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Abstract:

Argumentation is a promising topic,
but it is also deep and fuzzy.
Pragmatic argumentation, in this
study, is dealt with as a one-way
pragmatic process that goes through
stages. It is introduced in this study
to refer to the process where a
speaker structures an intended
impact to win the audience to his
side. This study tackles pragmatic
argumentation in  Al-lmam Al-
Hasan's (p.b.u.h.) speech in Al-
Kufa. It aims at providing a
definition of ‘pragmatic
argumentation’; figuring out what
makes the structure of pragmatic
argumentation interdependent in Al-
Imam Al-Hasan's speech; tracing the

strategies of pragmatic
argumentation that are employed in
the speech  understudy; and

developing an analytical model for
the process of  pragmatic
argumentation to be applied on the
data under scrutiny.

The current study mainly
hypothesizes the interdependency of
logical, dialectical and rhetorical
argumentation in  Al-lmam Al-
Hasan's (p.b.u.h.) speech. These
three interdependent aspects are
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combined to show the speech's
efficiency, reasonableness and
effectiveness powered by the
speaker's ability and competency
when using the Arabic language.
Here in this study, the researcher
cogently emphasizes the role and
contribution of the speaker as the
virtuous core in  presenting
pragmatic argumentation.
Throughout the study, the researcher
focuses on the speaker's norms and
how they can be scrutinized. Among
the conclusions, based on the
findings reached by this study;, is that
the study of the three aspects (logic,
dialectics and rhetoric) provides a
valuable account of  Arabic
theoretical linguistics.

Keywords: pragmatic
argumentation,  interdependency,
logical argumentation, dialectical
argumentation, rhetorical

argumentation, Al-Ilmam Al-Hasan's
(p.b.u.h.) speech
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1. The introduction

(71 CLeY)) (Csad ¥ Lo dll o ple |9 a8 iy () ¥l ) aSEL)
(1 bring to you the messages of my Lord,
and give you sincere advice,
for 1 know from God what you do not know)
(Al-Araf 62) (Translated by Ali, 1984: 139)
In this Aya taken from the Glorious Quran, it is noticed that the purpose
of the messengers of God is to convey His messages. To do that, the means
is language and they need to be highly competent.

Language is a gift that is provided by God to a human being. A
human being learns through language. Everything in life is from the books
of God. Basically, language is a peaceful weapon that can be used to argue
one's point of view. Rather than resorting to a fight, one resorts to language
to argue his standpoint and resolve a difference of opinion. Our Prophet
Mohamed's (God's blessing and peace be upon him and his family) miracle
is The Glorious Quran. It is a miracle because the way it is written and
structured is highly elevated. Ahl Al-Bait's (p.b.u.t.) miracle is language
as well. Through their arguments, they have the ability and competency to
prevail over others' arguments.

Ahl-Albait's (p.b.u.t.) speeches are considered important in the
Islamic world on the basic ground that they illuminate to Muslims the right
way not only to be Muslims but also to appropriately live their lives.
Language is the tool that is employed to achieve such a purpose and thus
to have an impact on people.

Language is the first means that Ahl Al-Bait (p.b.u.t.) always use to
argue their point of view. If language is used appropriately, it will surely
achieve its purpose. When people read the Glorious Quran's language and
Ahl Al-Bait's (p.b.u.t.) language, they see the power of language. But what
makes the Glorious Quran's language and Ahl Al-Bait's (p.b.u.t.) language
so powerful? To answer this question, this study aims firstly to provide a
definition for pragmatic argumentation as far as Al-Imam Al-Hasan's
speech is concerned and secondly to develop an analytical model so as to
tackle this process in Al-Imam Al-Hasan's (p.b.u.h.) speech in Al-Kufa
(where Al-Imam (p.b.u.h.) convinces the audience of the desirability or
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undesirability of the consequences). The significance of this study is to
help us explore the speech importance to the Islamic world (utilizing
pragmatic argumentation), and thus, to present before our hands the reason
why Al-Imam's (p.b.u.h.) language is considered high in strength.
2. Pragmatic Argumentation
There are no strict procedural norms to be followed throughout the
process of argumentation. Rather, there are rules that should be followed
to result in a smooth and accepted kind of argumentation where the two
parts (proponent and opponent) are inclined to present a virtuous image of
themselves in front of the hearing audience. In this scenario, the researcher,
in this study, defines ‘pragmatic argumentation’ in a context of one-way
kind of communication (i.e. Al-Imam'’s (p.b.u.h.) speech) as
A pragmatic process that goes through stages (where
these stages are interweaved with logical, dialectical and
rhetorical components): Presenting a Standpoint Stage,
Supporting the Standpoint Stage (and may counter the
other’s standpoint) toward (The Outcome Stage) presenting
a conclusion (so that the audience make a decision).
Throughout this process, the speaker observes certain criteria to achieve
pragmatic argumentation with the intention to have an impact upon the
audience so that they reach a decision. According to this definition,
argumentation involves logical argumentation, dialectical argumentation
and rhetorical argumentation as interdependent components which are
explained in the subsections below. This pragmatic process, according to
this study, is mainly logical and dialectical encompassed by rhetoric'. The
first two components ensure the efficiency and the reasonableness of the
message whereas the third component satisfies its effectiveness. The
current study emphasizes that the competency of the speaker ensures the
appropriate use of these three interdependent components. | state, in this
study, that the advocates and the opponents measure the criteria of the
process (i.e. pragmatic argumentation) presented by the speaker checking

! "Pragmatic argumentation’ has been introduced by lhnen (2012) and Andone (2014) but
it has been dealt with in this study from a different perspective.
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whether these criteria are satisfied or not and accordingly pragmatic
argumentation is considered acceptable and convincing or not; and the
audience (advocates and opponents) take the appropriate decision.
2.1.  Logical argumentation

Popper 1972 states that one function of language is an argumentative
one which Halliday calls logical (cited in Al-Jwaid, 2019: 40). Consider
Figure (1) adopted from Al-Jwaid (2019):

Audience

{ Argumentative function ‘

Proponent e=p { message Llllocutionaxy function | e==p Opponent

N

Figure (1): Functions of a message after Al-Jwaid (2019)

Figure (1) illustrates that one function of a message, collaborating with
other functions, is to achieve the proponent's goal who has to choose an
argument that conveys the intended force.

Logical argumentation is referred to as the use of logic throughout the
process of argumentation. The use of logic consolidates the goodness of
arguments throughout the process of argumentation. This use satisfies the
efficiency of the message conveyed. Logic given a pragmatic orientation
throughout the process of argumentation can be defined as "figuring out
the overall composite meaning from a group of propositions of an
argument and how they are structured and utilized by the speaker to
support his/her claim and reach the best desired outcome™ (Al-Jwaid and
Tindale, 2022: 2). Earlier to Walton (cited in Al-Jwaid, 2019), logic has
been given a pragmatic orientation and been dealt with through the process
of argumentation as the use of those propositions by an arguer to carry out
a goal. The goal, following appropriate procedures of reasonableness, is to
convince another arguer, i.e. the justification of a standpoint through
propositions. The link that holds the argument's propositions together is
also dialectically and rhetorically oriented. Thus, the three perspectives
(logic, dialectics and rhetoric) are interdependently related.

Put in another way, language can be pragmatically analyzed to
broadly be assumed as an investigation of the aspect of meaning which is

Persuasive function
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not only traced from the structural and constructional properties of words,
but also from the way in which utterances are related to the context in
which they are used. Osisanwo (2003: 57) explicates that using language
involves: the message to be communicated, the participants included, the
shared knowledge the participants know about the world, and what
deductions are made.

Logical argumentation is after how what a speaker says is rational,
effective and efficient throughout the process of argumentation.

Finally, more important is the fact that throughout the process of
argumentation, both the proponent's and the opponent’s arguments have to
meet the criteria that are pointed out at the level of logic. To Al-Jwaid
(2019), on the basis that arguments are produced to achieve a purpose, the
proponent rationally puts forward reasons. Damer (2013 cited in Al-Jwaid,
2019) develops five criteria® structural (a well-formed structure),
relevance (premises that are relevant to the truth of the conclusion),
acceptance (premises that are acceptable to a reasonable person),
sufficiency (premises that together constitute sufficient grounds for the
truth of the conclusion) and rebuttal (premises that provide an effective
rebuttal to all anticipated criticisms of the argument) (see Al-Jwaid, 2019:
49-54 for more details).

2.2.  Dialectical argumentation

Another area that cooperates to the efficiency and reasonableness of
the message is dialectical argumentation. Argumentation is either a one or
two-way kind of communication process. An argument is regarded in this
study as part of the process of argumentation. Throughout the process of
argumentation, in a one-way argumentation (unlike in a two-way kind of
argumentation where arguments are exchanged between a proponent and
an opponent), a speaker presents and supports his argument toward ending
with a conclusion. Walton (2008 cited in Al-Jwaid, 2019: 56) explains that
"the strength of an argument should be judged on how well it has fared ...

2 Cf. Johnson's (2000: 181-205) criteria (relevance, sufficiency, acceptability and truth).
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against countervailing arguments [until resolution is settled]." According
to Walton's words, both the proponent and the opponent strive to defend
their standpoints through the use of reasonable conviction.

The current study involves details of the components of Al-Imam Al-
Hasan's (p.b.u.h.) arguments and how they prevail over his opponent's
arguments. There are three parts involved in this process: the proponent,
the opponent and the hearing audience (see Figure 1 above). In this study,
the opponent's speech is not discussed. The focus is on the pragmatic
argumentation (logical, dialectical and rhetorical) of the proponent's
speech (Al-Imam Al-Hassan (p.b.u.h.)). The hearing audience is
considered important as the speaker's message is mainly transmitted to win
them to his side.

For argumentation to proceed smoothly, the arguers' arguments
should pass through the lens of Eemeren and Henkemans' (2017: 97-120)
ten rules (see Al-Jwaid, 2019: 57-61 for detailed information).

