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ity ras s M PV N W
DLRR M K T 3% < B % 3R Bk K
16N % 2K

FEE

W E AFRARKR.FEEFZTHERMF] G HEFHAELEHSE XK
BOBIE®E(R) BT L RFEMBER —HAREURBELTFE  REEAN R R TEN
EFER, 1215 A BEAAEBEFR"MFEEFIR" B LT EAAM. T EENSK
MABEFHF ST RNER, XFAFIREEF R RIS B AT 8“2 b £ UHIE % (K)7,
EA-—MRADRASHGBAERH, AREFZTAABER LN B REAUR B R EZF
WHEMEEERRND N B L R WA FAREF L R AARABF RN EEENEEH
KR AEEREELNEEERAZIS”, 19 ELUR, EFZEHFH0HR BT, F
HE-SEBREAMGEUAGEREINENER . T, ZFXMEEFZRBT ARG
MEFTF hin HELR - FRRWBERAF DFH - RERENFEHEE HF
e ERGWCIE HR G - BRI LB R, %,

XggiM wA¥ FTER BAMAFR NLAFFX EENBSHF

E1

B ERE T 1227 X MR R DT H RSB HE e 0E S e
7B UE T SR AT RS A 2 R S IE AR R A, GEBRAR A AR T T R 2 AT
(the science of sciences) , 2Rt &1L 2EE N — TRl 220 WA TE S LU A e Bl FRATTAR

o AR B K B R
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MERELGE , — AR O R 7 3 2 T LU E BRI 2 [l g T 2 R A2 L7, 58 42 vl AR 12 4 o
Z AN AT AR S MR R A D7 A L AT 2 TCR AL AR E B AT, ARSI
B R Pl 12 2 I HO B By ko) 9 M PUSCR AE D REAR 25 808 i A A vk 2 b R A 2 7 L 8 0
P18 X LA K T R ) i 2 O 5

— & Bk AR T a2 B s I R

M E B CAA JCHT 753 4F B2 JCHT 509 4 /11 510 4F) | H A E B A7 O A I8 i
509 4E/H 510 AR B A TCHT 27 4F) B a7 i A" CNATTHT 27 4E ) A I8 565 4F) X — T Z4E R
1) B, 20 L g 2 B U — T I s 2z 0], ANl oy B Bk s O AR A T A R AAE
AT 08 2 VR IR R e 9 Al R R A T T R 2 EAE e & SR AE ) TR
CSCERAERE, C LR DG TR T R W Y L SR R AT S — U R AE BAR s AR R
TET K5 — 8 R0 D00 1 P T R 1% A 9% 4R 5 I 4 AT T AR AT A B A K i D) g FH A B 45
RSB S Dy s B IS L Sy FRATT BT AR B B D ik e g R il 2l B 3 (A ST 30
AE—NTC 235 4F) [k 58 ) 0 B S R VAl 76 125 2% 1 5 0 iy I AE B ) 7 i BIE R
Ui . e, i & (Cato) LI 81K FI (Scaevola) | 35 JE T (Gaius) . & /K % (Ulpianus) A H JE %
(Papinianus) /£ % (Paulus) . 58 H#7 7T (Modestinus) 45, i ATT/E b “ B 0948 a8 7% F ik B Y
BEASINA —Fh T 518 b AOORE B B9 038 7 RE 0 X T PSR R OGRS HL A RS o B A
Wi ER AT A BE T o AT X X ] R S AP S 2 s LA e
B HAIE 1 2 A T RE T E A RN SR W S 5 W E TPk e B kA AR
U_jgio €23

M TEH 2 208 CRI - A IS AL i AR, A ST 323 420 Ui 30 48D iy A i SO A X Tl
T Ty RN vk 2 (52 0 S WA A I DT Bl AR B Sk e s b A I AR I
FE 2E MR b i 3 S b 57 A9 2 A7 B 0 0 B 22 9 A 10 A2 IR IR 5 e 1 7 2
HFIRABHIEL G2 . W2 B IRMBHIELE GE D & 1 T2 S« 17 (A AT
HERE ) B Q5 — 7 R — R IR A% 2 M — 2 T O X7,
TRE — & B A o M AN BT LA B — A O 8 =07 IR AR ES — 2 L B 2
TS —J2 T LA 38 A2 s @ 3 D7 B — 2 B R A — 2, BT L3R AN @4
FA” B B R A AN AL B O3

W 2 4 R VG FE X (Cicero) 18 4 AR 7 i vty A i SCA 1) S % 1 vty 2 B S0 ok 38 ik 30

(11 GHAD W L2 (e & DRME B ), i ) B3R, th B R K2k 2003 4R KR 268 121 B,

(23 Bruce W. Frier and Thomas A. McGinn (eds. ), A Casebook on Roman Family Law . Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2004, p. xxi.

(33 ZWGEHRT - WHKEH AT L ZEB) B AT ), AR5, SR H K, P E AR KPR
2004 4R 5B 271—274 BT,
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Z MY T A T 2 A B R A R R A T ORI ST . AR e b T 2E
% WA B R A SC Ny XM IX AN TR SR R <R AT, T L A B i T — S R T A SO
AR, AP T SC9E X7 (definitio) T8 (genus) J“Fh” (species) 43 5l %1 1% W H +
ZPEFAE AR DGR, A 5 7 (negans) A Cop positum ) T8 PE A i SC 0 X1 8], 1
Gh A B B RN AT 2w IRE 1, I H A AT DUUR A AR S 2 OR BB 2 X
SRR S M2 3% s i LA 3 A 2 0O #5530 O B S 33X SO IR A 2 i, B L XKD . B4 78
A6 T 2 57T o VY 26 50 700 Ay BB FE e JEAT B R0 SRR L 455 A S TF St L Q13E T — &R
PLTEREEARE B2 2 B NRSEBIRREM B R X T 20 T8 AR, b
TR FN S B B0 S 1 L LA A (] A A A Al 2 B A8 2 8 B IO R B A B X Y 2
B g EE2£" (Ciceronian rhetoric) FRfEFERKIM — HE W AT 17 4, 050 WWEASH . “FHEDT K
& ATH SR S A8 T 2 T U XURS A A 4SS, €60

ANTUHG 44 4L TG ZE R N B B R SR B ORI (Trebatius) TSR MIRE T R AR )
(Topica)—H5 XA L&A B WABB R FER 8 T B 52 Bn 285 %
VE. 070 FEX AREAE b, VU ZE 20 1R R TR ) I 7 9 10 S5 A & JEIR A A A 1 Bk 4 2 Ry
“TFREARZFN AW AR I HLAL TR R FI 18 R 7 AR IR 18 6 17 5 SO B 38 GBIE) /Y
G 8 UE " SR AR R S A7 B[R] ph 0 R 15 ) HE S AR, 8 P 26 B i B A
R P8 T LA A3 S 2 5 — S R T CNAE T7) 25 F BF e iy 20 B 5 55 — 2B Uk A
FAHMR, OO0 XA N I R B B S T2 R BT e S A8 R ROk B AN R iR
k. B8 T 24 T i EA R IR kR [ A 328 B A 2 GRS A Bk A 3 Y 44 FR (]
P50 W AT RE DA AP O X5 B pig i) A e 9 F A5 . ok A A RY 18R 2 I L 5 3 A BE
L5 BRI B ROIEIE 3K BE IR TR FE EAKEE AL, 100 B — 2R AR IE X 2R —
JEUOR HOREAS R B A AR g Bk A A A4 PR B IR SRR BT, A SRR R iR

(43 S E TN E G (V5724 ), i E RO AR 1985 4F i, 55 138 3L,

(53 See George Kennedy, A New History of Classical Rhetoric , Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton U-
niversity Press, 1994, p. 158.

