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1 OE: REIER-MENASERR. SCHRESREbN 5RIEN. R4S
FIRVEAIE, FL45 ¥ (K0 IR T 10 T 28 ol (38 4y 2 B kil 7 R FE . /R 2
6 1971 45 AR A AE XA B E Ok, R B2 575 32 50 . Sk /R
DUAR b BB S JE R AU AT PR 45 4 5 PRI R T % F PO A RN 7 i, (B0 e P 5%
QAT R T B R AEARE TP R i, ER . RNTIEE t S 45 B R T R, Wnf
AU VB TIE R S5 R S5 i R, 7 A0 T R SRS 4 3R 23 7 I ) L i T AL
W, ASCA A ST B AT AR R A — AN I AR O AR 2R, sk 1B B I
SUS AR AT RSG5 K, B HE T — i BRI PRI 8 77 o

KRR RS, R, g5k KR

FE5SHES: BsI HKPRIRES: A
1 5ig

BT UE (pro and con arguments) & —Fh [FI AL & IEH . SCFRSE R0
B (pros) 5K RXTEIWCHIHEE (cons) HIBIE, HELHIESR (2
MIERIEE B R Y5 T 13 25 ) & 2 AU e 7 i F#E . 1971
fE, EERHYEFKF/RE (Carl Wellman) 7€ (Hhdk 505 A8 2 (3L
B (29D —Hd g R & 17X — SRS IEAAAE, AR “BCTIR

Kk EHER: 2016-06-20; f&ITHEA: 2016-07-05
B BUHINE GRS B R A SHEE A O 3K (J. Anthony Blair) 14
i1 (Ralph H. Johnson) BUEZN ALK — MRS RA ([20D MSEFRD), DLIAEEAL
WA R E S (James B. Freeman), JIE KRG B A K2 L4E/R (Trudy Govier). w5
HrkE K54 324 5 (David Hitchcock) FRIF K MFE (Robert C. Pinto) ZHZXTZMA K&
WG B KB R ST 5 TR W A S S R B .
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E” (conductive argument) ! {55 =0, 2 [ 1980 4ELLK, RN H 2
FEUEIR, A5, AR (Hans V. Hansen). 3 HL 8 2550 J5 215 AU VIR )
SER S EIRER T & B B SR, AR TR AR = AN iR A R Ly
B

i) WHTERF AP (counter-consideration) 37E&iE A fH A7 ?
i) aiffEiR IR R H 55510 = 2 AR5 & 77 0?
i) G fe] B A R A A 1 UIE (1) 45 4 2

AR R R b o AR I ) R K BT DL BT, R AT I R S 5
fEAEBE— BB TE, —Jy TR AL B i B b 2 R ) B AT 6 AN
SO E T ICEAATRIE S5, 51 3E— Rk B A, 5 —
JTHA B 2010 SEHYTAE (20D AT ERBIES 47T,

2 FIRSICHENLIE

“RUETRAE” SR 2T B RS =R (the third pattern of
conduction) 44—, JEH WIS ARFAEAE “ R R IR T BE R S

! “conductive argument” — ¥ H AT A G F—ME 4, R ESEHRIE <51 F0IE” ([31],
35357 U0, WHR AR H N “BESHEIRIE” ([32], 5 103 51D, %45 /K 2 X conductive reasoning [ i
B, “IXFRHEIER R UUE T TN B IS S i (the leading together of various considerations),
WO HARME ‘BXS” (conduction) JEHEMMT.” ([29], 2 51 TO ik, FRXFHIEFRAIREIEIEE
ML BHASIERRE “IBESABIE .

