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FAG—AF S FIRR AR 2 (valid) #iEf R4 (invalid) #$HEZ A4k R
. HREHEZG, Gl ANRZEGFGEEE, §EREA ZULGAFAIN
(precise canons) Fe#H X #947:4 (purely formal standards). '

SERTE “ @7 HRIRHR I UL E BRI IR X 7y« 25T PPk, BLREE
BICEEZ T IIETERES, VS DCRBU#IE — MBIEI 458 %z, B
FEFHE XA GV A B NAXSZ o AL S, WERBEIACGE AN — AWK Cexplicit)
WUEHAE A ih, A EINAE —DEE R Gimplicit) WIERISNE AAIARF S,

ST iE Cargument ), BACIZ HEA A l LAX 2 M AEFE A Ginformal YA R (Formal )
PP, BriR AR R UE, 78 AARE T TP R CPA 7 “BTBLY “ kel W 5E 3
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AR — NP8 MR uE T 7R — o A SO a2 1n) 4518 i I, FFARIH B —
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A JERTHE, A R41. WA, PR s w2 JE AR (proof).

—MNBUERI SR 7 NSRS, SORARRT T — 2 M e s e 5 1, A B
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KT UE VAL (B0 BARE SRAT AW 2 N8R K, — N (good) R IEMZ&—AN 1]
SEM) Csound) WRUE, TR UEIA 2] FEVE 1) 7853 0 A A iU PR L ST HAHERRAT 2%, (H i) i
LETIARE NN “ IO R 2 I UEA 8 E %M (the validity of arguments as such),
BRI FEISUE I BAT (subject-matter)” *, Xt it, B2 TRiHEMIEME, AZHEE
PRUE A S 15 o IXAME RO B AT X S UE 1A S AL B ST E AL R A0
Wl —, SHE LR

4o R AN A X4 F2% 4 (completely rational ), AR 44152 3% RARAR 2 B A AT4%
YA BASIEFF VIR, 12 b, ATF FRAR L LR IE. RERANL EABATIRE
WIEFTHUIR, 7 R 2T S 69 E P pLAR.,

JREZ, R DA RARUEVR, Al B 188 B S AT A0S S8 ez, At
AN B Bl UL S AT AR A B . AR, A PP IR IE R FEAARAE, AR T RE
THAGZAE R RO 23, AIE A B BRSO T A B (rationality) ML
5o

WIS FE, IUARIZ R IR B XA 20 (sm i AR s . — 5T, X RS
HEHL LR ELME (truth-preservation) A 25 DI, BRI — AN RECHE L DA 200 Aff DR A I 1 iy 2 41
WIS, H—J71H, NSRRI ARG X — R, B “WHERIAEH TR
FEURA AR S 0], B SR 26 5 ) 7E S - 3845 —1) (to be global in scope).” * FHif “id&
FHFATA AL 7 “AESa L ARG —1) 7, SR i 1 S IAR 2 AR ) e ER AT o B AR N 2507
T BRI, 15 B AT R EIX — AR A DR —Fh O TR IE DAL ()53 3= X Cuniversalistic) 7.3%.

AT R 1 5 -5 e REUR [ o SEAEAT A S AN T 2 (IR, IX A B G2 AR il 118
e (BEERIEARUE) AR N & A AR — AP0, WIME S i F AR 5 R AR
AL, WA AR LR K EE P, SR I« |MCPTiil “s8i# 7+5
=12, SF s, BT R S MR AR, ARSI M L,
HITFBA DI P AR AR UL AT, R FBEAR AT 58225 SE pr ARG T IR IESE B . 3
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W7 OHEW SRS AR AEXRH 5N, AR S O 2 M AR A LS 55
SRAEAE B AT EAE REANRIGHIALE T, AR S EIRBS B Hi ek S8l ok T
R 2 T8 T LB, PR AT 3, e AE HH AR, R AER AT PR
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REMTER)FH, M0 NAZIE E AT 5 AP BB B 57 P ORI S AN P 5 .t
v, AFERIRUE SR — M B 3 1 A T — XU (BT Z (83T,
Do W B BORIGINL B AT3h 08 H I 515 AC s ig 7 (argumentation) .
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HRE 4 A % AtedEF Xabie M Xk, FA45 50 . = b Ae T i 69 2 ARk Rk e,
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B, AR SRR AL KAL) A% AL IR 55 D ANOURIHE T A ARTE S I EE . 2
wAERERIL i HAE AR SR UERE R T e (1 S oA F A JFi—— M & T Bl DL BR
W BESRIGR L PRAT 34 H A A 8] 15 TE A b g ik, AR T — R AR AhE S
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FERTEAE T, e SEBR U B AR 20 MR R F A5 Bk A o