{63 See Donovan J. Ochs, “Cicero’s Rhetorical Theory: With Synopses of Cicero’s Seven Rhetorical
Works,” in James J. Murphy, Richard A. Katula, Forbes I. Hill and Donovan J. Ochs (eds. ), A Synoptic
History of Classical Rhetoric s 3" ed. s Mahwah, New Jersey, London: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Inc. ,
2003, p. 151.

(73 See Else M. Barth and Erik C. W. Krabbe, From Axiom to Dialogue: A Philosophical Study of
Logics and Argumentation , Berlin, New York: Walter de Gruyter, 1982, p. 27.

(83 See Tobias Reinhardt Ced.), M. Tulli Ciceronis Topica, Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2003, pp. 118-119. Wi . Z WG T IO PIEL (PIED 2F « BH2E) . ERYIZE, AR ML 2007 41,
% 280—281 11,

{93 See Douglas Walton, Chris Reed and Fabrizio Macagno, Argumentation Schemes, New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2010, p. 283.

(10) See Reinhardt, supra note 8, pp. 119-121. L%, FH%EL , WHIH (81,45 281 TL,

+ 1186 -

www.chinalawinfo.com/ www . pkulaw.com/



8 kR W R RO R A

UE s IR A5 Frie 19 32 AR O 1 S g 7 e 8 AR TE B B R S igiiE, A KindlS
R I 38 HIE SO F2 0 2H AR 437 F0 < 25 48 E R 44 FR7AE D B 2RISR 518 uE BT W
Y 5 T IR Y SRR DG B 8 7 o b G ] — G AR S e AR AL 2 SR N7/ BT B B
SRR ST A T D R 7 T L O A R () A RN N R B Y S R AT L
O ARAE, N2 P IED AR Bk G RNE R N T R R B B AR/ B RS AT T A0 AT
FEERE . A A GR AR B 28 BT 5k 2 Z R T AR 4 BER R R 3L, 42
T 7B R R B DX T ATCHT 2 M B A ITHT 1 AP Dk E R IR 2B
AR,

250t 1 ke A 2 g BN FES Sy s b BT PR 3 4 kAR UK L B BE 22 42 IR (the Sa-
biniani) #1355 B 2K (the Proculiani) , (5 LWL 2= 86 ) (Gai Institutiones) B 3CAS
et X W R 2EIRAT T2 Ey ikl HI Y 22 JROMER R I o a0, 90 2 1l A N i IA e bR i B X
P70 T 0 BT AR AL Bl 2 1) A R N R A A R A7 s I 2 R I R B A A
B89 o TE 1 AN EL A 2 0 1 S0 1) 4935 T VA ™ 56 B33 I 7 A 180 37 4k 7R N Z T B 5 45 8 RPN
AR TE AR AR Y SCECALT o A AT LA ) 5t e gk R N RUSBL AR 1 7 e kst e, i
EF 7 A5 R A 27 BRI AS 71T 68 1) 4% 1 1 352 I 2 75 A %7 A 2 =X 1 2 v e N 245 ) At AR N A
ARG HA ) # JAT 44 X FER B DA A 230077 5 5= 5 T LU i A & ik
ot B Y4 BRAG AN & 2 AT A TR 7 e n] DU Hf ) 7 e N B T &
FEFO P S 5 3 48 1m0 AR B R8O s s T AR T — N AT SRR
AT RV B2 L 25 ST T T 7 A I DR B I s A S A A ) TR A 8 SR B
ILFXF RS 1= % L 5 R IZ N AL T I B AL T o M IR 1 3 A sl b k7 K
St A2 3 T A LA 3 Sz 07 2 S L M I B A 1 S LR Bl A N AR S A R 22 i AN A2
Z 5 1o Ji R A 0k DR ST R s S 0 G L 5 A A G180 R R A IR A B R
WA IR AE bR OB G ie S TR 18 A D v DA IS ] 4% 3 A A 00 A, 48 1 4%
AR . e R b AT 22 i T T P 2 2 A G UK ) AL AR R (Quintinlianus)
CHEREAR AT (918 R NS TE AR - FCrp A 435 28 5330 07 AR AL IR R it PR O A i 5 A
] Y8 A28 6T ST /S T VR R Xof B 18 R A v A A Y- v A S T A I, T A Ry
5%« G. HLF(Tessa G. Leesen) 7EH 3 VR 55 U Hr il 5 75 ZE 2 ) rp i dig th 9, s 2 LIk A S BRORN
WRUR Z A B = A1 2R, N 5 73 il o % 5 2 R R 250 T2 B0 2 IR 222 M) 4 325 e el A 4 4
BT E R T B, 1)

(111 See Reinhardt, supra note 8, pp. 120-121, 127, 133. 3i%,PHZEX , WWETIEC8) .55 281.,285—287,
288289 TL,

(121 See Reinhardt, supra note 8, pp. 120-121. 3%, PH 2R, WATHE (8], 45 281—282 W,

(131 See Tessa G. Leesens Gaius Meets Cicero: Law and Rhetoric in the School Controversies s Leiden:
Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 2010, p. 310.

(141 Ibid. , pp. 317-319.

(151 See Leesen, supra note 13, p. 328.
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IR L% 2 iy (AL RN IR oRF s o R DIV RO iR AWES= i)
ERAMGEE KR ZE

HATE 5 4L (20T 476 479 % Hy 4 (5 K T2 IF ih 79 WCOF 46 3F A 9Tl g i ik a2 ” (4
“rpE] R B AR AT AR 2 TR D s D L AR X Tl i B St e L5 el B
11 20 R B FR g A 2 R A IR, F160 A3 Py s i 3 R 2 AN R 2 T IR R
S AR IREF U AR IR =L (Trivium) 43 L Z N B R L2 R
T I A B SO 5% @ 1 S0 5 U WX S R o OB BRI R s T REUE I R 5 BT B B AN
FIRA G W g TEFE 1,

1120 v 360 - IO 9 R 3R 52 ke 15 o S R I [R) 5 . e ke K A .
J. fA/R& (Harold J. Berman) £ T % (A 5 A ) — 48 10501150 4 XA~ BHH AL A
PE AR AR B RO R s R SR AL A R R P Ty
AL S (the western legal tradition) £5 DLJE B A B HH , 180 SE [ ) sh 22 XA /Ry » 2K -
M5 i 4 (Charles Homer Haskins) 78 HZE(12 40 024 B 2% ) 2 1050 £ 22 )5 %] 1250
HEMAVERRSE 200 FEZ AR P2 32052 267, D190 Horp W g Y S R L P i 2 AR
MR AR EE RSy 6 AR Y B B AL T e F R LT K A B CRE R A CRe il
B A A AT 55 ) A 3 A B Ak ke 3 A R i Bl T R 2k A R A R R RO A
BEH, (200

XA BB RO 45 [T b AR 4k N7 K2 A T R R KR K2 PR i UL 42,
BEJG LT R A e ] QR 2 B R I AR R e 1) = KRB B 22— o A4 B 43 3l 2
SRR BE 2 e ) AR B 1L B B T T R A A DG IR B B TE SR AR G X Rl AT
Gt — AR ST AEC R R ) T B g v 09 36 i 2 b B R R “ TR GR) S# IR A 47, X Ff
AT T A el B i AR 2 WL A S AR AT X R W L R R T AR R T S
I 39 92 2 1403 1 3 2 S R s R R 2 0 1 2 7 B R o 1 2 R R 2 (s mf DL R S 2 3
Uil By 3k 2 7 e A /R R S R IVE 2R ) L O B P BUHE AR B R S RO A B 72 A T — A

(163 Manlio Bellomo, The Common Legal Past of Europe, 1000-1800, translated by Lydia G. Co-
chrane, Washington, D. C. : Catholic University of America Press, 1995, p. 34.