*HRZFILINELS (conduction) & —FhEEIE#Z: (deduction) 7RHEIAZN (induction) 4
HAGE . AREALAARRE, AN SE TSR AATIR P LR, BTN — MRIE H
i 32 FC 2R 1) BT A BIE B R, BERIE “RTHE -DRIER, LR ET S5
K775 (non-conclusively) M—NEZA KT — N RHATIRA W, WA VFE T HAL R
#il.” ([29], 3 52 51 1980 4, X4E/RFSKFH/R MR —BAEI NI ZR 27 (9D,
FEAERE TR 20 R BN HLA T TR CEMY R AL ([10-12D, BhAk, A T2 5o
RETHTHRIRFFRAR ([15-17D. 2010 £ 5 7, SKREMEKR, E£E, HEEH. FHE. 5w
HHE G 10 RO E TEINE KRS KEERE. ISIESHER TP OETF T — KK FBFRIEN
AN E BRI 2, BSOS KBS IR . BVEPE. BB SM KM, PR, DALRAR
BCF ISR DT SRR . DN RIS, R SR CEd B, ¥ RRESEEN (S
WIE: — PRI AR LAY ([4D. &L JUF, FESBCFIRIERA R 5 A5 U0, B
3 (Kevin Possin, [24]D). Fi[###) (Jonathan Adler, [1D. AF3E/R ([2,3]). iS5 REMME ([30]D
AR SRR

SEF/REIE, FFR I H i8R “negative consideration”. “reason against the conclu-
sion” %, HAHE/RFTAN “counter-consideration” — i 7E I 2% 4 U BE Y1l A4T .




TEA RARIER M5 E R 5

A5 (some conclusion is drawn from both positive and negative considera-
tions). ” ([29], 28 57 51 k-

Bl REGEFRERGT, REREAFRLT LA LY, BANRFLY
EFELSIZ, RLEHARRKETART. ([29], 570 4

XH, “URNAZIRILT BB HEE” 2450, BB EREa M 5
OREHEI R E R T RONE RIS IR HE e, B CRE” 9%
) AR K EPETEAZTT MR RO SR BB . FEIEES R B AR, RIEH
bR 7 ANA SIS B, AN RO SR B iy, (HaE X I, &
PR I A BB (weighing), SN IETEE (I T S 2R B
251015 LLIE

ZIZR AT E G WIETR A2 — A, KA r— a4l
BN N T3 — i AR FUSEE BT R AR 3t 1SR MWMIREE R IS
WES 2 AT A 7> AN RGER 73 AT PRANSE 18, A5 9 45 18 i S S mim)
P VEIRBE SR, AR ECSEvE BT R 2 vk DLATSE O 2EAE ([5], 28 6 1L; [19],
B 00 B IR i AR i F LB, B R A ]
R QR A S B ARV IE R AL ? 425 /R 2 RO BR AR, AR MBIEY)
AT e WA — MRS IR TE R EFR (an implicit claim to validity) 4
Be ([29], 55102 50D %15 # E 2 M SIS UEPH A5, BRI 73 B sl 1)
R, IR RCE R SChr bt R AT AN SE 1. AL =, H/R2REMES
AT VLA BN A, I AN S B R M BGRIE R . BEARRTR IR AR
LRI =R, BFOURIEMXS “RTHE” #E L— i B v 2 1E
I SCRFEUR N SR B 7 ([29], 28 90 T, RIME MW ERZ. TAHEE H,
F/REHA T “HiR” —wRNERE S PR T HAME. AR, A i P
HT A7 () E —— S T BE A2 AT 3R —— B S A A AR “HTER 7 B8 LA LR 18
UEER MU ORST 1 — 80 (BES AT — i (I8 & SORP S, UONHTIR
AR FAERAE AP ON AR SR SRR AR 3, BIAARS BF5 /- 2 Bl (14 1
[ipailisp

BEAh, — AR TR IR IESS ) B R B R 1B ST A B i 5 451002
IR AR AE R ? F /R 2AR NI R SIX — ], AL AR fhoxet K- (10 55 —
Ml At i, FRATAT CAELEHEDN . A2 X — M, “O5 AN PR Ak

CHALEAR R, ASCHE S HTRUSRALE A S AR ST, (AR S X L S 451 8 TR Ve IE
FITEWE, FFAPE PO X LGS AL, RIS TIBX Lo S8 2 4 RO AT R IE
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BT —N8— it (aunified argument) 29, g NElIEFH, HEE
HH#B 5 45 18 M7 HAH 5¢  (independently relevant). ” ([29], 2 56 1) #ilU:
B2 AREZFRILTEEER, BARAREIZFIL, mELXE—3IFE
%, RATHAXTFAREA A ZAF0FILT #. ([29], 257 10

