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

 Summary : 

 

Our research studies a group of orbital theories 

ancient and contemporary, including: the theory of 

pilgrims dialectical, the classical theory of pilgrims 

rhetoric with Aristotle, the new theory in the pilgrims 

rhetorical with new Alerstian as Chaïm Perlman and 

Olbrechts  Tyteca, the theory of pilgrims language 

with J. Anscomber and Oswald Ducrot, the theory of 

orbital discourse with Ruth Amossy and Michel 

Mayer and others, the theory of natural logical 

pilgrims with Jean- Blaise Grice, and pragmatic 
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pilgrims theory associated with speech acts and 

conversational implicature. 

  

This study concludes the review of the most 

important principles of orbital approach at the level 

of analysis and the application procedure.
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