(173 Ake Frandberg, The Legal Order: Studies in the Foundations of Juridical Thinking, Cham:
Springer, 2018, p. 3.

a8y ZRCEOMRE LG ¥
KE R RRAL 1993 4F MR 45 143 T,

(19 (GEOAI/RET « HE - WG Q2 2320 m 240, F 40, [ ARl Uk 2005 4R ML 5 9.
20 7T,

203 O. F. Robinson T. D. Fergus and W. M. Gordon, European Legal History: Sources and Insti-

Vo5 A R BT ) B Ty RS R RS B B R R

tutions s 2™ ed. , London: Butterworths, 1994, p. 42.
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MZBE B ZE— 5P EK R LR S5 B N TT 7 B8 i — o, ek 5 /e
AR [H] , B R B 1% JE R 2% (1088 AFEAN &, WU “ K2 2 BE) Rl & 85 K2 e 5 i A 17 B
RN PR IR X A IR A AR 2 7 2 S LR B8 0 (Trnerius) BATA% (Azo) | B
PEREST (Accursius) LR Z & (Bartolus) , LR A7 (Baldus) 5845 TxHE 4 T Je B¢ Rk K 4)
IR CFUIEEE ) BB 58 0 B S vk S SCAs R R e REGEREL LG i, 13 122 1% B 2 45 Joi
XL A T RRCRE R )RR TER 27 (Magna glossa) L% 96940 Z&TERE 2], IR 45 5 B
25 30 “ 5 3% ” Gus proprium /Partikularrecht) 52 B, % & B AG 2 S v e 30 CR0 007D A B
NIk 2 GO0 B 2 ok 14 5k T T AR B A R I B, SRR SO B RS R e S B TR
B ) i BEAE ZE N R AT B8 PR AR s A A 1 O 28— b B Y L3l N R A N
BHENANCRIE RV SCAR Z B0 R — R B 2 Bk (AR i 22 % 53k B
BEAS WO il K27 2808 ML 2 2 L R il 3 b Bl ik 2 oA Tk i 8 2 T 7 i [m) el 2 2
ZH AR B0 o vk R U Y R [R)VE  ph TERE R R P T R AR IR A ST
TERH I Z AR KR 12—15 252 H e SR M5, 5k AT X ik 2 4%
NI =W N /I S

SR B KA 2SR IBCY B AT A 4 BE 32 SCRFUE TR (R) 7 (scholastic dialectic) , B
AR B (A0 6 thal) H 3] 12 bt Z AT i IHZ 87 (logica vetus , # Z ) Fl
13 2 VUG R BRI “ B2 58" (logica nova) J7 ik /i & & A B2 2 (Boethius) B3 (1) 1
B Z2 18RI WE R ) A AR R ) LA B A X S 5 ) R R R B ) T A B U A LA T 4 T R
Fl (Porphyry , B IR EIR T 2% 50 I 3 1O B+ 2 57585 510 ) V8 2E X B GE 8 AR ), 38 7 H
TR A B AL B A 3 IX 3 T ik B A HOR 5 i A A0 5 B 2 AT Hag ) B9 CRT 2 B s R
TR VO U ) MG R ) & . DR ah b, B KR 7 X7 &8 il FH 2 0] 7 Cquaestio) 18
WE” (disputatio s IHE) K F TSR FIWT” Gententia ) 48 LB C R B K40 ) SCA vk
BRSSO — LY M iz () 8 (4 D) B 3K Cquaestio) e BEAT I BE 09 7 35, d 0] DLk
S —Fh“ LA ] @8 5 (Problemdenken) S B[] (197 5 35, Wb AP ik ¥ R EE R EE 1B E
i F8 Bl 1F A5 (These) A1 BY N S7 1 [ €S e e 7 Cutrum =+ +=+an = dubitabilis) |8 “ ] 1”7 ( An-
tithese)  FF ] £5 & A A ol “ & R0 ” (Synthese, BV, 13 H 25 58) 19 & A i i 45 449 [ FR o © 1E 07—
CRE” A R () B OO IR IE D7 2 I A% O B A T R B ) R Rl R
PEBL22RE 3 SR A [ B9 W0 55 00 M A0 e — A= SRR [ B 3 552, DL AR 22 55 05 O 2 58 4R
PO . EEE T A A BRI I R, iz F 8 T 5K i L 5 U A N A ISR 45 B Y a8
i P SERE (RO 12522 500 1 2% S [) WL s S A4 380 o B, IR 4 DA 3 3l o 32 i) 8 DL g+ 3 ) 3
W Lcommunis opinio , 515 5 {E herrschende Meinung (455 & h. M. ), P03 187 2% “ A
R [ Ee < am i vk AN AL (locus per legem probatus) BUA H Y 0 1k B 5 IE BF 32 #5149

(213 Vgl. Erich Genzmer, Die Justinianische Kodifikation und die Glossatoren, 1934, S. 391.
(223 Vgl. Matthaei Gribaldi Mophae, De methodo ac Ratione studendi libri tres, 1541.
(237 SUW KRR LEZIR « FEHM ORBIE 5355 & B 5 L # ML 2012 FF R 55 70 1T,
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H

YR A S A4S L PRI SR LD A AR B L 5 A 38 2 B S A WL R AT TR B L 35 B
— i 5 R AT RE 4 B A T AR S 5 ik PR PR IR AR A B L R PR Y s A LI (the most probable
legal truth),

AR WA BE B RR I TR B 2 Bt £ 7R e SUE B AT — Rk 2 it
S A B UE RS A B8 22 RS M7 (Der Geist der Topik) , 24 BRI T LARTH & & . DL B2
B4 #% 2 (topisches Denkschema) iy 485 (0, , 05 3 8% 25 4F 15 80 A0 3 22 ARG . 5 IR X i ig A 24
R CFR) . — MBI L F (rechtliche Formenwelt) F 357 22 F [w] B & & A 1 b 7T BE .
HAXHE, ih b 20 g2 A RE A 4k 22 S 0 Ey 1, [m) 6 O — b B IRk 2 iy 7 St ) 19 2 5 3k (ge-
meines réomisches Recht) f T /i 3 /1) i 45 , (257

