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W OE:HXWEEIESRBRXA, RERXLNEROEX THREN RN HFRRARE &
XEHEFRABERE, ARERTE. RERXLWBHREEFEE " WEAR, AU EX THIEEN
FEFFHBRHGREEN, BTREEN LW ER ATELSEME, FAFAZEX LW URKX L
WEBRFEH, REABRNTAR-HHEHY, FCFFEATEFURAREE, AREBFRRR
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BEMEIERIEE FZHFR, ATRBMAX
FAEM BT HFE R, RITLAES T
H R — ARG, B X BB R R
5 % (the consequence relation) (“ ph +---- HHH”),
EXHE, FE—TBME LNELE—MNERL
ZEBICHT ST ) B 24 42 R F0 X — R HY #R
R, BN RZHEX L, BEBEHBEXTFH#ER
(good reasoning) BRI AYBF 5T B HBRA; FHH, W0
Al A BB — AT BB TE B 4RI HEFE (a good ar-
gument or a good inference) , X — [A]f A DL AR A
ZHEAZOEE, REBEX BB LR, AT
e B 2R GEER) LA BRITAY 20 2/
e B E PR EAI,

MBS, R RERERE, THE
WAIE (argumentation) , TE B+ 8 # (1B T ) Fim
BRSBTS BX T EN FEL], FEHE
REZWBEX L, BH¥ER“HEHEBEEE" (making
things matter) (¥ 8/R7E 1998 4F Fr & i 94215 ) 1Y
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AR, MELAX— A, WHFEFHEBT(EX
FROUEB T) BT HBR, RAEERFRRK,. X
Bl BE . HEREIESS, REERNEEREEZ
B BRI RRAER L ERNEFENRE, 2
BAMERNTEA = REEBIAR; M, R
HILZ B BABEHNE B IR, MTaES
R—ARFHHENE.
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(dialectic) B3 ¥ BRI AL {2 88, B2, Mtk
FT 60 206 FREUE Y 693518 Brhh B g9 AR & R,
WRIEBRTREZEL LHEE, E(E/RELH)
B, MR ARANE R 7 T X 4 T BHE S fUBEE
() BFRERXTAHNMMUBEIR S B9, AT, BHERH
RXTFHEMEXH, Q2)FHERRE-FMZAR(HF
WER), MXHAEREBHERETHLY, &—F
A2 7 Bl (productive activity ) 5 Wi & #E I IFHE 40
I, FEARR EIMIH R STHEE (BB R, BT
HEMNEZE, hE—KHF T -HMENBFE. B
2, S HE T - E¥ERAUNBERZRE, X
MRAMEHRAANTRAN—FFR: EiF
ERIET O RERAIR, BHERKARRMEEN T
B, ZFERFOTHE: EdENUSMRE
(division and collection ) )T B BT A G| A1 H1R . SR
T, AP EAAMTREE: E— M AH#EHI—
N AREHE, SRR LI FEBHEE 2 b,
XEE, BRI —MZER, HAEMRFHE
BRMRKIE R Wi, BEXH R TARRELEELL
Ry, URATESEmALX .0 RN TIER
R, PET, FIDLE BT B B R B RO A #E
B — N FRTE

AUELZEIE, BREETORER) PR
BIANAERZEX EWMBER2ZH, WHEEER L
HB A (ECRT AR D ) L B X BB R (a1
), UAREZEX EMBE(EEEH) .
A MEANSES, BRTEE—1, ZRIEHH
S FHAEFAERNFEMEBEEXRER
Mo LRI A0 FCGe R T A,
W+ 2 = Bie i TR E L =Btk
—FPHES (argument ) , ZHEW I G IB R NAFTIR P2
R i AR TR — a4, JFHE
) &4 (come about) ZH FHTH, (FEE, “=BiB”
X AR 0 AP ZE B R B b BHE IR (valid
argument ) XS M SMNEREH L, ) (RIS
Y, ZBUS RS —JF B (first principles ) 3f & &
— FH R RAE A RTIR; AR, =B AHEE
JH (dialectical employments ) g% #1 & 883 3 T8+
MESZREER, IBETH CHANGSE
(FEEEW) . XEFHN—MREANZRBHEMNE
B FI% (rhetorical uses) Tk AA, X%, I
B+ ZERRN A8 =Bt (enthymemes) , X4

¥, BRTOIEEm#®— L RA O MR BA
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HABRGERIZNENTHRTR P LRI, 4
WHBHEREAEMEE R R aEM:,

RIEIT REIHER, B+ EX 40 H =FhIE R
WERE: (1)1&EF FILBEMBEE (forensic rhetoric) ,
BRG TR ML E 8, WA EMES,
(2) B {EMEME T (deliberative rhetoric) , ZKBETE R
HXMESREWSTE A, LEMENTHITHX
B, (3)FLAUHE (8 TR B ) 185 ( ceremonial
( epideictic ) thetoric) , ZKBEHH X —PMHF AT
— N ANEE N EHW GRS EMSIER.

