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At the argumentative theory domain and knowledge branches that supply it, theoreticians 
evocated many discussion and accountability issues to face ,which yielded a lot of argument 
classifications ,approved by the different philosophical roots and interfered science disciplines, 
mainly we are about following argumentation for its language concretization and its textual 
shaping through three knowledge fields that are : rhetoric , logic , and linguistic which led to  the 
discrepancy of visions principles  ;goals and results too, appeared clearly in the divergence of 
the argumentations divisions and classifications that invite us to discuss their characters because 
their link with the argumentative discourse,  their effect on its architecture  and on its objectives 
realization ,the same thing for their effectiveness on argument implementation  and on speech  
purposes communication. 
Key words : argumentation_ pragmatic _ linguistic _ rhetoric _ logic _ new 
rhetoric 
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