M 1500 4F 3 1600 43X — B[R], A B 5 W SC 2052 2% 7 iz gl T ) . N SCFE E 2R
18Tl ST DL AE ™ SOXC, DL LB A9 4 28 (PY 280 | AR R 45 15 28l i Pt S8 0 T 3¢
RAEATOFFE G AR, SO0k 28 b6 P72 ST TR 1 28 S SCHR ) i 8 R R0 300 T 3 & 22 A oM
BR7 AN BT BT XA ORI (AR A R TR N AN E O A, 208
BB AKENARE,IFH B TREEZ N LR R AR B R R B A EE
N, 3R JE W3k 2 AN &3 (Gammarus) 1507 4F HRRCEHEAFHIE AR ), JE 22 gh2p R IR
P (Everardus) 1516 4F Hi R OC 25 318 80 22 18 24 ) o B 1 1 28 IR R 2 1 2 4R i
I PE i (Cantiuncula) 1520 4F M RRCEE 10 827 ), 18 [ 1 27 K i 22 K B 2 R (Hegendor!)
T 1531 4E AR 5 B AR L AEEBEIEA ) . BHh ) 25 27 5 FL R (Walther) T 1546 4F H I8 ¥ At
FEUEAR =A%), B b 1) 1 5 K 3 3 2 5 17 (Freigius) T 1582 4F MR (I L BE R W2 8 R B
AR ), 1l IR B K A H T A% B (Vigelius) T 1573 4F W IRC REEBHIER =5 4) , 45,

FESCIA ] VR E N SC T U2 R B2 R B R 2 RS « $K (Petrus Ramus) FF 4
Rk FE B R ROK 3 HEEIF R ” (Ramistische Dialektik) o 2 AR K AR JE T oo T 24 B BN
KEGEEF AT R 75X, hiok T 1543 48 th O B 1 2 3598 BF R AL A ) (Aristotelicae
Animadversiones) — 45 s T W20 28 B & 7518, SR AL B B BEIE 2% ORD O H& %
TR T R 2 P 2R R R AR R AR N AR, BOX 2 I s AT ¢ TH 22
9 AP T S TA R 3 i a2 6 T e 9K 1Y 3O T B 4, R B R el R U R ) T A
A" HOR —Fh R e NS PR B 4E L RIS F AR AR 27 (H W S P B B8 . 1270 M re i
FR Y 573 — AR ZFAEC T BREIE AR Y (Dialecticae Partitiones) W1 —Fh“AaHz 1 — 40327 20 A9 2 45
CWHEAR” B EEALRE QIR (R SR BRI e R A B A 1 AR @ H e B 4

(24) Z WO F IR CLBEFUEIL ), THBEE, 1 =85 2000 4F M, 45 330—348 T ; Gerhard Otte,
Dialektik und Jurisprudenz: Untersuchungen zur Methode der Glossatoren, 1971, S. 226.

(250 ZWLAEFAR WL ATIE (230505 74 L,

(260 ZWGEOG, Ho R M4 L5 (GCLE M 17 22 B4 32 30), HOF (R 3 5t B AR I R R
2T A TR A, i RN RO 24 Y MR A 2009 4F R 55 105 T,

(273 [ B 45 96 005 (O MR A CPU 7 9 27 s ) 56 % 7 45 ED A3 48 1995 4R, 56 258 L.

+ 1190 -

www.chinalawinfo.com/ www . pkulaw.com/



8 kR W R RO R

frr 0L A RS2 A R ORHZE U R X LA A SR R a8 4L, B280 ROk F 5K 7E 43 B BEIE R
Ml RS T BR B AR A BT b A A ) HE S B 6 S A T AL
WE A& (R AR5 40 S 33 T A 57 A (R RBE A0 F5- 48 43 10 4% 18 % 57 A9 (67 Rl &, IXRER
Uiy b, 4 A7 AR S 07 g AT AR B — A i 0 JC PR R ROE B OF B AR R A — i
HET B CRRER T B BT B L e R P Ak Y B R T B 32 R R L DL AR S A BURR Y
K, 29 Pk E X RS EHAE 16,17 a2 &2 P W 8 E i1 ey 22 4 E 22 38 a5 7E 1
R /R (Descartes) 3fAii JE %% (Leibniz) 85 A ¥ 27 5 125 v 45 204 9L, 37 17 52 ey 21 7] f A8 K J5 Rk
B2 B 3 AR FR k2 MO T e i K T .

ZTCEEIN] A AR BE 2= 0 7 09 0 TR 2 Tk 2 A RS R R e B R E R Pk
17 22 Dok A 58 B2 AE P9 0 vl N B 7 38 CHEARTTE: ) A6 BRI RS i 125 27 v 149 52 i) 7 3 37 3 %)
L. X E A5 2 — R R i AR PUE 207 75 258 132 48 )7 B ok B B 22 A
P, 000 S BR RGBT AE Rl B RS A7 V8 R 4 B A KRR e X Rk s
DR s BE i 4% I AR BE AR R R A B GE O R R S F L R EA B PR
WRZE”, EX B EETFREMERE DX AY . T 1666 4FE4E 38 43K
H B K2 B 28 T 0 SCGIE A A AR ) ik 2 A O = — 11 |l A7 B R 5 4 B i B i B 2% 16 F
B BB o DR T AT 2 B RN A B 8is 1] Tk 2, B0 (il Rl A 4% 45 1 8 A
PR ECE WA K Cars combinatoria) » 22 E0K8 85 0 DAE2E 40 2L A R Sk H 8 A A e
B ] G R R SR A AR BRI R A B e, 52

Ak, Wik g M R AR F SR R 2R U ol B VR R R X 17t DR 8 BR i 22 2
PR AV AR R ) 3 Y 5 e B B B E R R R CEE T B (Hobbes) 55 A 38 ik 25027 FEUAE (9 5% 1)
T BRE” LT T 17,18 28 i 3 BT RE LA () — Fh L[l iE 57, AN BB B
SRIL 23 T A [ AR E Y D rbt 20 9 A 2 [ AR T AE s v i G ke L B R AR TR B b A A
R B FOE G p AL Rk, OO0 DL R B 1) SR e A AT AT UE W H B R S OR B AE A

(281 See Paolo Rossi. Logic and the Art of Memory: The Quest for a Universal Language, translated
by Stephen Clucas. London: Athlone Press. 2000, pp. 99-102.

293 Vgl. Peter Raisch, Juristische Methodenlehre: vom antiken Rom bis zur Gegenwart, 1995, S. 53,
61.

(30) See John H. Wigomore, “Nova methodus discendae docendaeque Jurisprudentiae,” Harvard Law
Review, Vol. 30, No. 8, 1917, p. 813.

(313 Roger Berkowitz, The Gift of Science: Leibniz and the Modern Legal Tradition, Cambridge.,
Massachusetts: Harvard University Press, 2005, p. 38.

(321 Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, Dissertatio de arte combinatoria, Lipsiae, 1666, III, Usus Probl. 1.
et 1L+ Ziff. L s JEF5 4% L WL (230,55 84 1L,

(333 S IR « 4V 5 /R GEARFAE S (1) ), R ik 98 @3, 1 =455 2006 4517, 56
259,298 UL,

(341 (FEJL/RMR « 15 IS 37 (TR 92 5 MG 2 6]
SHEATIE 2003 4F ML 5 87 TT.

