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0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

Bl figithk= Aotk
dlojo 2ol w22, o]FA HH Ax =59 JTe FFeirh v
W, X@ AV B A4 EE weE B
oF & ¥ 9l S s AAE 18 BE
A% ZFATNAE ke Aotk 18]a F7]oF uid
28 A} BeAARE WANTE Atz ool Bk
dlojo| 27} &3] A3 vz, tigo] “IR Zoll(dans le )12
728, vg a7 =gvle] A4 u AslEtiE Aotk <R’y =g
2 011\11: AFIY LA =)o} BHFolu oo thdt Mo
ol % % Qs o] FA i, olWA|9] Ho|r} HES g

o

& =t vjolol=s} <mlee) Hete) 4
¥, Wake] Rololpsolth ol a7k WE
of 4318 Wse ogA Zual

1
9_(?(_1'
AN
offt
el
o
o
iy
)
T
x
)
-\
L
=

I =AY A" TRpold] tigh §o]ikst AA} Petite métaphysique
de la différence; oA Holo|27} olEd] Y]l Y& 29k HE BHAk

“Fste] JAE fAls] StiEd, @A &gt g g
38 Ao] oflal, 1 o zjol7} oW X|Y(statut) = 7RI
7 Bt AS A FHA &L & jiokrd)

=
=
O

GuoE Yo, “FUHel Mgl Jrd FH ASE F shpez
F2 592 relond, A Pal $YHo] “REE ode=sd 9
W9, el QP0oEA AFHoIRI B, BHEI 1A 1)

12) DrQ, p. 163.

13) PMD, p. 9.

14) PMD, p. 7.

15) PMD, p. 7.

16) PMD, p. 87 - £3] vlo]o]2& Ao2u]olo] F§Igl, & H|E Tlokst FAES
S WAk o]9} o] AFH s 2}1:}
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T ARDOE 22 AT gla, wrh ddFoRE DUd Fa B4
olp} mzjoln] 34n Al Solsh o] HAHo2E “Tolo] that
217k mAelA V15E ek R ohiuke oln. del, wold=
© T o] A)jtslrlel| o]&th

“?_]

[

b AR, 9AF B AR, Fae] #9 o]@ EFe Akl Ads
o ettt wEA BEA [$94] 3 Afol7t #@E ofF = 9
bl oigt FA14 A (vision globale) &ollA] o] o] EFE AR}
glol] A EHE71E A3, o] o]& R JHE dus flol
of t}18)

2

8205 Aolo] Yao] Tl BAgY FE5 ¥
HE EF2 T A A A FiE AEA sHEsaat ske A
o] HWojo|2e] datA m¥lelgt & 4 JloH, I ol s
Sl(égalisation de l'échange)E AP’ A1 2L, = HL 9w
A BAS R8s Awstal ok b “xpolrt AdE 4 e o
2 A7l e 2L tE obd “Al3Y] A(troisiéme lieun)Z  [A}7]
U ERI(EE ERAho] ofd] AREEY Fath XA AlEEY %
I} AY4F 2 B monétarisation)©] ©]F]FIT}19)

A71M S2l= woldl=rl A ARlel ZAAVIES Fxd] el
Aol A AN =3k} vlwe] B w, F3F ol fFete Eeol
o7} Ads= A3 Fhge RS IIT 5 Utk AT BRI ALl
o ¥ S5 vERVIAIR o] Apo] HAl A7|e} ERlIS MFEA AFAl
Aok sh= “&Al(problématique)’ 9] Q1 oW AEE9] 3z Ak I
wgo] o]fARE AA At & F Utk S5 IR Apold
gk 71EY sgste ARES dAATIEE Aol A 19 FAAY]

17) PMD, p. 8.
18) PMD, p. 10.
19) PMD, p. 136.
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0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

2o 2RF BA949 Aol

ool A9 slotdE 7122 el HoldZY FAATIEY 7XE
& S Aotk i) BAAVEL VEHoR
Y Folo] s Fv Aol Ko 2HH Hojut
Aol AHTel fE dol2 A7IEe Aol i) el A&H
2 7149 ¥ Y& (principe et systtme déja fait, déja donné, déja
établi)ol] ©JE glo] zfolE oA9A sl &8 + IS AIAE &
3 AEA B Efojok gt

8015 viE 1 W) BE HIE 532 7|84 $948s £o}
I ATAE AY FSOHE) e A BEEE S8 u
(anti-philosophie)S T7}shs EAERHYAEES] o] {33 F39
A Mol Mz AR ok 4 glovin, wat Al g
1g BEe BR RS 3 Sol A% T5E A4S 7K A2
EPAY 5 QOE Aol B2 Bu dEsts Bgoes BAA

2 o]d oA Hsto] Edio] tis ZEZQ1 4ls &, 7]E
Ak A2 HAYUSE 2 o]E AHlshke W dis] FAE] vHS =
Pt 223 olejd oAl WAl A% dolslze <dskie = 2
3}7] Philosopher, c'est questionner>2h= WA|E FHsle FA|5HA
s o 24 Jlze] ANE feiEe] wet gl aaw A
o] iyt =Ag Yo FHIE FHOE A vk a¥d v HE
AEo] & Wol dElEo] Hold2e] AR HA| “EASHA] F=

)

20) DP, p. 11: “AHr9] sHske SE WSl BAE WS 459 13
ol Bn tee w At A qEozs AA3) AAH G5

UA
(philosophie systématisante)©]2}= |tk (YF EF)
21) A3 AL DP, p. 239~250 X
22) ZJAISE A2 DP, p. 250254 F=.
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i (inexistant)” AJGA == A7 239 dElES “28 Zo] gt}
H(introuvable)’23), $-2]7} @Yo} ¥
opd7p 1 wjZe] = dEE
A E Holo2E AHE <HE>F]
HEZ o]dl HollA 19 EAA|7IEL hte] weldEo|H ) FA|d
u|z]2] A|39] Z(troisieme voie)ol] thek EAlolgla g 4= Qlth ¥t o}
Yt <Aiasr>5 ol 3t dEjok S AMEA getal AxA
o shth= HolA TAA7IEL AYHTPol7|= s}t
AGEstog2A FAAZEY £ tFd Zo| 3WAE AH &
AEtk i) <&°g} Questionner>, i) Yo} <E-S 31 Ugste
S 71E°12} Questionner le questionnement>, iii) ¥}2 1A o] <Asle]
DA E Fe Z>olrt20)
AT JoldeoMe Ao duste o]/d(Raison)o] EE AT

23) DP, p. 11.

24) 7t 73] ol 22 WrE & e SAe 7t Aol digEay
A E v Ao MTAME FEh: “FAAVES EoS B UH
sle FAo B3 A7the study of questioning) Bk ofjz} Hdte] dALE
E5 S JYgH oL o]Adel]l thsh #-4(the analysis of the reasons)©|7]%= 3FCP’
- M. Meyer, Rhetoric, Language, and Reason, The Pennsylvania State University
Press, 1994, p. 1.

25) g7t 29 FARAVNES 73] AgHEP ozt T £ ' A U &
oMz Eldn) «ddlol| glo] A WA ZAF(the first question)> oJH A o]
AY Al1el7Hwhat 1s ﬁrst)‘% BT ZAolth o]} o] FEFoZHN = AL
o] Ediol 239 {FElojop & 1 AY Al A BSS olFst
AR -2le 7251}01] 01 od A= AAE 4 g7 “Hr‘)ﬂ, ‘T“j/]E' o
AP HrolEojolnt gtk Ele ©A oige 28] 98 B E5S A
w3k 719(the originary)oll #3F E5-ol Slo} 1 7)old tiAl ofd AR
JRALE 5 AAZE oAET AMre dEle I#EER ESS B A
(questioning)°|th. HAl 97} 2 HEE ES o J= Z(principle into
question)©|gtx F-Er} =, fElv AMs] 1 Ja, IR 3] g
= 1 Y& AS3 A= AolYk” - Rhetoric, Language, and Reason, p. 150.