FHE TAUERUE, 5 2 TSROV R T SR S5 R IR P o 6 T3
WIEREEH, AW AEAER: 8%, BT ETNEB sS850k,
Forp —ANHE R WU R N R AR B T RS2 A A2 28, JRANSZ el (3 B
550 2 RIFAE O, DRI IX MR AIE SR b AL 35 AN 1k — B e 57 1) S 4
KER: Hk, SR UOEREEER, ANETARM R H, M “IEdErE
B A" (the logical convergence of evidence), HIFTH BAH HECAE N
et ftscRe ([291, 2 57 50,

TEHE ST IR g R SR Es i 5, /R BANRIE: “ eIl AF 1
— SR R 1 A ER B, R 1E 53 7 —14 1) Con the other side). ” ([29],
256 51 WARIXLEL LT “RAh—ih” M H— R H—g i 7 —
AN AT T, X EARE A TIRAT T — AR 1 5 =M U
PSRl RIBUERIE. A T2 58 A Urh 451015 B IR B B R 5
TR E I TG ) A2 — AN 58 AN B 1 1) i —— “ el fd v iR S S B e, 3¢
Fr 5 o a5 i B AR )2 %8 /15 (the relative logical force).” ([29],
59 U1 XEhAE UL, G50 REIUE S OCHE, AN IR B B AR R A
B AT RIS E, SRS MNEH RS2 RNEH & ([29],
568 T FUTE, EAE IR, BARMEEH, TR R X
M), A& IARAE S MR R ISR B S 250 A0 G ? I 38 B )k
ME, EARTEAT S ZR IR —E? QT H B 77 R B AT 18 IR
SER? ARV, AHECT 0l vP AL AU IR UE R BFAR, 52K 20 IR B8 0 I R iE
AR B R T R R H 22 K R

3 REEHERIERAIMAL

R “ RIIELH " SR GIN, XTI E A A EAT AR
7 HhAR . A F K &0 i B b AR R A B S W TR B, HS
“HIIR” I RIEAT S AR MR MR, AR, iR, DORSE N 4E
BRI — AL T 1 RIE.

£ 1983 SEH AR (LRI B 4E: (F B vESTRRED) (16D o, R e



TEA RARIER M5 E R 7

EEPTE AT EEIRIE” (balance-of-considerations argument) [FJE i fitk 12
BATRUERI A . fEARE R, fAEEW T —MIRuESsii -

COAEETFAEE, At A A E L ek iE
4 = —#2 (in conjunction with one another) =T VA 7 £& 1 4% 4 48 4%
FHEMEAZEATREREG R S0 L H. RNTIAHF XA LIEL
MIARAE R 2 6912 IR 38 32 69 32 ) X Bl —A~253¢ (independent but

mutually enhancing reasons for a conclusion) .

FEE AR, Mg “RAOHEITA I E— A E e PR T
BRI 2 (negative factors ) —— M E~F i % fE k. 7 ([16], 2 51-52
O ARWIE, P25 REIRUEALR] 4 B R, — ok BT 33 2K 8 B 15t 11 28 — g
AR , JCATH A i I TR B p A B g — ok T 58 =M ik, LT
FEFRINAE T RS R E . XU, BUERIESL R e P &
WIER—A K.

KT I AR IR AL, TR B EIEA. Nak BF,
A FFEAT Y “RTIR” € S INARTHERIE FAE T A 85 0 I IE e it S PR
UE#E (supporting evidence) ([16], 25 31. 34 T1), i I P i B HAGE 4
WM, AR T ARG A, AN 2% f& Rkl g “/EH
AP AL S o 45 W B (include among their premises considerations against
the conclusion)” ([16], 2 130 U1), XALF XA B HMAE “RHIHR” SPER]
— BT

I AE /RO AEASIE R R TR T & 2 GRiER ) (11D 5R4T
2R M GRIEMSRERIE L) ([12D S22, WA e iE AL E —Fh s 1Y
FICFIRIE, T “ AR IE R — N IE AR 1R IEE AT Be AR NSk FElE b
FERAN R H . XL 2 540 E M K (negatively relevant)
MRk~ ([11], 28 155 50O. BT “E—PNHURIN (cogent) BIUET, FIid
MEEEREEMK (positively relevant)”, [t “ [ I HE HERIEFH A ERA
AR RIHLAL 7 ([12], 5 355-356 1), /R4 ] DA e i 3 B s A8
& “IRETHRE” (anti-premise) ([11], 55 156 1), ¥ I BEHHEER L AT $2 2 A1,
X—AEICEES “RTIR Y — AR S SUOREE T B H e A R T R
& S T3 B AE VIR 9T a4k TRl A A

