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The Study of Argumentation Theory: Its Past,
Present and Future
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Abstract: Argument(ation) has been omnipresent. Since the ancient times argument(ation) has been the bridge
to approach Logos. As we all know, it is one of the crucial concepts in Aristotle’s Organon. In Aristotle’s theoretical
framework of argumentation, there are three general approaches, i.e., analytical, dialectical, and rhetorical, to
evaluating globally argumentation. According to Aristotle, each of the three evaluates argument(ation) based on some
different and necessary dimension. Three approaches jointly form a trio to evaluate the goodness of argumentation.
However, after Aristotle, three of them seem to have been separately developed respectively by logicians, dialecticians,
and rhetoricians. The three methods have been regarded as being irrelevant and sometimes could not mutually
comprehend for a long time. Especially with the development of symbolic logic by the turn of the 20th century,
argument(ation) evaluation had been regarded as being relevant only with formal semantic and syntactic dimensions
but not with pragmatic one of argument(ation). In the middle of last century, those logicians facing practical reasoning
started to re-invoke Aristotelian argumentation theory. Argumentation theorists have not only refocused on assessing
argumentation based on the pragmatic dimension, but also formed several schools of argumentation like formal
dialectics, informal logic, pragma-dialectics, and so on. But in essence, these argumentation theories are more or
less related to formal logic. And some such as formal dialectics, informal logic and pragma-dialectics are themselves
the extension of the argument theory based on formal logic by introducing some pragmatic elements. However, the
others, like Oswald Ducrot and Jean-Claude Anscombre’s semantic and the Luganese semantic-pragmatic approach,
Francophone discourse analysis, Chaim Perelman’s New Rhetoric, and Jean-Blaise Grize’s natural logic, are developed
as an alternative project of formal logic because of dissatistying formal logic as a method for assessing goodness of
argumentation. Undoubtedly, some other methods still have a certain contribution to the study of argumentation
theory but are not well known to many argumentation theorists. These approaches, for instance, critical discourse
analysis, historical controversy analysis, persuasion research, and the argumentative turn in cognitive psychology,
respectively belong to some different disciplines. Nowadays, studying arsumentation theory also flourishes in many
non-English-speaking countries and regions. It not only spreads to the world, and scholars in the field of different
disciplines have begun to turn their attention to argumentation theory research. These researches are no longer limited
to the three classical humanities, 1.e., logic, dialectics, and rhetoric, and have expanded to linguistics, psychology,
sociology, medicine, artificial intelligence, politics, education, law, communication, or communication studies. For
this reason, we have sufficient reasons to believe that lots of foreseeable researches on interdisciplinary argumentation

theory are promising.
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20144 » R PEAmEEDT 6 ® (ISSA) EMIEE % (Frans H. van Eemeren) - #f#% (Bart
Garssen) - 5%E H (Erick C. W. Krabbe ) ~ 3£ T ( A. Francisca Snoeck Henkemans ) ~ #ifff
( Bart Verheij ) fIF #4887 (Jean H. M. Wagemans ) E£E#HEN GRzEE R TM) ( Handbook of
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— WRERESMSNTESE

MEERNTT R RERE “WE o EHFRMTERENDZ CEBRHANEERENE
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B Ba - PEERREGE (1915-1995) &%« “UmEEETESRE  EEEH i
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BB R -

“argumentation’ BIR —EER®HE 2L FEFZ BRI REN R - 01 E 7 SO TIOR3 3
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NEERENRFE  WMAESEFEN -7 OEARBBRABAEER G - HEEENSZA
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EaRAERARERE RS EERTE - thERERNEHREAE (Zoxpdms @ #1469—Fi1399)
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1. “S@Er#”  (standpoint at issue) - 25 B3 3T — 75 A0 R0 R EREHIE FHEMN LR
B BEEAB GRS ZIEEERER BN - EEEBRT » TueHEHR
HECHERZ IHREEAZR  EERFHAECIESTHERAY EENmBERELE—E

(1) Frans H. van Eemeren ef al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory (Dordrecht: Springer Reference, 2014) .

(@) Frans H. van Eemeren ef al, Fundamentals of Argumentation Theory: A Handbook of Historical Backgrounds and Contemporary
Developments (Mahwah: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, 1996) .

QB0 WH: CBREUEF & BEBENFESE (L ERMHECRNML. 1996) | 55144, 217, 88, 91H.