XNTUETZEMET, BRI SRR
2 (modes of persuasion) i), ‘BB T—I1ZLXK; /i
BN B FIRHIER K=Y, AT, RETE+
ZEERWBTER =B BN IRA ST
J&” (the substance of rhetorical persuasion) jX— B &
e, BHE, EERRUPHRRE= Mtk
R AY (BB RATER) SRR — 3 ¢
(logos) i E —NEZENMA G, FHAKBIRER
R “1HR” (pathos) (32 FIE ) F1“ A f” (ethos)
(BARGIR) . X8, B+ Tk UEFEmHg
SR REMAXTREZBHEESEMRZ,
J R MMER R TF BB R SR EH A LT IL
ANFEMAIE: kg, B, FE, LIAEREZSIE
BH (logical proofs) ZAMHFIIR .

=, R NmERS

(R R ) (1928) —Hd, HAEME - 1
FESEEAERE 22 T R I BB E ( composing arguments )
MER, AN BEEEMR OCRLEN TR
2 Y ERAHEFEHN] (rules of reasoning ) LG AE
1R 28 (erroneous deductions) f1—[JZ. R, (& F
GEEFR) [1826]) Mgk —F X 43 T #E3H (infer-
ring) HHERA ( proving) , HiH EPIREK, IFHK
MT2E; FERBTBHNEE, HEWRRTHE
FI- AN NBE R T EHLH,

214, B - MERERITREL—
FMERESE, ZERERER TE 2 URAIEE
(public discourse) , X FERAE N X & T 4Lik HfiL
()% 58 S SCE M — B RN AR SRR LB X
Pe X L RB BT T R, XMEH TERS TR
Z25IR (scientific discourse) 1441, XA ES, &
VIR I ERE . B E R AR F R b 28
PR EERELY . B, M ERTK
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BERTE R A R SEIE X ML T T sl
HEE AR BARER: ELEE TARIHESEPRY
BARES ISIE A B, 205 78 18 X5 48 7] 28 44 i
1B, Hrp, MERBES _RIHFARRZERAA
IO HIREE, SRS/ R MR EKISUE
281 (the subject of argumentation) fJ & X%, RE il
HIRE K K2 RN B+ BIEMBHE R WA LR E
HFMERNEE, BE, iCHCHTERAH
B2 (new thetoric) o FHE 2= BA LUT FR- L.
Be X b 3% 38 R R FS UE (argumentation ) 378 AH %
Mm%k ; BT ENA N AR S WBIEH
WY K TIBREFMTEE, #, B85 ATEE du
REAUA R T B - 48 AR T 0 T UL BT T X B =28
WrAR o

fiE/REHBEM AP EHEHE.: ERITE
RERK . I M (demonstrative) | FTE LKA
BPHEASE . A AMRHY (impersonal ) o #RT, A
A FIEIE (argumentation ) AH Rl KB B, HRME
JRf) (reasonable) | A iH Y (justifiable ) Y22 AHK,
MARMEME; I+ B2 B EAE, Bk
MZARROREEEM, BERRZREE A
HEIRIE. X FIRIET E, BB MAREE T
IR BE AT AT, BRI DR 55 2 B 10 R AT
7o

REMERENBEZERE TR ERBEY,
B, MBS THFRERT LE+SENIERF
¥ JRIEN BAREMBMEMZ R, AFEREEL
A BREEM RS R EFESTEY, B
LS ER, MEREXST LR, FRAZ
X (actual and particular audiences) LA B A, —
B 5% A% (abstract universal audiences) ., 3T BRI 3%
AR LA BLAR ( persuaded ) , {HR—MHIZAR—iX
RS YA T R . BA A IERF A LR H
RN BE B SR —MATRREE SR, B
ERE M, R AR 4 HBIE (good argumenta-
tion ) Tl A4 TAHE ( convineed ) A FE K

YERAHRE /R 8RB, Jr. FF] - 98 HT4
REE R ME kX ok, BIER KM
H/REFEFE THBES, BR B RKRET R
BEAXN—TMERWFEE, ERAETX—HNR,
LTI B R MR EEWN BiFE T B E
HEZMAEN, B2, AMATIREIAS, MRV
HEREEE W T TS IEE S X T8 5 UL E BT

A, o, MESREHE E TR X,
it R BT BREGE B O AT R B R T
mHEE, HATHER BA B EAT A A T RERE Y. 5
TR B, B IR BENA IR iR & (3
fEfa A, A3 F e Em S B RAERIT
B

=. EEMBENNME

BT, B AAEHLE RS VEC R AR
FHRRE PR BB, EREN BRI EHE
7, BREEGHEMER BN E—ER
Fedr, FLABAREPRIIL. g, RRE
VR T, MRS, EPENEZRNAE
WIER | ARE R X33 e 5 T, B ) s
iR BC KA, Blan, R4 S5 (infer-
ential structures) . BISE £, FHRE DL R BRAHY
WA RZIELMRTER