26) QP, p. 18: “d&L Q8 HAFE R HE3}7](questionnement radical)©]T}.
Yo e5Y fEe, A e ARE e sk @ghy] ", 19
3 AR el AESH= A(questionner le questionnement)©] 2.3}tk
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014 Bol02o| HaE At

0

/i

nejE B0 G904 F854 GY, AAIE S 20
g AL =Folv A5, S Uigt B Fo PPt 1 E HES

uf 3 HUAEEAY Hslo] EYs 2=
b @FstAY, TXERHYZESAYH 29 2% 759 EdE 7Y
|, digte] AE folz2 xds)] “Ed obd Eule fond sans
fond’E ©]'d9] &3 ol = droh 1 oA FX3 U= Hol
FAMTEE ARG S o7t itk $Y49] FES nldske Avte

2% 384 gor, Aol dArHeT UAls
2h7) mo|t}28)

FAA, FAAZIZA JoA g @A F =
Folzl 1 oW Ax AR gdevhe Aol Fasith oAl ) shu
o] tge FHE o] 59 tide]l 2 & 7] Wi, diEd @A

&9
g

o
g S
=2
M
g
o
)
fr
3l

rlr
poy
b
%
it

Nt
rlo
o
i

“NAA8 tiR(réponse problématologique et apocritique)’d ., 1 o]}
uE Fofaires ¢ "rke Aotk agal viE I W] vi] 1
9] ofargol| A E oAl T8 A teksdute) gHES

A

8% 4 & 4 1 3N DY et QASE Aol T8 A
otk T, BPelAel 2P AAY <Hold Fokeen B
4T G5 DANE deel UE NARANE 29 D 9L £

27) w21 2R 283} 2ol &7, THS @8 AT AR3F, 2004 FE

28) M. #hde Od/\] “""}5}«1 e AAE 8] AL ol dxle v
gl oSl 83 HAY QAES HEI] YA E8F oo g A9
Sta Qiok - FE—RRe] AFARE - A28 A7) " wRE,, &89
3 &7, uHEWSGuETE, 2006, p. 259. EarolA 2|7} A3 Fa, A39
o 2L REES & AR 2L WA o dart ok

29) wojol2 ] EAA 7B o] HellA sAgox] weh= “ah4le] 2 (processus
herméneutique)”’ ZH= F#3}A] kol Holw, zto|7l Uthd, dAigto] HAEd
WAl 9uE = vhd BAA 7|22 9u]9] E3(question du sens)S =50
24 9F|(sens comme question)Z HHETHE HA 2S4S Fo|t - DP,
254~256 FZ.
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roao

-{5_]__
ok T, vol| shiel X7b digoR Folxrks

yr, o] tekst 7k AlAIEe] EAlHA ethd, 1o ojd shue] X
w3 2R 4 gtk wolo|27F A7) (réminiscense) S Fa| AT 24
S SMépisttme)ell =2 Jhssitin BWW FeRES HITSHA] 19
‘WFEe] diE] ZEAQ o]gE A7 A= HviE o]y off wFo]
t}32)

TAAZIE WEAAH SEe AT S oA BEE AN &
HRE HEokgith this] A9AQ dEly AAE grlstar, AHET Al
A A5 AAE AHrEA EFeHAA, olE uiEoRZ el tislst
a1, BRI Al #g i3t B SeA digEd E5 AAE 2ol
T80 gtk E5 FHE VIEACE dojE Wil AXA 1
3 HeHnh wold27t 9] AEARES fja " dojo s 2
A W3S AES o7t 7]l Aok TEAAZIEC] tieted; Al4
<o) gk AJZ Méditations sur le logos> A|1ES FAoE 19
Aofell gk whdat ARES AR ofge} 2ok

ol

D o1& oA ARrsfiol @tk

ol 271 A& thA] AMFalloF SHCHrepenser le langage)il T3 uf
¢] Aoj(langage = logos)= 71& o]t Aofst = A o] #H o]&
SollA F23 97)E Langue T Parole©] olHH, BE$ Hglolyt
oA FAIsh= ©]/d9] doi(langage de la raison)® oFUTh o]/d<]

30) A-H, p. 142 ZZ.
31) "RAAIZIRSEMN FEe],, A4 <dRES Il F9 B3 ZAAVIES>
=

32) A-H, p. 144~145 Z=Z.
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0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

doj= 53] H3te] o]u|X|(image de la science)E 7FA|a Sl=d, w o]
d2& 78] “Hysto] F Ao etartA] o7je Zake] Aok HlHgth
HE o] Rl 17} FAAZIRNA 7P T8kl AEmiAstaat st

© Ev AA7E SAHA, AAF £ AVIEHATAL sttE tiEe]
% ol AHFEA XA "o Aotk 1 AR HFL FAHIL
“Aytol AM(l'ordre du résultat)’ol] we} “F2% 3] A(rationalité
analytique)”¥} “ZH24 2] (rationalité justificative)’©] Aol ol A]
Aze) A2)E AAIA Gk 23

AT o] BE AL, wold2rt & ), Ao AAl| tigk FEA %
3, @A g ol Fag o] AHge] 5 WY Wolrt 7]
1 B3 olge Qo] AEE Zuithe “AdE ¢lo] Aze] MEoln
AP A 22 (G2l B ot <AojE ThA] AN
oF BThE Ae HE oldl weAold,

“Ele AoE ZuA9 FAA71H DS(unité problématique de
logos) WellA Asllof it} 2a2~of Highk &5, tA] el o714
TAZE H1 e dolg 1 Ao IR Sl Eete A,
(2 Aololl] oAd FFHY AEA(a prior)= §lth= Zo|t}.”39)

4 Aeld=e) T f2) <Al G Al ek AL
927} 2 S Hololy Qukow Fa s T Qe o)
7h 3AEo] ke A7 wWeleks 2w teA 9o Bl 2

Al BAE, oldlol, AA|, IVE, EA, Al, BRL, 37, AlEEEE, F9
b), A So] ol ST Aolth. YA AF3H vl YATE o]AE B
= Hololzo AXgleE nddZed, ‘EASHA] %=(inexistant) 7’

33) A sheE ARARRINY o ge “FHol Aus FAH 54T 224
Taee A gar, ool Hsl urh $%A4e] Qlow, @ Arjzoln, nrk
F8ao)7]o] “nrh okalE Feldre AHop. cir, p. 93 A3 ek

34) DP, 230~231.

35) DP, p. 231.
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A = Qe 23 ool EASA werhE, 38, W) Wik
7

2) T Abralof s Qlofiz ALgel et lojolct

“olofo]] gk Ali(pensée du langage)’= IH0] HASH “Alfol tish
%1oj(langage de la pensée)’d W 83+ Aolty. A Holol2= «“d
ofell that A glo] AHFY dole, A FoREe 234 ¥=ta
Ak, AHY BYETal Axgith

2-DAME AFE v A%, 714 SEle Holdart Ax HeAlg
A, “dojE AH3= Z(penser le langage)> -4 WA AMHTE AH4le]
gk dojoll JPAITIE Ao HiEE T dtke Ae glojal ¢ @
. O|Ao]l HiE FAAZIEY SHoIR ;WAF QFolH, «“Zak9)
}\éfél—oﬂ 3t ZEA AA o|zF “AMre] 73 FXHl'espace propre a
la pensée)’oll tjgh a1Rlo]7] wjiTolch36) THTHA AMGE DA A4l
o] a3 Aojol] JIAA F& AJ7E? 23 ANl o] afgk A
ot Al o A& k= A

ok

—EH

3) AHTEl aLfrd ddoji= ojud diH=E aehA ehett

/\HTJ A3 IR 907 2uad EAANZE @Y StlA FAE
H, S0 digk T glo] vlg] “ZA" UH(E)(réponse préalable)” ]
oJ3f X]Egﬂx] etk 29 HoA «2azol] gt B9 Aol tigk
TEAY 502 A7E” Holgal wold2s Azt