(@) Stephen Toulmin, The Uses of Argument (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1958) , 101.

BT Frans van Eemeren, Rob Grootendorst, and Francisca Snoeck Henkemans, Argumentation: Analysis, Evaluation,
Presentation (Mahwah: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, 2002) | xi, xii.

(0 Frans H. van Eemeren et al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory (Berlin: Springer Reference, 2014) | 13
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REEA  EREENEEERR TELLENEMEmEEE "2 =& (cnthymeme) -
BT JHEZNAREFERESNEEE : —2AE - ENEZEREFTREEEREY
W EIAEEE - ZRES - ¥R EZEEETNABEMNIIEE  REAENEZERR
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LEHE W HE HRAEC - BEABERTE » HiEEEBEA S RIS Erm N EES
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(1) Frans H. van Eemeren ef al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory (Dordrecht: Springer Reference, 2014) | 13, 17.

@ Douglas N. Walton, Fundamentals of Critical Argumentation (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006) ,132-137.

(3B Frans van Eemeren, Rob Grootendorst, and Francisca Snoeck Henkemans, Argumentation: Analysis, Evaluation, Presentation,
96-102. 64-65.

@ Monroe C. Beardsley, Thinking Straight: 4 Guide for Readers & Writers (New York: Prentice-Hall, 2008) , 14-19.

() Stephen N. Thomas, Practical Reasoning in Natural Language, 4th edition (New York: Prentice-Hall, 1997) , 50.

(T) James B. Freeman, Dialectics and the Macrostructure of Arguments: A Theory of Argument Structure (Berlin: Foris Publications,
1991) , x1.
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MENRMELE  AWmBENERLEE  MERAZ  HEEEFEBERBERE L2 -
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%58 (‘Epmedoxhic, #AIRI495—#IHE1435 ) Bkl EHENENAE R ERLEEZN
EEd EURERREREBEUREWARE—EE LR MRENER > TEERIRULE
AN EHREANTRRH2CETEREZ? - 78  HELSERANZR w20 #HE
B2 FELEMPLE MR RERES TR AMRETFHEN - B2 WEERTRTE
FR—EFEER - W EEE KA EL R -

MEERMENEOHERFRRETEREZRERE - “WHEEE" (goodness of
argumentation ) R FFNEE - GLRIERBIFEFEEEMRHRERELAEELE - &5
IERER LR BEER - MR LS EE (A7 iR) FARAIR S R A s
BRMBRIES PR T EEB2EEG AR ES MNP XNEBRES T - BREXEBNH
ETREREM DARGEBEEMMA - BB BFGHNREEEFERZ T RIEEE R —@E
i it ] SR AR ERLRAFRY ; MR — R R RE LR G e SN TR
—{E FaE AU ETR E M AR B2 T RERY - I EREE W -
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EEmEEEE SRR E HmELG T RANLEBER - HERERERIZEACREHM
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O H—, SELZEGBAERBESE—ES, MERANL SR, TEBRAMEE L ZEI R BERN" (BX)

EEE SRR AR R, ferhE, WM R W R WA AT AR AR

WA, BRPHREAR. ERARRERE MR I ERE".
(2) Frans H. van Eemeren et al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory,53.
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s B8 SR 7 X0 A B Y B
(Z) Bl Juit e 5t
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A D R AR - e B e T 28 Y 18 o B RUIE R DU 28 8 B o B Y B (R (R R ) SR B T R B Y -
FEWT 9t s B R R B - P VBB R K MR S s A A Rt - I B AR R e R T A B R
B EER e 0 B G R 0 B E A BEE  E R AR 0 ARETAEE (R, Carnap, 1891—1970)%
7 Wi E(J. M. Bochenski, 1902—1995)i M ER - (Bl 5= SO 2 M2 TR » TR HE
25 V7 A A R R -

EERMFALRET EHMSOBRMERLME SRR l)ﬁ ﬁﬁﬁ T BT Rl H B 1
MRS - (2) EamEif M AEMAiR S mr EERB8EAEL 0 (3) EmERBLIRAA

BEAESWMESBHRERENHEAE: (4) ERENREEBILRNER E?’fnnnﬁ’lﬁﬁﬁ]ﬁﬁﬁ

(5) EREVFRBILNARELERNGEANSY - TR E—HhRNERESRENEEEEY
NEER  BEEGERE—BENMA BRNER" KT B8 MREHE B BRERE®
%f_ﬂéumﬁ T LBSZ— -

BEAR I BRM - BEETERMBEBIET “BHEEWNE =} BAERE A
FABEBE2NESEEBEMANHE - EEEAEEHEENGRETTRTRAMAERE - EHEE
REMEREHTABBERBRERENE EHEERENE - EAERIEHEEE -