I GEBRZLABET . — N AREMNIZTE
Al e 32 B 45 tH 3R B I E50 . B LB TEF A% R
BET : MR — B2 WA — %R —
AP LARE 5 R AT BE s RIS AR . X,
BEMETE X LSO E S R, FlinE M
BEZW; MERNERE TSRO - B8
HHWEE, Wk, 29, UKXRTT (popularity )
& R M, £ XT38 IE 1 15 15 (argumentative dis-
course) , ZEABF WM SERELEEH B X 5K
WEMTHPENIRUE,

B, ¥ T ZERRBALM—BM, HEHERT
a2z ; BRI BTN EE M T 2B KA,
Hitt, TieREZBERERGHFR, TG
e H C i8R (discourses ) 193B BB H B HOFTAE,
—BmE, S XMEEAESE WA RS, —fE
BRE, FE—¥RONE, WRERKE NS
THE -2 EE, B4, ERENTGI—
M ER IR — e RN B, X, REEME
FZEPHRARE T S EEENA, FEBE
I HEREZFRY PR aRE T A REBEMY—1
B, EERBHERPIRR - AR ABETIR
KTEFRIEREREMB T —-REN EHSHEE

@ ZAT 8L R “ The other response to the observation that we
have both logical and rhetorical responsibilities is suggested by Jo-
seph Wenzel. " 4% T XX %, H 49 “rhetorical responsibili-
ties” 24 347 “ ethical responsibilities” , ——i&E,
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BIR—BR T RFEMF 5N EE B B2 RERE
B 5K, RISIERIRTHRN %% B =TER, Wit
AR X TH#EZH . MXM ., BRAW, A&
SRR L, B1E (argumentation ) — & N BB (UL 2
BRERFTEMNITR, SHEENAZT R IIER
MERFBEIHH, BER, RIERNFEFAAE
EWE . HEKM, ZFUME, REET, (1432
AREEB BRI ULE —F T MR R (5 B 5T BB AT
EHE R HEERT, ZAM T RE R ARIENFREAS
T HE 2R TR HEH) (rational) . BIRBIFF HEHEHR
RE, X—RETERBREHANTANENE TZ
HWEEY, ERMEXNFI X EETNE BAWD
I, Fitk, THRWELREE BN ABDROH
R BN FEF] (epistemic welfare) , f5Z#IE T
BT YER—TRAUF R [ ——F A X T il i
IREGHRLE A B BB B —F 55, XR—TEBBE
BERE BT o 5 XFRATN 2B T B BB FEN
NEeE%, REAKER - UR/RIBHELY, BEL

E, ERER . BFEMBHEEME T X FIRIE(ar-
gumentation) i) = AEIEF, Hod, & HEFER
BAHEARMIEE ., BREMRHE, 88— EFREE
REE ARG, SURRINE, BEE2EIERIE (ar-
guments ) R F ALK — A3 8 (a process) , TE 58 M
FEIRUE A —F 7= dh (a product) o fl1INKy, BERER
—FhRT LA BB A & B AR pe 52 B 1) R 1) ok B
B HE, ¥FEBRXBEERME, MITETFS
IR BA T IR S BSiE: AR TR L
B, FES BRI IR B ANISIE, TTRURIE
BEE, —FH, MEESCRREGWA, BEE,
BEABHIEE AN TS IEEE IR TSI S 58
RUFW; B—HH, B T XN ER—
TESIER = RS o, BT REERE, BE U
REIRAR,
(RXBE IR —FEE)
[RERE HFRF]

Rhetoric and Logic

Hans V. Hansen
( Centre for Research in Reasoning, Argumentation and Rhetoric, University of Windsor, Canada)
Translated by QIAO Guo
( Department of Philosophy and Public Administration, Henan University, Kaifeng 475006 , China)

Abstract; Logic in the narrow sense is mainly concerned with the consequence relation. In a wider sense,
logic includes the study and statement of the principles of good reasoning. In the narrow sense, rhetoric deals with
the study of persuasive discourse, especially argumentation. In a wider sense, rhetoric is the art of making things
matter, especially through the effects of language. In Plato we cannot identify any logic apart from what he calls di-
alectic, but many of the principles that can be extracted from what he says about dialectic also belong to logic in the
wide sense. In Aristotle, there is logic in the wide sense, logic in the narrow sense, rhetoric in the narrow sense,
and rhetoric in the wide sense. Perelman worked to develop a new rhetoric that would serve for philosophy as well
as public discourse. Neither the logician nor the rhetorician can escape logical or ethical responsibility for their dis-
courses. Logic, rhetoric and dialectic are three distinct perspectives on argumentation. Tindale maintains that rhet-
oric is the basic or most fundamental of the three components.
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