2.3.  Rhetorical argumentation

This feature of argumentation is mainly to satisfy the effectiveness of
the message conveyed. Argumentation also has a rhetorical component
which refers to the use of rhetoric throughout this process where a
proposition is used to fulfill a goal in an argument or to make the language
very effective within a particular context as through the use of figures of
speech (Walton, 2004 cited in Al-Hindawi et al., 2019: 13).

To Eemeren et al. (2014), the rhetorical aim is manifested in
argumentation through the use of the three aspects of strategic
maneuvering (topical potential, audience demand and presentational
devices) (see Al-Juwaid and Deygan, 2016 for more details). Earlier
Wenzel (2006 cited in Al-Jwaid, 2019: 62-63) provides guidelines of how
to satisfy effectiveness: invention (the speaker adopts appropriate
persuasion appeals), disposition (the speaker puts forward an argument
that promotes clarity and strategically maximizes persuasive effects), style
(the speaker pays attention to all faces of language used to produce the
desired effect), memory (the speaker embraces the techniques for keeping
the whole plan and substance of speech in mind during delivery) and
delivery (the speaker utilizes all means to achieve the desired effect).
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Wenzel's five criteria elucidate the importance of the speaker's
competency in presenting a convincing argumentation.

According to Al-Jwaid (2019: 63), though figurative language can be
characterized by being different in form through avoiding the normal rules,
it is still meaningful and highly accepted by the audience as more effective.
It deviates from normality but it is still well-formed, context dependent,
congruent and highly organized, i.e. it is not arbitrarily utilized and it
requires the speaker to exert more efforts to appropriately select and
produce such language. Neither the opponent nor the hearing audience can
deny the effectiveness of such linguistic deviation from normality though
it may prevail over the opponent's language because it is employed in a
way that shows nothing but the speaker's linguistic competency when
using the language in front of them. Besides, the truth of the speaker's
propositions is more effective. Put in another way, though there is such
deviation from the accepted norms, there is truthfulness, conformity and
relatedness which declare nothing but the capability of manufacturing a
great piece of work.

3. Degrees from canonical normality to higher in strength

Degrees of the strength of the message are represented by the
components of the message: logical (well-constructed text), dialectical
(use of appropriate speech acts observed by Eemeren's ten rules of critical
discussion) and rhetorical: (use of effective figures of speech which are
relevant to the argumentation). Processing a message that is higher on the
continuum of strength requires the speaker to expend more effort on his
part.

To Al-Jwaid (in press), the efficiency and effectiveness of the message
is decided based on Leech's (1983: 64-70) four criteria: processibility,
clarity, economy and expressivity. Leech states that the first three criteria
are to achieve the efficiency of the message whereas the fourth is to
achieve effectiveness. These four criteria are adopted by this study. Al-
Jwaid states that these criteria enable us to study the efficiency and the
effectiveness of the message in a more full-fledged way. These principles
are criteria that a speaker takes into account when processing his text.
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Bellenger (1985: 93-10 cited in Bonta, 2008) refers to other criteria to
achieve efficiency and aesthetic effectiveness which are: the criterion of
credibility, coherence, consistency and congruence. Yet, earlier, other
criteria are proposed by Aristotle (three persuasive ways) in order to render
the utterance more efficient: ethos, pathos and logos (see Al-Jwaid (2022)
for more details).

4. Religious discourse

It is a mistake to say that a religious language is related only to
religious purposes. Religious purposes relate to topics where people can
benefit from them directly or indirectly throughout their life.

Religious language, represented by our God's language which is
conveyed to us through His messengers (p.b.u.t.), is the highest elevated
level of language represented by the Glorious Quran, the Bible, the Torah
and the Gospel.

The message, thus, is agreed unnegotiably as the highest elevated and
complete level. Figure (2) below shows the continuum of language
strength:

Normal Degree Highest Degree
. (Qur'an)
L Logic Dialectics Rhetoric
+ i 1 ]

Figure (2): The continuum of language degrees of strength

To Al-Jwaid (2019), a speaker's speech is rendered more cogent when it
involves the employment of the three perspectives of persuasion: logic,
dialectic and rhetoric and the presence of certain pragmatic criteria.
According to Figure (2) above, the language of the Glorious Qur‘an, the
Bible, the Torah or the Gospel is the highest on the strength continuum as
well as Ahl-Al-Bayt's (p.b.u.t.) language. It is such because, undeniably, it
has nothing but the ability to convince. As we can see the continuum
represents steps towards the highest degree, i.e. the logical step, the
dialectical step and the rhetorical step. Together they combine to establish
a full-fledged kind of '‘pragmatic argumentation' (see Section 2 below). In
this Aya taken from The Glorious Quran,
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(11 £Li)) (bl [5LS ) ab plaald |38 28 S 4led Ly J) ]

(He said, 'No; it was this great one of them that did it. Question them,

if they are able to speak!") (The Prophets 63) (Translated by Arberry?,
1996: 22)
God, through the speech of prophet Ibrahim (p.b.u.h.), presents
unguestionable utterances on the basic ground that because these are
inanimate objects, it is an irrefutable fact that they are not able to speak
nor do anything. Thus purposefully, Prophet Ibrahim (p.b.u.h.) argues that
it is their biggest one who did that and he tells the unbelievers to ask them
if they can speak and of course they can't. The implied meaning is that they
surely cannot do that. Thus, people have no response but to reluctantly
accept that.

The reason why the language of the Glorious Quran is the highest on
the continuum of strength is that it is highly processed. It requires more
efforts on the logical, dialectical and rhetorical levels by the speaker to be
processed and by the audience to be reprocessed and perceived. According
to Beaugrande (1980: 31), "the effectiveness of the text depends upon its
intensity of impact on text receivers, promoting processing depth.” To
Widdowson (2007: 69), one way language is highly processed is when,
referring to the same entity in a variety of ways, the resources for
alternative different lexical items and grammatical structures are provided.
Variation in a sense that it is still meaningful and does not cause linguistic
incongruity on part of the listener and the hearing and observing audience,
i.e. normality is violated but according to rules.

One promising point this study triggers is that the information
processing mainly depends on the speaker's processing ability. Another is
the context and the hearer's decoding ability, i.e. the intended meaning of
words are not to be determined as explained in a dictionary, but according
to the occasional use in a particular context and thus pragmatics is
involved.

3 I'have chosen two translators (Ali and Arberry) in order to increase the credibility of
the translation depending on different credible translators: Arabic and English
respectively.
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Another crucial point is that this study gives, as far as religious
discourse (the discourse of God and His messengers (p.b.u.t.)) is
concerned, Grice's maxims a little modification so as to go in line with the
data analyzed in this study. In fact, they are not modified but read from a
different perspective as below:

The Quantity Maxim: we are not after whether the speaker is saying less
or more than is required. Rather, we are after how what he
IS saying is as required.

The Quality Maxim: we are not after whether the speaker is saying the
truth or not. Rather, we are after how what he is saying is
truthful.

The Relevance Maxim: we are not after whether the speaker's language
is relevant or not. Rather, we are after how his language is
relevant.

The Maxim of Manner: we are not after whether the speaker's language
is ambiguous or not. Rather, we are after how his language
is highly formulated.

Such different reading of Grice's maxims reveals the speaker's self-control

competency and ability to cogently use language.

As far as conversational implicature is concerned, violations of
Grice's maxims are replaced by degrees of strength the message achieves
(as stated in Figure (2) above). Thus, criteria on the logical, dialectical and
rhetorical levels are required. Conversational implicature is considered as
higher on the continuum of strength as it requires more effort from the
addresser and addressee so as to produce and infer the intended meaning
respectively. Accordingly, the addresser, addressee and the message are
forwarded and read as below:

The addresser

The addresser is the deliverer of the message. According to Aristotle,
the characteristics of the addresser represent one important component
(ethos) of the three (triangle) means of persuasion (ethos, pathos and
logos). In the context of God's language or His messengers' (p.b.u.t.), none
is able to suspect the credibility of the language they are transmitting
because they have the highest degree of credibility.
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The addressee

The addressee is the audience to whom the message is delivered by the
addresser. The addressee should work harder to encode this kind of high
degree of the message to grasp the intended meaning. The context of this
study requires the addressee to consult highly elevated people in some
cases mainly because such a language requires us to have a deep insight
and knowledge.
The message

The message is represented by the content of the addresser's utterance.
In the context of God's language or His messengers' (p.b.u.t.), the message
is abundant with the highest kind of processing of information on the
continuum of strength (see Figure (2) above). The message includes
aspects that make it go in degrees from normal to higher levels of strength
which result in its elevation over others' language. The canonical degree
expends the least effort whereas the highest degree of strength requires the
most effort on part of the addresser and addressee. Figure (3) below
clarifies this:

Canonical Normality Highest in Strength
v -]

Least Effort Most Effort

Figure (3): Degrees of strength and required effort

According to Figure (3) above, certain features make messages differ in
degrees from canonical normality to higher in strength and this correlates
with the accommodated pragmatic argumentation criteria (logical,
dialectical and rhetorical) which are explained in the section below.

5. The practical part

5.1. Criteria of pragmatic argumentation

The present study uses these criteria to evaluate whether the
pragmatic argumentation strategies meet the degree of normality and
strength of the message. In addition to Leech's (1983: 64-70) criteria
explained above (Section 3), this study adopts Damer's (2013) five logical
criteria (see Al-Jwaid and Tindale's, 2021); Eemeren and Henkemans'
(2017) ten dialectical criteria (see Al-Jwaid, 2022) and the rhetorical
criteria are going to be evaluated in terms of the relevance rule. In addition,
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the politeness principle pervades among these criteria. These criteria
(logical, dialectical and rhetorical) are discussed shortly below.

The more efficient and effective the language is, the higher it is on
the continuum of strength. If conversational implicature is detected, this
does not represent a violation but degrees of strength along a continuum
(see Figure (2) above) for God or His messengers (p.b.u.t.) cannot be said
to violate the canonical patterns. Rather, such language requires us to
expend more effort to reach the exact intended meaning of the message
and therefore such a message represents a higher degree on the continuum
of strength and none can query or deny this strength.