HEER  ERENRE —ERIHRER? fmE CeEBEIGHEB ? EXBERESE
19 - ten » B R B EARNN  HETSESERN - BN mEMER : (1) EE
BRWmER —ERIFRERB? (2) HEEANGRER - ETRFREB?EE  FHAKTEE
THENZRER - RERE LS ENZRE  EERINGRE —ETEFWE  HESEAN W
BR—EHBIFHE  EEEEIRNS AEAKI970EGL S "SRNEEREE @ HEHE
T AEME ZRECERS—ERE  COASWEELE  —E2RAZH  NEERNNHE TS
GBS EENG EfGR Z2FRAZR  ERARERNEAZZRNHmE  NZESR -

il REBEERENS SRS ENEEFEEERNEREFEEE—EEEER : giE
EEHVERBAHSEER LY RERECEBSOER LY - fEEER LE EEE:I:%?%Z%
MEEREE—EEE  AREEREAERERTSIEEFNMmBIHEAZEREZTY -
o “$HEE AR (argumentum ad hominem ) Eiﬁﬁ%%ﬁk%ﬂﬁ%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%
BT - BAKNER  FTERNRD THELSEHZEMENRBRA  TERLER
HWEERENEARERNT 2mEEARERTEFNmEES - B KEEEEANERT
BEANNE 2R REE -

BER AEMENELTHEERE  #EEREKMTREERFE BB Y REIITTE

(1) Frans H. van Eemeren et al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory, 144-148.
(@ Charles Hamblin, Fallacies (Newgort News: Vale Press, 2004) , 9
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BN MEERF L FmEMAZTROER  MERELE P - AFAEE EHE LR
EHREERK - Bt BEREmENRETETRMZERESER -

= R EEMEN=ER

B0t hEELIR » BB LT AN E T ERREEER  BE2ER ES2BK  wHE
K EBRER - Zh (HF) BREEERRERYEELEEE IR TwEERTE LR #
FTREREH TIAAmEER - AMODELERRE=8: H— BEBER; H_- WmE—E
RPBER  H= ) E52ER - ZRERBEAHZENRAT & BEERBERNERAERT
MEEE  GREHEBESE 87T BERLEEHMNFIEELSEN HREEFE=E
Z k& ¥R EERRIAEMENER  MEMUESENETREZRELEE LN B
EEE BE 2—ELEAKXER -

(—) BRI P

BESBEREEVETNREREAEBNGEER T LA EEEREBER 2 LA - BHEW
EHETHZENSTERE BB LEPAEBREEGNE—TER - ERERNERERE
BERAwmESE FRAEBNMALE ST wmEBER -

LA w2 (formal dialectics) - F7E2014ISOEM » MIFERLBNHHE  ERETER
MEEBR B @4 (P. Lorenzen, 1915—1994 ) #3845 fth i B X BA 40 F 12 AL 77 B K W e sl dob 14 5
e FRFERN B ESUERABEEERLN BT  MEESRER HEESR
feBERERLY B O- FRENERERBE "HEEE - MNEKERIERNVER
th R T o B s E ) “EERIREIR” (the Erlangen School)

BBNE  ELETHBEEmASNERMBRT  BEAAEEREK BEER - EER2KERK
M1970E IR T B E R EB AR ENNEF (B2)  RET—HERBENE A REBER?,
HERERGSNEREEMHR TZY - "‘BAHEE" 5 —HEREBRLELTEREE -

BRXBBRE TH S MR » WFFHF (Jaakko Hintikka) HIF EHFFEZR - FHr
] ( Nicholas Rescher) HyZ{FEEA - BB 5% H( Else Barth & Erik Krabbe)iyTF =it
E2 .\ (HZZBEK 18 (John Woods & Douglas Walton ) fU¥I5E HEHE - YHRE R wBERAE
A B EStEpAEEERN BT 0 Bt PAGREENENEFEERESESRL
W AR REFER LS EMEBRLEBRTHHAHAEBREEHENE ASFEE R -
A n LRGSR HERTREEVENT S EmEEEER L1y HHEEFREE KR -
ErfEEAERL  AMBRARBEEHEBEHEERNER -

