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Argumentation in
Rhetorical Communication Studies
Theoretical perception

Dr. Ibrahim ben Mansor Al — Turki

Department of literature, Rhetoric and criticism - College of Arab and Social
Sciences.

Qassim University

Abstract:

This research deals with Argumentation in Rhetorical Communication
Studies, beginning with clarifying what (Rhetorical Communication Studies)
means, then, presenting the definition of Argumentation and its divisions in
contemporary studies. Communication Studies show strong interest in that topic,
because of its association with the human needs of reasoning by individuals or
societies. Moreover, Argumentation helps us in making our right decisions and
creating social harmony.

There are three spaces for Argumentation in (Rhetorical Communication
Studies): the personal, the technical, and the public. On other hand, this research
presents two new approaches for Argumentation in communicative studies, the
first is employing Narrative Paradigm, and the second is arguing by Visual
Rhetoric.

key words: Rhetoric, Argumentation, Communication Studies, Narration, Visual

Rhetoric
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(1)Look: The Essential Guide to Rhetoric, William Keith,« p 5.
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(1) Look: Contemporary Perspectives on Rhetoric, Sonja Foss and others, p 1.
(2)Look: Handbook of Visual Communication, Ken Smith and Others, p 141.
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(2)Look: Contemporary Perspectives on Rhetoric, Sonja Foss and others, p 1.
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(1)Look: Handbook of Visual Communication, Ken Smith and Others, p 141.
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(3)Look: Handbook of Visual Communication, Ken Smith and Others, p 141.
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(1)Look: Contemporary Perspectives on Rhetoric, Sonja Foss and others, p 4.
Ao Lok de e s (JlasVls 2231 ()
(3)Look: Argumentation, David Zarefsky, p 6.
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(2)Look: New Rhetoric, Perelman and OlbrechtsTyteca, p 23.
(3)New Rhetoric, Perelman and OlbrechtsTyteca, p 23.
(4)Look: New Rhetoric, Perelman and OlbrechtsTyteca, p 30.

(5)Look: Examining Argumentation in Context: Fifteen Studies on Strategic
Maneuvering, edited by Frans H. van Eemeren, Frans Hendrik Eemeren, p 49.
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(2)Arguments and Arguing, Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske, p Ye.
(3)Look: Rhetoric in Civic Life, Catherine Helen Palczewski, John Fritch, and
Richard Ice, p 4.
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(1)Look: Rhetoric in Civic Life, Catherine Helen Palczewski, John Fritch, and
Richard Ice, p a1.
(2)Look: Rhetoric in Civic Life, Catherine Helen Palczewski, John Fritch, and
Richard Ice, p 41.
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(1)Look: Rhetoric in Civic Life, Catherine Helen Palczewski, John Fritch, and
Richard Ice, p a1.

(2)Look: Arguments and Arguing, Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske, p 1.
(3)Look: Arguments and Arguing, Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske, p 1.
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(1)Arguments and Arguing, Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske, p-.
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(1)Arguments and Arguing, Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske, pe.
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(2)Arguments and Arguing, Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske, pe.
(3)Arguments and Arguing, Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske, p4.
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(1)Look: Arguments and Arguing, Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske, p 1.
(2)Arguments and Arguing, Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske, pY.
(3)Argumentation, David Zarefsky, p 6.
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(1)Look: Argumentation, David Zarefsky, p AV, and: Rhetoric in Civic
Life, Catherine Helen Palczewski, John Fritch, and Richard Ice, p 108 - 111.
(2)Look: Handbook of Argumentation Theory, Frans H. van Eemersen and

others, p ¢o).
(3)Look: Handbook of Argumentation Theory, Frans H. van Eemersen and
others, p ¢o).
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(1)Look: Handbook of Argumentation Theory, Frans H. van Eemersen and
others, p ¢o).
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(1)Look: New Rhetoric, Perelman and Olbrechts Tyteca , p 4.
Ao o (J\é‘.’b}-‘g}:ﬁ} = cJL«Aﬁ[\) ) Jla.ng (Y)
(3)Look: Human Communication as Narration, Walter Fisher, p 105.

S5 ygas — (JLai¥l o) Silulys & plnd) B9
SR sgane ot el 5

Y.




