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Norm  dynamic deontic logic and representation of legal knowledge

Zhou zhen-xiang

Politics and law school of South China normal university = Guangzhou 510631 China

Abstract Hume divided propositions into two types  fact-proposition and value-proposition  Various
social norms raised in agreement with value propositions Logicians formed deontic logic or normal logic
by researching these norms and normal propositions .Deontic logic is moving forward dynamic logic from
static logic Researching and developing of the deontic logic has an role that can not be replaced for

representation of legal knowledge.
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