-

View metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk brought to you byf’f CORE

provided by Xiamen University Institutional Repository

R AT 10384 AR5 IR
2 2:10420121152206 UDC

o d

BN R}

i+ o= L B X

4

MAESTE+SEEHYLBRIER

A Comparative Study on the Views of Rhetoric between Plato

and Aristotle

¥/ T A B E FE K K
= ¥ &% AR o B OB OF
WXRXAH: 2015 F 4 A
WX AH#HAH: 2015 F 5 A
FAEZTAM: 2015 F 6 A

S A
PR I3 A



https://core.ac.uk/display/41432829?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1




BT K22 22 A0 0 R A1 4 5 B

ANELZLM AR GEARNAE RN T T, JOL SR FUsR . AN
G S5 HA A NBERAR O R R AIBIE FE R, $I0E 3 LAd 247 A AR
W, R AR e AT ETTRZEF A A ARESIRE GRAAT)).

FAh, AR ) B (D BIFFURCR, 3RS ) IR 4D &
eESEIG M B, fE () SERE SR (AR LIS NIRE IR ER AL 1
NESERr = AR, RATBEIIUS B 21, AT UM ER I B . )

el

1

PN (B4):
T H H






BT R S 22 A i SO PR AU F U B

AN ETTRARE (b N RN E 2207 26 61 B 1T SE i
INED SR DR AN I e 22 018 50, I ) 328 B T T B R E AL
IR A AR 30 CRLFR ARG RSORT LT 150,  Fo VA A i SCHEN R
1R B e R B PR A )L A Bl o AR N R T 1R 74 27
AL I E 4 22 Anig SO A AR E TR R,
R AL ST bR AN B 4 i, SR SEED S ZREN B e Ty
Ew= i ok S DATSEE

AR E T

() LEETNTRARER RaFEERE N RE MR, T
F A B, RS BB

C ) 2AMRE, EH R

GEECL AN AR S AT “ v 7 BUE BB NS . R 547
W2 D JE TR RER R d e WA, REHET]
KA R R 2 W E WA AL SN AT AR 3 LA A AN
HER, BRI AAIR S, i EiR A

FIN (%4
£ A H






S

=

MR B, A B RERIR TR AR, SIS BT A R EBUA
WELT, BREIRKMTER N E . A EHAT ST, B EANREEL
SEF S5 sl A I U S AR FE AU AR W AR R SR o DRI o A B 2 T 22 AR
Ve Ertie —RBUa R, AMUEBURESN A E REIER, HXEAA T 5BUA ]
FE AR AT B R B R R B, WA R S B X HE 5 I RE R 1 .
FENFIZ L, BRAE A —Fh R TR REE M AR L AR YR E AR, — 715
A & A B S BRI e R R, — 5 T AL B AN R W2 TRl R . MR 22 Y
KA, HNEQESWATEN—ADIE, IEBAF S, B Rt
WHELL K 5 RIS BEE BRI H 1. 2835 Reda i AN B 4 2 AE B RS
FENE ECAE=ANT7 I H LU 54 EIR AT —FH AR ERIET 5 S
FAL . AR SR A ER U 5 5 BUA R AR

P B B B AB T R A3 SR, R LR BRI . M SZ 37 A0
NPRE, BORTALD) “RI—EHE” o L' Wrikie BEZ il
BHEBHAYE “RREER” AAXL, ARARESCIEERME R NBUGsIILEE,
FeAth B S BOa BARPUE B . AR IR PE R F IR BUA B RERIFEIRN, X B
MBS EWBAR N T IEmA RS MIEg, HEt 7N 2RSS, @8 ABuEmE s
B AR, EHAEEARA L, i T A K EIEEGa B LA EaE, U
BB MF A, B AR B,

W B b ST B AR R FREER X R, XA E 5BUAFERRE .
W B 2 A O W B RN S B, IR R AL B R L2 TR P B A R
RIFBe iERe AR AL BUA YU N, —IEREGA RS D R T iE
RBUA R E . BUBATE RIS WA SEBRWRE , EANILSEBUA &
PERGIEAS b, X2 BEAT AT R BGE .

KRB WP BRe EHEEZE BREk: BUAY Y



Abstract

Abstract

Ancient Greece rhetoric origins from chamber debate.After
introduced into the Greece polis,under the democracy political
atmosphere, it has made great progress there.In the Greece
polis,rhetoric practice is to debate in the open court or assembly,so
as to help political policy deciding. Thus,political reference 1is
intrinsically involved in rhetoric,regarding that its commitment in
policy decision and its cohesion with political systems.As a way of
persuasion ,rhetoric is apparently concerned with how to use
language artistically.As for the cognitive force of rhetoric,it is based
on possibility not necessity,thus concerning one aspect as artistic
language presentation of an opinion,and one another as method to
deal with conflicting opinions.This dissertation is going to compare
Plato with Aristotle in three aspects for the contents.Furthermore,l
will explore the different philosophical standpoints behind ,demands
of philosophizing rhetoric,and relationships between politics and
philosophy.

Plato puts rhetoric against philosophy,and considers it as a false
art.This attitude is derived from three reasons.Epistemologically,it
derives from opinion-true conflict;methodologically,rhetoric is as
contradiction against dialectics;politically,his elite-governing theory

of politics expells opinions of the common folks.Plato made fierce
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critics of sophists’ rhetoric ,at the meantime he concluded his own
philosophized rhetoric claim which serves for truth.As for the
relationship between philosophy and politics,he comes forth the idea
of ideal political construction based on the ideal world blueprint. The
right political opinions are shaped by the truth from ideal world.
Aristotle takes rhetoric as the counterpart to dialectics and a
branch of politics.Opinions which are probable true have access to
truth ,and dialectics i1s the method to deal with the contradiction of
opinions.Rhetoric is dialectically applied in politics as method of
dealing with probable opinions.Accepting the probable political
practice,Aristotle means to defend for the rationality of the real
situation of polis,and also to make accessible improvement of it.

Keywords: Plato; rhetoric; Aristotle; dialectics; Politics;
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