Ly ) R 43l moly o LS iy i 0 V555 daie
52 ol st OF ) Tals el el (Sl glusy) 1,3
Mgl Jod) L2 s

gt S O eSe ) Blagh &l e ol clr La e
axhy U okt ) Bl s ey ey 2 ol ply S

g 4=k Ul Narrative Paradigm (53,0 735431 J£) 13
S W (Il o) olals & S i@ Walter Fisher &
) a5 O 05 (JLai¥l o) 2830 (3 2l drgs

Uy (gyoms ol sSa (25 22 ol gl Mo s 3l
A gy k) pgdll L 5l O L gl Sl (S dand a4
LIS sgb (@bl Olg 0Lyl OF Lt caslusy) dyebl Sle o
oo Al o L o7 (6 L (JLa¥l o) 280 (5 LS5l Olsem
S dm sl ga SIS (Bl 0L s 00 B bt
) 45,513 093 BLud] 2y ¥ OLYB (s s5omgll G527

G aadl wsTy 3 ey OF e 58 oLyl i )
3 e el Ol OGL OF LS ] jawady el

(1)Human Communication as Narration, Walter Fisher, p 107.

(2)Look: Walter Fisher. Toward a Logic of Good Reasons. The Quarterly
Journal of Speech. 64, 1978. P 376 — 384.
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(1)(Narration as a Human Communication Paradigm, the Case of Public Moral

Argument), Walter Fisher, Communication Monographs, Volume 51, March
1984, p2.

(2)Look: Narratology. Gerald Prince, The Form and Functioning of Narrative. p
4.
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(1)Look: Human Communication as Narration: Toward a Philosophy of

Reason, Value, and Action. Walter Fisher. in Contemporary Rhetorical Theory,
A reader. Edited by: John Louis, Celeste Michelle, Sally Caudill. p 272.

(2)Arguments and Arguing. Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske. p25.
(3)Look: Human Communication as Narration, Walter Fisher, p 5.
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(1)Arguments and Arguing. Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske. p25.
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(1)Arguments and Arguing. Thomas A. Hollihan, Kevin T. Baaske. p20.
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(1)Look; Rhetoric in Civic Life, Catherine Helen Palczewski, John Fritch, and
Richard Ice, p: 118.
(2)Look; Rhetoric in Civic Life, Catherine Helen Palczewski, John Fritch, and
Richard Ice, p: 122.
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(1)Rnhetoric in Civic Life, Catherine Helen Palczewski, John Fritch, and Richard
Ice, p: 120.
(2)Introduction to Rhetorical Theory, Gerard Hauser, p 187.
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(1)Rhetoric in Civic Life, Catherine Helen Palczewski, John Fritch, and Richard
Ice, p: 135.
(2)Look: Rhetorical Criticism. Sonja K. Foss. p 39.

(3)Defining Visual Rhetorics, Charles A. Hill, Marguerite Helmers. p55.
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(1)Defining Visual Rhetoricsc Charles A. Hill,Marguerite Helmers, p59.
(2)Defining Visual Rhetoricsc Charles A. Hill,Marguerite Helmers. p59.
(3)Look: New Rhetoric, Perelman and OlbrechtsTyteca, p 8.

(4)(Narration as a Human Communication Paradigm, the Case of Public Moral

Argument), Walter Fisher, Communication Monographs, Volume 51, March
1984, p1.

(5)Visual Rhetoric, Lester C. Olson, Cara A. Finnegan, Diane S. Hope, p 227.
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(1)The Practice of Argumentation, David Zarefsky. p 229 .
(2)The Practice of Argumentation, David Zarefsky, p 229 .
(3)Reading Images, Julia Thomas,« p 1.
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(1)Visual Persuasion, Paul Messaris, p V.
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(1)Visual Rhetoric, Lester C. Olson, Cara A. Finnegan, Diane S. Hope, p 227.
(2)The Practice of Argumentation, David Zarefsky, p 229 .
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(1)Look: Introduction to Rhetorical Theory, Gerard Hauser, p 227.
(2)Look: Introduction to Rhetorical Theory, Gerard Hauser, p 227.
(3)Reading Images, Julia Thomas, p 1.

(4)Look: Introduction to Rhetorical Theory, Gerard Hauser, p 282.
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