23F %8 (Informal Logic) - FFzUEEBLUIMERBTEBIREF L - 19726 » HRER
AAFLZEARRTHEREAREERANEBEH 2N AER THEHREETE  E2EMBERE
BERAAAEBOMHELAGENEERSEESHEAK  FEEBRHREARRSUY - Bt
MEREDKEHFLZM &R (Ralph Johnson ) FHE A KB EEEHBNE  BHEFNMEE
B H HAEFEPRREM  FEEBBSESE—E  UHEMEBRREGLAN ERES
( Applied Logic) - f@&#RH BB ERUE T BRI » RIS KRB 7 R E B M R X PR A2 » I
M LR Z AR EERRIERE - RE » kB THAEH ( Anthony Blair) - {#
A—HEE AR TwEERRBPRIRMNAT - hARASEN —HEEERRAZRERERN
R ABBIEF (BBIBERGHE) (Logical Self—Defense) ® - flifffi {9 T {F &1 EN

(1)(3) Frans H. van Eemeren et al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory, 306, ch. 6.

(Z) Charles Hamblin, Fallacies, ch. 8.

(@) Nicholas Rescher, Dialectics: A Classical Approach to Inquiry (Heusentstamn: Ontos Verlag, 2007) | ch. 2.
(&) Ralph Johnson & Anthony Blair, Logical Self-defense (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1976) .

343



ZO—RE BTH

ABBYREERER ARSI ARMEESRBENENEHEZREEGENOTHETE - BT
BEE - RWMHESEHRNERR 1978 » i ERPRBHBEH TRWEE 45 F—
B ABERBEE - EETEARRMEBNER - MEREREEHELERNREERGS
me #i7T GEREABEEMR) - ERFLERTEETRE2EBRP2RENNRE  EHFE
EARFBEHBRA X ANHEREFEETRE  EAFASRERRTEEE NER T HA
BAEETEERBN SN FFEEERE - 1983 EFE _BIFPAEBEEEELEM » ¥ (FF
A EEEMR) Bl (FERAEB) B - ZRARESREFRABBERE (&) ERE
W AR R Tz — » 55— HAFI 2 i A Hy Rk AR Y (Rdst)  ( Argumentaiton) - 19894 »
NEMTHE=ZBIIFVAEBREIEE®E - 1995FME LR LAERBEVIRE (0SSA) 2
RERA  EME—F » F2013FELERT+E - B+—BHR2016FEHH » ZBENEHH
—E B+ _EER2020EHEMH - BN £tk HERABBEMNEREEES  EBVRE
BERERENRERMAGRENERMNREEBRRNBEEEET -

SALE ST EDIS ( Argumentation Theory in AI) - A LEHSHGBMERLEBE
R BEEAE -TEG  EMEEENEE - EEEARENLE  RBRRFAS —HHE
M Em N EREE  EREE mEONEREFERRETEENERRERER s B—HE
ATHSHHELERRETHATIR - ERAKAERE  ALHSWEmBENERSmE
WERENAE AL BRUERFEREERR TREENP A BB ICAHEK - AL
AEAERE  ALESENVEEREAXEERBEEBNERER - 202 90E A LXK
HansEnEeEEERSNWA T SEEEBIELERE 2 EHASK  EEHEEALE -0

(Z) s BpERE I

s ER2ERMATENPABBNSMERER  SRER  EHBRNRE— B
B EHE THEE AMEHS (C. Perelman, 1912—1984 ) MUEEHHE » sESHK —EERAEE
HEAYESE - B “#EPRAEE" (Nonformal Logic) - PZERMNERKETIECEREHESH
R - BHEGREEL - XEATBEER LK ERRERS -

LIRE M S #ERE ( Perelman’s New Rhetoric) - 20 & prp BRI B EEE A2
WrEFraR B M a A FF ot BB AR T R B IFE RENEGE » MEM S MEREE - N194845
BT -HAERFRESRAREEAFRESEEEENTE  BEEWESERAOZE "BERF®R
ERAEREEAAERESEEBERTIEN - BF0N  WRE  URAMEIEELS
ERwmEERAA  EREEABRUECEEBEETRN MRS EREYRE LS ENmEE
i - AR B (G W. F. Hegel, 1770—1831)f1/E 7% & (K. H. Marx, 1818—1883 ) 7 “WRsEik’