SRR GRS ) R—ARE ZEmE . A 7R ERE SN S TER

WHEM. B 1985 FERESK, TWAEIT TR 4305 FBRZB0M 2010 4 HREIEE 7 .
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£ CPEIEIRIEPHE) — 30, NARRGMEAMVFR 15T S B it
DL LR ([14], 55 35-40 TO. EfFK:

1) RIAEHA R, FOvREEAT R, At At L 555005 €
FHIRHT GRS HF I i

2) IHTEE A ZE S 5 A1 (background knowledge), K4 f 1] 2 HH B M
WUEE BRI\ I HAF W R IR TE TRk

3) RIHEBELHE ARG R AR E (qualifications about the conclusion) . £
Wik, 251045 DUIE SR & BT B @B BN 7 B i,
HTIE. REHIZSE 7 ARSI AT AU, PRt 5 10 e i 3
HRRT SRR E, A2 73 H 4518 I HEBL A2 PR E

4) [T BHA R RIS UERIATHE (the premises of a counter-argument). FH X
THRERUER 1R K, K BRIAE BT LN K 34850 K, A BA
=K REERIRORIER R Hig, XML — N Rt 241k
N—AFEREE IR RS — IR UE N TR SR AN E

JEX SRR T PR B RO, BT HOG TR V8 IR T e A A R
R BN — BANVEL & R B i A 0 2 IR TR B e, BT TR ke AN
TR A4, I AR T BRI ? /88 A 34
ST I I R [B] B S AEAE TR A — 2, SRR W 75 A S T BE 2 AT
fe, DGR, WA REEENER. RLAE ([20], 52550 P
ST S B B A 9 18R B AR A T BRI R R A AT R 2
ERL I 3 AN B OIS A A AT S T B AR TS SRR AV, AR ROIE B8 P
Vi S THTEE F AN FA R A A A 118 E 2 3R 282 (some additional category
of argumentative element) ([6], 5 173-174 71). FINNTE WA E 15 I [ H H
PIHAL X — )@ |, an SRFRATTEORFE “IBuE”. “RTIR” R RS B A
XETREHEERAE, TN LTS SRl O iE B A E R,
R 2P DAAE S T3 A A a8 ik i — S ke O JE R A 2R (a distinetive

non-basic component). °

SFEM B, A0SR premise CRTHR) 18 IIBIT B+ L M BTl I K protasis —iil, W4
“HTEERL R R L R MIZR TG (that from which an argument starts)”, T TG 18 /& 32745 18 1 HE
A A AE VI, BRI IR B R IS A ([18], 28 71 T« BRVFIE 2 HE T X Fh B iR,
A N S T EE E AT A “ A5 e AR RT$E” (negatively relevant premise) 2% “ I FT#HE” (con
premise), JE R X _ERHETRMATHCA “HEMKIETIR” (positively relevant premise) Bt “IE
M HiH2E” (pro premise). ([17]) 7E [20] 128 26 TU, AN A BT T 113X — 05 2 A B e



Tk RAFRIEEH 5 EM® 9

BExf ([20], 25 21 50 APAR ([14], 25 35-38 00 MUAHLiF, K4i/R{E
SRV NAR TR S PR RS K “HIER” BIAME, KIE. SO I3 H IR
P&, AN DAELRER AT @ S SRR, GBI R AR R fE R
K 1812 S T B EH (R A7 1) . FEIBE R, RIS 10 2 AR AT 1R R HR AN AT Bl
PEEAZR, BRILZAh, IRIEIE ] e & AL — S s B A E AR AN E R,
N, ImEEHE. f87~1 (indicator word) 5. FtfE/NIAINT S, B TIEFIEK
AR L hR IR AT R BRSE 1B G 1], BN ZAHE 5] T B H I FE 7R, o <A
SRV CORET, CRME” S5, ([13], 25269 11D WE <, RIEE ISR —
MEEARMRER, E KRBTSR, Sa06e QERBH) —iE
P RS2 A AUE B 2R Al o