5.2. Pragmatic argumentation strategies

Arabic argumentation is a verbal art. It can be dealt with as a
collection of speech acts. It can also be dealt with as an interactional
process in which arguers aim at increasing or decreasing the desirability or
undesirability of a standpoint where it requires in depth investigation of
three disciplines: lexical, grammatical and discoursal strategies (see
Abdul-Raof, 2006). Going a step further, pragmatic argumentation
strategies are not used in everyday life situations, i.e. at home between
family members, in the street between friends or in the market. Generally,
they are resorted to in certain more serious contexts where the speaker is
trying to make an impact on the listener and the hearing audience. For the
main aim of argumentation is to make the language more efficient,
reasonable and effective. They can be employed on the word level as well
as the sound and the sentence levels. The speaker is required to be
perceived in a way that the audience considers him linguistically
competent.

On the lexical level, we have: (synonymyusta), (hyponymy .l
4 saidl), (antonymy @lb), (metonymy &S, (repetition of words, phrases
or clauses _\_sil); on the grammatical level, we have: (fronting aasill),
(postponing i), (ellipsis <saall), (comparison 4 )il (parallel structure
@) sl cldl): on the discourse level, we have relations that hold between
the text's parts (see Abdul-Raof, 2006). These elements correlate with
rhetoric and pragmatics as they aim at persuasion. In other words, the
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canonical forms may take rhetorically more effective forms. Accordingly,
they correlate with pragmatics for the speaker has intentionally done that.

Moreover, as a form of communication, the content of a message may
be conveyed through a word or larger stretches of speech surrounded by
other aspects that certainly help and incorporate in triggering the intended
meaning and increase its effectiveness. To avoid subjective interpretation
of the content conveyed, we should refer to the elements that are socially
and culturally accepted as shared knowledge and common ground between
people so as to achieve attested understanding as well as the criteria that
are adopted by this study. In other words, we have the content of the
message and the way it is communicated.

As per the effectiveness of the content of a message, it is rhetorically
oriented (through the use of figures of speech). The rhetorical strategies
that may occur in the data under scrutiny are (metaphor 3_t=iul), (simile
4.48)), (rhetorical question &3k Jls~), (Qur'anic referencec Jall I 3Ly,
(Hadith  reference  dsw il Cwdsl (N 5 W), (irony 48 laq),
(emphasis/overstatement 2Stll), among other strategies.

In Arabic these strategies are discussed under the headings of the three
sciences: word order =l e figures of speech ¢l Al and
establishment &l ale (see Abdul-Raof, 2006 for more details).

As per the word order science, it involves ellipsis, foregrounding,
backgrounding, definiteness, indefiniteness, thematic structures, negation,
the use of affirmation particles, asyndeton, verbosity, the different modes
of al-jinnas, and simile (Al-Quzwini, 2003). A proposition is either true or
false. However, it is either true or false according to the situational context.
This is called in English 'speech acts'. For example,

- Themoonisblue. .&,3)
Here, this proposition is surely not true. However, the speaker may intend
to convey a certain meaning to the addressee.

| say that there is only »all because when you say something, you
perform an action that you want the addressee to believe in and it is either
true or false and this depends on the situational context.

Regarding the figures of speech science, Al-Bayan comprises five
sub-topics:
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a. Simile 4wl (there are various kinds of simile according to the
availability of its four components (4xiall) (43 4niiall) (4xdl) asy) (4l 3131),
Pragmatically, simile is employed in Arabic for clarification,
identification, praising, and blaming.

b. Metaphor 3_txiw)

(A a5 dn adall) B lala] pnead el
5 Oa el 5 ds  pe e a1 il a5 oasd]
| Y 5 el a3 510 BERES

A metaphor is to describe something as something else and what is
important is the link that a speaker wants to convey to the addressee and
the hearing audience (Al-Juwaid and Deygan, 2016: 88). For example,
God describes unbelievers as blind. They are not blind but He assimilates
them to blind people in the sense that they make themselves blind and they
intentionally do not see the truth.

C. Metonymy 4Ll

Metonymy is employed for succinctness and implicit reference to
someone or something. It is when a speaker deliberately says something
and intends to refer to something else when he avoids overt reference (see
Al-Hashimi, 1999: 286). Metonymy is the opposite of being
straightforward for the purpose of, say, amplification and glorification.

As for embellishment, it involves either semantic or lexical. They in
Arabic refer to chiasmus, overstatement, rhetorical question,
personification, irony and shift; in addition to various lexical
embellishments such as al-jinnas, assonance and alliteration. Also, we
have pun, praise, dispraise, ellipsis and repetition.

To recapitulate, the current study posits that logical argumentation,
dialectical argumentation and rhetorical argumentation can be connected
through the process of pragmatic argumentation in the data under
investigation.
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5.3. The analytical model of analysis

The model used for the analysis is promoted by referring to the
model by Leech and Short (2007) and Al-Jwaid and Tindale's model
(2022) as well as my own observations. Moreover, it is important to resort
to pragmatics to add to fully understand the meaning of the intended words
in particular contexts where they are employed. It is explained below:

According to Leech and Short (2007: 60-62), lexical categories and
figures of speech are realized in a text. Firstly, the lexical category
includes subcategories: a verb (mental or dynamic (denoting
actions)/stative and what particular actions they perform (e.g. a speech
act); a noun (abstract or concrete/proper names) and what purposes their
use serves; an adjective (physical, psychological or visual/ non-gradable
or gradable) and for what intention they are utilized. As such, verbs, nouns,
adjectives and adverbs are not arbitrarily used for they are utilized to
achieve communicative actions (i.e. speech acts).

Secondly, figures of speech comprise two categories: lexical and
grammatical tropes and schemes. They trigger questions: of structural and
formal repetition (represented by parallelism or anaphora); of patterns of
chiasmus; of violations or departure from the linguistic normality (for
example, metonymy, metaphor, simile, irony and so on (Leech and Short,
2007: 63 for details).

5.3.1. Dialectical argumentation strategies: speech acts

Speech acts are defined by Austin and Searle as the performing or
doing of things with words. As far as Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) speech,
he uses certain speech acts (through the use of verbs, for example) to
perform certain actions, i.e. to warn Muawiya and those who follow him
or to reprimand the audience who are blaming him for giving Muawiya a
pledge of allegiance. Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) uses either direct or
indirect speech acts according to the context and the purpose.

To Eemeren and Grootendorst (1992), certain speech acts contribute
to each stage to settle the difference of opinion at discussion. The speech
acts are distributed at the three stages | establish under the rubric
pragmatic argumentation as below:
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Presenting a Standpoint Stage: at this stage, assertives* are utilized by
speakers since such speech acts express the speaker's standpoint and assert
his rights concerning the standpoint at issue. They represent facts about the
world.
Supporting the Standpoint Stage: at this stage, other assertives are used
as they aim at offering support to the claim to the first stage. They are also
employed to counter the opponent’s argument. Some directives may also
be utilised to challenge the opponent's argument and status.
The Outcome Stage: at this stage, assertives, commissives and directives®
may be employed as they play a role in solving and ending pragmatic
argumentation where a decision has to be discussed.

Argumentation is a composite of claim and support toward presenting
a conclusion (see Hamble, 2005: 245). To Al-Hindawi and Al-Jwaid (cited
in Al-Hindawi and Al-Jwaid (eds.), 2017: 230-259), these elements are
realized via a composite of speech acts.
5.3.2. Logical argumentation strategies

In argumentation, a speaker expresses his belief and makes it clear in
a form of a claim and effectively he supports it with data and warrant
(reasons) to make his claim attracting in front of the hearing audience. Al-
Juwaid (2019: 90) states that one crucial component of strategies is a
logical one. To him the process of argumentation includes deductive,
inductive, disjunctive, causal, symptomatic, analogical, conductive and
presumptive kind of logical reasoning that hold between the
argumentation's elements, namely: data, warrant, backing, rebuttal,
qualifier and claim®. These latter elements actualize various speech acts
(see Al-Jwaid, 2019 for details). Consider Figure (4) below:

4 English assertives, Searle and Vanderveken (1985: 182-183) discuss, involve: claim,
affirm, state, disclaim, argue, remind, swear, accuse, blame, criticize, praise, among
others.

5> Hyglish commissives and directives, according to Searle and Vanderveken (1985: 182-
183) mention, involve: swear, assure, guarantee, warrant, etc. and command, warn,
advise, supplicate, etc. respectively.

¢ According to Al-Jwaid (2019), data, warrant, and claim are utilized in argumentation
as basic strategies whereas backing, rebuttal, and qualifier as additional optional
strategies.
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Argumentation

=

Syllogistic Enthymemic

(Backing) (Rebuttal) (Qualifier) (Backing) (Rebuttal) (Qualifier)
Figure (4): Components of argumentation after Al-Juwaid (2019)

According to Austin (1962: 90-2), utterances cannot be interpreted
according to their truth conditions, figures of speech, as such, indicate that
speakers imply other meanings behind the literal one.

5.3.3. Rhetorical argumentation strategies

Any proposition can be expressed in a variety of ways: one way is the
employment of figures of speech as rhetorical strategies (see McQuarrie
and Mick, 1996: 424) and the principal goal is persuasion toward reaching
the most effective form of the expression. McQuarrie and Mick (1996:
427) state that language is used in "a figuration way for a rhetorical
purpose.”

Armstrong and Fogelin (2015: 31 cited in Al-Juwaid 2019: 74-75)
propose rules that divide language into three levels: linguistic acts, speech
acts, and conversational acts. In a cooperative context toward reaching a
shared goal, people often conform quite closely to Grice's conversational
rules. But this is not the case; people do not always follow these
conversational rules. They breach the maxims when they violate
(unostentatiously), break (unnoticed), flouting (blatantly) the maxims (see
Armstrong and Fogelin, 2015; and Al-Juwaid, 2019 for more details). To
Grice, utterances that cannot be interpreted according to their truth
conditions are those that do not go in accordance with his maxims (truth,
relevance, sufficiency, and manner) and such a case has been called
conversational implicature.
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5.3.4. Conversational implicature

A speech can be performed either explicitly or implicitly. Prince
(1982) states that speakers can use underlying hypotheses, for conveying
certain meanings that are not directly explicated by the utterances. Yule
(1996: 40) states that conversational implicature constitutes a part of what
IS meant by the speaker's utterance without being explicit.