HEFEH PO A S EYE R DhRE, A0 8 25 5 2 TR HEER U 25 0 — Bl [ B o S —
JEA M BEE ST (calculusratiocinator) . ANk, fEBXHERLFRISUE K LA LA, BURIEH
SR b 2 T HERE R R TS CAEAT (R AT L 7 S R R A 25 TR 2 A SR B e AT T BT AR B 1)
FEPE, RUAEEEPEE VAR B Bl . TR P A AR S T X R
fift, IAZHZEZOT A BB T —UA A R AR R, BLE AR 1
WELE G Ay, 76 SE PR YRR 2 A, DIANES B Rk EL AR A 25 16 RS # B el v 4k o BAG IR
JETFWEGE, 5TV . B — 71, WiRTpTid, BRI 42 BT LAE A A A S E Al bR UE,
—ANE L A R A e AR — i e R IE I TSR | A R S — D)
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R R A Z T L ST R B RO e S . A
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RO MRS B . RHEUA R T RN HE S A A BRIV I A N, —F i,
T SCATIZ ) AN Ay B ST 5 1 A S et T e T B I B AT R S R A8 XAk T A B
A PR ER A M 5
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EH G B E2E 2 J) (Postmetaphysical Thinking) 5, i J1 5 i (Jirgen Habermas)
M ORI L2E B YE” (metaphysical thinking) SKHERS P67 (64827 24 1) -0 AR ), B4
AT ETesE, b K, AR, BRI T BRSO 3 LB S % . X
—AEGIERFFE Z — RS S A R SRR . AR E S AR, AR
MG B 5 PORHEX SIS I RS, SIEETE, WS, JECAAAE R S5 [T T 4
(KRR, © Bl 19 tHRL0 LI S RIS, P2 5 T MEL 1 X, A 5 1 e )
S T AANERT R IR (R A BEE b it Al 3 SO SEARAL T 0L AR BEAL i B AR & T
THEH . X AR A R 2 S A EE 2 R R R e e, A B P
(situated reaon) [RIACKT H, BPERMEAS BRI 2 AR AR IR D) S AR AR AP AT . 4EE
R ) AR TR TR VR, AR BRSO D S AR G B BE, HI4E « ke 55 Wi iR )= 4544,
PR IR A SCIA v S8 2 SO 7 S R S R T A5, AL T X R B Se 30 Ak T R ER
TR E e AR R L% .
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CABE A RTHE, QnAnT 25 - BRI AR & DA A T g B UE (R B At ol T %5 2 & BT84
56 0 SRR () A BPE S R T RGO 0 . 1R AR U7 v e, D st SRR I R A
PR AR G R — 1 Rl 52 @ e 7 vk MNERR Iy, 0 AR 16 2
PEAL, HHER (Hilary Putnam) $i& i, X B0 50 3 = SCRITEBE = SCIRAL I ok B R AL 2
AR, FESZIEBEA O B 6 FE SR A AN R G (A Y. FEME R,
AL BEVE R M (transcendence) 5 IN7EYE (immanence) 2 (8] R FF—FlPay.  «PEVEEE
FENTER (ANBELE BARITE S U AR B 2 AN R I SURHR R RATTERL A T
BRI FI R 2 AT A I RO R S &) o 7 22 ks DL [ ok, R R L2
B BEHME” 15 T b2 S B P AR 1Rk 3 SR A2 SRR ARE, (R ST B
ARG HETEE TR, AR AN AT A v 1) . X E R U, s YE (universality)
FEEME Ccontextuality) 76155555 PR IS BLAS 5 a2 il I e — e 11

P ALFHLIE T F RO AR R 09, f2 A HF— AN R IF6 56T, A Bk AR
RAFARG I Z A, EEARG RS T HIRE R, B RIEL IR MR RS AR
EHRAFGER, ©

MG PEVE ) SR B AR, M 1 5 Sk R BHIE S oRT IR PEVERE 25,
XA SRR AEZ AT ST L B ARR B AR A2 A PR CRRIRUEREIR ) A2 e iy P
W EE LS I L G

