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Gplwuh wbypwlwt hwdwuwpw
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L6RUUPhLPUNPUSUHUL <U3GSULUNrGL

«Polemos est le pere de toutes choses et le roi de toutes choses»
«Polemos-p wdbtii hush hwynpt £, wdbl hlish puquiynpp»:

Héraclite

Lbqyuwlwt hwnnpnwlgnipywt unpbnpugnyt dubphg Je4p pwiwybél £,
nph dwubiwhhgtbipp hwhwnpp qunuihwpubn b ppbuwlbipbln wpywhwy-
pbiny  dqupmid G4 hwubly  hnfuhwdnquwt  Yuwd  thnfuhwdwdwytinyaywb:
hdwuypwpwbwlwt  pbuwblymbhg  pwiwdbép  Jdp hwnnpnwlgulwb
buwnnyg E, nph wnwbgpujhti pwnuphstbinhg E «wbhwdwdwybngsniti»
funupuyhti wlypnp, pp  (Gqwhngbpwbwlwt  wnwbdtwhwinlyniypynibiiGnny:
Unyti  hnnywdp  «wbhwdwéwybnyanit» — funupughti  wlph  ghypwlwil
htypwgnipdwt wpryniipmd winwe pwpdwé dh pupp ipnbuwltintbph U dnip-
gniduliph wdthnih whbwpl E:

Pwbwgh pwnbp. wihwdwduwybnysynit, hwdwdwibingenit, pwbwybs,
hwlhwnpp pbuwlby, pubwplynid, hwupwplynid, pwpwéduwybingggnid, pwbw-
yhduyhti hwnnpnwlgnieiniti

Ubhwdwéuwytnipniup npwbu funupwiht nwqdwywpnipntt yunnig
Gnb| £ wwppbp ghunwlwpgbph nwnwuwuppnigjwu wnwpyw: Uuwnpy
wofuwphnud wiu nhnwpyyby £ npwbu thhihunthwywlywt Yupg b wyn
2nowh duwsnnubiph Ynndhg Yhpwnyby £ npwbu huswd Ywundhputiph
hwlwnnpytiint b nhppnpnantd wpwnwhwjnbiint dhong:

Spwuuhwgh thhjpunthw d. Mtwuupbpp wuhwdwdwjunyeniup nh-
wwnpynw £ npwtiu gqpnigwyhgutiph dhole hwlwunieiniu Yud nmwpwdwy-
uniejniu: Lpw Ywpdhpny wuhwdwdwjuniginiup ny G tnwpwdwjunteiniu
E pwgwnwwbu «uyhnwyh» b «ulth» Ynnduwyhgubiph dhol,, wy qpnyg
dhlunyu pbdwih, wubup' «uwhwnwlyh» onipg, uwlwiu hwhwnhp nbuw-
ytwubph wpnwhwjndwdp: Cun Upw, wuhwdwdwjuniyeiniup Ybpw-
pbpnu £ ng wjupwu hrwunwpydwup, nppwt hwunwpyynn wnwplwht’
ytipghupu wnjwjniypjwdp Ywd pwgwywniyejwdp /Ranciére, 1995: 12,14/

Lwupwhtu b wnopjw Ywupnid, wpunwhwjnbind dbp wuhwdwdéw)-
unieinlu wyu Ywd wyu hwnpgh 2nipg, hwbwhu pwuwyghbwihu hpwyhtwy
Gup unbindnwi: Spwuuhwgh gpwywuwgbn d. dtpLpnip, Glutind nhw-
(Gyinpyw Ggpnyeh hniuwpbu bwjuwpwnh hdwuwnhg (pwuwypébiine wp-
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gtiuwn), wju Ywnpdhpht k, np gwulwgwd gpnyg, gwulwgwsd tpYyfununip-
Jjniu pwuwybtd £ wwpniuwynwd: bp wbuwybnp tw hwunwpynd |
htnlw| wpwdwpwunigjwdp. Geb wotuwphp gninuentu niuh dhwju hp
wwnppbtiph hwywnpnipjwu dby, www funupwiht dwlwpnwynd unyuwbu
wbwp £ gnnigynit niubitw unyu hwpwpbpwygnipeniup: Wu dnnbignidp
uw Yppwnbp £ hwdwpnd twl |Ggupwunejwu dbe' wunbiny, np
gwulwgwd wunipinu  pwuwyhbwihu L /Ferreyrolles, 2006: 8/: Ldwu
wmbuwybn £ wpnmwhwjnb] twl ppwuvhwgh Ggupwu T Ukugpunu:
Lpw Yundhpny' gwulwgws fununyp hp punypeny pwiwdhbwiht £, husp
Ywpbh £ nhunwplbp npwbiu «fjunupwiht hwnnpnwlygnipjwu puwlwunu
ghpoénLubinipiniu» /Maingueneau, 1983: 16/:

Lwjwnup k, np hnbnnpwlwu wpybunh hhduwpwp pwnwnphsutiphg
dtyp htug hwdngbju & putwpynwubiph dhongny: M. UWdnupt punnwundd L,
np gwulwgwd hwupwiht putwpydwu hhdpp wuhwdwdwjuniginiuu t:
Funupwjht hwnnpnwygnipjwu dby uw putiwpynudp (délibération) nhwnwp-
Ynw £ npwbu wuhwdwdwjunyeniuutph nnowdhwn  hwugnigwniddwu
hwutbnt inwuwy, pwuh np puuwpydwu dhongny yhbwpytiih hwnpgtiph
onipe Ywpbih £ hwdwdwjunigjwu hwutb): Wu nbwpnd puuwpynudp
wbwp £ pupwiuw pwuwywunipjwu' |ngnup wwhwugubphtu hwdwhniug:
Wuhupt' yhéwhwpnyg fuunph puuwplydwu dwutwyhgubpp wbwp | ubp-
Ywjwgubtiu myjw| hwpgh npwywu b pwgwuwlwu Ynndbpp Yytip hwunn
hwywnhp thwuwmwnpyubp, npwtugh h ybpon hwugbu pninp dwutuwyhg-
ubiph Ynnuhg punnwutiih npnadwu: Uuonpwn, funupwihtu wynh djinw Gpyne
pwnwnphsubipp' Eenup (ntuyunpp dnun hnbninph hwunbwy Junwhnipeiniu
duwynpnn npwyutip) bW wwenup (hntwnnph Ynndhg niuunph dnwn hniqu-
Jwunipniu wnweowgubint dwpwnwywnpnieintu) hpbiug wnwuduwyh nbipw-
Jwwwpnypnitut nubu  puuwplydwu pupwgpnd: «Uwluyt gublwgusd
putiwpynid wlpp £ ptpwiw qiuwynpuwwbu pppwdwpwidwds b thwuy-
wplyws dwbwwwphny, Gpt pubwpydwt  bwwipwlyp  pwpwéwyting-
pyniutiinh hwugnigwniénidtn £ junuph Yphpwpldwt dhongny», - gpnud |
(+. Udnuhu /Amossy, 2014: 19/: «Rutwpynwi» bgpnyph wju pdpnunwdp,
pun Udnupp, dGéwwbu wmwpptpynid £ wuwmhy wotuwphnd Yphpwpyynn
typhuppplyuw wunitup Ypnn pwuwytibhg, npp dwutwyhgutiph twywwnwyp
ns wjupwu hwdwdwjuniejwu hwugku £, nppwu wdbu quny hwnpwuwy
atinp pbpbp: Wn hwnpwuwyht hwutbint hwdwp Yhpwnnd thu pninp
huwpwynp dhongubipp' wuwmbiubiny éodwpwunugyniup /Amossy, 2014: 20/:

Rtiighwgh thhihunthw C. MbpLdwup b hwuwpwywgbin L. OjppGfun-
Shwbtlwu phpbug hwdwwnbn woluwwnyEwu dby dtd wnbin Gu wnyb)
thwunwpydwup W wu  vwhdwund  Gu  npwbu  fununyenud
wpwnwhwjinywd nbuwytinubph onipg hwdwdwjunipjwu quwint funupwjhu
gnhpdhpwlwqd:  Lpwup wupunnubih  Gu hwdwpnd  gwulwgwéd
hwnnpnwlgnieiniu, npu wnnn9 nwwnnnnijwu uwhdwutbipn sk L sGu
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punniunwd  polémique (pwbwylit) tgpp: Pwuwyhbwihtu hwnnpnwygnt-
pintup G. Mbptdwup W L. Opppbun-Shuntlwu nhnwpynd Gu ny pL
npwtu débat (npww), npwbn Nipwpwuynp gpnigwyhg  wnwyb
htiwnwppppywsd £ hp wnbuwybnp Ywd npnypp hwunwwmnn hwuwnwpy-
ubipny, wy discussion (putiwpYynwd), nph pupwgpnd qpnigwyhgutipp
gpwnywd Gu wmwppbp nbuwybnutph ybpwpbpw) hpbug niubgwsd nbd
Ywd Ynnd hwuwmwpyubpp dhdjwug ubiplwjwgutiing: Lpwug Yunpdhpny
ntpwipp utithwywu phligh 62dwpunwghnipjwu Uk nhdwghuhtu hwdngbiju
E, phuy pbbwpynidp ubpyuwjwgynd £ npwbiu éodwpuninigjwu  hwuubint
gnpédpupwg: UhUWunyu dwdwuwy, Upwup thwuwnnd Gu, np «nbipww» b
«puuwnpynuw» tgptiph nwpptipwynwip gnpdtwywund ndwp £ hunw-
ytigub|, pwuh np ppwywund wju Ywiujwsd £ hwnnpnwygnipgjwu dwutw-
Yhgubiph bwwwwlubiphg: buly wyn twwwnwlubpp Junpnn Gu tnfudt)
hwnnpnwlgniejwu pupwgpnid /Perelman, Olbrechts-Tyteca, 2008: 49-50/:

Pwuwyhbwihtu hwnnpnwygniypjwuu £ wunpunwpéb)] twb juwuwnw-
gh thphiphunthw, wlywntdpynu V. dwinnup: Cun pw, pwgwnpdwly wnnt-
dny 6phoinn Ywd ufuw] thwuwmwplubp sywu, nwunh, Ywplnpp npwug
Uhpwnnipjwu nuwownu £ Pwuwnwplyubph Yphpwnnigjwt ninpnubpp pw-
uwynp GpYjunuwlwu hwnnpnwygnipjwu  opwgwywu Yunwwwpubp
GU, npnughg Jnipwpwtgnipp hnmwwunnud £ hunwy tywwwy b Ywpnn
hwuntu qu| Gpyfununipjniuiph duny («dialogues»): Ujuwhuny, bw wwp-
phpwynud £ hwdnghs Gpytununiginiu (dialogue persuasif)’ hhdujwd pw-
Uwlgwihu gnpdplpwgh U hwpgwpttniejwu Ypw, U yhbwnpybih tpy-
fununieiniu (dialogue éristique): F. dwnnuu wju ytipghup nwuntd & pwpép
hwlwdwpwnientt  niukignn  hwnnpnwygnieiniuutiph  pwpphu, npwnbin
jnipwpwuginip dwutwyhg thnpénuwd £ nhdwghupt wudtwwbu Juplw-
pbyt|, Jhpwynpbp W unyupuy unnpwgub]’ Yhpwnbing Ytnd thwunwny-
ubip W dnwowhwpydwu gnpdhpwlwqd /inb'u Amossy, 2014: 25/:

Cuwn Uduwnbtipnwdh gnpdéwpwuwywu-nhwiGyuphlwlwu nwnpngh ubkip-
Yuwjwgnighsubiph' pwuwybp pwuwnwwwlwu gnpdpupwg Lk, npubin
dwutuwyhgubpp hnpénwd Gu phpbiug tnwpwdwjunyeniuubpp (ndt] ypdwn-
ytith hwpgtiph 2nipe hwdwdwjunieiwu quiny: LUwu dninbgdwu hhdpnid
thwuwnwpynuwu £ npwbiu hwdngbnt dhong: Uhwdwdwuwly nw Gupw-
npnw £, np whwp £ hbGwnlbp dh pwpp Ywunuubph' hpdudwsd wughwgh
(iqwihpihunthw M. Qpuyuh  <wdwgnpdwlygnipywt  ulygpnitptliph
(Principes de coopération) wbiunyejwt Yypw: Wn Ywunuubphg guwulwgwsd
otinnd puywynd £ npwbiu Y&nd thwuwwpy, npu £ hp hbpphtu fuwtunnwd
E GpYylununigut  pwuwlwlu pupwgpp' wphbunwywu funspunnnubp
untindtiiny hwdwdwjuniegniu dbinp  pbiptnt 6wuwwwphhu:  huswbu
ophuwy, htwnlyw| Ywunup. «GebE npuk wbuwybn hwdnghs Yepwny sh
ubpyuwjwgyws, www wbuwybinn  Unwownpnnp (Proposant) wbwnp L
hpwdwpyh npwuhg: Gpt npub  wbuwybn hwdnghs  YGpwynd L
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ubpyuwywgywsd, www Cunnhdwfunup (Opposant) wjjuu Ywulwdh wnwy
swbwnp £ nup npw hpwywghnipniup» /nk'u Amossy, 2014: 26/:

Pwuwyhbwihu  hwnnpnwygnipjwu hpbug nipnytu dninbignwdu Gu
wnwowpynd thhihunthw M. Dngbup b hwuwpwlwgbn U. Uudbunt'
dwutwynpwwbu  wunpwnwnuwiny Udnupph wju hwpgwnpdwup, pb
wpryn’e  pwuwybtbpnud  hwdwdwjunypjwtu  hwuubine  Janwywu
gphwywywup nnowdhuin  thwuwnmwnpynwu £ Lpwup Ywpdnd &u, np
gnnie)nLtu ntubt wjuwhup wuhwdwdwjunteiniuubn, npnup ny dh wnnng
nwwnnnnjwu s6u Gupwpyynw: Hwup Yuyntu tnwpwdwjunipniuubpu
Gu, «junpp  wuhwdwdwjunipniuutipp»  («désaccords profonds»): Cutn
Sngibup' hwunwpyws hwnnpnwygnieiniup wwhwugnd £ Jwutiw-
Yhgubiph qunwiwpwlwu dhwuunignu b hwdwdwjunyentu  Yhbtih
hwpgbph |nwddwu onipg: Lw gpnud £, «hd mbuwybinp, huy wybih 6hown
L. dpwngbjuopwjuph nbuwybinu wju &, np funpp wuhwdwdwjunypyniuubipp
s6U Ywpnn hwppyb] thwunwplyubph dhongnd, pwuh np wju  wu-
hwdwdwjunipniutbpp fuwpfuinud Gu hwunwplydwu pntt ywydwuubipp»
/Fogelin, 2005: 7,8/: Cuwn Upw' wuhwdwdwjunipjwl wju wbuwlyp dwagnud
Gpynt Ynndbph uygpniupubph’ gnpdblunéh, Jdunwsdtjwnth wuhwdwwnb-
ntijhnieiniupg, husp dwutwlyhgubiphg dtyh hwdnqdniuph wpryniup £ W
sniup ghnwlwu hhduwynpnuwd: Npwtiu ophuwl' hinhuwyp nhunwpynud §
hnpnypjwt nwnwptigdwu 2onipe pwuwybbp <nwhuwiht Udbiphywynwd
(«Pro Choice» 2wpddwlt Ynnduwyhgubipp wwonwwund Gu hnpnypjwu
Ywdwynp nwnwpbgnudp, hul «Pro Lifex-h  YnnduwYyhgubpp wyju
nwunwwwpunnid tu), bW wju hwpght, b huswhuh nnowdhwn |nwdnwdubip k
huwpwynp wnwownyti|, dnguh wywwnwufuwup dhwupwuwly pwgw-
uwlwu k, pwuh np Ynndtiphg jnipwpwugnipp quinwh £ hp wnbuwytinp
todwpunwghnipjwu  dbo: Nwwnp, npwbu udwuophuwly pwuwybtibbph
(ndnud, dngiup wnwowpynuw £ punniub] npwug wunpwdwpwuwlwu
punypep W thnpdb] guub] wjpunpwupwihu hwdnghs  thwuwmwpyubp:
Uwlwju Uudbunu, punniutiiny funpp wuhwdwdwjunyeniuubph gnjnigjw
thwuwp, Ywpdnwd £, np npwup wybih 2nun ophtuwswih Gu, pwu
pwgwnnipniu: Npwbu ophuwy' tw upnd £ thhihunthwjwlwu, unghw-
(wlywu, pwnwpwlwu punyph pwuwybtbébipp, npnup, wulwju puuwp-
Ynwubph pupwgph wunnnieniuhg, Gpptip punhwuny hwdwdwjuntejwu
sbU hwugbgunud /inb'u Amossy, 2014: 31-32/:

Udnupht pwuwyhbwihtu hwnnpnwygnieintup nhnwnpynwd £ twb pw-
nwpwlwu nbuwuyniupg' hnnud Yuwnwpbing pwnwpwgbnubp T. Unidh,
L. Yngbpp, huswbu vwl M. Sphhwyu-YGunwih nbunyeniuutiphu: Cuwn
upwug' wuhwdwdwjunintuubpt wjuwnbn Yyepwwnpdbpwynpynud &u, unp
ontts hwnnpnbiny pwuwyhtwjphu hwnnpnwygniginiuubpht, uwwuwnnwd
GU hwupwjhu puuwpynwdubiph dwywdwup, npu £ hp hippht hwdwpynid
E hwupwjpu Ywuph 2wpdhs ndp: et wuhwdwdwjunwegniuubpp pugw-
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uwpwn GU wgnnd dhowuduwjhtu hwpwpbpniejniuutph Jypw, wwyw win
wqnbignieiniup gbpwquugwwbiu gnpdwnwlwu punye ntuh unghwjwlwu
fudptiph wwpwaquwjnid, npintin wupunhwwn wywphy hwnnpnwygdwu dti
U dhwuwwpp, pwig nmwpwnbuwy ndtip: Nwwnh, pugwuwywup W npw-
Ywuh qniquygnuiu wuhpwdtion wwjdwu £ gwulwgwd dhwuunigjwu
hwdwn, pwuh np Lnwpwdwjunieniuutiphg nnipu dhwuunipynwup Yhuunt-
uwy sk /inb'u Amossy, 2014: 34-39/:

Phipunpw b Ggupwu U. TGwulwip wwhu £ pwuwyhbwhu
hwnnpnwygnypjwu hp uwhdwunwip: Lw pungdnd k, np wju hwnnpnwy-
gniejniup, [hubiny putwnwwnwlwu punyph, dté wpryniuwybnnieiniu
niup: Lpw Ywpdhpny, pwuwybibp ubthwlywu nhppnpn2dwu hwnpwuwyh
hwutubnt bwywwnwyny hwlwnhp wnpwdwpwuwlwu npnyputiph  Jdhol
pupwgnn pwunwd sk unuy, wy| dh nmpwdwfununyentt, npu punnhdwtunuh
nwunnnnientuutipnd  hwlwunigyniuubp ybp hwubint dhongny hphduw-
fjuunpp Enteniup hwulwuwint bW npw huwpwynp  hwybgwlywpgwhu
thnthnfunipyniuubipp ubipywjwgubint gnpépupwg k: Wuwhund, Ywnpbh L
wubi, np hwlwdbwn npnyputiph wnéwlwwnndp bW wwjpwpp Ypnud Gu ty-
phunpy (npnunnwlwt) punype, pwuph np Ypdwwnwd Gu nhunwpyynn
nwppbpwyubph phyp: Uu wbuwuyniuhg Gubing’ Ywuluip wnwown-
Ynw £ wmwpptipwyti) wuhwdwdwjuniejwu tiptip tnGuwy.

1. Discussion (putwpynud), Gpp hhduwfuunph 2nipe  Ywpdhpubiph

wmwppbipnyeiniup pfund | 6ogpundwt upwlw pjniphdwgnipniupg

Ywd ufuwihg. wyupupt' hwlwdwpunygniup huwpwynp £ ndt]

njjw| puwqulwnnd punniuwd pupwgwlwpgny' ufuwp Jbpwg-

ubiny:

2. Dispute (ypbwpwunipynit), tipp wuhwdwdwjunieginiup fuwppuju-

qwsd k ny pb gyniphdwignuejw’ ufuwih, wy hwugngunddwu pupw-

gwlwpg sniubignn Ywdwihu uwfuwuhpnypwu Ypw. wjuhupu, sh

Ywpnn hwugb| hwdwdwjuntpjwu’ Gutiiny Ynndtiph

Ywufuwdunmwdywd pdwhwbdnyphg:

3. Controverse (pwuwytit), npp dhowuljw| nhpp £ gpwynd bwfunpn

Gpynwp dhol: Utlwfiu funp wnwpwdwjuniginiuutinphg W punhwuntp

hwdwdwjunipjwu qwnt  pupwgwlwngbph  pwgwlwjnipiniupg'

dwutwyhgubpp  ubpYuyugunid  BU ppbug  hwuwnwpyubpp'
wpwdwpwuwlwu gnpdpupwgp hptiug Ynndp gpwybiint hwdwp

/Dascal, 1998: 150/:

Unopjw Ywupnw dwpntu wnusynwd £ pwqdwehy [Ggyuywu hwyw-
dwpwinypyniuubph’ npwug wwinyg nwpwnbuwly wujwunwdubp, huswbu
ophuwl' débat, discussion, dispute, querelle, altercation, controverse, désaccord,
polémique npnup pninpp dhwynpynwd G whwdwdwybnygynii hwulw-
gnigjwu hdwuwwiht nuwownd: M. Udnuptu, nwnduwuhpbing $pw-
uhwgh |Ggwpwuubipp nbuwybwubpp wbhwdwdwybtingggni hwulwgni-
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pjwu uwhdwunwubph U wnwuduwhwwynyeniutiph onipg, Lykp &
hwdnqdwu, np wju Ywpbih £ punipwaptip hhug hwitigwytpwny (aspects)
/Amossy, 2014/: Uhus wyn hwjtgwytipwtph putwpynwip nhwwpybup
polémique pwnh unnigwpwuntpinLup:

Polémique (pwuwybt) pwnp dwgnd £ hniiwpbu' polemikos (ww-
wnbpwquhu Yytpwpbipnn) pwnhg, npu £ uqdyws E polemos (wwwnbpwqu)
wpdwuwpg: Npwbu pwnwihtu Jhwynp (gnjuiywu b wdwlwu)' polémique-p
Spwbupwywt Uywntdpuyh pwnwpwt £ ubpdndyb) 1718p., huy win pw-
nh wnwoht YYuwjnieiniup wpdwuwagpyb) bt npwuhg 140 wwph wnwy
nwquh bng (chanson polémique = chanson guerriére) pwnwlwwwygnipjwdp:
1584 pywlywuhg Ggpp Ypnwd £ hp ubpywihu hdwuwnp: Wuhuptu nbnuu
owglwu wwhhg, pwiwyltp Yhpwndb) £ npwbiu thnfuwpbipnuegyntu, pwup
np funupp guerre de plume' qppsttiph wuwiplipwqdp Jwupu Ep /Kerbrat-
Orecchioni, 1980: 2/:

Mwuwwhwywu sk, np Udnupt pwuwybép unyuwywuwgunid £ ghu-
qwé wwjpwph htiw, pwup np pwuwybép funupwjhu hwnnpnwlygniejwu
pupwgpntd ytipwdynud £ wughonud hwlywdwpwnnipjwu, tpp gnpdh Gu np-
ynw nhdwghuhtu pnunipjwdp hwnebint dhongubipp, huy dJwutwyhgutipp
atinp Gu ptipnud hwywnwynpnh Yuwpgqwyhtwy: Wuwhuny, pwbwybs bg-
pnyeh unnigwpwunteinuphg pfund Gu dh 2wpp Upwuwynipniuubp, hus-
whuhp GU' nnowdhyn  hwnnpnuwlgnipwt  dupnid,  wwypwn  hwlw-
nwynpn Ynndbph dholi, pwnuyhti hwpdwlynidulp b nhdwghtih funphpnw-
bpwlwb nstswgnid, npnup £ hptiug htpphu, pun Udnuph, pugwhwjwnnid
Gu pwuwybéh' wnwohtu hwjwgphg pwgwuwlwu bGpunype |hubine puljw-
[(ntip /Amossy, 2014: 46/:

Udnupht  wunpwnuwnpdb| b utwb [Gqgupwu L. Mwunbuh wnwye
pwowd wbuwlybnphu, npnd dGd wnbin £ hwwnywgywd hnygh wpunw-
hwjinnipjwup: Muwuwnbup nwunwWuwuppb) £ polémique tigpnyep $pwu-
uhwywu dwdntnd U gwunud k, np jpwgpnnubiph hwdwnp wju puluynud £
npwbu wjuwhuh pwuwyté, nphtu punpny E uwuwnhy hniquwungeyniup'
Jpnnyudniuph b quypnyh wbupny /nb'u Amossy, 2014: 46-47/:

Uunpwnwnuwup pwuwytibh pupwgpnd  wuhwdwdwjunijwu
npulnpndubpht’ pun Udnupp ubplujwgpwd hwybgwybpwbiph.

1. Pwbwybd" hwupnuyaywip hywpppnnn nplk hwpgh onipg (un débat
autour d’une question d’intérét public): Glubiin pwbwybé Ggpnyeh ubipywihu
Upwuwynipejntuhg, npp hwwnwwbiu punpn? £ pwnwpwlwu nwownhtu, pw-
uwybtp whiwp L onpwithh hwupniypjwup htimwppppnn pEdwutin: huswbiu
uonwd £ Mwuwmbup. «Pwuwybbu, wuonpwn, Yupnn £ dwywyt] uwfuw-
wbu dwutwynp nbwph (opptwy, YJwpdwywinypwu hbn Juwywsd
ynuppyunp’ hwlwdwpwnyegjwu) oning, uwlwyu wuhpwdbown k, np win
nwpwdwjuniypiniup hwupwiht husknnigynu unwuw® ubipwnbing hhduw-
pwp ulgpniupubp b wyn ulgpniupubpp wwonwwunn  fudpbipy /nb'u
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Amossy, 2014: 48/: Cuwn Udnupp' udwu pwuwybép wugnnhly punype niup,
Ywpnn £ wugwd wpwgnpbu  dnnwgnipjwt  dwwuyb, pwuh np
pwuwybbh Enyeyniut nt bwywwnwlubpp puywbh G wjupwu dwdwuwy,
nppwu Ybpohuhu pwpdpwgpwd hwpgbpp wpnpwlwu G hwuw-
pwynypjwu nyw| hwndwsh hwdwp: Wuwhuny, Udnupt pwuwybtiép
nhunwpynd £ npwbiu hwupnigjwup hngnn hwpgbpp pwpdpwdwjubipnt
unghwywlywt hwppwly /Amossy, 2014: 49-50/:

2. Pwtwdtdp' npwbu thwugpwpldwl hwppwl (la polémique comme
modalité argumentative): UUhwdwdwjunigjwtu W hwlwnhp Ywpdhpubiph
wnwjniginiup - wwpunwnhp  wwpdwu £ pwuwybiéh  gnpdpupwgnid:
UhUunyu hhduwfuunhpp [nuwpwunn hwlwdbn Ywpdhputiph wnbw-
Ywwnudp peny| £ wwhu ubthwywu nbuwybimp ubpyuywgut] bW wywown-
wwub hwdbdwipnyeywt hwppwlmd: <Gwmlwpwp, uw dh gnpdpupwg L,
npubin dwutwyhgubpp pbpnd BU wunwplyubp’ b wwounwwunin
hpbug wnwy pwowd npnypubph’ unbindtiny pwuwyhbwihu hwnnpnwy-
gnieintu W wwpwnwnpbiny Ynndbiphg jnipwpwugniphu hhduwynpbip hptiug
nhppnpnandp hwdbdwwniejwu dbg: Cunn wynd' Udnuptu Ggpulwgunud k.
«Pwbwdbsh L hwuypwpydwt  dholi  qriquhbnubn  wbglwgtbipu'
ywywinpmd £ ng pl npwtig dhole tnwé pwppbnpnuyenip, wy; Ybpoht-
uliphu tdwtinipynitip» /Amossy, 2014: 52/: Mwuwnbup hwdwdhwn  Udnuph
htiw, np thwunmwpynwubpp odwunwynwd Gu pwuwybbh pupwgpnd
huswd hwlwdbwn Yupdhpubph wwppbpngyniuubpp pungdbin’ hwdb-
dwuwnigjwu U9 nubiny npwup dhdjwug hbiwn, hust b hwunwwnnid £ wju
wunnudp, np pwuwyhbwiht hwnnpnwygnieginiup pupwund k thwuwnwp-
Ydwu nwownnud /inb'u Amossy, 2014: 52,54/:

3. Pwtwdtép npwbu hwlwdwpypnpywh yupquynpdwt dhong' Gnly-
ynypywti npulinpnid (la polémique comme un mode de gestion du conflictuel : la
dichotomisation): Uu Gupwnpnul E Gpynt hwwuwlwu dwpbiph ubipphu
pwfunud, btpYpwjnipiniu, husu £ hp hbpphu pwpnwgund £ hwdw-
duyunyeywt  Ggnpbp  guubint ninpu: Pwuwybép Swagnd £ wnwpw-
dwjuniejniupg:  dbpohuu  uwhdwuynd £ npwbu hwlwnhp nwdtiph
pwiund, punhwpnd' dhdjwug segnpwgubnt bywwnwyny: Pwfunwip Yud
punhwpnuip wtinh £ niubund dnwynp, pwpnuywu b w) <hwywdbin
nidtiph» dhol,, npnup fupuyn hwlwnpniypwt, funp wbhwdwdwybingeywb
npuunpnudubip Gu: Nwwnh, Udnupt, gwunwd £, np pwuwytiép uwhdwuynud
E npwbu hwlwnpp Guipdpptbiph pwfunid, nph hpdtwlwt punwnphsp
hwhwdwppnygyniutr £ LUwu wbuwybn £ wpunwhwjnnud twl Lytiptyp
hwdwjuwpwuh wpndtunp, gpnn . Swpwup, wubiny, np pwuwytén
punpnaynwd £ pwgwnwwbiu hwhwdwppnipywdp: Lpw Ywpdhpny gwu-
Ywgwd punhwpnwwihu hpwyhtwy pwuwghébiint wnhp sh nwhu, uw-
Ywiu gwuywgwsd pwuwyhbwiht hwnnpnwygnigniu pjund £ hwlw-
dwpunipintupg /Garand, 1998: 216/: <wlwnhp Ywnpdhpubiph pwfunwip,
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pun  Wdnupph, {Jywinid E, np  pwuwdbibnud funupwihu  wihwdw-
duybniyeynitp Gupwpyynd L hunwy bGplwwndwu, h hwwn  pbpbing
dhdjwug pwgwnnn, hpwpwdbpd wnbuwybnubp: Gpt hwunwplyywsd
nbGpwuwp pwuwybibh dwuuwyhgubphu ninnnpnnd £ nbwh huwpwynp
(ndnud, www bplwwnnwp, puswbu upnw £ U. “rwulwip, phdwgund |
nGpwwp wjy wunphbwu, np Gpptdu wuhtwp b nwnund ybpohupu
hwugnigwinénwip: Cuwn Udnupp, “twulwiu wjunbin ufwunp niuh, np
gnpduwywunwd tpyynigyniup dwnwinwd £ thwumwpydwu nidquwgdwip,
wjl ns Rt dbpohuhu wpwdwpwiwlywu Gpywwdwup: Cuwn Enigjud,
wpwdwpwiwlywu Gpywwnwip gnpdpupwg £, npunbin hhduwhwnpgp pw-
dwujwsé £ Jdhdjwug pwgwnnn, uwlwju win nwownp duwynpnn tpynt
dwubiph: Twulwip nhwnwpynd £, np wjuwyhuh npwdwpwuwlwu Gplyw-
wnwiubip, huswhuhp GU wpnwpnieNU/wuwpnwnnein, we/dwfu, fuw-
nwnwubp/Ynwpwn, hwunnipdnn/wuhwunnipdnn  hwlwnpnieniuubpp,
npnup hwqyunbtwy Gu hwunbu qwhhu Yuwwpw] npwdwpwuwlwu
Gpywuwnnudutiph nbiupny, Ywhujwsd Gu unghwi-dawynipw)hu dhowyw)nhg,
hhduwpwp hwdngdniuputiphg, ywwdwlwu hwugwdwupubphg, thwu-
wmwnpydwu wuhpwdtionnieniuhg b wjju /Dascal, 2008: 27-28/:

Lbqwpwu 7. Ubugpunu, qupqugubtin wju wnbuwytinp, dhw-
dwdwuwly wju Ywpsdhphu L, np pwuwybtibnd btplypubin  funupwihu
hwnnpnwygnyentut wuhpwdbonm b wwpwwnhp wwjdwu £ <wlwdbn
Ywpdhpubipu hpwp pwgwnnd BU' pwnuwiny Gpynt hwywnhp pubinubp,
npnup s6U Gupwnpnw thnfughond Ywd hwdwdwjuniejwu quint npuk
huwpwynpnpyniu: - Snipwpwuygnipp  thnpdnd £ gnyg  wwy, np  hp
hwlwdbwn Ywpdhpp hhdugwsd £ nhdwghup Ywpdhph ypw, L Gpynwu g
thnfuwnwpd wwjdwuwynpywd Gu, pwuh np dbyp djnwp hwlwnwy
ynndu bu ubpyuwywgunwi: Uhw pbl husnty, Ynndbiphg jnipwpwugnipp
ubpgpwynd £ djnwup Yupshpp pp ubhwlywu funupwihu hwdwywpg'
thnfubiiny upw ninnnipyniup:  «Kwlywnwynpnh  funupp dbgpbipnd  Gu,
npwtugh npw hhdwtu JYpw hwlwnwpdbu»: Ukugpunt  wjuwnbinhg
Bgpwlwgunwd £, np «shwulwuwp Yuwd hwwnwy hdwuwnny hwulwuwp
pwuwybbh pnit ywpdwuu E» /Maingueneau, 1983: 16, 24/: Uj| funupny,
pwuwybbh  Ywpgwynpndp  Gpyynigywu  Jdhongny  funspunnuinnd |
hwdwdwjunipjwu hwuubiniu /Amossy, 2014: 58/

4. Pwbwybép npwbu pubnwdhipnygnit jwd unghwywlwt pnwpw-
awytiniaynili /la polémique comme la polarisation ou la division sociale/ : Uju
hwjtigwybpwp vwhdwubhu' Udnuphtu niwppbpwynid k actant (gnpdnnnt-
pwlu dwutwyhg, npwywwnwn) b acteur (gnpdnnnyentt Ywwwnnn) hwu-
Ywgnipniuutipp: Pwuwybibh pupwgpnid gnpdnnnipjwu nbipwlwwnwpub-
pp unwudund Gu dbpp wwonwwuh, dbpp hwwnwynpnh, dbpp | wn-
dwywwndwu niuyunpp-hwunphuwwmbuh nbp: Hpwwwnwpubph Lwpw-
dwjuniejniup hwugbigunw E pubnwdhwnipjw (la polarisation), npp wbinnp
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E wwppbpwytp 3-pn Yhwnd updwsd tpyynyeiniupg (la dichotomisation):
Uphuy Jbpohtuu upnud | pwuwydbbpnd bnwé hwlwdwpungeggniuubpp'
punhnwy dhush wuhwonnipjwu, pubnwdhwnnyeniup hwugbigund £ wju
pwuhu, np pwuwybtdth Jwuuwyhg-ntipwlywwnwpubpp hwdwludpynid Gu
«hwywnwynpn dwdpwnputipnw»: Udnupt Yupdénud t, np pubinwdhwnie-
jniup Jhwju hwibigwlwpquwihu punyp sh Ypnid, wjle unghwjwywu hhdp
niup: Unghwjwywu hhdp niubgnn pwuwytiénd pubinwdhwnnigjwu gnpé-
pupwgp duwynpynd £ bnwsd pwpwlwndniypyniiinhg wulwfu: Ynpdn-
nnyentt wwnwpnnubipp, nyptip unwudunwd Gu Unwewnpnnh (Proposant)
Ywd Lannpdwpunup (Opposant) nipwywwnwnpnieniup, Ywpnn Gu htuyb|
wmwppbp hwunwpyubph Jpw b wwpwnwnpp g, np upwup hwunbu quu
dhlunyt unghwjwlwu fudph wuntuhg. Ywpnn Gu wuqwd niubuw wy
guwnwthwpwyhpubiph  wbuwytinmutp: Nwuwnp, wnwppbp  qunwthwpubip
niubgnnutiph  yGpwnwuwynpnudp Gpynt hwywnwynpn fudpbph ndyw-
pwgund t pubnwdhnnigjwu hwnpwhwpnp: Uygpniupnptu, Get pw-
uwyténd gnpdnnnipintu Yuwwnwpnnubipp (acteurs) |hubu dbY qunwthwp
wnwownpnn wuhwwnubip (acteurs individuels), www Ywpbh § Gupwnnb,
np Upwup Ywpnn Bu dunwiinfudl)’ hwpwdwnpdb hpug nhppnpnandub-
nphg, husp  huwpwynpnipnitut Yuwbndh  Ywpqwynpbint  prwpwéuy-
bnygnip: Ppwlwund, hwéwpu pwuwyténd Unwownpnnh (Proposant)
ww2unwwuwd npnyRru wjupwu ubtipwmnpbu £ jwwywd ytipphuhu wotuwp-
hwjwgph, wnpdtipwjhu hwdwywpgh, unghwjwywu wwwnwubinypwu L
Ywpgwyhbwyh htwn, np npwuhg hpwdwpytip hwugbgunwd £ hupunyejwu
Ynpuwnhu /Amossy, 2014: 58-61/: Ujupupt' Ywpbih £ Gupwnnb|, np wbwp sk
ptipwquwhwwbi| wuhwwnh hupunyewu gnpdnup  yrwpwdwytinyeniup
hwnpwhwptiint W hwdwédwytinyeywt hwuubnt wuwwwnphhu:

5. <wpwpbipniyaynis mphph hwinby' hwlwnwlnpnh wpdbgpynid (le
rapport a l'autre: disqualifiaction de l'adversaire): Pwuwybiéh pupwgpnud
yénnpn2 nbpwlwwwpnd nwbu  pwnwiht  hwpdwydwu, funupwihu
«pnunyejwu» npubnpndubpp (violence verbale) Yhpwynpbin, thwyninnt
wnol Ywuqubigubip, unnpwgubin W wyju:

Udnuphtu hpduwynpnd £ wyju hwybigwybpwp' nhdbing Yepppw-Onpb-
phnupht, nph Ywpdhpny pwtwyhéwihu fununypep hunwly phpwiuwynp-
qwsd k, dhndwsd £ wpdbignpybnt vpwuwlbnp' hwlwnwynpnhu hbnh-
uwluwqgpytiint dhongny: Wn twywwwyny gnpdh £ npynd hntitnnpwyw
wpybunh b hwunwpydwu gnpdpupwgh nn9 ghuwungp (Kerbrat-
Orecchioni, 1980: 7): Wuwhpuny, pwuwybbép dhwju thwunwplydwu
hwppwYy sk, wy pninp huwpwynp dhongubipny (dfunnud, hbquwup,
phpwiuwynpjwsd funup, funuph wnwywnnid) hwywnwynpnht hwlyw-
npybint hwppwy: <wywnpynnp htippnud £ Unwownpnnh thwuwmwny-
ubpp' Jwwuwugbind, np dbpohtupu funupp wpdwuwhwdwun sk, huy
thwuwmwplubpp punnwbih seu: Wuwhuny, phuswbu ugnd £ Ybpppw-
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Optiphnuhu. «Pwuwypét) tpwuwynw k thnpébi| fubnwpeiniptip nhdwghup
funupp» /Kerbrat-Orecchioni, 1980: 6/:

Udnuht wunpwnwndb| £ bwb pwuwybbh pupwgpnd whhwdwdéwy-
tnipywt hniquljwu npulinpnwdubphu, huswhuhp BU' uywnuwihg funubw-
nép, htquwupp, Yypnnydniupp, quipnypp W unyuphuy hwjhnjwupp, pun-
gotiiny, wynnthwunbipd, np npwup pwuwybbh ywpunwnhp wwjdwu sku:
Uytihu, pwuwybtbbph Yuwpgwynpnwip hnygbiph, b ny b thwuwnwplubipp
hhdwu Ypw donnwwbiu wpdwuwgb) b ptuwnwwniypjwu, pwuh np punniu-
qwé £ hwdwpb, np pwuwywunygjwdp W nnowdhwun thwuwmwnplubpny nin-
npnywd pwuwytdu Lt «dnnnypnwywpnipjuu qupybpwyp» /Amossy,
2014: 65-66/:

Wuwhuny, wbhwdwdwybtingggniti hwulwgnipniup wwppbp ghunw-
Ywpgbipnu Gupwpyyb| £ pwqiwehy dGluwpwunieniuutiph, npnughg
Ywplunpp hwugnud £ henlywht' wuhwdwdwjunyggniup funupwihtu hw-
nnpnwygnipjwu swpdhs nidiphg Jdbyu k, pwuwh' hwnnpnwygniejwuu
puwywunu gnpdnwutinygywu  hwdwnp: Lhubind pwuwybéh pupwgpnd
gnnigwlygh Ywpsdhphtu hwywnpybint b ubihwwu nbuwybnt wpnwhwj-
bt dhong' wuhwdwdwjuniyeiniup dhliunyu hwpgh onipg gpnigwlypg-
ubiph Jdhole gnnipyniu niubignn nwpwdwjunieiniu £ Pwuwybbh twyw-
wwlu £ h dtipon hwuubi] pninph Ynndhg punnwutith nhppnpnadwu, pwup
nn de la discussion jaillit la lumiére: Uju gnpdpupwgntd hp nipnyu wbinu
niup hwuwnwplubtiph W hnygbiph npulinpndutiph 6hon hwdwnpnwp:
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P. MEJIUKCETSH, JI. OTAHECSH - Jlunzeéogunocogpckan konuenyus
nouamusa «Hecoznacue». — OIHONW U3 OCHOBHBIX ()OPM S3BIKOBOH KOMMYHHKAITUU
SIBISICTCSL TUCIYT, YYaCTHUKU KOTOPOTO, BHIPAXKas MPOTHBOIOJIOKHBIC HICH M TOUKU
3pCHUS, CTPEMATCS JOCTUYh B3aUMHOIO YOCKACHHS MM B3auMHOro corjacus. C
TOYKH 3PCHUS CEMaHTHKH, JUCIYT — 3TO KOMMYHUKATHBHAS CTPYKTYpa, OJIHUM U3
KJTFOUEBBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB KOTOPOTO SIBJISIETCS PEYCBOM aKT HECOrJacust CO CBOUMHU
MICUXOJMHTBUCTHYECKUMHU OCOOCHHOCTSIMH. B NaHHO# craThe paccMaTpuBaeTcs psij
CYIIECTBYIOIIUX B3MJIAJ0B W IOAXOIOB K Mpo0JeMe pPEedyeBOro akTa HECOoriacwus,
c(hOpPMHPOBABIIUXCS B PE3yJIbTATE HAYYHBIX UCCIICIOBAHUIA.

Knroueevle cnoea: HEecorjacue, corjiacue, AUCIYT, MPOTHUBOIOJJOXHAA TOYKa
3peHUd, 06CY)K,H€HI/I€, aprymeHTalus, pa3Horjiiacue, nmojJeMniIeCcKast KOMMYHUKAIA

R. MELIKSETYAN, L. HOVHANNISYAN — Philosophical-Linguistic Aspect
of the Concept of “Disagreement”. — One of the most important forms of language
communication is debate in which participants express opposing ideas and viewpoints,
seek to reach an agreement or consensus. From the semantic point of view, debate is a
communicative structure, one of the key components of which is the verbal act of
"disagreement" with its psychological and linguistic features. The present paper is a
summary of a number of diverse views and approaches put forward as a result of
scientific research on the verbal act of “disagreement”.

Key words: disagreement, agreement, debate, opposing viewpoint, discussion,
argumentation, discord, debate communication
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