5.3.5. Politeness

Politeness is, as Lakoff (1989: 102) defines it, "a means of
minimizing confrontation in discourse - both the possibility of
confrontation occurring at all, and the possibility that a confrontation will
be perceived as threatening™.

Furthermore, Brown and Levinson (1978) maintain that the concept
of face depends on the interlocutors cooperating to maintain each other’s
face. The notion of face, Brown and Levinson (1978: 66) argue, is
“something that is emotionally invested, and that can be lost, maintained,
or enhanced and must be constantly attended to interaction”.

Since Al-Ilmam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.), as well as all Ahl Al-bait
(p.b.u.t.), are acknowledged for their politeness even with their opponents,
their speeches (p.b.u.t.) don't involve strategies with negative association:
impoliteness, manipulation and fallacies (see Al-Jwaid, 2019: 79-84 for
details of such strategies). For as Capone et al. (2013: 543) say, there are
both a communicative function and a persuasive function. The
achievement of both makes possible the continuation of communication.

This study takes as its endeavour to develop a model that can
adequately be used to analyze the data under investigation. As such the
analytical model of analysis that this study develops is portrayed in Figure
(5) below:
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Pragmatic Argumentation by A proponent

[ Presenting a Standpoint ]

[ Logical Argumentation Part ]

| Claim «— Dataq4—» Warrant |

[ Dialectical Argumentation Part J ee 5
¥ { Statin sserting = Acclaiming . |

|
[ Rhetorical Argumentation Part ] Figures of Speech

Il\:[etaphor Parallelism Metonym Antonym™ Chiasmus - ]
B
(oommevesomon )

>
Logical Argumentation Part [ Counter Argument

Supporting Claim «—pData «—»Warrant |

F_9
[ Dialectical Argumentation Part ] peec
.'T {Stating~ Accusing “Asserting” Blaming .. l

[ Rhetorical A?gumentation Part ] Figul’!s f Speech

| Metaphor Parallelism Metonym Antonym “Chiasmus “...)

[ The Outcome Stage ]

Figure (5) The analytical model of analysis

The analytical model portrayed in Figure (5) can be explained as
follows: the speaker utilizes three argumentation functions (logical,
dialectical and rhetorical) to achieve a linguistic and communicative
function throughout the process of pragmatic argumentation. This process
involves three stages: Presenting a Standpoint Stage followed by
Supporting the Standpoint Stage and then finally The Outcome Stage.
Each stage is encompassed by logical, dialectical and rhetorical
argumentation functions. As per Presenting a Standpoint Stage, the
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speaker resorts to logical argumentation (presented by different kinds of
reasoning) where these kinds of reasoning are realized via logical
argumentation strategies (claim, data and warrant) which are realized
through dialectical argumentation strategies represented by the strategies
of speech acts which are rendered more effective through the use of
rhetorical argumentation strategies represented by figures of speech.
Regarding Supporting the Standpoint Stage, the speaker supports the first
stage through the same strategies explained in the first stage. Finally, at
The Outcome Stage, the speaker reaches a stage where he spotlights, using
the same logical, dialectical and rhetorical argumentation strategies, the
decision that the audience should take based on his pragmatic
argumentation throughout the process.

5.4. Text analysis and results

5.4.1. Analysis of the speech

I. Presenting a Standpoint Stage
‘LDJ,AT'{;&.:}' m.JQ& Jaﬂ_hff r;w‘_):'éj;:w_i_‘h ;:)J._wﬂj lall &_I:_)L.aj rgt.»._-'ﬂ&f_fg rc}'yn’._‘ e Twall dlf el
gl el A i g At Sy B e s pliall ke 4SS ] el el ali 51 Gpad G o gl g ol 45 5
slibhinsl r‘f.f_}uyja_\}_wc Jrana o/ _7‘_..51_;4_[_)‘_’_2 yﬁ.J_)jr‘Lfé;_)...:}’ﬁ.Lm eAdiifan goo0pn g 4%‘_}."_)(,?4"-‘3_}“51 vl Yo
Ul o g LEU el ol gl olaly Ll 10 (ol Lo Slonlly of i Iad e 3ol ) Lo e coloa g dati g
Cnle o ALY 6l g o plaly ST fgale Salgd dllenll s o el U
et i L 5 Uilidaacd 5 LS 5 ANl ) L 81 o ST U o] g L g 520w ol pmansld J GRS it Lo )5 5"
e ol A Cpealin i g (8 S o Ugpdss ool 4 g Gl bl 8 A DS el g e M o gl U gl g i I L
5 guillall g dple ) Lo faons ) Cims ) gl Caiindly g pu¥ i Lun pi 6 ) Lilen V) (6 8 L polil] § 360 af i
b s g MwS e e J o DLl il o G i g o ] ) e loallis el 23 LS il  f 5l g ol plls U 5 ¢
Ay Gm iy o SIS podl ) el poll dgsi o il 058 3 MleT ) N g s g5 S el (o o5 el g sl B
A A e ol i sy ) JIE g i 28LE b g0 plia g 3l oty n i Mo o il s g o i 38000 ol
oo sl (Jpus g sl iy m Aud s g8 il g o e Sy o U Y Ly gy ¥ 5 Capal Al el b lgr s Bl w5
b il Ll 3 jan i gl oY e g il o (g G g A ind ] g il b Lo il ]
il Sy L o o8 il ol g e dll g dple 1) oo il s g ol rad i grms o S g il g e L g e
byl pas gl e Gt ll g ¢ it oyl Al el el il g ot LB el pind S g e ge SS
el g sl i oo th g 5 0] ) ol Folas ol UG o st el GO (sl i ) S s e i JE
¢Lilail o Lt el of IS 8 (o abicd il of (Jil8 o midl (o G o aSie 5 glons ¥ ) oo MaT i JEAS 5 s BYT s il
Ll i) Lty ol st mtes n Lol (pill s ) rtilans JU AT dacsgg oan g oo gy clignls 5 ma o yg il A gy
" g Gl Ly el (il e L olf 6 Jead Y g GleYlo U pdll L Y
) et J& a5y ont sty SLea¥) N tfiw o i S cnls LV ) L) A ] g piitin a oW mren e ulillE"
Gl fond S g e il LS < Cplasl] s il s ol n pm il 3l g plai¥l e oy palgdl e el o8 sl
Aol saieall 5 Jleg g Lol li wileaf ) o Matadd JE gy bl o pdild) foles e Loind Sy Al g iRl e
il J sl atd o S5 L) ods O i elin b s o aladd ged o] Lo 5 sl g SN 0 gl g il Gl S
il e i S oy clraal o Lagnad g8 L 6 il di] s oo DUE oot ) g 53 fen e 4 g il i) Lo
Ay oaplyr (o oLy S DL o Logy _ply palin piead o g sagis o o)l e s jen JlaT il Jead g il
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Bla peiwd jea Ao g le Al oo i) J oy Ao g idio Log g Lagll o g 4l g tile ) oo il (S pus g o LogilSe]
e el ¢ p gl pie diva M el ade il Lew il o leil Mo i) Jon Ay e | ppdind (il o l0plll Gy e
(’ri‘al..a&_df_‘i.ﬁ &MI&AMIJ}‘JM&“M@J ‘Lfi' &mleameﬁj‘_“_,g_Mﬂ.ar_&Jjj
Al i gig oy el s &MJG&MIJPJJ&JJJJ‘&M&HIJJ‘LLB.\;....“fb;.ft‘.u.udy".uL.“ﬂJ.Lu
e g s o om0 T o - 5 S 530l i Ll il S o 1 o 53l g
At s Ll Gk el Ly Lol Ll e ) o ] o 5302l e e g s S
i o S Lo el e LS e Liple L o g il e o g ] o ol Lo 5 e Ll o gl 5 cl3S G g o 5
el il e Ul Afuind elis S g ol Lo ST el S i 8 i 5 e dn AT Lo Lis jig Lin jS g ctlly dple il Lo
e Luai g L Luaig oS5 LT g Lip Ul i [ ollei S ) 0 gl g CLISH (Jol 8 4 sana s g il il oo vanf e ] (JisS
o Gl o ) el i et 4 A% g il
%Iﬂrmwwmwbwl;w_pj‘@UUJ‘_)?J.«J; A e i el &Mﬁb_uwf,jyjfﬁu’
‘(fj_fhﬂsﬁddvﬁfwﬂfic_aﬂde.jL) codled i JIE Ay Ll g g die Jady cduedig dad g dands
(’rh_ﬂJer,J_\mf}'aLﬁ(’ng‘Lﬂaﬁ UWJ@UU“L"" &MFELaMFJ}‘JLmJM—Lﬁ;_Jj
ey el o B T 5 g g s gl i a3l s g a6 Y g T T Y58 gl LB g s e s
uzbbgrff..é_)if.ajﬁgﬂjﬁ‘_ﬁ_fcﬁfiﬁf&;ﬁ_'ﬂj%ﬁf‘;ﬂadﬁf;}yywdﬁfﬁfdyygfd_u;ﬁ_ﬂ_'id_-bdﬁﬁ