A7) ZRA O} HHY ule VIR B 1 oW BEE
O o} A E5olgta & F gl7] wWiEeln, 2ol tid E50]

=

e 21 A dige] gk dxo)7] wio|th. 2ol g S50
EAHQI, oAl =l HshHQl AL Zuxo| ZA3] ®E(interrogation)d}

36) DP, p. 232.
37) DP, p. 232.
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0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

2 e "4 gt B AAE, FAQ0 GAEETE WA o
zolth. () 2arkel] gk %%O] ‘el olgfe AMIE Aol gt
HYo 2Ry Ayt g F de AL oFF A=E gl ‘3‘3 S At
gt 5 H=ERY fefske A A o AE floke Solth
AEgH E52 AHEEY <Y(racine des choses) .2 gF3lof 3, ofu
glob HIZ2A AT E52 e WAEERH dd 5 ok ol A
| A [—.—ﬂ% 2d9]] <AHE ARA|ZE(retour aux choses)>S A|tHZ 9]
) 2aze] Wit 25, § 2% 252 () =%
Eﬂ-‘ﬂ FAE oflm, EFol thek a2 H(résolution)
ST gitk38)
ol 29 971 E5o tigk A A, v Ta E5
A ESS B ek H(processus de
questionnement)”, “Al&Z Sl E-3-5(questions successives)’S ZI12~0]
e B, HIH B9 BARE Aodke Ao, HiE o] o] g
7F A O]&a v Qe “ojd TR JAFAE dojdle gl = 9w
o} A=, Te7le] fEle “dojY oW fainE AP
priori) SAZ AAZE F gitP= ol o Bar) k4o o]k
o] 29] AFEZFE $-g
317 Fethe AMES ARt

4mn

Q

il
il
dlo
>
2
=
A
e
)
ol
=
r(
F#
1:1[0
of
r o

1=
g & e A ZEZFHoE Zuxd Ydt &
g2 AS olF A= AASHA &7](rien présupposer” WE-o|H, Atirt
38) DP, p. 234
39) DP, p. 233.
40) DP, p. 232.
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paty
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poy

olrt

o
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ofr

FIF

paty
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o

dlo

o

ol

1>

“7ﬂJ+7i‘Li ,_01 ol Ae] §-U3st gut A H(seul point d'ancrage) )
O, 272 $8E &+ AHAl(question méme)oll MEA = AFo|H,
o0
o —

28 A7 F de Aol FUF x(seul fait)©]

JQLLé AolE 1 AAZF “E5 T Z(langage qui est en question)”
o= Wholsolge Aotk o]F olfr wWFd] Hold2E “E5 AA7L
2 “Ao] P (l'acte de langage) B}L7}HA] X440}7]0ﬂ o2t} A ¢
“do PoPe F “F55 AVIslL, EoS AEsHA T35k Aol
SAIRE 1 oA 02 A|EHE E]'oo]:?ﬂ' EoE5% tigsol
st “E79] Q- Hexigence a respecter)” L3t 7Hs|AM = <F Hrha o
old2& Zx3gith 2-3)0lA] o] AFE vl A%, HoloZA oA
A717F obd ERRL, & Rpol7} Apol2A AdE= A I HiE o]
w2 &AM TFsskr] wiEelth “tige] &5 ‘Eol(dans)y Ux7, A
TS ERRITS ztojollA 180 R Bred & e Aol7] wiwol(st
ko] BA EollA EE F 7] Wwel) 49 877 BFAd A
olgle Alolth4)
71 2l 27 BAAE vk e w29 <Abfol] g

o> <ot fﬂ“‘: Wﬂé}ﬂ %‘% >, <ETlEAN 5>, <E
KeX o)
=]

K-S

e e

i

0,

o] 58 59, B J°ﬂ 7H J 12w Hshy 0*017} A E

He Holgke AL Zdsl Ak old Helx e 19 —r‘xﬂxﬂﬂ
2 73] B9 SKscience de la question)’ o]} Aol 4 UA] &
=7h Atk

41) DP, p. 234

42) DP, p. 235.

168



0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

U4 SElE diHe] B & At AFe vk ok ol &5 A
A7 dgs AASHA 871 WZolw [3-3)], £ AZI7F 23] o
g2 7FeAE FEHAE 7] "ot E49 a7E o9 2e o
el =29 748 B S LR AVHE gt E5E
I dgEe] g Aolgprlivs, A9sHAl Lot “E5 ] gt &7
(respect de la question)”d] FEAJo|t}43) I¥H] 9bA o]u] IS [3-1),

3-2)] 200 J|BAoZ Zu2AHRY] o) thgh %9—0]1:]. Z=7)5

=, Bz gigh 252 ojd A 5 v o AW gy 2L
“X}O]-J & H(présence d'une différence)t)”S F35}A] el I olf
© 5 FoA, o] el 2a2 EoflA o]y AY 5 e od A
H igoe] At “'33}7] wolth FAAZIZ oAX Fad AL
E50]al ZarolH, = 2azghe golA|, 1 0|9 Ho| oY
o FAA 7122 “EL% aﬁ(questlon initiale)”, “¥-2}% ®(recherche
initiale)” =37} o7]o] o, woldZol ufzW FUSHA “Zid
et S50 2R skl tigo] $olg 4= 9JS(De la question du

logos jaillit une réponse)” o]T}.45)

PN el Wololze BAAIRY wxE oA AR Hels)
HIITHAOIE T Aol Bl O] Alfslel sl ot ARl
Y slololty Aol IHE Aol oW YHE 28 etk <
ot $elE B ARl WEA S, Ed B FU Ao dojelty
259 ste 2 2usd Solth, ols} ge wHoldze EAAIZIE
@ A7t oo BgRFelzelu AriFelze 2o 5%, oA

W) 243 FAH ST Husel 03 4T YL ¥ 5

e

43) DP, p. 235.
44) DP, p. 235.
45) DP, p. 235.
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A g o) MHES 2AE E UE *HET Gk
olty. 1g]al 53] Hojo2e] FAAZIZ YoiMe A
2 AJEHAZ e A, F4, Fn| Fo| E5 &9
T 9FAQ 242 Agsite Mo FET Javt vk #HL
d”o] AAIG ute]zl spARE LlEAlste] 7]—”&9& A% v}
A oldES FESa ‘e Hibs Adste ot o7iddl A
thes) RAAY A5 Hg ol A} wjA| =l EEH% Tyl A
who] AL ol dHethe] x}(différance)oltt EF =9 AlBElaE
(simulacre)¥ 8 1E°] &9 ‘T2 EQPE sl 9|k o] A
A Zolth AN A AAE 29 ol¥d HEE Holdze &
oz e, T g FFY diEciug)el 7‘@ Hsll| E7}sith
A Zarghs AP 3 AAE 1A ¥ F2 A5 HE
EZ ANAE v dA 4 3l
T WA, AMFe afrgk o, VA5 HH B30 HHZ &
ANA FAF] ou] Qlo] W TE el HERIelA s =
star, oA Zasvt Qo AL S8 =N ‘T‘a#o] 74@?3
o diged g 2432 AustA = 713E R
ot 2o, woldart <oz b g HAHS AEe] &

X
o

i
N ru{m

46) J. P. Cometti, “Vers une rationalité de l'interrogation?”, Critique, n’ 485, 1987,
p. 138.

47) M. Meyer, “Science as a Questioning-Process: A prospect for a new type of
rationality”, Revue internationale de Philosophie, n° 131-132, 1980, p. 67 3%,

48) Ch. Perelman, “La philosophie du pluralisme et la nouvelle rhétorique”, Revue
internationale de Philosophie, n°® 127-128, 1979 #%.