MAANVUS I JE 3G, M (B [2ES (description) 5 RIE (prescription) Sl Hk
AWM. SEFEEE CGnitie) hihid ZmESx iy (the given) A ZRAA N E A
.o Brigseik, fare “eiS52 i 2, f5 bt d T RSB Ed, ki S ImA L
BAFERAEIE 7, Prif e, MRS “LUE& L, LSainzmmms” Y %
PIRFRRUL, S ZRIRAEE 2, TR ARSI, ORI A RERA . AR I 32 1)
W, EAIXXCEART RS (B MRS ST, FRh, “ESrES 5
VER AT 3o oeeeee HAIEMMEES, AR 3RS, A eI SE ) FE b A4 g
WP EM s . @R A HAE R, S eRDRS A R B, TR
(R JEBIRHE R IESE X PR BT SIXCEAEH, AL T DL E 250 2 PrA3i6v6 22560 3K 1)

N N N . l
U\WREZ 3 » 15

FAD Rz W, R A, BN RS SIS S eI S — . T RT— 7,
wF UL, BN ERME (apogeriority), fhgh i THANMBIE. H—, $EIIEWARKAEINHG
Fr 48 7 1R S0 4 32 55 SR8 AT shiB AR 0 AL 1 JEAR, DL 7 e T SR R T A A SR
A WA PRYR A BE I B T B A S I o e, S s B I AT K R W T S s
e, N NIZE R UIERS A B SE T 2RI ST E—Jr T, sCE UL, AR
(apriority), SN, WaFE—F, “ LA AL 2 EIREILSE” ez B &, # 2
TR0, ANSZUFERIN S BRI . X L@ i N Z AT T8, NS LR BRI T,
SERRE IR D B4, JERE2 AR ) A S AR e E 4R, v LAUE, & BATses .
BOREUE E AN BE 17 2 B4R S A SR S Ik, 10 LGB ZE S SHITE. Rk 5 ek
Mg — NTrHe, HRE— P, BEPERGIAEHEEEI. A HE G ] fE S
PR . PRI R RN U 25 R AR AT 1 e RIE A e s e ), — e i e
JEUE AL E R R 5EHSTE R IE S S ML e et . Y BEEr, RAE
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S BRPTIE R, RO AR Y SO A RRIEZ SR A U, R8O 18 A B
KA VA RGAEIE, HOAADEE NS BAFKMAERUE T EH WY R EE S
M. ERESRENg .

TER T2 UE M (justification of deduction) FRiRIR T, BRI T 480 3 )32 4
PEH THEVE . X R AEITACARAE AR, b g B S ANE SR 32 SO HAE B
AR o AR AR ORS00 32 SCRIZAR AN - TS S B A A A Ok 10 12 R e P 4
PR WG . ABES; e AL DR ARG, R HAL DI B bR E, (H
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T SACRIBEAF, AT ABORIRIE T R IS, T4t 32 A, b R BARE 4
WUEHR K3 T2 SCPtse, —HHIR TR ES 5. RS aRrErngs— A
SHRNEPEML T 7 TN A BEAR o $5 PRz W, TZ R S R T T AR R
11755 AT H R S RS HESE B e S0 A7 AE IR, I AR AR G0 R R R DA X IS ) AN AL
JERIEEE . Sl TR GRS 58 e VR )RR BTN 48 78 HOZ AR W U R T 5
(K1, B RVE R AR S AR EGE « U R s R i = 1, I R S
RIAHA A SR AN TS o

B2, ST\ 2SS, JFRMES RS, AT A

B4 RIRIBATUIRG) k4, AR 1 4 R4 A%, REHFM
T —HE eI B 2 GO AR 45 KA, FTo%iA KRG T, FirL, BHFRAEMETHZ
Gunt, LEBZEFS A, R X @ e R4
98, EHZ B TR A BT TR, BP KR B w AR 69 184 BEATIR M dh R 5,
A ) TR RE BRI KRN B FIET ZRATELRGLE, ARG L, 5HE
B RAE RAN, B SRR AR TR, P

o TR, AN, THREFFZ

=. X BiERNEE: TRESEREENSE—

I T Z 0 H R TR S RS P e RE A s 22, BUAGZAR IR B8 1 3 3 A7 I 7
BRSNS IR — ARSI A R I AN 338 (KB UE DAt b L T 5 U R
PIAE J BT AN W A7 AR U515 AR AN RE S S8 A B I H), 2555 . 7 |OsK
RIZ BN RE S AT R DAl S A o R PRI, il i 2 VR UE PR () 75 B AL v
XX i 2 ST ARSI AR, T UL ES S SRR A, A SO i 2 SR [ I
LR S A, BUADS = I, B2 (Wouter H. Slob) fiH: “ b
TREW AL BT, BRBATIU RN NS (idiolects) BT g, AT
XIS A NS (idiosyncrasy)o 1X0E ML APUB ISR . 10 & RIRAE 5 I ACPr At
TR 7 AN AOLSE T AL AR A T RE? IR — A2 TR A R — R
5 R BGER R A 5 A 5 2 RAHR 32 SR EL, TS © AN FR 1A B 0
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IS NBTHU s BUAGZ AR B s 1) B Ak Wk 3 FH A R b R4 b AN ARG BT A 2 ok
JE PP AE DTG SR, F% R AERA AR IO AT 5 Z AN T BE IR UE, XTI UERETT
TEPEPPAG I, SRRl 32 OISR ARG A FRAT TR A AN T REXS I LA D 5E 1Y
VPSRRI A5 R B LU S . 2 AR, SRS SRR B b AT AR 1 i X
HVHS 32 SCHRIRFIRE , AN B — ARIE R BOR AT . MAEEE G R, ZXEWRE KAV 1%
[F] 1) 2 phy ey DL S SR e 1) I SR B S BT I W] TR B 2R S R R R S s s
FEUESE— o