4 [EEER. NEEHSELHNEKRAR

TEIRREIRUE I Z5 4, O R B Af IR H . SOE B i 5450
=HZAHERR TN WHTATA, FR SRR LIE. B H 5 55102
PR R AR R, 10 A 3240 LA AU R, 1R 9 P25 [E R i — 12K,
PR SR A P R IR — MR S5 M. (H, FELR a2 7

B, AN O, IR SO B AR — AN SRS 1R BRIE
(an argument supporting the conclusion), FATTHLAE W %I ] H 31X L2 B {5 - i 2% J&
WIERIZE K. 7 ([16], 25 51 5O {H2, AT A5 16 B9y J7 Tl ) 2
1, X — 35 ST 5t 7R AP 47 25 R UF 1R A (SN B A A 1 T3 P AN — 3K
Mo HEMEZ, OB IRIUE R B A EAE SCRr S R A& PRS2, BV —
SRy OB BHERE R T .

Hk, AFRyAN, P RIRIE R & — AT oy 4510 14t 7
FRRE R SCHE, AR IR SR, fE1E. RAFE B, A
H FIf S SR AT 3 5 450 AH 5, B A B0 T v PR p 7 I i 3 A O S5
PEBhST R SR, B 1 S T B i LE ST B pl 4 e ST s o S5 e 4 o). (B
F&, AHEMR P 2 3 AR REAR R TS AR SR A AT e ? EE Rl 21X — ]
T FR p A () R — g, A 2B S B OREF “RTIR 7 — A 7E R A 2 vh i R S SRR S,
BAFREE EREE.

74538 (Ralph H. Johnson) 7E [21]R1[22] s i [ & WL Cobjection) S 4 B UE 2 16
PEANZE (dialectical tier) [ FEEENAZ —. FENHIS SRR i V5 A AR IR A i, e
SRABR U R H S R B FEAR—RESE ([11], 5 229-231 7O, HH X HEFER
([12], 28370 TO. X T IR EE H 5 R0 B W B XA, 2B ety BLS L (23] #1[20].
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B, AEBATTRE — NG5 b e ] B AU VI, RIVEBE LG 7 I 17 A 2E 38 ey A T R
=N, FHXAMITFREEFRE ([29], 551 00:
B3 (£FTORSENAE, RN QRAEERZRELZR-AFA, £EOG
RN =

EXAMSUEF, IEmEh O 5&EHEG Q &2t 54518 @ Mg ?
IR — AN A RERRAL, 5 AN 5 4518 IR S ME A 2 52 B2 i 2
BESR — AMNBAE L A F I IE . I P9 LB i A s B A, IR A 7E451 3
d, Wk O #iRE, @ MATREN @ BRNER, FNJE#H 2R3 AE R
@ K; W @ WikeE, @ FERIEREMN O B ENRERK, (B4 3 7EE EAH
T AMBUESIE. Bk, O f Q@ X146 3 1A —ANBUEIRIE . X THERL
@ KUt, HRATTEEE . )2, EFTE BRI, ET R4S R
H AR AT 2D T X SR IE 2 AR A
X T 4518 Z AE AR T 1E S P2 B PR 2 4 ) B AU R, 8 2 AS T Bl
1o 28K, XIATINESHI R T, FBAMEE RIS #5850 A0

W, Ay M YN TEF B SR, BT RIS 7E — AT AR S N 45
B LA TAT ] B AN U ER AT e SR AL K B 5 SCRF,  (FUX FE AU 1R IF B A 2
Hez, Xt Rk, BT AN B BES FTRE S LA 45 1R 1A 2 T o
(SCRE, T2 B SR RO W IEF FE BT I B S A R 25T & 25
FEAE “PR LIS R 7 80H “ RIFSCRE” (cumulative support), T A& /& 1
“IETH M T Coutweigh) JRIMEE”, “R7GCHRLE IR IR R M T AL
RAFEERIIRZER 7, ([16], %5 51, 130 70D

gE L RTIR, R S s R VU A E A R — AN, (B
X TP 25 AR IE — R4S M I R AR L S IR AN IE & R R 1B R H 54518
TS WA R AE — T 1)