49) ol9} e o FHsre] wbH<l Ao it H|F2 J.-J. Wunenburger,
“L'ordre de l'excés”, Revue de ['Enseignement philosophique, n° 5, 1981; “La
tentation philosophique”, Magazine littéraire, n° 225, 1985 =,
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0] HOIOIZ| BEHS SAle / wixlel

o] de TARA dAAE FEATIL FAHL, = AFA e
S H3] Q8 2ase BE HIE AESC & E5S AV
S0 #4712 BRA=7H YR e St <2k x27)
Fojof ghpshal Ru fle Aotk 1 wjgtol FAol(Ee =)t
= Y H8] AEE EHIskA] @A 2 Aolgkar

=°L_"
o
i
2
ofr
o
D)
N,
§2
rr
r{o

Al WAlZe, doldlze] Huh dadoln FAH 1Rl oo
3k Foldst 2} ol HAHoE FdE O 9%, 2ol A9k BRI
‘At oA, AFEET AAGA dide] obd &0 Eil & EojA]7]
£ nigka ke Aotk 1gjste] YA =T BHyFol9] odd
o3 FAE AEo] Z7] “aE AAR EAE, MEE HEsH Mz
o] 875 HAT F Q) Woks BAS Rz P Aotk Ho]d
2o =d o JHYoR prie FAHH, BRIl dARE FHH
H1, Ade 45 wdE 5 ua B Aol

“aX [Zo]] oM Ye okt U AHIgkE e Aoz HFENS
otk 3R [(FPFoz] ulg aFoA U= B3] U Ao
EAT 4 Uohsd)

S

"afololl thgk Fol st Ay, TEAA B Tisted,, THtold
A7p2 ol vEht 8-S #Este] A AAIRE <=3 1>8 HEFE)

et 2.

50) DrQ, p. 153.
51) DrQ, p. 166.
52) PMD, p. 137.
53) PMD, p. 137.
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. La question )
QR Soi - . ) < Autrui
(=les choses dont il est question)

PMD Soi i Le monde .
.. . < Autrui
/ QP | (=le salut/la religion) (=I'échange/ 1'économie) .
(=le droit)
DP Questions — La question du /ogos < Réponses

<= 2 FAAEA QoI BE3} Fole] ot >
4. FAol gk whd I SEALSH

ojdolAel HA =97} w29 FAAZIRe et o]8F
(logos)l FFHUTHH, ofefollA 27t AR A} sk A2, o)z
Edgayg fblvs Zxg vke R, AleArere] B 7Rt &
T US AHH "H(ethos)oll B FEolgtal & 4 Stk o]& 98
WA wlolo27F Ao ARt FAlS ool Fa =7
B ajisfof & Flojth
A olAl B ERR, A dojo|29] FARRE &
A oAGA A7IS ElRle] RolE ke = QS ZQIA
Ak ZA o] “apolE wIZ = A2, offellA T
, 71RHOE MR b8 FAE Aleld Hl2 A&ske A
el Aths) Ax zfolo] wghe] F3se 2719 ElRle] 74
T4 (subjectivité) S dojZ FHSHAM Az E <145}
o= Aol 19 AR E59 A Aotk 1L Ao
itk Aol 23S S, 2719k BRjle] A7) FAPOEA
o ol == Zlo] 59489 =gddAAd Eeolv F=

o
)

dlo
X

el

=

A A 712l A<

o
>
&

]

SR

ol
-
A
2

d

-

C

Uy O
_l’
>
o

PN

Mo ox, > Mo
lo, ol

X
N
of

il
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o

>
2
o
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54) Wolo|Z2= QROA AFAle FA1Eto] FAIE 7He] Aol digh WAd(négociation
de la distance entre les sujets)oll JTkal BA|SFL UATHibid., p. 22)
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0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

2 90714 @) wlEe] olA| AR THES] Aol Hde] Ba
Fola} welo) Wiz me Aule UEA xy Ao Hlus) 2
St UE 2EZ At g B SolMds 2 wYBAY BA

o3 ztol7t wiAlEE P& © oY s T §lth HHoE T, 7Y
F5otA 7HA «zolo| thdk Hz(droit a la différence)” FollA «kAEl
22 3 =o|(limpasse)’= HoJol| 2] w2 o]A] T o #8&3 A
o] olUt}kss) o, AJAe REAA ¥ ZolZ ) xfolr} AAFL
A9 Zlo] 29 ddolal Halolth niE I Wl xfo]= oMyd
A9E Ags 24 XYW Aot} wiitol] Txjolo gk ol gt LAl
o] mpRe} B A w271 AjFer1E,

“Zpole] Aol thg FUT Wi WS AelE FASA o=
Aotk sARE o|Ht} T F87 Ao] kA AHFEE 7HQl(en tant
que personnes libres)Q.2A TE Q7to] 2ol Q3 MZ T4
Yo7 gF=THcompatible avec 1'égalité)tl] JUT}56)

wloje| 2] FAREE WlellA Zpol7t FAHo R wHThRE A2 HlE
oleig A SlAelt Tl B, A% BelE 2] el s of
T Aoyt HES 227 2 A A7) FA39 dxAe dAE
A, BA R AR NI OZA AAE T Sl =R 5 917
ol zpol7t XA zto]2A wekd F 9l ol iEERH 29 A3zt
HiAl2] =2](logique du tiers exclu)dIXx5 Zke] fo|7} A3 Eoeg
Jo7)A] & AeolA AFEL oA wy EH dispr} shssiih
ala g mEe] o] AR, REe] EAE BAZ ) e
<Différence>7} 21FANFe] AZE whdd} tiste] Fog wolsdAe
71317} vy SR EThSY)

55) PMD, p. 152.
56) PMD, p. 152.
57) J.-J. Wunenburger, “Les nouveaux savoirs de la différence: de l'an-archie a la
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o714 el Zel7b A7Ieh EBRRle]l Fd] AAlE =HE F Sle
(co-présent) 10| #A9] Ed|(fondement de la relation)Zh= A& 7]
g Jart ok A71e} BRle o] Apolz Qlef whdat thste] A%
& AR FTFE 5 A Foh FHA glo] Y-k whdo] W&

2-3)lA] AagFetAl Awgk vF A%, AT Holddl29] a7RIS o|AA
Y80 BT FES doA $d AolE oAle HiAlA il
A71¢F BRle] wizfgte g Auiad wizh =dvke Aoln, 11
A Zpole] Aol gk QIB(TA)S 19| AN tisp o] FIqlo] &
watty vy wE] 2o AR A e Aok
(égocentrisme)©] ©|7] 71 EHS BRE Ao|7ol o|A] A7} “Apold] =
=7 FA A7) BAEE A tEol Yol stk Aot ol
Al FA E5L, 1 F9E HASE W, olF(hE) T4 AL
o) BA 2 AFoKMoi social et relationnel) ol T7HS- Fojof & o]
o, FAEY] d4 Adelgt & FE, =T, A5 Y AR HAg
o] MZE Ao} /MdE TR ANE o B4 7t =9 F2 F

Ads FLANG Bude] BEo] HA A & F AT

morpho-logie”, O en est la philosophie, Berg International, 1993 #Z%. A=
tlgths BlE AJo|(différence) & THE3| AR T8l HAES A
014232 wxle] Hasitiu FFsPAA, o2 tiEAKDifférence)= FA3H)
"= (antilogique)7} b 89| =)(dualitude)Z 2to|E FH317] SsATh

58) o|Xell thalA= E. Lévinas, Hors sujet, Fata Morgana, 1987, p. 28~29 =%
rlv2rt FHE vige 84S 2 i 15 AUNEIEAE ohed 2k )
7t ek o] g Al otjeME JElA] gtk i) I olfre Al
o] EAld wkel Q17ke] Ao} F o] FAE oY1 AL E& ohY)
gizoltt. iii) el v BHop 2AF Fo] $-g(Nouws)Zhet 23e 2=
dar} Ackibid., p. 43, 42, 28).

