et Ay, O AEY glgo] Fsto
— ol AEHIF A THALE} 11 249 3t & o] =3 —

o
1z
ol

[, elAE: IS8t 11 24, 1402a2-28
I, 7§ 718k =9
I, olej~gd# 2o A 7Ny

v, A4g4: 4599 7%
vV, et £gEs A
(BEXE)

Bl (AW dolnt ARA Aol UnlR, ofelameese] 44t
SPol A (AZHA) SAA T B2te] SARAo] L 4 1 B
Ajgo] AT S oz 075 Wk WEL o] 2 sgue) S
Qo] BB ERAG ol AR AL T19) T4 I 24004 AE
o o] 32 YAES W uput] AFE BAY EEAS FUOE S
AN eeld 728 AEGORH T30] oA US| NS Ul
13 G o] ol BAHOR SAlo] ofH £.9] IAE At HlolE

o) 231,

©

S| 1 AN, A5, 0F, FE, 512w At

=

* et Aokt g



112 Q&g A52%

dow Bm gl SAAol AT 48 Solrkrm fApeolels]
miohel ok A$7t olek. “shemrel 44 1

th 2 2E o) SARIE AAESHE A Atho] R AZSHA 5
2 FHolalo] glofAct. (

frk ol AR AL A9 ¥
AAFESE o] of(HZT|ADA) °
Aol WAL 2mapel Hold E sMa} N L
a7 Slute) Aol Be o

£ o] G TASIAE A el Thoz el e
CHEAIE, S2THe] A (AR I 2444 AEHOE =9
.

:J-
m-lo olN
2
1
re

"geAbety 1L 244004 B12Rke] Satelol g ThE WAl 1 e 4
Apde] AL ofUlet Ale] MK et B4, & EEAS 1=
She Alolth & o 7H EEAT} A4S SRS of 2o wile
upAeh o WA EEA, of2ul héshA el (Gt eAPe) o)
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o4l o]7]= dlut Feto] EHoJ(H2AEIZA) YAt THEZ] Folst= (OI2IAER
A) 2YAESY AREE AR = BEEOIZAEA)E, ol2EHY 2 L
‘Ao 7)/a el HFHL P ARl WA qich

2) o|AL theol ERo| wlE ZHoltk C. Rapp, Aristoteles, Rhetorik: Ubersetzung,
Einleitung und Kommentar, 2 Bde. Berlin: Akademie, 2002. 5E0] o}& 7[X|& &
Sl= e 9ok d¥FoE e & 4tk G. Kennedy, Aristotle On Rhetorlc
A Theory of Civic Discourse, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007; C.D.C. Reeve,
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Solde T v AAReR Sojdle A% & sk Aotk
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Sl ol T AT HESuts Hole ke olFA HE 4 Stk
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9) T. Cole, “Who was Corax?”, Illinois Classical Studies 16 (1991), pp. 65-84 ZF=.
MAEA AN|2|FA(Adversus mathematicos 2, 96-99)7} Adl= ofAlo] uf=2w, SHHS
AT A&} EAokAe} 7F2 0] ti7tE FaR7|R Rt 2712 ElAJoRATL
Aol A AL 548 o 2B Aol ey BlAlokAE AZRE FE ik
Hoh 23t 3gArt a5 Age] dzich AaAoA Zgie =S Aok EAJokx
L ofl AOIHE #IRE A oo g BrkL. Aol Hehe FURS
ok M7} ol Zol7] holx, $AdiH, St A Awel Zo|nw gt
Aolth, 53] EuA gAlokATHE I A2lof]l AAE g9k B ofu] AAo|
L& HAokie wolRnh 48k FRALE 92 Fojung =5 A5 e}t
QAL Hasieete vz ek Aojth Aol a] 47 Aol ofF] ¢l7] wiio]
ok Al zote] Aied F Abe] el =8¢ & Faid Azte] et
T A yEew FHegol tial i Wileth “3E 7k 2 golgylr
(ek kakou korakos kakon d[ilon). 128]2~0] & ‘korax’ (7)), ‘kakos’ (L, TH),
‘olilon’ (P2 Wsolgk Aolth



Sk Setho] Z4A QX goml 1 ojd WEE elHow Awwy
237] wholth.10) 2iT) AH4o] ulZo] B u AAlo] Fe AAM= 9l
watA) gheh, Aol sbek = Aolth ol 4 A4l F1zske] =
wg w7jo] B4 Jhed 7] muoleta Had.

T AR A9 olwrl. o] =l oA ok w} uRiA R
A310] 22 WA AHARolA] ek AT L ol ok a v

al
QLo Y Fio] 7] whizelth. ol wehAg of oA

10) M. Kraus, “Early Greek Probability Arguments and Common Ground in Dissensus”,
in: Hans V. Hansen, Christopher W. Tindale, J. Anthony Blair, Ralph H. Johnson,
David M. Godden (Eds.), Dissensus and the Search for Common Ground, OSSA
Conference Archive. 92 (2007), p. 3.

11) Kraus (2007), p. 3.

12) 47169 2.8 oAH Mal(zzstoldAs)e] BAlolth. ojeh BasAE o
o gz A, “AEY glo] B Mol AR ZAlske] APAIRIZ: ofelAEde
20 T80 Lhots “HEe Qi 7o) Q1A A9, SAtstE lETistaT
2, TRIESA; A505 (2021), 15.

13) M. Gagarin, “The nature of proofs in Antiphon”, Classical Philology 85 (1990), p.
30: “the reverse argument from eikos”; “Probability and persuasion: Plato and early
Greek rhetoric”, in: 1. Worthington (Ed.), Persuasion: Greek Rhetoric in Action,
London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1994, p. 51: “the ‘reverse probability’ argument”.
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14) 72 Sl Batdahy, 7] WE sk 4504 o], 500 REle] AEOR 715
3ttt R. Janko, Homer, Hesiod and the Hymns. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1982, pp. 140-43 %%
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15) G. Goebel, Early Greek Rhetorical Theory and Practice: Proof and Arrangement in
the Speeches of Antiphon and Euripides. Phil. Diss. University of Wisconsin, Madison,
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18) Kraus (2006), p. 133; (2007), p.
of thet FEE= AZIA E& 5 Utk
19) o9} AAA= the =X J. Allen, “Aristotle on the value of ‘probability’,
persuasiveness, and verisimilitude in rhetorical argument”, in: V. Wohl (Ed.),
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Probabilities, Hypotheticals, and Counterfactuals in Ancient Greek Thought, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press 2014, pp. 47-64.
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20) tJFEAQ] o= Kennedy (2007)0]ch.
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{Abstract)

On the Lack of Persuasiveness
of the Apparent Enthymemes
— Illustrated by an Example
in Aristotle’s Rhetoric 11,24 —

Hahn, Seokwhan

Just as in dialectics deduction is divided into dialectical and eristic, so
in Aristotle’s Rhetoric deduction is divided into rhetorical and only
apparent. The latter leads the hearer to a fallacy. In his Rhetoric 11.24,
Aristotle deals with the topics used in the only apparent deduction. In
this article, I show why the apparent deduction is unconvincing by
examining the one discussed in the last topos. This study also explains to
a large extent where the persuasiveness of rhetorical deduction comes

from.

Key Words : the Apparent Deduction, Endoxa, Fallacy, Persuasiveness,
Probability
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