5T — 8, SedERAE (11, 12] 3% A BT R AU 18R (1 2544
TEME R, B RUER — A28 AR S0 0 IEE T AeACA SRR T3 Y, U 3RATT
AT DAAR AR b i b 5% T I06 5 00 0E — AR 45 440 1 LA 3 T B e, (HR
SCKGIE B IX PR HE 8 2 A RE RO

KRR, TR A TR B TE, X S g DL Sk 75 K
(convergently) CHFELEH BFEHRSCFrLE L. 7 ([11], 26 156 T1) A4, WS
Fre B — MR R ?

FEZAY X HFP, ATRIESAKR (work together) A—AF R i1 8)



TRAE AR L 5 B 7 11

7T A I HE®, B RLEEE—A (linked)o 4= R HALATRALAS
AT, AR TLERYGELH R LR R; 2L, SRATRKS
AR T AF B, BIERFE ek, BARERET 25 9IER,
([12], %5 55 50

Pa e dE R A, WS R 58458 (convergent structure) A& [A]— /N4
Pao AMERI, /K2 HTul IS IS i, A 324 v BT Ut 1P 2% 18
WEMISER, DA R S /RI% BT U A B vk O SIS, LS it 2 A X 4
WUE I RT IR 5 450 2 M B — Pl sk s i

FERR, BB = B R B SR B RIS G —— IS R ——
IR A IE A FRIEEAUE U IE . REEH S0 MECR T .

B, WSICCFEA BRI EE . WY e R e X, RIS FrH,
Aifde CQEMEEH) PA—Fh Bt r77 ASCHrE5 18, X RRAE X Pl SR8 R UNAF
FET IR B B 5550 8], USSR %A SO B AR B AT Re

Fok, B E 0T 45 B S2 A DGR AS BE T8 A IE F TR RS 1 IE PR 25 A4 1)
2] o AT IR LS P AR B R B, R AN B A B i 2 el A A A
SAMSTH S S50 AE S, (HIE. P EE tHAE BRI e A7 5 S5 18 FH G ATA
L. IR R R X P AL EE B AU A AR — R B A — AN B IR OB 18
Wk, —HHAP—HBERE, ZIUuEEA 2 — B E

E s WG R AR RE SO S5 10 2 AT N IE S S T AR B i v 75 B30 A
P IR TH B R U, WSS R R RE % 9 25 1R R A B T AR AT A B Eh T
PROUERITE 2 R RISCRE, BAERTRIEY, A TIERREE IR, WIEE AMUEEE
IR R 2H 9 S5 1R 3R 3t 1 2 o i) SCHR DL R S T B AHAE 2 KRR B B & iR 4
7 eony, BEONEERZ, BEFEHE LS GEZHIE BT T EE. RY
i, USSR AR oA IR IR FR IE e 38 2 18] 1 B s S5 AU AT 1)

BESRA B2 v 47K P 5K USRS REIEANIE & AR ZIE E . B S
SR Z I R T B4 F sz T IE TR AT ISR ) S5 ke ? fERE
K, BUETSUEEA —MIE &4 H (ahybrid structure), B LA AWE, 729
X G TALE R IR B PN EE AR S e — 2 I AT 18 IR 2 B 556 P 2L A
PR E, HREHMEHPEEE A A0S GRS ARG
FEH. T, A PC RonIEm#E A4, CC Rnkim#E A, K ML

BEXTEE — AN EARFS, TN ZWZE ER PC. CC M K Z B IR
MmE, NERIEEEE—MHES (linked structure) . 3 JETE XZ 48 HIRIIE
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LR, MR TS, HE M ESRAT R AL GAE—EA REN ST 1B 1R
BESHF, BB — AN HTFRRE R T AR BTSSR SR R SO A, A AT SExt 145
T PR B OR U AT A2 AN AT B K)o AR S B 3 (1 73wl 1, b 2502 /0 R B
B EmE A R, —MRIUEA ROV IS IE. HEMTTZ,
—MRIEE R HRAERAE, LAFRNEE PC M CC; WIEH ARG IR IET
ZHE K, ARG PC A CC IABHEIERE, X+ K FERE— A
Al XY, 7 PC. CC M K ZIRfFEE — AL .