RTHEHRMREFRREOR RS, TR,
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AR ZOATR”, 050 il F R VE 22 G0 ) Ay B 4% BR Al 3 B 2 1 L fer 22 07, JR 3 — A 3
PEA B 55— Y AT SE Y AR L& R AR TR U ok 3 4k 2 AR K00 1 SRR B I R L
W ot S B AR R U B G ) B e A 8 A AT AR T A A R B R A AR
Z 3% K 4 T i S 1 A B R R R A S B R R HE I (SR A R IR KR B AL S
B — P AR U, B 2 HE S 10 A B B DA R i A 1Y) 92 0] R — A R A 2 B K
BB R, B0 27 19 el , B Rk 3 R TE M EIRLL 5 A 8 T2 Bk R 7
15 SR 22 G IR B IR B A B, 42 FRsk B k 2 GEI0 AELT: , BT A 1) 1 B D) (9 2% S 4 A 4
A AR e A ke AT A T BRI T )T IE 2 B SO IR A B GE R (R
FREF R MARA BT T T 4E K — B W Ll i A 5 1 2 L ol L, e A T g
g i 1K1 R B Lz FIE 202 A ) = B e BEOR #5235 AL DU ME &, A5 s At ke — U0 92 A I et 10 2%
R BRI E AR B T B R B0 R ] B T A R S8 4 RE 0 K R DR 2 B Y T =
DATR AR . MR IR AA BB 4 o 5 70 1 78 (Bernhard Windscheid) (9 35 1, “ Ja) ke sl J2& oK1 05 4 40 4
Ve G BB IE A7 F 5 45 205 A AR DY BOME A ol 5 11530 P 45 0 &5 18 W) W € A ]
o R T8 4 TR o A I A T A AR I AR Y A TR A LR M A T RE
AT, B OERARE R SCUE &) AR 19 th2g 5 1 00 7 [ 3k 2 b g BT LA RA VA
(RO AR R N B A — L2 R A RS T R A2 BEIL %7 (Pandeko) 8 B AT 2
a1 B ) R B S L 3 BUHOREAS  H TTE B 1 —A FRATT BB TR A " IR —— " 2 L B o
JK” (Pandektisten, — PE“WE M s i 22 JR 7). X AD22URAE T "W RR R 0 & 09 /%
R A7 B 75 B e B8 A8 R 9 OBURID ABE 28 18 B A <t P %) 7 e Tl ) " R R 7 SR M — R A
Bl 27 (science) W4 6 5 P FTEA BB 1) " 22 BEAR . S8 R« 1« HBAK (Rudolf von Jhering)
TECE DL 3 GBI LR AR Z A KB E LS AN T TR R E S
FE”, 0380 WKAR « A Ay (Eugen Ehrlich) 787k #E 23 27 5B ) i AR =2 o0 “ W FE R A& 5502 M
JO7 L o AL AL AT S o AR 0 R S PR O i R R 7, Y

= VBRANCE S Y 2 A LA BN [ Y B A O T 5
19 L AR UL AT A 82 50 T 3 2 G W 20 B G 1) £ R 22 3 AT S SE AL

[ 52 o OUHOR L G2 58/ BB 48D £ 3% 2 P N A A7 e o AT A e 3o 0 DL 2 28
LA QR RR IR « BRI 0k o QL EOCy) AR A RS (VB SE it R A A 27 AT

(350 ZWEIEZUR « WIFE R (N R0 B AR E 550, B AR P, T 55 BN 4 2010 4R [, 55 5
1

(361 S UL CHD B CBRE 22 5 T8 ), B SO TR R, o Bk K2 AR 1998 4R AR, 28 153 —
154 BT 48 50 /R, LA (33D, 5 248—252 TT,

(37] Bernhard Windscheid, Lehrbuch des Pandektenrechts, Bd. 1, 3. Aufl. , 1862, § 24, S. 59.

(381 Rudolf von Jhering, Der Geist des Rémischen Rechts, Bd. III. , 3. Aufl., 1877, S. 311-312.

(39) S UL BEOBRRIR « RF A (R AL S 2F B ), &7 E 586, i 55 B0 1345 2023 4R R, 55 386—389 Tt ,
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A AR AT R HOORIR R TR W (AR B T BY7 Z DR OC AR R C R
WFFE BT A DA T E AR T S50 ik R 1) = 592 R B9 IE BH TRD R, 25 AR AN BEAR FE T A B 1k
TS 7 e B2 A A 7 > i 0858 i Sk B HL ] G VA DRI i B2 ) 52 bR 5 Ay 3 50 2 b AR
HLR e E R R B WO 5 A ARBL AN E)  OR A] BB AR W) B 2w HAB R 22 (Al
SR R A 0 BIAE AR SE R ) Sk ok A S AT R 2 Y F SR N B (L in ) 2 A
it KR IR AT RE LA 7 XS 5 A IR 48 CRE I B2k 48D A B SR W X iy 5 ph . AE
KT LA [ RE— e Ry vpls  DASEAS R 8 (7 Dy 2 18 R0 SE 7R B Bk 7 o Bl R B B —
PEA A I8 E 5 2R R vk A ) 22 28 8 ik e ik A 1) D) /) (52 38O MRS PR 1 R ARl 2, LAl 2
WFFR )X 22 B (BL T 3 ratio juris ¢ 3 the reason of the law) [A] R , By ff K 4% a5k B 400
U A A Y 157 Ak P T A e ) AR A PN T A i B 1 R AR i TRl X AL 4R AT O A TE B SR A
ARl AT SRy 0 AR i T R A ) TR A Ak 3 I (A i R SR 0l R D e AT o
ChnAe] ) AR B ) T, 3 2 [m) U6 S A7 o (RS0 0 4/ 1E 24 5 N I 2 Z A%, “ L (B
HTE B /B Z BE, A — S R RN R S TR A AT AT AT A R
FLARUEBA 24T R (35 50 Z 0 R/ IE S 5O IE S A UE R, BD“ RN SR Z B E B . B E A
R R 5 A T R % s AN R RO — E R NI R GEREIR Z D SOk s, i R E
AATEIAS NAF & A (84 B 5 BOC U1 5 ) 25 o 98 45 45 55 CIE 24 1 ke 3 o B2 22 i L 6 A R 00T/ 1)
R A 3R TE R 93 A S AT B EER PO “ LR RV ) MR AR AR OC A1 2 B A i, i R A
AN B R AF B R [« B S BRI (Fallbezogenheit) 145 3 i At 52 B2 92 ) CIE SOk ) 22 4% 72
SCA T 238 0] 7 L o 3R AT B R BE g S A B T i R A A i S B = TR) B B
17, R HEE E Z TR CF 80O B GARIE SR B0 BE A2 A B 2 AT N g 1Y 2 388
UE B HA A RV A Sr i) Bty s R0 45 P B OB 3 iR AR 5 R A R 92 (R BD) 1y JLYE 4
ESRCE B

5 S, 2 A Ot HR IS 202 3/ 802 ) AT | DAL B 5 50 vk B (WA 45 &2 56
PRI RS e, U R EIECR CHMA MR E TRz ") BEAR B
BERREERJHEFT 22BN LiiRzE s 2 R X R CYikz s, 1 E
Thim  WHRARFUVL I WA 52 8 e o I B R AR W) AR AR AR i /N7 3 AT LG 2ok 38 327 3 5 R
PR R ZIm Bt - 2 AR R R R AR 4 75 (17a4 BO H 48 O R AR o A1) AT 2
i, HUA IR LE B B Bl R S B R R R ) A R A, LS B R BT AN S AT ] )
TR S BN AT e B JC B S TE e AR T Y A L RS DU S BHE L IR 4 vk 2 B ST

(401 Vgl. Siehe Franz Wieacker, Privatrechtsgeschichte der Neuzeit unter besonderer Beriicksichtigung
der deutschen Entwicklung, 1996, S. 562-586.

