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New rhetoric and crisis of Cartesian rationalism
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Abstract
In this article, we approach a moment of epistemological tension, between the great
Rationalism, founded by (Descartes) on the logic of evidence and calculation, and
this new rhetorical reason, engendered by the contemporary crises of knowledge and
‘ethics. A tension caused by the loss of the foundations and transgression of the
uniqueness of the logical view of reality. Now the world around us is rhetorical
discourse, practiced by all to influence and self-influence: this is the rhetorical
empire.

Keywords:  New rhetoric, argument theory, logic, buy-in, convince, persuasion,
evidence, speech.
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