FEIX 51, AR AR T2 o B2 EAS HE M.

SR AN T IAZ 5 LU UAAT 27 R JE A A Ak DL R TG A 8O SEBR 18 Uk R 5
] ——IX L8 1 BARE AR TR UE R 1 5 2 Se S0 P 5 a1 R IR 1R R T PR R B A
R, FERE (Stephen Toulmin) 7588 IR 1R UE AT —Fh b 1R 2544, BB U8 0 ¥ 2R oot
ARG B, TR M2 VA B A B AR A SRt — b =5k A0 B o AT IR AR 0 45
T35k (claim). R4 (ground) # i (warrant) . 374% (backing) . #75 [ % (modal qualification)
B (rebuttal ) 25N M EAREZR . AEIRUET, BE—J7 02055 ) o 32 5K S S A R AR 4 A1 2 i
T E PR i BT S ARG W] LA S AT B Bt s A0 8 0N & 73 AN A PR SO 7 L T of
BHISL Y UMELE . 51— TJ71H, B TAESERr B AR R E . PRSI R
EASE . REMTHREE. ES WSS AR RTESD, ERBOORYE DRI A RIS IE 1
T HA RS 2RI LA, IR RS54 DB LA el “ 8tk (fidds),
ik, BlE. SR EHUUSGEMSS, P dit, BB IE R 2 5 S PR KT
RRE, AISEEE, W RNk L i A R R AR TR ST RE 2B X A3 g AN Y

WIERAY,

ERAARRT 2S5V, Fatt SESEENg—, ERBOAA, 720 H MPHE IR uER,
W AZAT 5 18 UE 2 AN AT AR Ak 1Y) (field-invariant) (145 AE %5 D) FH 5% 1 3% i 4 2 (general
schema) FIRFIRIN . MR T4 € Atk ) (field-dependent) & UFREINIX 43 71>k TEARE K,
SXLERF IR KR UE UGS T 3 F AR AR AT (R 98 U B AT A4 B (1 7 3 SRV BAT T LA4E
715 R0 ] L AN ) Q5 PR R AR IR BT A 1R i 5 ) B, (EL A RS BE B IX 2L 18 IE
T BAR A TR XL B R K AR AT AR AR 1K) ), AR A AN ] BEXT X L8 HAR 1
AR 2N CLVEA , 0 Jo i B AT T U 50 1 18 AR S e AL, 3 S A ) 4 e 531
(AT g,

A5 T IARIE A 1R UE BRSSO VR 8 R 2 5 e AT TR AR IR UE I R 1
58 H R 1 3 BT 55 PEA TR IE 1)l bR OB, R BRLRE MR U BRI 2 B E T 5 J 40 1k
(A FE R, IV 126 AR TSR ) V8 F 2R 7R v bt 5o R PR UE AR . 1A Lk, e D
TR, BEREOHS UE BT 2L i) F AN K1 43, v DB A 2 — AN G TR E 1 35 i
R/ 24 1R 2 i 1k >4k (intitutional differentiations of a general conceptual framework). 2* i
P 5 A G —, Pt H IR BRSO IE IS AN S 52 . W v B
FHIEZE — I

EAR AT, YRR (Douglas Walton) 2 54— 80U 178 Ve Uk B2 i 1) 3% Ji
LB PEZ 10 R R (132 422 5K AT LT D2 AR KU LIRS DUHR A — i o g B 26 4 2
IS s B () RPPAIRIE, AR T BERMOBe A (new dialectic)
FBIEELIE . T RITIRUEE TR RE A A 5 i A A, R4 B2 A7 Bh 1 Se BT AL 3L
XS IE I H I, R MTE R LR AT VP o AN A -

