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[ ]
The Use of Syllogistic Reasoning in Legal Argument

JIAO Bao- gian
(School of Law, Shandong University at Weihai, Weihai, Shandong 264209, China)

Abstract: Ajudge’ s decision-making process is not so direct as indicated by the traditional subsumption model of
legal reasoning and such defects still existin Larenz s theoryofsyllogismofGermanytoday Intheoryof legal argument,
to make the decision rational and acceptable, all implicit premises should be reconstructed and made explicit,
which will make the syllogism complete. A decision will be justified with the use of clear rules and forms in
legal argument, different in nature from traditional subsumption model of reasoning. The concrete use of
syllogistic reasoning will result in many patterns in practical legal argument. Syllogistic logic is critical for
formal analyzing and evaluating legal argument, but it also has its limitations.
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