( dialectics) BERE LHEMmBERNAE  EREHSFTENERLIFMMANEZEEE

19584 B AT B A K542 %8k (L. Olbrechts-Tyteca, 1899—1987) & FMIE ME L SChR AR B
TR ERAR Fmae JENAR MERERBENERENREEEE AT (AR
B ERAL  FrEFE) ( Traité de l'argumentation : la nouvelle rhétorique ) iZ I THE - 1969
EZEFECREHR  BEFEEEBEEER—T » B0 (B2 MRwmENmI) ( The
New Rhetoric: A Treatise on Argumentation ) @ » fAE MW EWMHA “FriEfE" mMEBHRH - @£
B FEMRBEESE BRE - (FRA) BEBE mEE N2 (NEER) F4ESX
EEHAEEBBARES -

2. H w5 58 ( Toulmin’s Model of Argumentation) - {EfE @ SMEABEAE-EF

(1) Frans H. van Eemeren et al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory, 616.

© HEA BRI 5 A A\ R # 219 “Non-Formal Logic” i # 150", {H % RALSEH I 2R Informal Logic” (JL7 i
B) ESAR—EE. fEREAEEOEAN, RERREARBBNERRR.

(3 Chaim Perelman & L. Olbrechts-Tyteca, the New Rhetoric: A Treatise on Argumentation (Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press, 1969) .
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REBIM : SRR W% - BIERRK

R (FTERE) ECRERAI19584 » BB T EEF (MBWER) » BH T —MEF
LM W AREE EWEEE - OEMER  ARHEEEEEMKEBE?  HUR
K\ERAEANITERR —EmAmERIRSTTFEAIEEEN @RS R FRTEEEEE
Eﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁm%&%ﬁﬁ%%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁnﬂi% MEME S A LEMEREETRRB EmEERE
B WESEFEMELNES - NS BEMENEHERRESEE  MBRRE &
B HAEREEEARLRRESE - Eﬁ fre A —ERRKIEORESEE AR R
B MERITHEER - ERAM EALREHEHNRERARABCHS2RAY - HZHELX
HREERENEFER  ARMERT “BESH (data) “fR#&” (warrant) -~ “‘T#
(backing ) FERERBZTNAEASG  UHEHEHNGREEREELERBEFEAER LY -
3EMA i 2 ZEF 2 ( American Communication Studlcs and Rhetoric ) - R L2 B (5%
B s R R EHEENERC - E%Jﬁ.%  RMBHERRR LN EERRRMELEERD
\miE > AL EMWRNEE ST S mET s EE R - EXE - ERZRENERER
RBEXBE—® L H— Fﬁ%m%?ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ PSR - RMEWER FERE R&EBF
EEBFHFMIXEBE  ERERECHMERMMNEEREE ? B3 TR 2B
B RRMAA BN RENERFEEMTEENHEASMLEAHY  EEEREERTER
ERNRHEEBLE ERFEHSL - T8 XRFERENEELRETSFERESNHEE
HESS MEFERRMEASEREEXRNEE CEETERTE  BRERE  HE
EREE  WRILER HEg2 AE2 EZ52 W2 TRA2EFELBHEY - OR
M EXRRLFTEVRZY] > HmBEENEBE2SEREN  MERWERY - EHREF
HmETERR  BETHEA “ER—FR Z4  REEEENEIERE -
EEEREELZFHRTER T —ERmES - B T19HAER RO ERNERE
—FIERERE - MR B AREN  ABENBIERKNWHETE - MEREH (G P.
Baker, 1866—1935) 25 “HZEAMAMERIERIBNRBNE—N" » MAOKHEERE G
¥IRHI) ( Principle of Argumentation, 1895) © - {#E&E 20140 F XM » EHBHERZE
ERNBEREEN SEAEER  HE50ERZRE—HANSGEHER  ESNRULTHES AR
BEHZHEBMNERZLE - A8 EZAINZHBMEHEL  EXERTHBMENEERER
WrgE » 1 B 5 A =AY AR AR s -
455w 52 ( Pragma-Dialectics ) - fEimss Bt » EHMBETNEEHmE —EiERD
REREN  MmMEtEMEREERTREREN @%Eﬂﬂ%nfﬂfrﬁ*ﬁgﬁﬁ;ﬁ “GE R E
AL S ENEZE LT BEMAREZSRLERGREZENERZ — - WRFTEE
Mo EFMEMR?EEEANERRHERREEN B REERE ?” CEARBERZHAT
B AT B TR RIS o I o MBI BRI SR R R TTIE A P AT A SR IR
EHmERIREENEERWENRE -  EEARBERRKER  BERASEEMENEE -
MBS EEEREE S A HAMNRRERERSE - BTHHASEELWNEEEES
R WEBRMG  MEEENSERI9S7TELERH THEZHSESR b@%ﬁm Hm o &
B oM EBLEER - CEAmBERCHES THE T SEXMER  EBESHS
R EE N G e RS B Ak -
(123 Stephen Toulmin, The Uses of Argument, 101 » 36 ~ 7.
@ Evline Feteris, Fundamentals of Legal Argumentation (Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers, 1999) - 16.
® F’Sfﬁﬁg?ﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬂ"mmm‘lﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬂ studies” B “HIER", HYRFMNFETEFEENER CRE B LB . RELE
© MiEh: CERBBRBTS (L LEARERUIE 1900) | 25,

