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(1) Aristote, Rhétorique, trad. C-E Ruelle, le livre de poche, Librairie Générale
Francaise, Paris, 1991, pp. 361-366 (1416 b-1417b).
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(3) Floris Bex and Trevor Bench-Capon, Arguingwith stories, in Narration as
argument, Springer International Publishing AG, 2017, p. 33.
(4) Bernard Meyer, Maitriser I'argumentation, Armand Colin, Paris, 1996, p. 18.
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Alain Rabatel, Argumenter en racontant, Editions De BoeckUniversité, Bruxelles,
2004, p. 8.
(6) Jean-Michel Adam, Le texte narratif, Nathan, Paris, 1985, p. 11.



ViV stellall el e 3L (3 Gl S (Kt

(P oUas 1S 5558 10 say VUS55 U oy Lamons a1 o 3 o
¢(2)3.:.>,-L>,o- ZJJ&UTZ;«.?“U BJ.:-).” oS 13 t(r)y\jl;.&&sgjwﬁj
i iy LY Lwailas e i bnd | Lglh dausy ¢ Vil e
Sleie (o asie IS (3 558 o gl O J sl o3y IS OB < L3 glally
Y}.’.:Mj ¢(1)3.:.>,-L>,;;-\ d&@muﬁw:&djf}b:}ﬁbb 43..1&.;-\
e Ll sty lod) G B e S jglall 05805 aiid JI g 4 Le L)

051 3 aae S 85555 a1 ael dgz o

(1) Jean-Claude Anscombreet Oswald Ducrot, L’argumentationdans la langue,
Mardaga, 3éme edition, Paris, 1997.

(2) Ruth Amossy, L’argumentation dans le discours, ARMOND COLIN, Paris,
2013.

(3) Phlippe Breton, L'argumentation dans la communication, La Découverte, Paris,

1996.
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Pierre-Yves Raccah, Racines lexicales de l'argumentation : la cristallisation des
points de vue dans les mots, Verbum, n® 32, 2011, p. 123.
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Rui Alexendre Gracio, Du discours argumenté a l'interaction argumentative,

in La rhétorique, Les Essentiels d'Hermés, CNRS Editions, Paris, 2012, p.
114,
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Frank Martin, Cultures orientales de la ruse Hébreux Grecs et Arabes,
L'Harmattan, Paris, 2013, p. 170.
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Harald Weinrich, Linguistique du mensonge, traduit de I'allemand par Héléne
Lucas, Limoges Lambert-Lucas, 2014, pp. 7-8.
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Jean-Claude Anscombre et Oswald Ducrot, L’argumentation dans la langue,
op. cit. p. 8.
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Francis Wolff, Argumentation et technique de vérité, in L'argumentation,
CNRS, Paris, 2011, p. 129.
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Francis Wolff, Argumentation et technique de vérité, op. cit. p. 127.
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(2) Pierre-Yves Raccah, Racines lexicales de I'argumentation : la cristallisation des
points de vue dans les mots, op. cit. p. 123.
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2011, p. 117.
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(1) Alain Rabatel, Pour une reconception de I’argumentation a la lumiére de la
dimension argumentative des discours, in journals.openedition.org/aad/2493 ;
DOI : 10.4000/aad.2493, (Visité le 15/06/2018, a 23h).
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littéraire, Editions eliteratura, Bucarest, 2015, p. 95.
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Gisele Mathieu-Gastellani, La rhétorique des passions, P.U.F, Paris, 2000, p.
97.
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(1) Herman Parret, Les arguments du séducteur, in L'argumentation, Mardaga, 1991,
p. 207.

(2) Aristote, Les réfutations des sophistes, Librairie Philosophique Vrin, 2002, Paris,
p. 15.
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The construction argumentative of the essay in variety of uninvited guests
stories

Dr. Kahouli Mohamed Naceur

College of Arabic Langage and Social Studies
Al Qussaim university

abstract: The relationship between argumentation and narration is a Theme of
continuous search. It was dominated by one aspect of the argumentation in narration,
where the narration relegates the status of a servant to the argumentation, and is
presented in various forms such as the example or the narrative argument. But there
is another aspect that is different, which is represented by the argumentation in the
narration. This article aims to show how argumentation are present at the level of the

story in an ancient narrative text. We will base the article on four elements:

The first component revolves around the viability of actions. From a poetics
perspective, actions are subject to narrative action, but in the argumentative
approach are subject to argumentaton action. We will customize the second
component to the personalities, to find out the aspects of their configuration
argumentative at different levels.

In the third component, the article will focus on studying the place and explaining
their argumentative, and turns it into a Instrument of persuasion. As for the fourth
component, we will uniquely study it to study the argumentative load in time, and to
explain how the situational value retreat and the dominance of persuasive value.
Perhaps the results are expected to show the new aspect of the relationship between
the argumentation and the narration. In all this, we will benefit from the most

prominent outputs of Linguistic and rhetorical research and studies.

* Key words: argumentation / story / argumentation in narration / The configuration
/ persuasion / parasite.