59) B& dlojo2E 29 HFIZES} HEY BRHZ F4, «dF ¢ /H<(individu

174



0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

g ol Holdl2e] Ak}, B ges] Wl 119 <Aoo} Hsp
of FARE ol FA AYE o9 2&7H=A e AT ©f
£ 93 deldart d7tl2Es HES FAG JdS o9A Hdste
A 5E] R Ak

Az Hels wAHel 2] FA4 uw
FRISHE FAske00), “FA)4d2] B ¥(naissance de la subjectivité) O Z
AAoA e e, Y] Artelx HAME, HZl2EZE 1 Az
T Adtt "H7l2EE FX8H% <Cogito, ergo sum>olgt 19 A|Y H
o] BAE Sl AN HeadS FAY <Al> FAAA < Je>=
A0 WslE olZollth. o] BAE F3l HIIZEE o|F o “F
o] Alt(l'ére du Sujet)y’2hil sh= < HEke] TES A Aolth

FABE: ZUi7F FA Aldi@ FAZE 2 “gre] Edjolzr A9
Egpgle As FgFdth dold2e AHRE, a4 #Ale olegh
FAZE A 2 Eejdolet & FRH)AY AEHRI(e subjectif et
lexistentiel) 2HlollA] W AR Fa1 AFAloflA vlZege] Apdolet &
ARPE HATAsE7 sld g7loks BRuAdoln] BAAY AR
7HA] REEojX] a1 Qith= Holt), «“oJAstal A Z8k= tHen tant que Moi
qui doute et pense)’ZA FA|7} HIFIZECA JojME BE “EHF
Sh(savoir démonstratif)’9] “Z@(modeéle formel)” 7R At Q)
3, FA9 “F7|EQ =ZF(démonstration du Cogito)”0] 1 AH#Hz} &

% Slcken

sans visage)’oll E3}e 70| “xpo]5S 4 THavaler les différences)” 714
H B3 AXA, vkE 2 2to]Eo] “FAS(les sujets)©]aL 7N2AS(les individus)”o]H,
“MZ gZHAME H]4E Q7HS(des hommes différents et semblables)”o]2}x
%3 - QP, p. 99~100 FZ

60) BFX|¢h THIZI2ES] <FUV|E =35>, HA SV, TEFAEAT, Al407,
2007 Fx A= o] =wolA HZIZEZL AEg oulolA 1] AY A
<Cogito, ergo sum>< F3 ZHE o ARtk oAds] FA9 s,
Z A Zs dS AES v Ak
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a8y FAAIEY B HIFo BHH, <Ue AAgitoxe 4
(Je, Moiy= HZHOoZ “E-S Hlol(hors-question)” A& Atk &2 &
& o] W Ego tii, HFEEY RE A9 tiadlA AL o
Je= Aotk FAAY HFIZES FV|E =F X e 24
1Al ZAT A dHshy, o] «HAAL BE HH HE(discours
vrai)®] AP 02707 g - 4Gy 11 wjiFe] AyHoZ o]
© “EE AR dgete AojuA AR siEEiA] e WA
FA7 Hoimga vtk L PP, Valéry)e TaAEebd, «dF gle
HA gigAp 7 gi7l2ES] ‘of, & FA(sujet cartésien)Bal T 4 ]S
™, o|2HH Ze GF, olF, yol, oA T3 FAE F3stEo] <
Aol FslEert sl FAE 1] “ato]EntA ARAA "ok shue]
ST IS A2 HE 7 AR As-2tag @7k

H7IZEAA X}t nRIAR ZREAA] Qo) &Y, Fal,
Het o 3 HESS AHEY A o¢] glo] «rllAAola By
Q1 FAA(subjectivité impersonnelle et universelle)’S F-ZtA]7]=H
AsH Aokl wolo|2= vlFgites) T ofle}t THEAl glojA
< “olAell 7o} Q= ool £ ool BEm, o9 HuAS
2ZH 2719 Aol viZ 1 A7 FAE ] Q1Y AL & &Y
o] FAZAA AFE. Sy 71818k dH(solution) & F% T
A9 A A (résolution)S F=rhy 71 [HES] HsE AA ol
A $Ele vlz] o)9f 2 o7 HUF ¥(norme absolue)S
ok star, o71x BAAY EAIZE BAFSZ AV)E FHbe] fith e
e AHAPHE thx] shte] “7Fs2 B H3NKuniversalisation possible)”

2,

61) PMD, p. 11. <démonstration>S ‘=3’ 0.2 W3t AL, ‘FTWo] AAHo|n
Q1 Rojeke AR alefste] o] o]eh e AEls s HSith

62) Bt} AJAIZE A M. Meyer, Science et métaphysique chez Kant, PUF, coll.
{Quadrige) , 1995 Z=.

63) PMD, p. 12.

64) PMD, p. 13.
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0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

of 7zt Y& EHE EFeta “dulE EAA(universalité
inconditionnelle)®} E& 9§ o2 11 FAES JEFS A}
ataL sltk Hlojol29] AFHRIF, uig o] ByAo] “tole] Foo TH
gk AL Qoo = Qick

A= H7tEEY REAA SloiA FA, FAAL, Hold2rt £
A8 ztole] v} Apolo] Foo BEE F Aola, I¥ FoA 1
g9 FA Ade Zdigke 28 AU - B3H8 @, 8 oldd =
A olel SlPlE gtk Aolth St HEAe] olgoz A
A4, F S5 A7t HHEI el HeldEs HrtEES} E
Hl 7] SRS ATl Stk o]¢ o] Aol 7 W Apolg dAE
Folligl= Ao| Heldart 18 FARLS Fall Aledhs Zlel7ldl, 1

=)

] woloz
= 7tz ES 7EC] 3 e o) That o] el o2

“jolopztz B HZ A (droit universel)o]™, 7] 2] HAF
9)(individualisme égoiste)L} Z}AS Eﬁ—?v%(universalisme radical)
2 o9} ZL AR =2 F glrh () o7} gle B9
& BV AAFH(totalitaire)d FETol §iTh IBEZ X}
g I ZEAMNE A avt glay o zelrt FEE sk
A, agar olek FAll ¢ Zol7k oAl ZHen tant
quhumains) 9] AHAE Fofsh=A] HEL Ha7} Jlr}.766)

2) Apole] At Ak Ao ek S
solol=2sh olgi% Tuje] FAY) VTS Fol S 3 A
A Azl o 29H9 BAANS FEe FAE 20 oF 3
Soll QoA B Aw g Aofstol] JARA Fol o] 27AA)
SN 1 2FL AWAHoE SAYAR o5 BAE ohd 4

65) PMD, p. 14.

66) PMD, p. 146. Atol7} TeIE)7] ke mye] AAFe)H 420 B v 4
& E. Levinas, Totalité et infini. Essai sur l'extériorité, Martinus Nijhoff/ La
Haye, 1974 3=
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5]

LAY dAREY BES] TEe BuAe MRS Yo 23
I @71 e deldlze Aol Ade Ee) 2ule] FA /)
Tk sl AZIEA e e B 712S ANSET AW
o ge) nY} okaE J)Eow, Aerrk 29 Aol Ak
27 8 Rolcken 2dle] A Ad FAE Bl B
A, dolz Eal A4S Al AN AREA HEE AL
249 FA) A £ dFckt B

olefat 9] oleltiofst Alze FAl NGl Byl o AFe ¢
BAANE thstel, o AECTEZE obHE Folgse HA & g

7yl o 2ol wfg- Ao HEHE Sl

o %0

FEET)
N

B2 ook BB

“FAY] F5, oA E% e¥E Edel s oW sidolwA
sity. FAO 52 FAE AT AY
Azte] FA] Bl stk Zte ovlsiAe fd=th 23]y Wi
2 IR FA) o] e SARA AHE AW Wil 53] 1 A
21& Hdl(pour lui-méme) [THA]] A2 ZQ7} UT}769)

67) o] Holl JdojME HHFTE A 22 YPFolgta & 4t “F, A, Hl, FY
o} Zo] RE AFEY] i RolEdAn Qe HAF  JIXE(valeurs
universelles)S EAEHA] F= A7 o] 7FxE0] BHH HZF Fo9 dldo
gl sprldle o]2(Mm Y AATE UA ES7P AR o] JHREL aREC] H
ARA Aol 33 HEF T uPdol € F Utk () BB AES
=3 o] Fag 9s gttt 1 olf= HlE BEF R Eo| AEE
7} E(valeurs particuliéres)d] AAZ &3] Wio|d, A AdE FIx
o] R4 7IAER 8 Y=Y wEoltk BEHE sxEe] oS dHE &
ol MEF X Eolgtaryt &7 - Ch. Perelman, L'empire rhétorique. Rhétorique
et argumentation, J. Vrin, 1988, p. 40~41(FZ= ZAh.