Esll i gy S 5 Ly el ) i T o g s 5 ey 5 il ] (oo ] Sty O 3 el Al i€
"_ﬁ_)#,af_)g_ﬁd\_l_ﬂﬁiwjﬂfai;mﬂ‘wf.Lj f_.hi'uwi'fai..;_). olall J_}.I_'?_)A.'Lﬂ
iu‘-"ﬁ ﬁjjﬁi.'ﬁ_}r'f"'“”f‘jgr” Lo/ _'dbﬁ‘dﬁjaa}a&fLLﬁaM@wju _;g_yl_\._‘f_ﬂ ‘wi'u_l.a il J_}MJJ_.JJ
M@Lf‘_\@.@faf&[bmw_}i"ﬁbr‘LLﬁj Loauw sof 4l 4/ ¢ ‘u—ﬂuA} Lné_ﬁgéjj wﬂ.gﬁi_}ng&: b
Ul s S bl o o S5 a2l e allls ol (p o ol 4 5 b ] (Ao bl Sgusy g oY 51 48 g5 ) gy
‘%JFGLAM?JJ}JJJ‘J&&‘_H U)—‘um&mg—*ﬁf..fyjubu&ﬁgr‘fub i'._haju..i’_-ﬁé‘,'uu_lcﬁ Limis/ r)i'...aﬁj
o log o ¥ clebisgie g ols plle g edal g g dpind Lot eyl 5 e 4 i connies O i gl i Sl 4D
il Ui ) 3] (il G sl Jof (i ol T ) ol ) S il g6 gl sl o il e i
" IM Li)ﬁ'LJ'
A gl ) s gsd el o g 058 S Ll e Liad g scfn g o ad Lilhel gl S oY g Cod ol 1 1 il L™
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In the above extract of the speech, Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.),
before he begins the first stage (Presenting a Standpoint Stage), selects
lexical items (nouns) which are intentionally triggered to thank, praise,
glorify and exalt God
iluls 4K e @JJA\ eaPla il S el g dladll cayba cplanill @1.33 Y cmj\)"
" (Mr_ OsSa s‘;’\)ﬂ Jste Gbg 64.113.\.7(:\.63‘2“ é};jur_o)lc su.ﬁjla.d\
Similarly, the verbs
el ¢l (ol (g ua su)la\.\ Oy ol ¢ aflay caaa) colalaial cagdl ‘-L.-.‘Aj)”
"(J.);\ e 8l ¢ yial
and the adjectives
"(_)..3..33 ¢ ol ‘JAA:\MAJ‘)"
are used. The use of these nouns, verbs and adjectives before presenting his
standpoint is to convey a message that we should always be persevering

and thankful to God. Al-Imams (Ahl-AlBeit (p.b.u.t.) always begin their

7 For the English translation of this speech see Aal-Yasin (2008).
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speech praising God). The message behind these words is to convey the
greatness of God and the features that no one has and thus all people have
to follow Him. Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) said that "I believe that there
is only one God" and "Mohammed (God's blessing and peace be upon him
and his family) is His messenger”. Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) reminds
the audience that Mohammed (God's blessing and peace be upon him and
his family) and has the mission to convey to people the messages of God
and people have to believe in Him and His messenger Mohammed (God's
blessing and peace be upon him and his family) and Prophet Mohammed
(God's blessing and peace be upon him and his family) is his father's cousin
and he always prompts people to follow his family after his death, and
consequently, Al-lmam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) is the appropriate leader to be
followed by people and to command them. "I Believe in God and his
messenger"” he said. Accordingly, this explains that Al-lmam Al-Hasan
(p.b.u.h.) is supposed to rule the Muslim's community not Muawiya. Al-
Imam (p.b.u.h.) is not interested in ruling Muslims but in leading them and
ensuring that the principles of Islam are followed and continued. This
introduction paves the way to his standpoint (claim)

Al b Lia S oy JOS L o) g g Lassl g 5256] ST 5 o smanld [ ORI ina b o) 58]5)"
" (Ll Upghy (ra ) Lie b dld cLiia) g Lilibual g L LS g
In addition, his introduction involves certain speech acts and figures
of speech that are pragmatically and rhetorically employed to derive
communicative and persuasive functions. As per speech acts, certain speech
acts can be traced such as
thanking

H(w\)u
admitting
R C U RN KV L
threatening

"(\_)..333)"
advising
"( ~)u
asserting
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"(ial g il Lgale Balg)"
Regarding figures of speech, his speech has also communicated pragmatic
meaning.
'«Le2ill' is @ synonymy for '« YY)’
| e skl is an antonym for s ¢ silay
and ‘slegdll e’ for 'slegdll,
'slegdll yne' for non-human being and there is an orientation to Muawiya and
his followers who are referred to as non-human. The reference to Muslims
and those who are, unintentionally, not following the right way is also
possible.
whereas 'sL¢dll' is @ metonym for human being.

Al-lmam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) also utilizes a metaphor and a
parallelism.

"al yela a8 and ' el pd Y e’ | ol sk Ll and 1 nd o s8a; L' and
"l s 8 ALY s and ‘sl s ol Ledde 3365 are employed as structures
of parallelism.

Al b g s’ e Wl 01N Jsie <5 )™ are utilized as metaphors. The
use of figures of speech are intentionally used to give speech more power.
Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.), finally, uses particular devices that show
politeness. For example, he uses "Ll 'agd SLI™ as indirect speech acts
where he indirectly addresses people in the sense that if you are following
Prophet Mohammed (God's blessing and peace be upon him and his
family), his speech is for you as well.

I.I. The logical argumentation part:

As far as Presenting a Standpoint Stage is concerned, Al-Imam Al-
Hasan (p.b.u.h.) provides a series of data and warrants to support his
standpoint (claim):

Ay Al Lia yST Sy JOT U c) 58 & Lol 5 5208 oS5 o pmansld [ GRS pudina b S s8]5)"
" (Ll Uy (un ) e b dlé cLibida )y Lilibua) g LS 4

The data:
o sl s ol g ile 4l o 4 gus pl g (e 4l il po Sl 2Dl ile o GISE T -
" gy Al Gra g gl
oslivg 4y e diw Ao OIS bl ) gl i Ao jial) 4SS 5 e ] 5 2557 -

el o 2L
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" (The warrant sy coslis g dff (2l ey o Ly (Ao ol ) Jgea 8
4o L™
S pal (il ol U lgs s 20 s ann sall 5 S0 ) s O 0 gl s Al sesy A U525
Vs il ¢pia s 5T U1 Y1 gy s ¥ 5
" (The warrant<is <¥/ Jew g 40/ Jows (a A2d)"
oY a5 llls ol Gy siea 4] Gurs iy (o s Ly e Al Lo il ) S5 -
Megins e g IS A il eclia Ul g iad e b il Lol 15 jas 4l (45 )la o 21
" sy oli g g lles 4l g aple ) oo V) Jsasy o Gl " -
) Lisilabs g i 45 ety 30k SS 5 cads (shrga S Sl Jpuy Lipal 25 -
Ml gs g g 4l (o Cppr pial] T il g oAl g g g 4 insais dale]
Mo Osiadl il Oy sldd] G sEiliad) ) (s e AU MF2E,
Co Y i g Al g Al 4 Lo A g s 5 A5 ) ) Gl s ] 516 ) 77
"(The warrant
i(Aa_m plic | &lilof Sl g midl) i po (583 (0 aSia 5 sty Y ) o Med ] JE 255 -
"(The warrant e Usay 4/ A aglols slilaly Ladled aglel SIS 5 )
Adi drwgg odn g o aglsly ligalyd"
Oler ¥ U sdons (il Uil 53 Y 5 L e ) Lisy (5] s ad e (po L5l (] 5 ) ciilaes 57
"o g il Ly Lol (pdll e Lo plf 6 Jead Y s
"(The warrant sud las/ A adly) dis U & g pdticg ae¥) guan a (ulilld)
Aa/ 4 Gla¥) A A at 4 LLig"
posniil Cpilly lai¥ls cusalead e Gals) siilally ) Mad 4 JE 28
"(Olaaly
"(The warrant cudiled! Juad Jag je 4l ) LaSh o pliledd) pran (Gl g¢9)"
Cildilad) o Cpdiladd) Gulos Juad ISE ooy A liad] g udliiad) Lo
DAY agill g s Gyl (3aS gl daiiall 5 jlac g g lad) Glin ailen) ) ( Mes 4B N5 255" -
(4l S 6 28 La
" (The warrant ¥/ sds il i 4d g clis 4bf fuew A 10laall 4¢9)"
gl Didd edac () jdea 95 jas dae ) g ile ) Lo al) J g ) Colaic ao IS 3" -
Mlls dile (Aol Jpus ) o] (o Lagro S i 6 clagie 4l
"(The warrant cpalia sdeat Jea g cagiv (o £/igdl) i 5 jas Mo 4 Jend) 7
e 4 o dl) sy o LagiltSal iy cagiss (o o lidy S ASDall ga Lages iy
Crtan G jas o g dule A o ) gy g cAda Lagl g Lagdl jla g 4[4
Ara | gagdiiad) gl o )agdid] Gt a8
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Sl Cis ) g y U 21 5l ¢ o 3all 8IS o i e 5Mall a5 je b i 4d 5"
Medana Jg dana o oo gl o]l 5d : N5 Sl
"(The warrant 4de 4/ Lw il Lo Sdluall pa Lide Ly o) alwa JS o gad)
Laly L ol
cn gl Lol (o Ul cn gl uliS 8 ) lgin ol g el s ) i) ol Nln5 bl o 5"
”&WLL;L[:: L&Aﬁjd—!‘éj/{kﬁﬁj ]
"(The warrant «ly 4ude &/ Lo 4ui 448 Jid Lad - taaf) 4y - Lilisld) 7
Lilad sy clges S 5 o 4l Lia iS5 L] S cic b iy dia dn 3/ Laa Lib iy Lin &/
Ao pils Ao
| gllai i ) o gl 5 olISH S 5 468 oana (s 4l g 4ule 4] Locr danal e i JLiS"
Sl e ) died eanid Joivi aF aSaadify Linadif g aSe i g e Luai 5 aSe L] 5 g L £ 2
H‘(
"(The warrant (xs «/ 4e (udi¥ (o Uy dule ) L ) gy g 3L )"
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Lia g4 9 4a o2y
Lali o1 i oS g5 anl] T s I 2Sie s Sl b 3y Lail) o Mad ] UG 25"
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Melily e odaase 8 de LAl il o) dew g dple 4V o A Jous ) sol 5" -
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)II
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s 385 gghaall dxsall 98 Cunll s iaiio Jusws 98 1 g o Y clghasia s g cla e
U g s (un ol e dll a8 cpdll s g ecnl) o Gmdd of Canll o) ) o Mei ] 5
"./_),e'ﬁhé‘j

