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Abstract

Two pragmatic analyses of one argumentative discourse 

By  Ahmed Abdel Hamid Omar 

This research aims to distinguish the pragma-dialectical approach from the cognitive pragmatic 

one to argumentative practices, by means of comparing how each is applied to a randomly selected 

text, which is a political column written by the novelist Alaa Al-Aswany, and published in the 

Egyptian newspaper, Al Shorouq, in 2009.  

The pragma-dialectical approach is primarily concerned with reconstructing the argumentative 

discourse, with the help of Searlean conditions of speech acts and Gricean maxims. This reconstruction 

boils down to specifying the relevant elements that are instrumental in resolving difference of opinion 

between parties involved in a critical discussion. Specifying such elements helps a “theorist” evaluate 

the argumentative discourse at issue by viewing to what extent it is committed to norms of 

reasonableness. 

By contrast, the cognitive pragmatic approach is concerned with identifying how the cognitive 

system of an “ordinary” arguer functions when receiving a discourse, and how this system works at the 

levels of inference and assessment. This approach shows a specific interest in illustrating how arguers 

would constraint the context aiming at producing an interpretation of the discourse at issue, that is in 

accordance with their persuasive goals.    

 Arguers usually make use of some “cognitive shortcuts” to achieve such an aim. Hence, this 

research suggests a new shortcut that can be called the “victim-perpetrator” shortcut which directs an 

interlocuter to process information in view of a limited number of assumptions, ignoring other relevant 

ones. 

                                      
1
 

2
 

9079
3
 topical



 أحمد عبد الحميد عمر تحليلان تداوليان لخطاب حجاجي واحد
 

- 269 - 

                                                                                                                                          
topical choices

9079 
4

999073

 . 

 . 

 .

https://www.almasryalyoum.com/news/details/194385
5
 Ruth AmossyMaingueneayethos dit

ethos montre

9077780
6
 Hudsonvariation of language

Hudson79903944
7
 

conversational implicature

90773349
8
 Danler9077

907796

707
9
 

10
 

7984858690046069
11

 

https://www.almasryalyoum.com/news/details/194385
https://www.almasryalyoum.com/news/details/194385


(2022ديسمبر  –عدد أكتوبر )  50 المجلد -حوليات آداب عين شمس 
 

- 270 - 

                                                                                                                                          

9070966967
12

 Snoeck Henkemans7997

79979697
13

7999939779004787796
14

 90047

79965

15
 7989

198286Tindale7999

779789
16

 manifest

7986

39
17

 

https://www.shorouknews.com//pdf
18

 

7998

969079https://gate.ahram.org.eg/News/2286447.aspx74

909973:40

9079749779979

90907893978

https://www.shorouknews.com/pdf/
https://gate.ahram.org.eg/News/2286447.aspx


 أحمد عبد الحميد عمر تحليلان تداوليان لخطاب حجاجي واحد
 

- 272 - 

                                                                                                                                          
7987779557958

90777

90777

79909

 

Danler, P. (2017). The Linguistic-Discursive Creation of Pathos for the Sake of Persuasion: A(nother) Key Aspect of Rhetoric and 

Argumentation. In A. Runjić-Stoilova & G. Varošanec-Škarić (Eds.), New Insights into Rhetoric and Argumentation (pp. 87-109). 

Split: Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences. 

Grice, H.P. (1975). Logic and conversation. In P. Cole & J.L. Morgan (Eds.). Syntax and Semantics (Vol. 3) (pp. 41-58). New York: 

Academic Press. 

Ihnen Jory, C. (2016). Pragmatic argumentation in the law-making process. In D. Mohamed & M. Lewinski (Eds.), Argumentation 

and Reasoned Action: Proceedings of the 1st. European conference on argumentation, Lisbon, June 9-12, 2015. 

Levinson, S.C. (1992). Activity types and language. In P. Drew & J. Heritage (Eds.), Talk at work: Interaction in institutional settings 

(pp. 66-100). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Maillat, D. (2013). Constraining context selection: On the pragmatic inevitability of manipulation. Journal of Pragmatics, 59, 190-

199. 

Maillat, D. & Oswald, S. (2009). Defining manipulative discourse: The pragmatics of cognitive illusions. International Review of 

Pragmatics, 1, 348-370. 

Maillat, D. & Oswald, S. (2011) Constraining context: A pragmatic account of cognitive manipulation. In C. Hart (Ed.). Critical 

discourse studies in context and cognition (pp. 65-80). Amsterdam: John Benjamins. 

Maravall J. M. (2007). Accountability and the survival of governments. In C. Boix & S. Stokes (Eds.), The Oxford Handbook of 

Comparative Politics, pp. 910–939. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press. 

Oswald, S. (2007). Argumentation and cognition: Can pragma-dialectics interplay with pragma-semantics?. Critical Approaches to 

Discourse Analysis across Disciplines, 1(1), 148-165. 

Oswald, S., Maillat, D. & Saussure, L. de (2016). Deceptive and uncooperative verbal communication. In L. de Saussure & A. Rocci 

(Eds.). Verbal communication (pp. 509-534). Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter.  

Snoeck Henkemans, A.F. (1997). Analysing complex argumentation: The reconstruction of multiple and coordinatively compound 

argumentation in a critical discussion. Amsterdam: Sic. Sat. 

Sperber, D. & Wilson, D. (1982). Mutual knowledge and relevance in theories of comprehension. In N.V. Smith (Ed.). Mutual 

Knowledge (pp. 61-85). London: Academic Press. 

Sperber, D. & Wilson, D. (1995). Relevance: Communication and Cognition (2nd ed.). MA, Cambridge: Blackwell Publishers. 

Sperber, D., Clément, F., Heintz, C., Mascaro, O., Mercier, H., Origgi, G. & Wilson, D. (2010). Epistemic vigilance. Mind and 

Language, 25(4), 359-393. 

Tversky, A. & Kahneman, D. (1974). Judgment under Uncertainty: Heuristics and Biases. Science, 185(4157), 1124-1131. 

van Eemeren, F.H. & Grootendorst, R. (1984). Speech acts in argumentative discussions. Berlin / Dordrecht: De Gruyter / Floris. 

van Eemeren, F.H. & Grootendorst, R. (1992). Argumentation, communication, and fallacies: A pragma-dialectical perspective. 

Hillsdale, New Jersey: Lawrence Erlbaum. 

van Eemeren, F.H. & Grootendorst, R. (2004). A Systematic Theory of argumentation: The pragma-dialectical approach. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press. 

van Eemeren, F.H. (2010). Strategic maneuvering in argumentative discourse: Extending the pragma-dialectical theory of 

argumentation. Amsterdam: John Benjamins. 

van Eemeren, F.H. (2011). In context: Giving contextualization its rightful place in the study of argumentation. Argumentation 25, pp. 

141-161. 

van Eemeren, F.H., Grootendorst, R., Snoeck Henkemans, A.F., Blair, J. A., Johnson, R.H., Krabbe, E.C.W., Plantin, C., Walton, 

D.N., Willard, C.A., Woods, J., & Zarefsky, D. (1996). Fundamentals of argumentation theory: Handbook of historical and 

contemporary developments. Mawhah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum. 

van Eemeren, F.H., Houtlosser, P. & Snoeck Henkemans, A.F. (2007). Argumentative indicators in discourse: A pragma-dialectical 

study. Dordrecht: Springer. 
19

 


