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Argument and Nonverbal Communication:
Visual Argument as a Case Study

Said Bentajar
University Rabat — Morocco

Abstract

This paper deals with the relation between argument and image, and with
the possibility of broadening the concept of “argument” to include “visual
argument”. We claim that there is a similarity between the verbal argument
and visual argument, and that the obstacles of theorizing visual arguments are
the same as those that were on the road of studying “verbal argument.“ The
aim is to refute some theoretical basis that opponents of “visual argument”

based on to object the possibility and occurrence of this kind of argument.

Keywords: Argument; Image; Visual argument.
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