(T) Frans H. van Eemeren et al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory, 427.
(8)@ Ralph Johnson & Anthony Blair,* Informal Logic: An Overview”, Informal Logic 2 (2000) : 93-108., 520-521.
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ZO—RE BTH

“BrAEET AR (critical discusssion model ) 72 5B s E AR B AR B AL » S
2 BRtR - Wi FERIUMERE - BT R EN RGNS - EmES TR A
Mir A ML BERUIEREHFNERSEME » FERRECHHEFR  RAmEEE - AR
T E MMEAEEREAERNRZ R EEEEHE  —ERBETHRY  LAR R
BETH=ZMEEF: (1) BEmEBNESEMRELEAREZN: (2) EYRNVEELEARE
A (3) FrEANREN AL AREMER - O8N > EEHE T RIESEEREANTEEE
e IR MBERRE — WRIEERER - Bt thfME— P RETEREHRZ
MR W “EHAEIEIES RS R EEE R 5
M—HHERGE R EREHE 5 - OpEFAEEEERETERSTE -

HET - EEBRGEDHISEES T (P. Houtlosser, 1956—2008 ) & {F %55 F sk # 5 1t
ERERAET THE  RETHRBREER  AEERECEEEERAYEZME—E MY
WTEEe . Jih > FREAmRBERNERLR  RBREERE —HEEIERE EHENHA
ERwmEER -

(Z) WEsER

M EEE S EEL2EREEFEET  FETHLEE S EBRER
HETHEEENMEEER  MRENESSERIEERTEE - F20HZ70FE ALK » ZiE
B RFAYEKIELZ(I-B. Grize, 1922—2013) 5% (Oswald Ducrot) - ZFLFitk (Jean-
Claude Ancscombre ) - %@ T ( Christian Plantin) - #%# &% (Eddo Rigotti) ~ 7 ( Andrea
Rocci) % HF U2  HERFMAEE  #HEHAEEE  HARE L L ZIEREMERN - @

R T ik » 19t KB 201 A2 70 RN R BERER A AR M HERVE  B-E
B 1AL E20 A A EABERER-AREMEREBNWEEBGRAE L » MR
FERXHEREZIN  BEBEOCHE—HARRES X wEWARBRHEFEEN ERT 2R
WEH - BERA—ERHERE D201 2 70F RBEATNE - OEEE » WmBTFREEER201H
ASOEM  LEHMBEMEN (FERE) aREREEIISSELE MR » BZEEERE
SO BZE AT BB -

WEMENES BERBTREEHEANMEAAEHA - BEEANREWRERHER
BfMEE MATHEHREURBEAESBNEE S gEomEEE - 201488 » Em L
MBRAFGEMA  ENEARNHEFNEASH T —ESAXMERBERLE  BEHERE
AR SR ERFRFRHEEEREENRENES EERERNTIEEREEREN
% BREE -SSR EURER RS -

B BBREBNE - 20AZT0EREY MR EETAAMBNIRBER—ERBVENES
B - MR AR EESEANTERE  UREREASSELEN - rxE
EmEAEHERSMEINESR  HEENREEYEREBYNEREBERNEARHE
MR Ak fMREERENUERGEATE "FREEK O HHMECBE ¥
BEiHREER  (radical argumentativism ) » HERE R TRAEBNEREHER -

BT BRER - 2060 ERKE  RTHRI—EATAPAEBETRETENRZ
Hip o MBZREESEMEHT ‘BRAE®R - AREARNEERFERE  HoHRET
EEETRER  FREMHA—EERBEEN  BREBN T AEZER B ERBIESESE  BEN
ARG (1. Piaget, 18961980 ) HYFZ#GwIERS « fiE 124 ( Francois Bresson) f/LEEERHER -

(1(2) Frans van Eemeren, Rob Grootendorst, and Francisca Snoeck Henkemans, Argumentation: Analysis, Evaluation, Presentation,
93. ch.7-8.