(111 S0 D RIR « PR QRF I8, PR 2 3, B 45 BV 34 2003 4ERR L “51IR 745 19 T,

(423 See David Hitchcock and Bart Verheij (eds. ), Arguing on the Toulmin Model: New Essays in
Argument Analysis and Evaluation » Dordrecht: Springer, 2006, pp. 238, 241.

(431 Aristotle, De interpretatione 17 a4, W&, S W HFF TR L2 .(THBR (L)), RLTLH
B EN R R AR AL 2003 4R R 5B 52 BT,
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4 B 0] Rt TC D\ B 422 30 o O 08 B0 DA SR A A R 28 . SRR T X AT S (R S 2%
B /RS 5N TE Y AR Z 37D B UE I, A By 1532 B b AR B 22 1 T A L S Bl
S M AR B R 7 (i R 0w D g 2 Wi 3 R S DR VR R 0 ) (U 2R RIR I N A 1 LA,
PO, A% 1k MO A N7 A7 B0 B B8 ) B MO AR N AR FE TR e A R B AR DL A
S TR R 0 R 00 1 0 ) 349 S A AE 18 /) PR 265 1 BT - BP L IR SR T R IR N B A 8 T K
TR AR AR BEAS S B AR B B ATREAR AT REAE b CELMR A = BOe 4518 . A BE
VERHETS AT 52 . K IROE 1 1252 19 ¢ T2 A 1Y e S0, HoA ml R 2 LA 1Y o ) (R R PR 1
el b E R AD A RETE — D HEIR TP AR s g e . Y IR FE I LR EE S R 2
I K75 197 directions of fi) B 5036 T 675 » SLAFGH 5 69 22§38 W9 7 1t 8 6907 7 e
word-to-world direction of fit) , R, B AKH T — 4~ 15 1) 5l fiy A2 A5 A 2 b, 5 1 550 0 S 4 (2
BRI G — B0, MEAARLE HAT 1R I N7 B8 5 e 7 5 SEAR CHean X AN 1R ) R IE TR
TR A S HA B, A G50 5 R A2 18 A B0 A IS SR TE— Then” i 4%
PEIEA] (IS A , 3805 15 B PP Pk Chp IR X L RTAR/AS BT W0 ) g L A8 1% 2l E (the pre-
scriptive function of discourse,f JAT A48 B AT N AU 15 15 T 68D FJitE A £ T BE (the per-
formative function of discourse, 355 B 75 i 55 1038 TR D gD . HoA I 570 07 35 38) 19 O
1] ” (the world-to-word direction of fit),# I, B 1% A HAH , (47

P m AR A B — A e by Il R 2 4R I RS B H ORI IR YA A A O
SR A B OIS 1) T (R 7 Bl T P G IR SN R AT LA CELAE PR I g
I 27BN R Y 7 R IR 0 R A (D ] 5 FIE 2 Ok 3R AT 2 e — U0 B R (L 4 HO
PR B e T N Ok H YA B, A R B AR D e bR, HOOR B T
A A OUEE I - — 7 T X T8 BT 5 L AN B [0 1 2 CY AR A 55 A S Ly 228, e dn 8 3
SO MERSL, 3R] R A I B A BRI 4, — DI OC R AT ] AR A — ) S T
75 —J7 T 32 B A0 SR BE 10 R 2 S e X A Ok BN — R X R TR A
JI BN ZH” . MIASGESEAT 2 48 BB FT I 1 22 IR B AN & — T T B 27 s T — A~ Kl
B EARTTREWR T A SR T R 7B R e 2 28 5 A5 AN BT AT B S R A 2
(48 37 N T AR B A5 B A B DA SR I R DL AR L TS0 I TR RO fig e L 3 AR LK
B2 ST IR U] 2% 5 27 sl ) 2 /38 i R 7 A 2 ok 1 — B R IAR R D 19 22 18
] 14 27 DT B IR A 4 7 27 R AR 20 T AT B I [R] 3PH

HEA 20 A ZJ5 A AT 38 2 AR T 12 257 19 38 B ME LA D 1 4% A A (6] 19 [l 2%
AATR T A ) 1 22 AR SRR T e R B L 85 0 7 I OR 2R SR e EE R R R ek

[44) See Jorgen Jorgensen, “Imperatives and logic”, Erkenntnis. Vol. 7, 1938, p. 290.

(451 See Robert A. Samek. The Legal Point of View., New York: Philosophical Library. 1974,
p. 225 ZOLCRF 2D MR « Wik QR AR TS0 RS 3%, v BBk R A 2015 4F AL 38 228259 BT,

(461 ZW(LDOZER - BW4ER (LS ZE), BRBUEE, o B BOk K4 it 2015 SRR, 45 96—97,
109,120 W1,
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8 kR W MR RO

ZRE BB AR R Z IR « FETH (Theodor Viehweg) T 1953 4F LIS I 5 k%) — 45, %
Pyt 1 A5 3 - 4EA (Giovanni Vico) AR E 7R 3B T B - 278 74 280 55 A1~ n) 2 i,
T B B2y AR R 2 22 A BT 0 M G 5 2 2 ) O R L 4R R T IR IR A7 (Die Juris-
tische Topik) BE“iE R 22 2% (Die Topische Jurisprudenz) , M 2 8 A4~ KRN ) F1 3R B O Sk ik
T H Al DX 2 B HERT OGTE “ 8 7k — 7RI AR B AR HE (5 2 L) 9y & 1Y 7 e T
EP N ] . TEABE R EAAE N B TR R BEMEM R AE E A R IR -2
TR 2 U] S ek R N ) S A AR T 3 AR Dk AR 0 SR S5 R HURE Hh [R) R B
FE 5 VR (AR BER 43 & R 8 R i 0 0 2T LA S 114 T XA ] AR AR DG B PRI A L B M ) Rt
HH 2R R I L B A 5 (D)3 2 118 ARE 2 R i R T e R R > 5 e R R O IR R . A e LAt
T 2 1 3 SR 24 3k B LT 5 AR A R T A T SR R T A T L B — B e AT AN TR
/0 18 2 SR 5 T S A DG IEK 2 1) 7 e 1 3L (8 PU HE B 3 40 AH ARL IR IR S TR 2 HIE”
“2 BRI UE " S AF) L O R A R 1 1) R AR — JROUE S RO 0 H S A ML 18 A R H
KRB ZI0HD EAR R AL T — R B A3 1 S, T8

oA I A - ZEOR Bl R B VD G - il 7 2K = (Chaim Perelman) %8 T 1F L5 #i {6 H]
Wi ) 0 TG ¥ DA 2322 i A A i v S 1Y o TG 3 P A0 18 28 S0 UL 8 S <R 0 1 B T B R 43 AT, T
T 1958 £ 5EE VY « WIRA B Ay x—F 5 K (Lucie Olbrechts-Tyteca) & & (HH B &% 808
£V — B KB EF AT REMEBBEZIE, KRS —EA4 5 TEL2 BN IEEE,
Bl “Hr & fE22" (1a nouvelle rhétorique) , 497 X — 38 UEFLIE DL “WF A HE 45 R 420 , LB R /R
F SCTUAMT A= UE B 7 09 D7 18 46 IR R B 2 S TR B 2 B R AR AR 22 5 SR A IR IR TR
RIS R E A BB RS B S D7 IEAE Tk AT T B i A A 3 RE O IR A B A R
T3 HORY AR B A ME A& DA R by JH T~ B 2 AR 577 RIS el R R L 114 | TG LA BB i 1) 4 2
REL 77, BB B 1 7 5 G 007 HER Y 5 B UL AN AT i g W UL O Y R AR
i B2 2 0 2 WL 5 Al SR 1 A O B B N B S M Y S AR S Ao e S A
7 2Z [0 208 s B A A O M3 2% 57 g 837 A8 B 8 19 R A BERL ) B Rl 22 b T2
M — TR0 SE (LA AN [ a8 B A 00 =2 A A AR A TR X — 5 S R, CfE B N 2R R/ 3R
sens commun) {5 507 LA I U B UL SO B R 5 N UL A B R D
fEFR B AT AT 2R 1 2 UL T OL e ML A DA R A — Bt 5 e 75 8 Ao 35 ol 22 32 1 s 7
T LAIEST . 0500 i E /R B AT . LR A B — ELAR B UE 8, I8 A AR 25 38 2k AN W 7 J 1) < 48 %
15" (Wahrscheinlichkeitsrechnung) ) i . i BIr A 52 R A7 76 9 N S0 R OO0 2R 1E X
FE A (8 ME D £ 31— OE 2 G 3 Rl 2 g g L)