68) w7} #ATHS SHSIHA <AlpAERe Al FHUFOt(op. cit, p. 232
~249)2k3 Ax$ A= a9 ] =9} FaAsEA] Gof Btk

69) DP, p. 335.
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0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

7} A AGRAT ARk oF sl GAEHA FAE A T
S SAZ 3l 48 Bld A2 dob Y2 Ak A AT
AT RHE WP

o wold2elAl 3lo] “QRtold oW EAA7E” #ae] 3%
A A bk Q% o)A Azbeld YAHoR <qlojd EAT. Qo
2 A9 Qe AEHOZ ojE Welm, el WAl N A
s g@sa, 193 e 449 AL BE Al Agdt &
719} EjQ1e ol ol uilz ANz AdE.

o1& Zigtel wojol el glo] @7, K3 HFk=EslA YoIHA
W, BRAe] oAt <HAle Ak fondateun7} ohle} “gEz} 7}
A aen AN B el w@es Aot RS, F Heln
oo} AZte) Aolg mBer: HAIAN “ATlE F3 Boo] A
i, ARl Bl gel HeAl He, 2EAH0EE A A, 5 FA
ol disl WHdstAl doh of7)d fele wolel= ] Izt digh
T HA s BHEs "ok “E9S 27l FA(sujet du
questionnement).”73)

add dojs T =

oo
= =2
AARES)E 2432 #4928

%o

1

2
o
0,

ol

9
QTH<EE 2> 32, oh] EeA
7

(Soi/Autrui) 7+ Z-
A7k} zpolo] mgH
zfolo] WAL agjste] wold|2olA QlojMe vt diste] 7)Y

70) QP, p. 99.

71) J. L. Golden and D. L. Jamison, “Meyer's Theory of Problematology”, Revue
internationale de Philosophie, n° 174, 1990, p. 340 FZ.

72) DP, p. 335. &2 t}23 2tk “(--) le sujet ne pourra que s'instituer question,
interrogation de soi, du soi.”

73) DP, p. 336.
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(source de la rencontre et du dialogue)°]A] FAl E8l= =53
A wsto] o]Folx= EAA7A FTtol7|E ity 8R15 "iE o]
AA7A FZE FeA, A AFE vb e, “FAE 1Y A g
2/d(négociationde la distance entre les sujets)’©] ©]FOJX|1l, ol =
FAFERY] Bo7h of7lof Urh 19 S AR o] %7 =oE B
= sk, “ARRE AZSt W7enjew)E sk dtH”, o] o}
2~E"g 27 FARE (1355b25)001 4 AFe vie QIR “SpAleRe: 7zt
o] =3 tis) ASel o] IfE RS wiElske T¥(faculté de
considérer)©|t}.”74)

olgist HARRICZHE dolol2e FAE] tish Hoh o dubEQl
BYE A Hedl, 23 v 2tk FARRS “ES{(question)
7} A (probleme)ol] &3 JATME 7ke] Al gk wAdo]t} )

aEn 2] ghE B2e Rt e Aobks B9k 1 FTEs
2241 Aole oA THFARI AolE, AR HellA] AAHE Eo2
FAZRE AFEE 7 itk 284 /1] Wl - A3 £33 A9
38 gl =250] e EATE A1 Aotk 53] 94 =5 &
Aol 4 dA AVEE Aol 1 oF o]k AeFom oAHE
gitk. A3 5 “Apol7t ARl Aolth 76 1 7]e] EAZE Aol &
FaloF she Aol Iz Aotk Al o]2HH gl o] =9
Azrel] tigk Al WAl Agejol] bgot=A ok zlolE A3 wolso|n

E33jok s AN

Mor Lo

A= Ao zbolg Adsidx tE2A EAE dE 7RItk
Iy v R91e] FYEY] HS(l'égalité des droits de la personne)
2 EFHojof it} o9} HME RFL 7IHA(impérative)©]T.
sARE HAAES 2] 2RIEo7|E & Aol $2lE EAA sk At

74) QR, p. 22 FZ.
75) QR, p. 22.
76) PMD, p. 148.
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0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

o] IAATIIMTE Thssith. ks ARrle] Gt dis) HEE
7, Zxte] o FE eRIAAR e oldd duElE EFeket)
AT

A wolo|2of o) AMFEA FH S FEe <ESS =97t
FAR dojd EAZA ApolE A=
THHOZE ABYE F Us Aotk FAAW, IS HIIZE A9
HjEFE ztoto] THAME QF Hal FALERY] F3E WellA BRI A A
of7fob st WS AW ARSA - AAF zolE AFUol dthe 5o
ot 27 B3 wARE <FAA et WA Ao 2 Ak
olfi7t A71el i, FARE MR FFsH F@HA A= ERIH
9] zpolE Fortol & WS Ad EAQ Aoltk. wold=r} H7l=
Eu ZERG oY 2ERYAE o] WIS o7 o7 St} 19
WZH ol ~EHH oA lo] “HAAY AL BE AlgS HRE o)
o AgHoz FoJZ Aun donné a priori)©] oYzt #HES] Z3Kun
accord de points de vue)d wEolth o|FA olF2rEdY e $-E
A EY glo] ERRZE &A719] E2(fac-similé), ©FE HAZ oK alter
ego universel)7} oFd-S B7AF T AT Elxbe, T $-2]7) AR}
e AYsA YABHA 2 19 EA, AT, A HHES AT
3] oA7Ithd, A F e PG Apololth7®)

ol o]f w&dl wolol2= EAE “Alter sans ego”)Et7HA] A
9s}7)ol| o]2t} 1 Y(Ego sans alter)T VRFIAY Aotk Tg]a 1
W A 2 A3 ASERT v, BEo] wEE 5 AL “FAAY
‘RETE Z CERRPY 7875 AuletAl k. dlFETL 2141718 o]
sl gt g F9Y stUE A5 @A gk AR E, “F A
g (A9} B30 o] A FA|(relation de connection)= 159 J52hg

77) PMD, p. 148.
78) PMD, p. 144.
79) PMD, p. 144.
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wiEo] HIZA o]Foft)h &7)A At B #A= Aol dhiel Ed)
(un fondement)”} 3 & T2 Ed)(un autre fondement)”} Boll QUtiar
st 5= glu, A9} BSol -2 Edi(le méme fondement)Z} AThal ok

sehosy
5. Ag}, o 2gls 2o £

ool A e Hojo2e] dojel FAGC] Wit WIS FHOE
o] At Falete] dis) UEo AHEE SiEJTE FAe Aot
‘FAF ol 19 BAAVIES B2 19 AL 4] sidelgla
(st om, 7187F FoiXohd 19 EXC] #HIF =oFE H|FE
stofsd), ZFel EAE HjIRI), AATFole} ZHE Holo Ut AsAls)

aEl3 b H2 ge DAL Holn g G Sol s §

80) °1& 119 A A1k BAket AT|AA = Fart Sk

81) V. Descombes, “La relation”, Quelle philosophie pour le XXI° siécle?, Gallimard/
Centre Pompidou, 2001, p. 180. FE o] L 20001 29 ZFFFAE A &
grlaEaitel FEoR <HSHY A7) 1900-2000>2hs FAIZ FA St SE
MHT W8S H2 Zolth 204718 d#Esk= Ad 1015 tHedlet, d¥E
o] 9 & 2% speltk