@ SME. FEOIEL: “HIRGIRTS: FAWMRESZEROR. CGEEMRASSEH (TRHEREM) » 3 (2015) .
@(E®)(@ Frans H. van Eemeren er al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory, 479, 480, 499, 494-498.
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REBIM : SRR W% - BIERRK

[E#T B4 ( Antonie Culioli) I SEIE SE2 MK -

B smEaoWm ek - ST - #E (Marianne Doury ) FIfE 7 ( Ruth Ammosy) =i
HafM=uURRAY - EHTEEEENEE W RSERERFEZHTETRENEE  #
MO ARRE T —EREANGRENEREY  EEOESERBEENE  —EAFEE
BENFHAERMHEE - iy B EE AR EP R wE o AR HESE SR EE MG
o OHEBEMNFHAERBERNENER  EEZERBBERTRINHNEAES  TEEHL
ANERAEAN - EMEXR > SimEEEENENEESRENEE M ERANGEERT R
BEFE - Az tEATNEFHEEETNHIELR  SEMEAEESRNBNERET
M EBMERBAHEE  RMER—EREN "BEE - BRERKBNMEREERS  FE55
RS EEFEReER ERET @ "SEPNHE BEE ESTHEENARBEE -

BN EE-FRATE? - BRENIMABRUREFNES SARENHR LENE2IREH
M- M EREREZRBERL > CERATESH 58 ALBRSEREENREEEE
HATERR - WmEFENEREEERM NGB ERER L B tHRBANERTRELHRSE
BEEmE e ERBE GRS UEABANER - Rk EfMER  REFAAEE
Ko mEdEEERZEERA S - 2010 BERAREESHES 2R ARG TEBENX
LSS » BBSIAEESR  AET—M “ERRZEDE - O G m 8 ENE2IRN T
E » (Ef A BBREIE BOERE B TRF2 T0E » Ritfb EREE I RIRNBE I E EME T ZE -

e EWmEEBSERNHEER EENE EHRBERNHIEER EZEESSE
ERNmEER NSO TEPAEBER AR SRECRABERBEmER BT
ASBHERBRMAAN  EAmEE  EFRAEE EAREEE FRIEHRHEPAES
MmN T mEMABESE S8 mEER  UMEESFERE  BEE2HE &80
WhHE - BRER EFE SHAESE BEL BE - EHRBMEEERELTBRKAHR
MEmBENREMOER - M2 BN RZBREE, - MHHAFBESNT - BLFHRSN - SR
e LR GR AL B2 R B % - RBRAZEF ST EEAY 2 —EAR (Teun A. van Dijk ) #J
BE HAFEESWRMOEETENE  BRRATEEENEEN I RE N BEFFEZNIER -
B 5 35 B G A AH BA Y 2 K A5 ( Ruth Wodak ) fIEFE## ( Martin Reisigl) #Y “FEsE—EE
& EEMEEL - BFf w45 (Isabela Fairclough) fl3& « Z{ %45 (Norman Fairclough )
RHEIHER ST RBER - 015 REERMAETZEEFRKNM EORTER - &
BmEERM AT EZI 2R RBERTADT - T EARZRESN2EBRARTERE NS
M LR - RN ETERRERNEERE - RERNERE=5RAXRELE  mAHR
RETESSZR LEZ HER BE ALEE B2 HFER B2 IHBEHHBRESF
28 - FHlt > AFEEHERG  —#HUTHRNEREENERmEERTE KRG EETER
1 22 1l 5L A -

(fA&zE : ZXFAAEEREN20ISFFRARAFTHRARETLAE (151ID720014) ok R4 &
B TR A AR (2013) WRBAMAR - )

(1)) Frans H. van Eemeren et al, Handbook of Argumentation Theory, 499, 505.
@ WEA: WEENSC Y REESIESSORERE, PEMERE 1 (2010) .
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