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Critical dimension, 4
normative, 4
Critical discourse analysis, 184
Critical discussion, 34, 53, 71, 72, 89, 132
Critical function, 35
Critical question, 8, 45, 46, 140, 141, 150, 152
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Epicheirema, 171
Epistemological approach, 178, 179
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Essential condition, 23
Ethos, 59, 63
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Etic perspective, 29, 71
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European predicament, 138, 145, 155
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Evolutionary cognitive psychology, 184
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presentational device

Expressive, 41
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Formal logic. See logic
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Ideal model, 34, 54, 89
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Indirect speech act, 105
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logical, 26, 73, 105
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Interactional effect, 85
inherent, 85
Interactional effect of acceptance, 25, 30, 113
convincing, 30
Interpersonal domain, 130, 131, 136, 140
Interpretation, 90
Intersubjective acceptability, 80, 83
Intervention, 175, 187
computerized/computer-mediated, 175, 187
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Irrelevant argumentation, 63

J
Justificatory force, 56

K
KLM case, 100, 123

L

Language Use Rule, 61, 65
Law case, 146, 153
Layout of argumentation, 5
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152154, 157, 160, 162, 164, 165
Level of defence, 151, 153—-158, 160, 165
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second, 151, 156158, 163-165
third, 156, 164
Linguistic approach, 169, 180, 183, 184
Linked argumentation, 9
Logic, 3, 14, 171, 173-175, 178
Logical minimum, 56, 99
Logical perspective, 8
Logical validity, 52, 56
Logico-epistemic perspective. See logical
perspective
Logos, 59, 63

M
Making an absolute of the failure of the
defence, 64
Making an absolute of the success of the
defence, 64, 69
Many questions, 63
Maxim, 105
Mediation, 136, 140
counselling, 136
custody, 136
Medical advertisement. See medical advertising
Medical advertising, 146, 153
over-the-counter, 153, 161, 164
Medical domain, 144, 146, 152, 153, 156, 160,
161, 164, 165
Meta-theoretical principle, 19, 31
Methodological starting point, 19, 31
Metonymy, 76
Missing premise. See unexpressed premise
Motivation verdict judge, 134, 153
Multiple argumentation, 9, 75
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Natural logic, 183

Negotiation, 135, 139

New rhetoric, 169-172, 176, 178, 180, 181

Non-bridging premise, 22

Normative dimension/perspective, 28, 175,
176, 179, 183

Normative pragmatics, 181
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Opening stage, 36, 54, 62, 82, 95, 117, 132,
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Opinion. See standpoint
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Parliamentary debate, 152
Participant goal/mission, 137, 138
Pathetical fallacy, 63
Pathos, 59, 63
Permutation, 93
Personal attack, 62, 121, 146
Persuasion, 13, 28, 85, 180, 181, 184
Persuasiveness, 85
Petitio principii, 63
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Philosophy of reasonableness. See conception
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Point of departure, 5, 97, 106
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Political domain, 130, 131, 134, 139, 144, 152,
154, 160, 163, 165
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Populist argumentation, 157
Populist fallacy, 64
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Praeteritio, 76
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155-164
negative variant, 152, 159
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Pragmatic clue, 75
Pragmatic commitment, 73
Pragmatic dimension, 20
Pragmatic inconsistency, 125
Pragmatic optimum, 56, 63, 99
Premise acceptability, 177, 179
Premise-conclusion relation, 176-178
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Presentational device, 112, 138
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Presentation transformation, 93
Press conference Chinese Ministry of Foreign
affairs, 146
Presumption of reasonableness, 121
Primary audience, 118
Prime Minister’s Question Time, 145
Problem-solving discussion, 76
Problem-valid(ity), 30, 51, 52, 89, 173
Procedural form, 169, 170
Production of argumentative discourse, 5, 6
Productive competency, 11
Progressive presentation, 78
Proliferation of argumentative reality, 166
Proposition, 1, 21, 55
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Propositional content, 54, 55
Propositional content condition, 22
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Q

Qualitative research, 11, 72
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R
Radical argumentativism, 182, 183
Rational judge, 3, 20
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140, 170-173, 175, 178, 183, 184
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condition
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Reconstructive analysis, 90, 91
Reconstructive argumentative analysis. See
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judgment, 71
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efficacy, 97
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well-foundedness, 97
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Resolving a difference of opinion (on the
merits), 28, 34, 89
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Retrogressive presentation, 78
Rhetoric, 3, 14, 180
classical, 180
Rhetorical aim, 115
Rhetorical dimension/perspective, 13, 114, 115
Rhetorical question, 76, 99
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Rule of communication, 105
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Secondary audience, 118
Second-order argumentation, 158
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Settling a dispute, 34
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Shifting the burden of proof, 62, 69
Sign argumentation. See symptomatic
argumentation
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condition
Slippery slope, 64
Socialization, 23, 143
primary, 143
secondary, 143
Soundness criterion, 140, 182, 185, 186
general, 141, 142
specific, 141, 143
Speech act, 21, 38
Speech event, 129
Sphere, 4, 182, 184
personal/private, 4
professional, 4
public, 4
technical, 4
Stage of critical discussion. See stage of
resolution process
Stage of resolution process
empirical counterpart of, 36
Standard of reasonableness, 73, 79, 84
of ordinary arguer, 73
Standard pragma-dialectical theory, 114
Standard Treatment, 9, 52
Standpoint, 2, 4, 6, 34, 91, 97, 150
descriptive, 4, 91, 154
evaluative, 4, 91, 154
prescriptive, 4, 91, 154-158, 160, 161, 163,
164
Standpoint Rule, 59, 63
Starting point, 24, 43, 98, 132, 143, 149
material, 24, 98, 150, 153
procedural, 24, 98, 150, 153
Starting Point Rule, 60, 63, 69
Stasis, doctorine of. See status doctrine
Status doctrine, 139
status coniecturalis, 139
status definitivus, 139
status qualitatis, 139
status translativus, 139
Stock issue, 117, 180
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Strategic function, 115
Strategic manoeuvring, 112, 138, 141, 144
mode of, 137, 141, 142, 145
Strategic plan, 166
Strategic scenario, 167
Straw man, 63
Sub-discussion, 44, 55
Subordinative argumentation, 9
Substitution, 93
Subtype of argumentation, 48, 151
Supposition. See unexpressed premise
Suppressed premise. See unexpressed premise
Symptomatic argumentation, 45, 79, 91, 99,
152-154, 156-158, 161-164
by example, 155, 156, 160, 161, 163

T

Tacit premise. See unexpressed premise
Ten Commandments, 59

Testing procedure, 51, 56

Theoretical component, 11

Theoretical perspective, 71

Thesis. See standpoint
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Topical potential, 112, 139

Topical system, 114

Topos/topoi, 8

Type of argumentation, 45, 151
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Unexpressed Premise Rule, 60, 63, 69
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Warrant. See bridging premise
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