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Abstract:

This article aims at presenting a panoramic scene of the status que of
rhetoric in the Anglo-Saxon world from 1980 to 2015. The goal is to
make the Arab reader acquainted with the contemporary approaches and
methodologies in rhetoric and enhance the possibilities of making use of
these contributions in the Arab rhetorical studies.

To achieve this goal, I introduce six contemporary rhetorical
approaches to the Arab readers. I show the theoretical foundations of
each approach, its research topics and analytical frameworks. In
particular, I try to reply two main questions: (1) what are the core
contributions of each approach; (2) How the Arab rhetoricians could
benefit from i1t? I conclude with a list of the topics that Arab researchers
may work on and a very short list of further readings.

Keywords:

Audience rhetoric-Reception- Addresses- Communication studies
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