Adab Al-Kufa Journal ISSN Print 1994 — 8999 Al i Aaa
No.55/P3 . Yg/ 00 )
Shaban 1444 / March / 2023 ISSN Online 2664-469X A XYY /AN EEE Gl




A Study of Pragmatic Argumentation: Analysis of Al-Imam Al-Hasan's (p.b.u.h.).............. (721)

"(The warrant «by e 4bf Lithe/ gl Sif «¥gs Cuad gt 1 Jopldd) lgl) "
duas) ol Uy 4le A o i Glead | e g IS 6 Juadl] (o 4y L
tile e s oopallell dan ) 4l alens (530 ¢ pial) g ) psll g ypdial] 3l il ol Ul 7
"Oals g e pall (g 2Ol
I.11. The dialectical argumentation part:

Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) mainly utilizes a set of successive
speech acts of stating, asserting and acclaiming to support his standpoint.
Such assertives speech acts are utterances that are employed to assert the
speaker's certain standpoint. Examples of these speech acts which are
intended to be performed are those of:

order
" ( )A\ )n
complaint
"( o}dﬁ )n
assertion

" s - el G Ul - ) Jal o)
The speech acts used here are conveyed to transmit a particular
meaning where they require certain actions. As per politeness, Al-Imam
Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) employs indirect speech acts in order not to hurt the
others' faces for example: (-<I<&). He supports these speech acts
mentioning Ayas from the Glorious Quran and citing acts of the prophets
of God and known proper names like (his grandfather from his mother
(Fatima Al-Zahra'a (peace be upon her)) Prophet Mohammed, his father
Ali bin Abi Talib, his uncle Jafar bin Abi Talib Al-Tayar- Prophet
Mohammed's brother, his uncle Hamza, Prophet Ibrahim, his mother
Fatim, his brother Al-Hussein, Um Salama and Haroon- Prophet Musa's
brother (p.b.u.t.)). This use is to render his speech acts more assertive. For
example, he explains how Prophet Mohammed (p.b.u.h.) mentions the
virtues of his family. Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) also utilizes nouns that
are concrete
SIS YB VA | RENON | R V) I 5 EP R G P X W e PR D e gD
") - A gl - ais
These concrete nouns are adequately and purposefully selected to remind
people of things that Muslims are supposed to believe in as these things
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are mentioned both in the Glorious Quran and said by the Messenger of
God and thus they are supposed to be agreed upon. Similarly, abstract
nouns
M(deadl) - Vs - i - Dliad - R pKE - e - en M) - 83lall - il - o gee)”
adjectives
" Osell -l -l o ekl - ade - de LAY
and verbs
- ) - JE -0 salSE - a - el - oS ek -l - ay - Jsd - Ll - S
VOSSN S LSRR § )[R JECIVR: ST S o v N YO 4 N O
u(,ﬂxé _
are used to achieve the same purpose. More important is that all these
constructions are employed to establish a coherent and cohesive speech
that is highly processed.
I.111. The rhetorical argumentation part:
Al-Imam, at this part, uses various figures of speech: metaphor "( '
Al Jsmy b A A Ay aloal) asad) s ol il ) pad) alll Nl il ol
O and s cpiasall g 2Dl ade e )" overstatement (emphasis) "(<é o S
aasl ol L day e A Ulacl 3 SH Y )" parallelism, repetition "(-aS ek
ek, Wbl V) dole-ljie, bt ol dal gadbocndl dal) oad)"
metonymy "(ae Jasss 58 )" Quranic reference "( cua )l oSie Cadil dil 3y 5 Ll
| nedad oS jedary <l Jal)”, Hadith reference, chiasmus "(be 585 4ie ()",
antonym "(zl-aul, el dll Wl ol s¥1)" synonymy, word shift, voice
shift, rhetorical question, a conditional structure "( ¢ S3 ¥ s ciad gb 3
daal aldll s adde dll loaag gl e 5 4liS 3 Juadll e 4 lias s da s e dll Uil )"
and comparison. Al-Imam Al-Hasan, here, to enhance powerfulness and
persuasiveness, utilizes certain figures of speech.

Il. Supporting the Standpoint Stage
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i il ol L Y ) A g oy lee o356 DA fgd i Ay D) ADEL Al D a8 dea Cp A slea S "
il A gy i i Cpgaidag (pua pllia Spdda o ST i AT L) g8 s e T e A ey Gl g D)
Labild Lial pia g calliah s il o ) QS 8 Lingas Linia g LUSST (o palill lon g elisldy o [ i el Lol o (g Lidy
ol o ¢ Lowell g the ¥ g ) g i) o | pras slill (3 ol ¢ LT Laasf iy mad) (385 Jonlansd ¥ U, Lol (n L] p Sl [l
Lof (gl L L glae b Cinaln L 130 g elalaill o g0 /5 puns 2l poini Lo oY g o Slissssla o dCilin) Ll oIS o in )15
Dpslen b il lid Cimas n o5 S ol S el ST Lo s e LT clael o e i g clgiien e il Cin ST
at_pol (Lp al ¥ cio ale] ot o agd s olof Sa g L pol Lol ol g Lo ll gl ) | Lom ) Jous y JF 28 g ey o blsial
co_y jgsAldli g oSS g ol iadleell Al v g lanal | 4ilS s il Lo s oo O 408y 1S 4T Lo A pea s Y sy
e ) L ) S LS 03 Crewss By 2 SLisll Al (i g AGS A gl ah g gt polic i e Ll g e fanll e ] git
] i G g ke i oo ) Sy 5Ty g i Y A Y e e G A s e 4 Al sl
gl o A g ll s il ) Aol sy 8 g et gl A0 LE &Ly s sl 3 LYl A g0lip 0 pmanss S i
o ol S by salal Ul ol mgrle aa g olg Lol mpale sag ol Lol s soyy 8 g o [ g Koy O o L pmenl Ll o 120 )
Ayl s o il hen LS s S 0 g cagolal Lo Ul ol agle g ol ¢ oyl Sty ol bl Gl g sl
Lo i s s o ] e g slinsls Lo el Usel Slle s sl scim Gl by sl g Loy i1 . e
Celeall ot Ll g Ll gl el aad al g Ui gpé Cantly g eadf) LSS 5 il o s ol 5 U GUISS, 5 gale oo o pinnialicd (s
PYAYYAY . \E Yoy ‘)_\_H) L Lot ity JILY

I1.1. The logical argumentation part:
In the logical argumentation part of this stage, Al-Imam (p.b.u.h.)
begins with a counter argument
" (dsles aiSE Ola) lg) udi f aly o) LRI 4] ) e j siaa p disles ) 5)"
to support his supporting standpoint (supporting claim)
Ul e ety aple 4l Ao 4l Jpus ) Slasd A 5 48] S 6 polilly alill o] GY <) 2l )"
" (W S i die o Cpiglne e sllie Gpise Canll Jaf i A
Al-Imam utilizes series of facts (data) and warrants which link the facts to
the supporting claim and the counter argument at this stage.
The data:
liags Linia g LSS o (ulil] Jan g elild ) Ao J iy clits Lialls (o s Lidy 48"
M gl (ro e ) 2] gl dabals Lol pia g sailiall g (il yo b LS S
"(The warrant «L_bd slocdl agibey dou g Al Jo8 [sraw (il G 4)"
As ) Suld gl L plSY g (Gl oY) 038 B L) Laly ¢SS )Yy
LaLidlf
claae/sf e Cina g elgiten e il Cin 3T Lol g iS5 g dglaa b Cinabs Lo 3] 7 -
o hlaialy dsleo b il (g Cinab s 8 S ol SIS lgal 4 5 lgrir i 8 Lgie LT
", e
ale) 38 o gty e s Lo gal ol iy Lo a5 tple bl Lo ] sy JE 255 7
"8 e (A L srn_p i Ylaw catdy ad el S ol V) e
ot jgs AR 5 olR] gyl ¢ Slesll e o g0 lniaf | 5ilS g o fii] pus] sis S 5265 "
M el e s 30 AR A (ke 28 5 gyl 4 L se Ll cfanll e ] siSe
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ol U jia e 4l o ¥ A J sy 4l g il ) oo ] Jps ) Lo ¥l 038 Crnans 25" -
" s i Y Y g i 0 e

A (5oliy cosmans a3 ks pgl dsai fps s ile dl o A Jsuiy L5l 255 7 -
" o ilil] agio 28 LAl ily ) ab_sel AT eY ol

Ul Ao Isranl Lol il A 4a i po | pds 4l aple 4l Lo A Sy zos 2857 -
oLl el agile ans al Ll cas 5o 585 et |5 S

"'(The warrant aeslal Ujse/ agde 139 39)"

Ml aly ity ali cplanal Ciliinl 5 a8 28l 5 0y ool S 265

"(The warrant -/ Jea LaS dew 4 Joa g sagulaf Lo Ul oo ] agule 23 9 ol9)

w4y 4ule L) LS

Mica ool blinl g Y il g 7 -
"'(The warrant iz Lo Gpalsy Llge/ dle cuta g olg)"
"o gile g 4a s 5 giriaiv] ua dew g ls Uag o 4l Jes 285 " -
Ulsel e ani aly olpe Cinglys da¥) LIS 47 Jpn dl] o dras A ol U SIS 7
My lgnns i Jia¥/ 5 Gicall 4 Lail g
I1.11. The dialectical argumentation part:

In this Supporting the standpoint Stage, Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.)
utilizes a counter argument through the use of a direct speech act (accusing)
which is traced through using the verbs