82) tololz AR 19 2% AR AR ol iEd 2] At o)
3l 7]22 9 olo|tjo] = <rhétorique = ethos+logos+pathos>S 4435 wzx
AE Holtk. a4 dlojef29] stEXd] B3 =95 A AT A 2
rrgE vEse] B ok “HeATL Aeistel Hel olepleka, Asleka
7F AR ool v A% 22(FERY HEY,, p. 12) AY F Atk
ZaL QAL DAk o} o] @A oR WEH( AL AHetal o7]7] wjEo|th
Az doldze HEX FAE US| Le philosophe et les passions.
Esquisse d'une histoire de la nature humaine, Hachette, 1991; Les passions ne
sont plus ce qu'elles étaient, Ed. Labor, 1998(* 84 <] #EY,, A7 &4, 1L
At EAE, 2003)S 33 v ok

83) Pour une critique de l'ontologie, Ed. de I'Univ. de Bruxelles, 1991 =

84) Découverte et justification en science - Kantisme, néo-positivisme et problématologie,
Klincksiek, 1979; Science et métaphysique chez Kant, PUF, 1988 ZZ%.

85) Questionnement et Historicite, PUF, 2000; “A Preface to Questionning and
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01 olol=e] SR SAl / uxig

% 4wt A EHOM g Rox Az,

A oEE 1 HH Txﬂt‘: VRAHeR <EBSE
(questionnement, questionning process)>ollA] Z1alal Q)
Jgolehe sk wgo] ol o BN, Azsel Zgs A
SR 18] HeHA 2] Awtel] dis A ?_’}:‘% Holi 3=

Ae okt 2R Gol2 A0 A, F2, G312 A o
%, o) wal TR 1A oI, oBE ghe) WA Fefol o)

43 1o 22 Aty Wk S B8] 19 BANRE B
MES Wold U9 WEkAdela, AUAF olenslA Bk o %
7 e7lel glek aEla vk o] Aol 17k “ZEAoly APW Hrhel
we ARSI B PRI WA ST 2 g,

J. W&o 8-S WeAH, “dE3 $AFEK(philosophical rhetoric)’ 9] X
HE BT Qe Aolths) FAAY wold2s 584 FANNS

FARSHE Arje) W eSS vl 3 BN FAste @gel
RUUAAE Y3 sk 9w, vsk A, sk AAGHDS ek
Ao FEOE 1 AR FLHD BEHS M ks Hol gE

A om Zof tgdE Ze B = Aotk A =

Historicity”, Revue internationale de Philosophie, n°® 242, 2007 .

86) 2000 HE AFalx] 19 7] A5o] ZRFAUYSEZAT(PUF) A A A&
=3 9o, 53] La rhétorique(2004)2}F La problématologie(2009)7F  {(Que
sais-je?) -"ﬂrii 5= FdE FHh

87) 1. Mason, Philosophical Rhetoric. The fonction of indirection in philosophical
writing, Routledge, 1989, p. 144~148 Z=. AAl= o] iﬂoﬂ/H <hot rhetoric>}
<cool rhetoric)S TEEHA, AAe] A$= A=z, YA I HEA
FER) BollM FEHA = EAl(style of writing) 2 ] 5] 2 HIZHZQ] on)
(the means of indirection)”} £33 Zo] EAola, Fals 2u)weal S 2
UehbRo] 7hsgh g EHE guE dolE ARt dwEta ok aEa
bz oz ZFAPAZNAXE <hot rhetoric>0] A ZQIH], o] wizo] &
37} 7bH 2= &K perlocutionary effects)= 2F3H Seutoll gloka A &3k otk
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AL sor EEsta tiglety =Sshs otk oA iHEE
‘3} 5 AHAE Fehe Ao] wold2oAle Heke] Zeojolxt 19
ARste] g5 Aot ), BarllA ol EWRSSHES A2
gAY, AEe A tiFEe dese E5S 23 ddske 4
S FASIL E5e AU tiEeE AAAST. Al dy
—”& HE QL% HI7F2E GA] cojqfoldt oz Aste] 7)xE g A
AL SLEIAT AV EeRs AHr ZAAM Kolld 9] 294
= QAL R vold2d wexbd, ojE% =5 Al EH?'SL
| loMRE SEAHJE Ao] ofa &
UE, d72, steldlA & A glo] A9 tiF-Ee] deAEo] *f?}/\]o}#
A= Folghks ARdeldh. $2l7F &5 AHAF TTEA X9, FAF diE
e FEd APE Hishal e A= oY olf WEdA ZE
o a28A A" Sl 7‘4§H 3z SR FA9 ofdlol, &
A, AA, BUE, A, AA, $% 59 Aotk EE EolAe A
ojAl= IR &l 7%‘% EH%O] A= o, = 2R FolA e
Felior delx, oln] Hges Xilf\lﬂ 20, Ade] olw] g gl
o2 g skt o3ds] osdt MR ol oA b
e HEs HWd F s Aotk /\P“ e A7 7R | A
olgbd, AL dvkEA T ZoE UiA rbeetA @erk 2dd o
IS TS A EeS AR 7HAA Zkd 2k HuE
mlojel27F A2 withE “tigse] Aot ofd E559 Ao89d
A7 o] o o, fele 4R 2A2S fd 33 g2
== 57 A =Tk
ol FellM el= oAl 71Ee] HhH EgEo] s dgH

fr
(e to md riN

o

_L4

88) o], ThAl 3l 3t Arts ALy 7 HIAE s Tl dHES
A 2LA] YES A A =S Holo2e EAAZIEC] 2147]9] H
A AFEE fs) AHES e F8% 99 F shtet & & s Blolt
- J. L. Golden and D. L. Jamison, op. cit, p. 350 F=.

89) A-H, p. 147.
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0|4 Holo=2| HtH A/ WX|2

1 #gjo gty a2ja shysh oA 2= Ao
(N EAE 3 vleog wol] ARFAA = Zlold o
< 7o dde 295 MY &5 A BkE kA 2=
oltt. Al e =59 A A Holl As e Aol =59
Y Holl s 27 2L 5 WRdl 25 He BRIEE
skstr] 1 Aolg F37k= A, 20] HiE wojdl2e] FAstE
AA 7 &) AgFsh= witk

EE AL SA Zo|Rtls B Z3HgE o] dolE Al
olglMAYH AH - =2l FS = sME 2
A zel7th sjaso] ool EEerIAE B2 Alite]l 2797 W
ojtto0) mebA FelE o Folufol dthe Aol dds) & Faw fla,
3ol =& AAE vig] /T o gluh Holdae A BS
o tigtl glolM Fad AL FjEy At AAsA 2= 9

_

1R = T S AU

|
T Y94 2R ARFEE W HZA JksEith wold =
+9 Wgo] shelr]E 3T ESE o] opd X
(non-métaphysique)ol| A A= oJof & Ao|th9ngta FAUFHHoZ
3}
3}
_%

2

BER olf7} a7l Ak Wolol2e] BAAAET FALseA A
e HEE A4e shbl ohiv, tug shid PR gick A
A E@SA, Holdza o BEH A, 1 nA" A4
g Ahe FANA Bk,

mlojell 27} Ao} deks 333 2o g, k(=) WHe

of

90) 2T = AT FAR Qo] AP AHde wig- FRdtt iukstd 71E
Ao FARHY tighet At 7|Zskal 7] wWiolH, EARAoEE EAet
= Zl(ce qui est)o] TEA EAT = U=(ce qui aurait pu étre autre) 7HsAd

|\ o] AR I Qe AwE 4 07] wiEolth - QR, p. 26~278F Fx.

