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Preface

Argumentation theory is a prospering discipline, with book series, academic jour-
nals and worldwide big general conferences and more focused smaller conferences,
symposiums and research colloquiums. There is also a comprehensive Handbook of
Argumentation Theory that provides an up-to-date overview of the variety of the-
oretical approaches to argumentation that have contributed to the current state of the
art. A short introduction to the theorizing that takes place in the discipline however
is harder to find. This book is written with the intention to fill this gap.

An extra motive for me to write this book is that an introduction into the theory
of pragma-dialectics, the theoretical approach to argumentation I have helped to
create since the 1970s, is also lacking. The insights developed in the various
components of the theoretical framework of this theory have been explained in a
number of separate monographs but an overview of how they hang together is not
so easy to be gained. This is why I decided to try to combine the fulfilment of the
two demands by writing an introduction into argumentation theory in which the
discipline is viewed from a pragma-dialectical perspective.

Argumentation Theory: A Pragma-Dialectical Perspective provides a general
introduction into argumentation theory, but it explains the theorizing about argu-
mentation in a pragma-dialectical way. This means that great emphasis is put both
on the pragmatic dimension of argumentation as a goal-directed verbal activity and
on its dialectical dimension as part of a critical exchange aimed at resolving a
difference of opinion. An advantage of choosing this approach is that in this way a
clear and coherent overview can be presented of what argumentation theory
involves. Another advantage is that it gives me the opportunity to explain sys-
tematically in this theoretical complement of Argumentation: Analysis and
Evaluation, the practical textbook I co-authored with Francisca Snoeck
Henkemans, the connections between the various components of the
pragma-dialectical theory.

The idea of writing this overview is in the first place based on the stimulating
discussions I have had with Wu Peng. Further encouragement I received from the
exchanges about my plan for the book with Bart Garssen, Ton van Haaften,
Francisca Snoeck Henkemans and David Zarefsky. I am most grateful to these
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friends and colleagues for their useful advice. In addition, I want to thank those
friends, colleagues and students who were willing to read drafts of various chapters
of the book and to provide me with their constructive comments. Next to the
argumentation scholars I just mentioned, they include Corina Andone, Ton van
Haaften, Henrike Jansen, Alfonso Lomeli Hernandez, Vahid Niamadpour, Eric de
Marez Oyens, Agnès van Rees, Sandra Valencia, Yu Shiyang and Zhang Chuanrui.

Amsterdam, The Netherlands Frans H. van Eemeren
April 2018
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