"6 e O dslae ) (R slae QiSE )"
showing that Muslims should not fear saying the truth. Then, he uses the
speech acts
of swear "(4V a5, Ll Laud diily andl)”
of supplication (s Lialla (e (5 ity 48)"
of assertion "(s_usas | puad s SIS | o jhd clawll agikey)"
of invitation "(p s=)"
of preaching "(<i | 588, | se 51 saansl, | saal 5 ) 80 )"
and of blame "(c_a Cx) b clindly s Y1 lba 8 5)"

He also utilizes indirect speech acts to preserve the faces of other
"(laa) e YU - Liagas linia - LUS) e (i)l Jas)"
IL.111. The rhetorical argumentation part:
The text above is also an excerpt of language that is highly elevated.
Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) uses abstract, concrete and proper nouns (as
well as verbs, adjectives and adverbs) and a variety of figures of speech
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such as a person and number shift (cf. Abdul-Raof, 2006) from (ui-1) to (u-
We),
metonymy
eland) agilac| b pind o) puad liagas Linia) WUSI Galll Jaa, Wi e 035 cpiiia)®
MDY 5 il oy o S| Lgiana e Ll L3S 1 Y, L kb
vocative
"L Ay slae b Camala L 130 )"
conditional structure
ISV 5 e (Vs ol cladl pgilae Al )y dll J8 | gman il () 0"
Al g adde Al Jloa dl Jpmsy o33 Moy kel 5l (G iasadl o1 oS3, 5 jumdh ) pund
"> s st a3 A Al J gy a0l
metaphor
aSe jha -3 Sl S Ll i - e @ (e s da ) - Ol AV ol b Clial L))"
"(asaalls ghadall oS el - e Sl
antonym
PR R IPRF FRE ' T TSN Al el — il pa elay — Gl Y ilal) _aaliy”
") - Gl - el il

synonym
"(es.mkﬂhu_!\}-es.\u:\s‘j ¢ ‘}Q}-\w\ c);.bses-tl\aéﬁ)"
vocative
"o L) - Y Al ealis - e Gl bl A DA S8 )"
repetition
- gxal eOlaala calay Aaw GA Liamy Lgiany ¢ Gapdilainl (Ul g2 ?@_«d‘: RO ?j )"
u(;’ué.)j\
parallelism

"D elad IS - il Ol g )"
Quranic reference
e 13 i Sladl ) slesy pall 4 gill Caund s - Goa () g lie s o814 alad (5 0 Ol 5)"
- Lol Llae agd Lixie) @bl JUS aa 5 siga Godll Wy oY) i ) O Cosall apaal
"(0sh IS Ll il 5 L g
hadith reference
e Al il ) W) Al Y 8 gl 3 g5 callln ) dead 4l s e Al s dl) sy J)"
"Rkl o5
comparison
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I Se O e Inant Lol &0 /o5 o i ALy 4l bl oo ] Jpus ) & s 255)"
b S5 Ay o maalad Ulsel agile a g ol Ulsel agile g ol L) b o) o4 4
Lo/ S 2y oy jgs 4l g olR gl 2Ot dle s s0 laal 5SSl )
piliy oy (ol IS Mg clinls Lo G pually Ulsel dlile Cioag sy cim ool b inls
"(agln Lo Ulse ] aguile 2n 5 sls _swais als oy ali tolaal Giliiul g
and overstatement (emphasis)
2y o5l Al e A Lo ) Jsuy oo Sla ) ojrally (3l (o plasadl) o1 oSS
"(A 9 g Nsaad Al A Jsu
All these rhetorical devices support Al-Imam'’s standpoint that he is the
right choice while his opponent is not.
I1l.  The Outcome Stage
G L ptad Al ) S i3 15 4 5 e ) L ) S 008 2a ) il 5 i G aesal) 21K [l (g
G0 ) = sln A 2 ST i il 38 il Y1 enSia S5 g w0 S g el S | b ¥ ) ) gl AT 4 5
eLbs ISy qaili g S5 el g Lo R0 3 ol Lail g ctin s aaf g Y il Sl Ll (i A1 8 Ly o) L e
¢ @il e gall il 5 o g 0] bl Cinis 588 Ll Gl Ll s el g il i il g Lucail) S iy stls L
e ) S s 5l g Aol g g Sl il i) YV DY Sl S g g el il and ) gl s ] (S 5 JE
e sl g Al e - Ud i oISl Y A sl o e e 65 Lo Y1 ng g ] sl Al g il
el Uit LSS it 5 5% g Gl Y 6 Y1 45 il S gl s s 13 i sl el Gpil] g ) alg) ik 5
Ol oS sl 5 5012 S0 e o g Gl ) sl oS gt gl gl 5 ) g 5 g I sl gl (Lol Ll
MTASYAY Dz YooV 6 ) el e e nSLall s 50 S Lol T3 s S 0T s gmnl 5
I11.1. The logical argumentation part:
Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) ends his pragmatic argumentation with
this concluding standpoint
ULy e ab) A b Jsusy 03 Dl o piall s 5 pliall (o psadl] 5l bSil [ pulil) Lgah)"
" (Ol 2 ol Vg ) |5l ¢ RS e g g e Lgn Al sl Jps ) a5 5 505
The data:
" slen () odw JLils - I3 Comils 2 il s V) iaSio G 5 2S5 a8 5" -
"(The warrant cws J liay a<t i 4l 5 13 L)
(2L il o IS 5 il il Lo 330 o il Lail 5 edin & pis anf ey Y ) fulill gy -
Meals ¥ L lhs S,
" 2l _pdaialy Glasd Cixdif i larl lgagdf udadl] CilS 25" -
e adil o pall dl 5 8 5 o] piiall Credi 0 L) il Lald” -
il el Y/ Y 5 Cgall 5 58 5 scillls of dard Ul g dple U o dl] S gy JET -
dia (55 Lo Y1 anyg 4l sy 4Ly ile bl (Ao ] Sy 550 Ly Aol gy Lo &l
"(The warrant s o/ i) - LUsud pé aglS (ulilf a 22 L arlg)"™
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O padl s juas 3] s Cilieal] G sleny Gpill Do gill sl g) chn g o Al JsE " -
" (Lell Ll agd Lisie | &lil ] IS aa 5 (55 g (il Y 5 Y Caii il
2y el A dea ) aSie Clgad 5 il grnl g 4 /55 ol | seand [l " -
Yo sandl s Shhll aS el 5 o Sl aSe jla
"'(The warrant s Ls g alily L gasa jLif)"
I11.11. The dialectical argumentation part:

Al-Imam at this stage (The Outcome Stage) ends his pragmatic
argumentation with the speech acts of stating, commanding, asserting,
interdicting, warning, advising and accusing.

I1L.111. The rhetorical argumentation part:

Finally, Al-Imam_al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) supports his standpoint here at
this part with the use of various figures of speech: if conditional structure
in the present simple tense where he conveys to people the message that it
is not too late yet, overstatement (emphasis), rhetorical question,
comparison (where he implies that you have the chance now to choose the
right side but when you are dying it will be too late to regret), antonym,
repetition, parallelism, understatement, metaphor, metonymy, Hadith
reference, Quran reference. He (p.b.u.h.) ends with a metonymy

"(se) & e e Q)"
It has the meaning that (2>l peace) is not for all people who are present
but it is only for those people who track God's guidance. Thus, Al-Imam
(p.b.u.h.) indirectly and purposefully refers to Muawiya and his followers
who are not following God's legislations.

5.4.2. Results

The aim of this subsection is to verify the hypotheses and the results
that are calculated using the statistical methods. The results show that
pragmatic argumentation involves three stages: Presenting a Standpoint
Stage, Supporting the Standpoint Stage and The Outcome Stage. Each
stage of pragmatic argumentation contains three parts: logical
argumentation (realized through data, warrant and claim), dialectical
argumentation (represented by speech acts) and rhetorical argumentation
(recognized via the use of various figures of speech). The calculated results
are presented in Table (1) below:
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Table (1): The frequencies and percentages of the Analysis

No. Pragmatic Argumentation Frequency | Percentage
Strategies
Presenting a Standpoint Stage
Logical Argumentation Part
1. | Data 22 68.75%
2. | Warrant 10 31.25%
3. | Claim 1
Total 32 100%
Dialectical Argumentation Part
1. | Stating 35 47.94%
2. | Acclaiming 23 31.50%
3. | Asserting 14 19.17%
4. | Advising 1 1.26%
Total 73 100%
Rhetorical Argumentation Part
1. | Parallelism 32 28.82%
2. | Repetition 20 18.01%
3. | Overstatement 19 17.11%
5. | Quranic Reference 8 7.20%
6. | Metaphor 7 6.30%
8. | Antonym 7 6.30%
9. | Synonymy 5 4.50%
10. | Hadith Reference 4 3.60%
11. | Metonymy 4 3.60%
12. | Comparison 3 2.70%
13. | Chiasmus 2 1.80%
Total 111 100%
Supporting the Standpoint
Stage
Counter argument 1
Logical Argumentation Part
r . -
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No. Pragmatic Argumentation Frequency | Percentage
Strategies
1. | Data 11 73.33%
2. | Warrant 4 26.66%
3. | Supporting Claim 1
Total 15 100%
Dialectical Argumentation Part
1. | Stating 8 20%
2. | Asserting 8 20%
3. | Accusing 8 20%
4. | Blaming 7 17.5%
5. | Supplicating 5 12.5%
6. | Acclaiming 2 5%
7. | Commanding 1 2.5%
8. | Swearing 1 2.5%
Total 40 100%
Rhetorical Argumentation Part
1. | Parallelism 30 28.84%
2. | Repetition 23 22.11%
3. | Metonymy 11 10.57%
5. | Metaphor 8 7.69%
6. | Overstatement 8 7.69%
7. | Comparison 6 5.76%
Rhetorical Question 4 3.84%
Synonymy 4 3.84%
. | Hadith Reference 4 3.84%
10. | Quranic Reference 3 2.88%
11. | Antonym 2 1.92%
12. | Chiasmus 1 0.96%
Total 104 100%
The Outcome Stage
Logical Argumentation Part
r . -
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No. Pragmatic Argumentation Frequency | Percentage
Strategies
1. | Data 7 70%
2. | Warrant 3 30%
3. | Asserting Claim 1
Total 10 100%
Dialectical Argumentation Part
1. | Asserting 9 37.5%
2. | Stating 6 25%
3. | Reprimanding 4 16.66%
4. | Blaming 2 8.33%
5. | Acclaiming 1 4.16%
6. | Commanding 1 4.16%
7. | Warning 1 4.16%
Total 24 100%
Rhetorical Argumentation Part
1. | Parallelism 19 26.76%
2. | Repetition 13 18.30%
3. | Antonym 9 12.67%
5. | Overstatement 6 8.45%
6. | Quranic Reference 5 7.04%
7. | Comparison 4 5.63%
Chiasmus 3 4.22%
Synonymy 3 4.22%
. | Metonymy 3 4.22%
10. | Rhetorical Question 2 2.81%
11. | Hadith Reference 2 2.81%
12. | Metaphor 2 2.81%
Total 71 100%
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6. Conclusions