FERS AR F L, BANHHMWE T LK PO CC HRIHEA RS
K ZRIMERART S, PUHRIE X & Mhait . 4R g rtridint
AT

Ba KRAEAEOQWRAEART, BAQ SHAENLKTIFALEK HALB
R B FARF A F R dE, BAR DT ARKATRY, G KMN—L
IHAERHE, PORAEREDZLAERT. ([12], %355 1)

EXARIES, PCBEFAEE (DG, OCBEFHAHE (@A
®), ik K b THIK (DM ®). 7 PC i, @G Jy K H4t T M
S, R AMERSE, RASEE TS KRR, KR, ©
@ X K % T TS, 7 CCh, @ MG & LSS K 32 T
FOR, R AL, HRSEIEE RIS KM, X
B, @G 5 K 2 aAFAER —FSRe . 8 M T XA R N <8l
L7 55 USRI, 3 LT R S MBS T T E B
R AN, H3E T TN R B 4 S R A
Shib, B, BETRSHCAIC R, RN .

By, KSR E R — BB S LA TR A T R SUE S, ForPi gk
SRR E T BOWE T BB N TE s R L5 4530 2 ), 4 e S M A 2E T
P AR MR I R S5 450 2 ] 0

SEEEEMZ, X PCE CCEE—ANHEAN, XMEFETETANERSE K Z Mk
AN EAEAE

IR B T KA IR BT R AE 2 S5 IR 4T S5 T BUET R IE BAT — R IS S
HAERATIZ S RIRE, — MR BT BLZ W[20]. X4i/RIGR4E32 700k ([14],
2 38-42 TO AFEXT U AHETE, BIE T A KL TR IE S 5E, "B T —FRAuT
IR RZIRA SR BI A U FRATTZE B i B A O 1 R 2R AT SCRe Bl R S5 1R i
AL — IS (convergence); MFRATIEIX L (R RN A 1Dk, 78 HEEE AP 1) FH — S ]
FE AR R Fx — HIWRIG R S BnT, FEE —MHE (linkage).” ([13], 58273 71D
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5 ENLIEEHIRIEIRR

TEBRA 7 BT IR IR ) G 2 Ja, 25 1 1a) Rk 2 an fe] B B 7 R0
WIESH T EffE . fEIRER, WIEE@ (argument diagramming) HA XU E H 1:
H— M8l 1) A R B “iX @ — M ARERIE”, 9 fE B gt
BRI REM R E I ETIR . S50 FI P REAEAE B HAh M B R, DL R
WHATER FR R H TR E IR T UP s, i B R 1R e i 25 4 ok D Bl 2
X NFRIE” GNE KA, IR R B B R R HAE G R B EWLR
TNELOZA BT 058 4518 02 15 ART SR 15 2UE o

TR B WA ERIRUE I, SR AN AT Bt 18 ey [ ) i) R
AR i AE ([16]) rhg| gk 7 — g 7%, H AR A AR 76 1E TH BE i A b
“+7, RIEEEHFTID “=7, RJER A B H SRR SR . N, FMh
H T T2 1) — AN R s 2O BARAR S0 B I A 7 7
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Abstract

Pro and con arguments are such kind of arguments that accommodate both reasons
for and those against the same conclusion. For the arguer, the basis of the justification
of the conclusion of one such argument is that the positive considerations outweigh the
counter-considerations. Following Wellman who first mentioned this distinctive type of
argument in 1971, informal logicians Hitchcock, Govier, Hansen and Freeman, among
others, made a huge contribution to how to grasp the structure of pro and con argu-
ments and how to diagram them. However, there are serious disagreements among them
about the place of counter-consideration in argument, the way how positive considera-
tions, counter-considerations and conclusion connect, and how to diagram pro and con
arguments. Based upon the critical examination of the existing relevant discussions, this
article proposes that counter-consideration could be treated as a non-basic component of
argument and that pro and con arguments have a two-level hybrid structure, and intro-
duces a new method to diagram this structure.