(173 FEd5 M, LA (230,58 104105 UL,

(181 ZWAET A&, WHTHEC23D, 5 35-36.,38-39,99-—100,116 JT,

(497 Chaim Perelman/Lucie Olbrechts-Tyteca/Josef Kopperschmidt (Hrsg. ). Die neue Rhetorik: eine
Abhandlung iiber das Argumentieren, Bd. 1., 2004, S. 6.

(50) Perelman (Fn. 49), S. 724-726.

(513 Perelman (Fn. 49), S. 727.
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Yo AT F IR IF « FURH(Stephen Toulmin) F 1958 4F i RIS E A9 F ) — 43,
Sy FE A PR 5 S ERIB UE Z A O R TMNGGE T i AR AR E VR S G SR BEAR B AL 5 (TR
FC A BRTLELAS XURR ™) b BT SRR 14 282 8 A 2 48 RO 2 B B 0 58 i — Mg e 2 ) Y
“FESAREGEE) 7, — R XTI UEE B W (F 50 AAIB AT IE R S . TR 2 B —
FRTIE R TAE 2% (working logic) 58 “ v FHiZ #8” (applied logic) /“SE B % 57, i A J2 4l K¢
B “ AR AL 2 55 (idealized logic) /“ Bl % 5 ” (logic in theory), F:TFXAEMINIR 42 H T
— HFRZ R OISR i F T AN A ] 9 37 380 (B S OR 28 7)) BB TE AL 2 X A8 e A =X
JE R BN FR A IR B R ALY (the Toulmin model) 5% “ & /R 8 K 27 (the Toulmin
schemes) , 920 ZIRIE K R ZUE LT F2 1 55 — 20 2 48 1 — A4 1) E 5k 54518 C(=claim/
conclusion) , 5 25 4 1% K 845 10 Z AR 8 5l 38 SEPE 9 EidiE D(=Data, %R L X P~ 20 3R
F AL D 3 i 3] C IS (RFR“D—>C"), 3 LS B & A N O Jr) & D i 3 5
C BHES (“D>C") IR 4 5K & GIEJ5) BN FEUE” W (= warrants) il LS HF #4570
(7)) 3 — 20 T B LR W, ) 32 5K 28 (IF 7)) 251 4% 51 “ 4/ IE " B(= backing) K i fb W, LLik F|
FIAIE R D—>C7iX — L BRI 5 2 L 3% A E i D—>C” I HE TS

AN, FIRAE TR 0 R A A TR K B R T R R R B e Tk T X TR
ARSI AR SE Y AR B AR ORRE 58 2 i ek A uk ok A2 v oaT BE L B < W] Ay SE AR =T
5% ” (Miinchhausen-Trilemma) » Bl 35 22 AT TG CRRAY 1 55038 RS 14 1)) AR 73 4 AU T i 38 3
“RAT AT Z ToGF 8 ) 0Pk DTS BT X =R e A A A — T g ik 3 (R RR R
DL TE VR ST AT AR T TR 0 AR B 5 55 L 7R AH B SRR IR R GBI Z RIEEAT 6 PRSI 5 55 =, fE B
AN EWLERERY £ B W AR 2R IR Tk ok AR (R AR 6 0 5L, B 2 i 0 A5 2 e D) 81 3 ok
RHAE AR VBUR BPUR SEUHAL 7 A 2O R G AR IR R BE A OV

et A 20 28 AR LR 52 0 S BE VMR IR R 2 W AE TR R I Bl IF BB 2
SEAE AR R 2 o BT P 2 TR S T B U A RO R RO B A VR A8 RO
B TE BRI 1 & RS, DL S BT 24 0 52 U0 R R AR 9 R e TR LS 3B W vk S T (R BRI
FRYR AN P74 GO ARAT T8 W SE IR ) Bl B i e 52 O — vk S AR DR IR AR R L1
HEE AN A TR B — o, 5% T 52 AU W 50 400 B G 52 W) o 325 08 R o 3 ATD T B A ok
H AT S IR R RIE 2 3 (KUK B0 BB B 2 (IR 7R R 20 DA R A& B2 A7 06 52
B 10 A 00 R VE IS B RE S AT AR EIR IR R AR SR 2 . IR AR E AT R K R
A . 32 (Ulfried Neumann) 76 H IS QBSR4 ) 55 1 AR (1986 4F [ Bir 48 H 19

(521 (GBOWFEIY « FURBGRUERY D it/ B F i i, Jb 5038 5 K5 Mk 2016 4F Jig, 5% 84—85
1

(531 [l Bik .46 212—213 7L,

(543 Vgl. Hans Albert, Traktat iiber kritische Vernunft, 3. Aufl. , 1975, S. 13.

(551 See Eveline T. Feteris, Fundamentals of Legal Argumentation: A Survey of Theories on the
Justification of Judicial Decisions, 2™ ed., Dordrecht: Springer-Science + Business Media, B. V., 2017,

p. 257.
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8 A kR W MR RO R A

“TERGT 20 RN B ANSIE BB MR A A T R ST C S T gl b, e H A 5 AR IR &
o [ia) 0k 2 Js 7 ] B i 2 BB D U8 A T T 7 060 A b 40, 1 ] R R R 2 AR S I R H R
BAA%E « B3 508 (Robert Alexy) B FIE S5 1 5 0 58 R & A BIE ) BE MR B A9 - b T 1978
AR RRCE IR IR BEIE ), $2 10 1 PR S B A 1Y — R G ) e, X D LR Y AZ.O th 5 H BT
22 AW IR AL A 6 A 18 3R TE 2 P SR i 12X 181 B S 5 ol 44 S e BV v 7 22 2R A
F .01 Fiy MR vk S B B DT 1R - il 3R 2 vE (Aleksander Peczenik) F 1983 4 Hi il
CHEE AR UE S A ) o 5 77 =1 T 25 4 270 — SR04 00 R B HIE A g X 4 il P 4 i —
R AR TR A R RS . 0580 ARTE ks K B M« BT /R JE B (Aulis Aarnio)
T 1987 4 i MUY (/S & B 1Y B 8 B R EIE 0 — 5 I B AR A R TE 19 JT 2 I 1 i 57 ik
IR IEA H (A] H252) Ve R i, 059