91) M. Meyer, “Métaphysique et néo-positivisme”, Revue internationale de Philosophie,

n° 144-145, 1983, p. 100.

[
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y
i
i
2,
o
S
B2

'5‘H FrHow FFejorshs Aolgtal oAl dxg olfrt HEd)
2] ot 7]E7i‘1i— 17} AAZE Aol(logos)e] AL 1
A% =g = 2 GeEthA3R). AR A, 2
A, A4 9 J-EHOW ZEE A { U o] 2 4 glok Zaid
Z(se dire)S EF Zaso] 2743 Aok Lol <= X 1>
W gHolgt v QI wWold oA JoiNE vig 1 Eus

Aotk O}ﬂ*EEﬂi‘ﬂ*J AA Y] o, HFIZES] &
A ¢l °1°1 ThA] el AA, 9EF AAR 58E doPe, YA
o7 FHal ofn| “F& wEE ] 3] wEe] RS 2o
A B —’Fﬂ‘oﬂ gl O]E Q2® Aow FHsiAH, ol

TNV
o & rlr

|o v rlr

L

N, A

r> me R
.

-

o>

< w93, 1 o wold 27} Tk 219k BRI AlojelA] HAgH W
gho] AAlol A" dojdth
olFA Holo|2= HEH AHT WA, Eo-the el sl 297
o7 3G 2 AHFE Eolge AR 37 bl AAFHH o]
£ 58 =55 B2 UHgste B 3 & uAlH Ay FES
dislar, wi2 2 3 ol ‘AR-SHHpenser, philosopher)’ 2= SA}
(verbe intérieur)E HXAA AHF AAE GE3A71E Gk Holo=
7]' 1-4 FAAZEZ FARIA 38, =5, W5, 48 5 dofot
d A - PHESS YY) dfFetax A= 4SS
‘9_ Zi AR 74}*“-4 Qﬂw%ﬁ}, o ztolE B3 AHT AR ATl
EIE= A7] wZolth. 8215 AHTY AEE 4, AR
= B9 37t ‘:’]'%, 1 7keH Aol WALs, AASkE o AAAL
1 gto

o
2,
Cs
JHJ
t:l
1
1-4

92) TEAAIZIRZCEZN s, A5 <2 o)dT wte] W, Ao >
zlz

93) J. Mason, op. cit., p. 147~148 =

94) DrQ, p. 159, 170 &=
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014 Hojoi=2| Zats| A

0

/i

Aeaks oAl FWolA BFOR yetol it 22T E folE A
o 7ke A celEFth, AAY AYS EvketbH 32 3 FAs|Eo}
of obf A8tk 3t 1f E59 9L ol FoAHJ, B
odetol thol ERRIF tiHsHHA olopr|E FuRks 4 9lom, 1 I
oA ztol7t XA E wEE 4 3

oA71A ztole] wEh ERQlY] 82 «EHo] FA | g AT
ofet b 222 #3h v dele] EAloltk 181 8% AL 1
Aelo] “ElxlE A AE ZQA|(écraser 'Autre) oFH U} o2 A2 A
ast A A71E $AT A A|(accepter de vivre avec lui tel qu'il
esty900] 2] Stk HAke] ddo] wiz Zdje] delolqla, AAG T
© 949 55 S8l e £ IAE, AAY didoldThy,
2ol He Gole BAE 98 JIAS whde] At dulEo] ok
agar o|FA A I3t QlellA wEEEA ATt 2EEE A
© RAXFA Y dof RS Hloju oEXAZAY &, ALEA Y] &+
Aol thet Azro g2 T

95) #die]l o]Z2] B TS0l MEY FIAHEAAY, A9 =g E HIRsi
NEE AN =2 E UEdE AL dvke AR g davt Sioh <
oxoz % HWE ZE} AJNS|ETE: F. Jacques, Dialogiques. Recherches
logiques sur le dialogue, PUF, 1979; E. Morin, Introduction a la pensée
complexe, ESF, 1990; J.-J. Wunenburger, La raison contradictoire. Sciences et
philosophie modernes: la pensée du complexe, A. Michel, 1990; M. Cornu, Une
pensée de l'entre-deux, L'age de 'Homme, 1994.

96) PMD, p. 117. wlojd|2e] AAAY RE A o] ERREIRN)SR] i,
S Aol B8 a2 5 flon, 5 “Bile A7) BAR EAska, 28a
uk2 2 BA 3k Ad(passion)©] EE(expression)©|th” - PMD, p. 141. &
2o EAI7F Ak ele] EAlh FHEA] 2 Ak od ol WEd Zlolth

97) <ethos>v It LxolA, 53] FAAQ Felx, TFAT &7 F2 B
A udeh Be FARE AFAelA &2iu ARSI ZAIE dle] §lo]
Adudtal e 2 LeddE AT EAT 6k olde VIRH o T
2 g A "g24 7] WEL Aoldh Faz, vojdart & Estar 3l
%, 2028 FAS AR e Beliske BRH0E Qo) e, w3
el ZHo] 4o Ha SlEAS FASE SABINE sl Folaie

W FAEe] g3 a9 gel, wHo] AgHle 4 J19g Pt
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Q7F FAZE A - WA Ak ATE 5 971 s, AHA - B
AR Aok st G el A7) 98, WL, 53] aZ e
gz, EsEo A Ausd, AfETe) od doln o3
HE Jdo] oy Qi A o), A FEE 2jo]d|

o
297} o]on:] ZA23} Fol|Aere 27to 7 Aol WA @ UEol
sl & dste] aHeln A SPe oeiel %Lzaz} & 9l

Horr A _VL‘:L

WS BAT Bavt gk 4% NS Fuslele fEE AU
Aelg 72 wobselol Brhe SUE Ae BT 48] Al
& 2o oldeleta 2 Suele gl

(3] ol Sha)

AT - QR, p. 28 F=
98) o714 L& Holdl27} xto]e] &3l(s'extérioriser) & BE FQ&kA8E 137
W FY89 5 EAZE oAl AZIE Aol 3 =3 o] Aty &
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Michel Meyer's Philosophical Rhetoric

Tchi—Wan Park

Whenever ideology deconstructs, rhetoric emerges. Many philosophers
who have traditional backgrounds treat rhetoric as an art of speaking.
They often discuss  demonstration, persuasion, philosophical writing,
etc., together with postmodernism and poststructuralism that challenge
"reason”, "universality", "certainty" as the ideology of modernity. This
situation means for us to make a search for something else than the
ideology of modernity. This is the reason why we look into Michel
Meyer's theory in this article.

Meyer calls his new rhetoric problematology. The core of this
method is the interpretation of the history of philosophy by the process
of questioning. In this process, Meyer requests a fundamental reflection
about the langage of thought, and proposes a essential question about
Logos that is not fixed by such and such answer and is proper to the
language of thought. Following his suggestion, the essential question
will be the idea that the self meets the other; the author meets the
reader; and the speaker meets the hearer. All these could be essential
to the matrix of rhetoric. And, the fact that the former exchanges
questions with the latter is related with the concept that they can
recognize and exchange the difference.

In conclusion, the question and the difference are the key concepts of
Meyer's problematology and rhetoric. It is remarkable that he puts the
difference down the expression(exchange) of subjectivity of free
individual despite the fact that the difference is undoubtedly a counter

concept of identity and universality. According to him, when a
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difference as the universal right is respected, a true humanism is
possible.  So in this article, I try to analyse and show his
problematological rhetoric with the point that his rhetoric substitutes an
individual who freely expresses one's own subjectivity by language and
the subject in relation to others for universal and absolute subjects in

modern age.

Key Words: New Rhetoric, Problematology, Question, Other, Process of

Questionning, Difference, Michel Meyer
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