The current study has come up with the following conclusions:
1. The use of logical argumentation, dialectical argumentation and
rhetorical argumentation gives importance to a new matter that can be used
in the analysis of a text. The pragmatic argumentation model developed by
this study (see Figure (5) above) which can be applied to religious speeches
or other genres is essential to text studies and the comprehension of the
message.
2. Pragmatic argumentation is a process that involves three stages:
Presenting a Standpoint Stage, Supporting the Standpoint Stage and The
Outcome Stage. Each stage involves the use of three complementary and
interdependent parts: logical argumentation (realized through data,
warrant and claim), dialectical argumentation (triggered via speech acts)
and rhetorical argumentation (represented by the use of figures of speech).
The advocates and the opponents measure the criteria of the process (i.e.
pragmatic argumentation) presented by the speaker checking whether
these criteria are satisfied or not and accordingly pragmatic argumentation
is considered acceptable and convincing or not where they (i.e. the
audience: advocates and opponents) take the appropriate decision.
3. A communicative, as well as a persuasive function, have been utilized
in Al-Imam Al-Hasan's speech. The logical argumentation function
pervades throughout the speech and is regarded as a core. The speaker has
to ensure the fulfillment of both functions: communicative and persuasive.
Both functions are important on the basic ground that the failure of one
function breaks down communication. Particular strategies have been
employed to achieve the two functions: (logical argumentation strategies,
dialectical argumentation strategies and rhetorical argumentation
strategies. Certain strategies have been more frequent than others.
However, they all aim at rendering the speech more cohesive and coherent
(see Table (1) above).
4. Inthe context of religious speeches, there are two aims: communication
as well as persuasion. Muslims have to perform actions that are preferred
and this is clear via the percentages and frequencies shown above in Table
(). Various aspects of our life this kind of text touches and it has an
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essential role in its crucial effect on Muslims' life. This study is important
since it contains all the highest objectives and exalted values as carrying
them out in our real life could make people reach the peak of the zenith of
humanity. Consequently, Al-Imam Al-Hasan (p.b.u.h.) has no way left for
him but the obligation to accept this treaty because no serious followers he
has.

5. It is worth mentioning to state that this study of ‘pragmatic
argumentation’ incorporated by the three aspects (logic, dialectics and
rhetoric) provides a valuable account of Arabic theoretical linguistics.

6. Finally, it is found that the analytical model (this study developed) is
useful and adequate for the analysis of the speech under scrutiny.

References

The Glorious Quran

Aal-Yasin, Shaykh Radi (2008). Sulh al-Hasan: The Peace Treaty of al-
Hasan. Qom: Ansariyan Publications.

Abdul-Raof, Hussein (2006). Arabic Rhetoric: A Pragmatic Analysis.
New York: Routledge.

Al-Hashimi, Ahmed (1999). Jawahir Al-Balagha fi Al-Ma'ani, Al-
Bayan wa Al-Badi (The Gems of Rhetoric in Word Order,
Figures of Speech and Embellishment). Cairo: Egyptian Library.

Al-Hindawi, Fareed, Hussein Mayuuf, and Waleed Ridha Al-Juwaid
(2017). "Basic Tenets of Rhetorical Pragmatics”. Kufa Arts

Journal 1 No. 31: 9-32.
https://journal.uokufa.edu.ig/index.php/kufa_arts/article/view/617
1

Ali, Ahmed (1984). Al-Quran: A Contemporary Translation.
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Al-Juwaid, Waleed Ridha (2019). The Pragmatics of Cogent
Argumentation in British and American Political Debates.
Newcastle: Cambridge Scholars Publishing.

Al-Juwaid, Waleed Ridha and Abbas Deygan (2016). A Pragmatic Study
of Strategic Maneuvering in Political Interviews. Deutschland:
Lambert Academic Publishing.

Adab Al-Kufa Journal ISSN Print 1994 — 8999 Al i Aaa

No. 55/ P3 . v/ 00 anl)
Shaban 1444 / March / 2023 ISSN Online 2664-469X A Y XY /AN EEE ek




A Study of Pragmatic Argumentation: Analysis of Al-Imam Al-Hasan's (p.b.u.h.)............... (733)

Al-Jwaid, Waleed Ridha (In press). "Pragmatic Stylistics Strategies in Al-
Imam Mohammad Al-Baqir's (p.b.u.h.) Will to Jabir Al-Jafi".
Journal of College of Basic Education for Educational and Human
Sciences.

Al-Jwaid, Waleed Ridha and Christopher Tindale (2022). "The Logical
Pragmatics of Arguments in Argumentation”. Journal of the
College of Education for Women 33 no. 1. 1-15.
https://doi.org/10.36231/coedw.v33i1.1559

Andone, Corina (2014). "Pragmatic Argumentation in European Practices
of Political Accountability”. Argumentation 29:1-18 DOI
10.1007/s10503-014-9334-2

Arberry, A. J. (ed.) (1996). The Koran Interpreted: A Translation. Vol.
2. New York: Simon & Schuster.

Beaugrande, Robert (1980). Text, Discourse and Process Toward a
Multidisciplinary Science of Texts. New Jersey: Ablex
Publishing Corporation.

Bonta, Raluca (2008). "Stylistics and Persuasion”. Stylistyka, 17: 223—
244,
Pobranozhttps://czasopisma.uni.opole.pl/index.php/s/article/view/
3663

Damer, T. Edward (2013). Attacking Faulty Reasoning. 7th ed.,
Wadsworth: Cengage Learning.

Eemeren, Frans H. and A. Francisca Snoeck Henkemans (2017).
Argumentation: Analysis and Evaluation. 2nd ed., New York:
Routledge.

Eemeren, Frans H. and Rob Grootendorst (1992). Argumentation,
Communication, and Fallacies: A Pragma-Dialectical
Perspective. New Jersey: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Inc.

Eemeren, Frans H., Bart Garssen, Eric C. W. Krabbe, A. Francisca Snoeck
Henkemans, Bart Verheji, and Jane H. M.Wagemans (2014).
Handbook of Argumentation Theory. New York: Springer.

Hamble, Dale (2005). Arguing: Exchanging Reasons Face to Face. New
Jersey: Lawrence Erblaum Associates, Inc.

Adab Al-Kufa Journal ISSN Print 1994 — 8999 Al i Aaa

No. 55/ P3 . v/ 00 anl)
Shaban 1444 / March / 2023 ISSN Online 2664-469X A Y XY /AN EEE ek



https://doi.org/10.36231/coedw.v33i1.1559
https://czasopisma.uni.opole.pl/index.php/s/article/view/3663
https://czasopisma.uni.opole.pl/index.php/s/article/view/3663

A Study of Pragmatic Argumentation: Analysis of Al-Imam Al-Hasan's (p.b.u.h.)............... (734)

Hickey, Leo (1993). "Stylistics, Pragmatics and Pragmastylistics.” In
Revue belge de philologie et d'histoire, tome 71, fasc. 3. Langues
et littératures modernes — Moderne taal- en letterkunde. pp. 573-
586. http://www.persee.fr/doc/rbph_0035-
0818 1993 num_71_3_3890.

Ihnen, Constanza (2012). “Instruments to Evaluate Pragmatic
Argumentation: A Pragma-Dialectical Perspective”. In F.H. van
Eemeren and B. Garssen (eds.), Topical Themes in
Argumentation Theory: Twenty Exploratory Studies,
Argumentation Library 22, DOI 10.1007/978-94-007-4041-9 10,
Amsterdam: Springer Science+Business Media B.V.

Johnson, Ralph H (2000). Manifest Rationality: A Pragmatic Theory of
Argument. New Jersey: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates Publishers.

Leech, Geoffrey (1983). Principles of Pragmatics. London: Longman.

Leech, Geoffrey and Michael H. Short (2007). Style in Fiction: A
Linguistic Introduction to English Fictional Prose. London:
Longman.

Osisanwo, W (2003). Introduction to Discourse Analysis and
Pragmatics. Lagos: Femolous - Fetop Publishers.

Searle, John R. and Daniel Vanderveken (1985). Foundations of
Illocutionary Logic. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Shubar, Abdullah (2007). Jala'a Al-Uyun (Clarifying Eyes). Vol. 1, 1st
Ed., Beirut: Dar al-Murtada for Printing, Publishing and
Distribution.

Wenzel, J. W (2006). "Three Perspectives on Argument: Rhetoric,
Dialectic, Logic." In Perspectives on Argumentation: essays in
honor of Wayne Brockriede by Robert Trapp, Janice Schuetz and
Wayne Brockriede, 9-26. New York: Idebate Press.

Widdowson, H.G (2007). Discourse Analysis. London: Oxford.

Adab Al-Kufa Journal ISSN Print 1994 — 8999 Al i Aaa

No. 55/ P3 . v/ 00 anl)
Shaban 1444 / March / 2023 ISSN Online 2664-469X A Y XY /AN EEE ek



http://www.persee.fr/doc/rbph_0035-0818_1993_num_71_3_3890
http://www.persee.fr/doc/rbph_0035-0818_1993_num_71_3_3890