B X VR 2 DL R AR B A A 2 R T S ) AR R T R 38R AT T T Y M 3B A (LA B
PR TARSEMERE ] 5t . A AT 3140 4R 3] 5 B PRGBS0 ) 27 5 B 2 7 2 W Y B 22 3R
W P BB B TR SRR A IR N 2 1 1 R A 8 T R R AlDRE % L Oh IR B 2 R (4 LA
8”181 : Logik der Wahrheit) 501t i “iE U2 487 (Ar 2 248 M2 B M EEHE, F45),
AATT BT Ak P 3 ) R A5 < T A IR A S S T R CELBR DD A S TS R IE TR
A0 3R i 4 A A L e PR 7 3 — B B9 2 7 (logic without truth) . 3%
i B« FAR PR 7 [ truth-functionality 1 41, £ — (L RE A} b 8% i — A28 = HAH—— (H O
“AE” (undecided) o B BEANHIH FL AR AN TR T s AN R ABUAEL L i R H A 222 4846
“T] ZE{H” (the doubtful) “ i JE {EH " (satisfaction) 1E b B AR, >k 21 i) Ay 4 4] 5 b SR A CRL 3 15
] ) 9 £60J

TR T T, FLE A 2R F SRR IS 2 B e K W RINA - FER - 1 -
¥ (Georg Henrik von Wright), flhF 1951 4E7E 0 R OYZ A 60 B Ik LL“HE X247 (De-
ontic Logic) Ayl & 4 3CH i i 18 s o 19 a5 7 (0D PRl 7 (P) 48 17 (F) 45 18 X
(DO B FHL M H 2 HHBE (alethic modalities) 2“0 4R 17 “ 1T B8 /97 A1 “ A 1T B 1 45
LR AT B He B o3 A s LASE SCRE S 3R] /38 (v ) 7 Dy SCRSE 2] / 58 19 00 R HE ) i R
P 254 /B AR O RS AR /T BB IR AR ) X I B 2 38 v B 2 B ORI o

(561 Ulfried Neumann, Juristische Argumentationslehre, 1986, S. 1.

(573 Vgl. Robert Alexy, Theorie der juristischen Argumentation: Die Theorie des rationalen Diskurses
als Theorie der juristischen Begruendung. 2. Aufl. , 1991, S. 35, 234-255.

(581 Vgl. Aleksander Peczenik, Grundlagen der juristischen Argumentation, 1983, S. 1-2.

(591 See Aulis Aarnio, The Rational as Reasonable: A Treatise on Legal Justification , Dordrecht: D.
Reidel Publishing Company, 1987, “Foreword,” pp. xiii-xix.

(607 See Albert Hofstadter and J. C. C. McKinsey, “On the Logic of Imperatives,” Philosophy of
Sciences s Vol. 6, No. 4, 1939, pp. 447, 452-453; Carlos E. Alchourron and Antonio A. Martino, “Logic
Without Truth,” Ratio Juris, Vol. 3, No. 1, 1990, pp. 47-48; Keith Stenning and Michiel van Lambalgen,
Human Reasoning and Cognitive Science, Cambridge, Massachusetts: The MIT Press, 2008, p. 27.
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DIAE Bl slRb 7 (7R 1M 2 S0 b o 1) T SC3% e AT A Ay L A A8 2 38 1) 4 S, R D ) D 2 B
— P B RS A A N A AR D L RN TR TAT R — I B R G, H A GE X
YEVE U T S T ) S A AR S ) | A S PR DU | 3 U | A R U (G g
D) AR DA B 15 A B A AL, COL AR RS A — T A2 0y S BUANIE G2 Y
HOE e,

B SO R T IAE B B R, A 58 SR D R TE PR A A s A T — A Y
ARG R H L EEAR R B A O e RS (IR R M) S5 5 P DL Rk A G
REFRB AL, RITEARER —DME N, 25— E N, i —DZELER? —2En
R IE IR AW R BLE N 2 7 BE A 2 4ok 2 BT ik i s AR BT ) 1 B K
3TN TCEE A IS AR A T R B9 R T BRI Y R X ROR iR AR T 32 B A AR R
ML AR AR T S FAE 20 HH 20 v i 22 5 8 M R — S AR A ST Y 2 e T, 1R R
Ml R GZ YR L/RE A « 55k (Ulrich Klug) F 1951 4F H Ak B2 ), T 256
— AR AR 538 0] T 1% i A0 4 PR U L 3, C62) 1958 AR IR R K B R R
H A AR A EE o BLINAME (Ota Weinberger) H R 418 SCCPACZ 48 A W 4R Ay
REMERT ) , DAIRARIE B2 I A A 38 R M B e A7 91, B DTk 22 21 )3z 56 i, 630 1974
SEFN 1977 48, T B B IR R AR R 2R P 9 5 R AR R H « B4 3% (Tlmar Tammelo) 1
A B2 IR AR R F B B F Wk R B4R « i3 90 (Helmut Schreiner) H W 2 % 7R B¢ Z
BB A 5 AR Y ) 7R T T T S A SR SRR A R R R RN AR R A, D00 22 D T R LR
PR 1 2 e 12 B R A« WA (Jaap Hage) 7E 2005 4F A iy Q& FE 2 B0 5T ) i 4 Hh ir
TH B8 LF 27 (deontic facts) MEE a5 4 PRI YD) “J2 7 5 0 2 7 Z (8] A 3R 5 3, DA
I BE 2 A GRS ) 32 B 1 i, €650

.45 i

RAER IR AZ W52 5 R 5 e 050 ik A2 4 (0 BUACIE 7 Br i 18 ) 12 B8 kAU
ARFEZ T k% B T 5 P T S A I 9 3 o B ) R T R vk S B R R L
T D A M A M P 8 S A5 . AN JE IR S A 2 6] A L A A — SR B P,
R, 508 5 2 W) G 4 2% D) Y G R R AR TE A PP A P 7 TR A8 Al A 2 3 22 30 X A4 R}
A — Lo L[] B IR1 T, AN, BRI A B SR 7 R U IR R (R G T R BT =

(613 See G. H. von Wright, “Deontic Logic,” Mind, Vol. 60, No. 237, 1951, pp. 1-15.
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Abstract: During the Hellenistic period, Roman jurists began to consciously study and adopt ancient
Greek dialectical methods, particularly those of the Stoics. This led to the gradual development of Roman
jurisprudence into a Hellenistic-style specialized discipline, which formulated a more systematic and com-
plete legal theory. In the 12th to 15th centuries, the Italian “Glossators” and “Commentators” estab-
lished the traditions of legal teaching and research in Italy and throughout continental Europe. These
scholars utilized the popular “scholastic dialectic” of the time. They generally adhered to a “thesis-antith-
esis” approach that emphasized formal debate. Modern legal scholarship, influenced by the paradigm of
knowledge established by natural sciences and natural law theories or rational legal systems, sought to a-
chieve complete scientific or mathematical precision. This aspiration led to the development of legal axio-
matics (logic) , with the goal of realizing the “dream of a legal axiomatics (logic) system”. Since the 19th
century. legal scholarship has faced reflection, criticism. and some logical challenges, such as the diffi-
culty in determining the truth or falsity of legal statements. In response, legal scholars and logicians have
proposed various solutions. Examples include Theodor Viehweg’s “Theory of Legal Topic”, Chaim
Perelman’s “New Rhetoric”, Stephen Toulmin’s “Argumentation Schemes”, and von Wright’s “Deontic

Logic”, among others.
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