FEFEFER T, BAVE R VA ZIM R — 276 R RZ A mh ey £ Frati£69 B 4969 A
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AR WA A AP A 2 B e E IR T BRI A S
SR, Bk, WRIARREA T RARA AT 2L, BARL AT R FIEL
X # % (theclassica positivistic philosophy ) 48X . Rif, ©432E T & 8iE2 4%
F 6 AT GG LE M), IR AY 45 A de e e g KA R4 £ 5L (postmodern
anti-rationalism) X 3|7k, *

SR A — R A R S22 s Lok by 4 32 5 MU 1 1 G B 4y 30, e AR RO £ L
o 2 BT AR PRV 28 0 1 0 IE A HE B 1 S5 o bR T 58 A0 7E J LA 27 DL A BT i “ iRl
Z AN BT T HERE, BIDAE B B e R RS B2 b B A P R B 1 2 L, X R 2
ST 0 10 e 1D e i B S R oa TI MR L I NI (D e o I U FLLY T oy o (B = = G o
AR FRRE A SRR RE AR 32 3, s e T e BRARIZ 4 SIE 32 ST 24 13 s X
SRR E o ST, IRRWUOE B A 8 8 3 = SGE ) B R B = AR
FHXF 3 o A K5 5 IRARER VS BT A T A AR PP AT AR X 145 B (9 BR85S 325K
FOSEFFEA I o XU, B AEAR E BRI SEA LB AR 32 3, 58 IFAS A& BLIE AR S
F X, e R YRR A G . B2, VROREUEAE S B AR IR R — ik
A I M S B 2 BHIESE R B e, HLE A FrE i “PUPik” (The Four-Step
Method). %

“PUBE” Z BT LLR I, R AR T AR A Cneii. SRR A
TRIUS HERF LA R AT S 2 A AR AT e W Il U IE . PO IR ST . ZAIESTEMPE
FEALPEZAS DY AN IR BIPEAG o X DYAS 2D BRIl TR 2R WU i AR A8 BT 18 AR DOl T e AR
S BEAE T SCRAR LS “ PR IE 2 AL ] IR AR R I S5 44 7o i IR 22 BT DL SRS BT
WD DR A 8 5K A5 A VeI T A AR S X TR ISR AT HAA I VA o — BV Y 218 e P Jes 1)
XPIRIEAY, gl T 4 5 FLAE T % A2 18 iR 2 (argumentation scheme) A FLE £ LA i)
A Ccritical questions) SKIFAtiZIBIE. flSE/a Bt TR L5 W JRivasl. IRk
NS A RPN R] R Ve A 3R B A i) AL

h T E RIS AR R B AN BE A OV SE R TR UE R R TR 2K DR 18 Gk B 4 ]
SIEEE HHE. RIS RN G O B E AR AR AT A A ok
f¥)” (How were the argumentation schemes constructed? ) Z 2K i) @, flfg i, MG FH4ERE
TS AR L UE R (apragmatic justification) F&il i N ZWF5Y (case study) 7772 S
B W1 AE WA LT AL S b e ) N B (P E TR 2R I () L BEBIIE , AR i K LA LAk 11 2% %2
3T e AEREIICEOT I AEAL b, ) DU B R S T 2N H etk B ), ke i pe i fan
[ AR R X 2 AN R 2R el PR30V UE (R AT SR 5 18 W ff s R Fh 2 28 P 5 1 4t A
P I 2 S I i o X e U 1 AR TS L8 ] CA S B AP 1R UE BB X5 T HE AR, 1 “ Bl
BRI 2 (1) B SIS 200 A, X8I0 Hr TR R 70 B KA 2G5, BT TR AR 1)
SR A B .

AMEFR Y, A ARBUAE R 1 S E Ge— 0 “DUR” Z BT LARERS 0 b T AN )X i
FB P SEBR R UESS A G, REER DR REHE T8 “H HLR ISR 1)
AN, R E B RSB T SRR 1B UE T BAT IR S B AS ORI P41, 8t e T BLAGZ AR IR IE
BV 2 W3 = SO AR AR UE BT AR) fa7 B A0 Py T B o 0 PROR 0N “ AR A7 “ 1
ANE” WERG ToBE BARHIUER] T DL B PV A SE BT 225 VG . RSt 5 S A g —
B B AR e (R FRIRIE RIS AT B A B
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Abstract: Considering the transformation from transcendental reason to situated reason, this article
elucidates the universalistic presupposition and its deficiencies of the argument theory of modern logic,
maintains that some attempts made by informal logicians represent the endeavor of how logic to study
argument from a perspective of the union of universality and contextuality, and of description and
prescription.
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