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Tk

W B A, BB E T RN ABINE FAEE., FHHRSAL TR T KR
EVATIRA . B, oM. TGS EM R IR ARG A M A BeFIHE S A AN T A,
{8 REEE R AMN , AT R A GG ML 3 F IR 094R 5] . B, oo47 . 746 5 @M RIAA R LS4,
B FV AL G AE L A TR, BT FRX TN 69402, 5 3E 524048 K a9 A AT 5
R Fein s, BFE—FBELREHRGIIN A, RICEIF T, BRI S 4T AR, R
AP ), A BT 0 F R AR,

KR PR L AN Pl SEpE )

HhESES: B8l ICERIRMD: A XEHRS:

EERN: TRA, RAMPERFHFAIIR (LF 200241)

AN BAEZE T, W SRR ROl BOTUHR TORERCAIE BRI, A
REMSHERA UL Y EATTRO 2, (B 75 4R 51 NI BARSE I REAT HEAIMME S 22, AT AR AE AN RIE 1% 00
] B IR o SR L BERF A BE H, R (Thomas S. Kuhn) AEER] “s2AATH &
PRI T AR T i — SR AR T, (AR RS R R — S S 7 R T iX—
PR AE RO T SR B S R i, AAE (RS A RS — i hadb AT 1 U R RS SRR . TR 2R
A, EIRROLHSCAR R i, JEAEE T B 40 BBl E .

AR EAEBR T U] 74 REIE I RO 18 24 B oK A Rt AT e B 4. R BRI IR
AT, HOEREHLLIH A o, SR R A AR Rl AR EANB N M T
HEAME B AE PR OB ISR AT R . VR S MR B P AR AE A4 AT 4
MR, IEIk4E/R (Trudy Govier) Fr, BEAIT “ BRI MIACATEBLER 28T, H O TS0
(KR, IEAEMSEEM . BEFERR BB OIER. " T2, St R st 5 B4 5%
PO ERES ot YRR S @A, TR S E R AR R b PRI S
UEAA AR T HEIME B IR, @ K, AR ) “IRiE”, BRI SR

Wk 139«

O 50 « R (RRAEaEi), S50, S, dbtRS A 2003 4R, 28 170 . P¥ECHEE),
JIL Thomas S. Kuhn: The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, 3rd edition, The University of Chicago Press, 1996, p. 189.

@ KTHEAMNEBYERE L MR W07 L LRAR O #I1R 4+105F, 172 I David Hitchcock: “Critical
Thinking”, The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Sumer 2018 Edition), Edward N. Zalta (ed.), URL =
<https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/critical-thinking/>.

® £ Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, Vale Press, 1999, p. 123; Problems in Argument Analysis and
Evaluation, updated edition, WSIA (Windsor Studies in Argumentation), 2018, pp. 349-376.

@ X, TS REE. FER: AP 4E——R R A ) BITIRD, P E RS H R4 2010
FERR: B (At AR T RN T ——E [T AR S B ) (B RO, 3 0A A 2017 4ERiG; JEUR « AT
BH HTEURER S8R (2 im ) JRA5EE 10 R0, RALEOEE, AUk Tolk AR At 2012 4R ; M. Neil Browne and Stuart
M. Keeley: Asking the Right Questions: A Guide to Critical Thinking, 11" edition, Pearson, 2015; Stella Cottrell: Critical
Thinking Skills: Effective Analysis, Argument and Reflection, 3" edition, Palgrave Macmillan, 2017.
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iE (substantial argument), AR IGIE (formal argument). © B LLESRIE 5 08K, HET
HE g R AL /) 2, FRrde GRED RS (F25K) 1977 ORI i R fh A
P AT, MEEE DR RE S Ll s £y i & XA XA — MG 55750 A Avas
Ay (n>1), HAPFALL AT, A4,

—. MAEBLEE N ATE, EAREFE N

B RERA M B SR R OC R IR RN KBRS SN AI KR/, 4RI E
ALK 4y AT PURPAN): ©

1. PRI Cstrict formal rules)o SXMOREINE S RSz, AT DLIE I 38 <7 S LL AR BRI _E A
HEMAAEIN, ENAETEROABRG 2. X RGP TERME, Szt 2 R4 L )
KALFREFIFE T o B, “ =" BRI IRy v e — ST BT O

2. PERSTTRN Cstrict material rules)o Xl DUt 3t AL ), AH IFAG AT 2RI AR
FEARE R BRI BR), i “H—MEERANEG O 83 “R xR —MNMEERIN, BaxGolt”
HLE TR S TR .

3. —MHN Cgeneral rules): LB 5 K 22 BB & AL, (HABISb. W “BARRE SN
U SR B P AR SRR BRAE B BE AT, it B B B — O . 7R AR SR AR AR
FIRE ST, NATTTIUA B 4 1 55 100 N 2% 8 T2 IR B 2 A BEs, (R An SR L A 43 01X b it K
AR RIS AR AR B, AR T R AN 2o LR bk s Bl 4liiE J2 e <, Athm A2z i RiRURR

4, 25N Crules of thumb): X AR AL AN AR 2 HLBE AT BITE TS, R AEBA I (R B L
SRR BhH A SRR (5 L R AT CUBE B Ipide . BB Z BS SORE, I8 DUF ISR 4 4T 1
MNNGR AL B, =2 T AR R S FER LA AR — AN IR R T 2N,

VENER GBI — AN EESRAY, HEAIVE B L2 N H 2, A7 AR KR IR W] B R
FRAEREAT N MR, 0T PRAS SR Ban, 7R —MERR S EERIER, B
o R FI T IZ B RS (1 H IR 75 2 5 T 3 HORIE A IO BT 8252, PUORRAIE IR 2 A — R E
AR TRBEG . $RHEER . TR, R FABUR A 555, KR, FRERGAE
AT 3R B A 18 AR 7S TR SR W08 R 75 IR TR, H B R X A 7R 1D TR B R SR B REAS 72
SPUADBE, XN, X MRIEEE R TR (BN R IS AT EAE 1) DMEXIRIE I 4
PS5 VAL Iy, SIS BT A TE A S, B R g S AR UE R AR AN TR, AR DL B
B0, AR ZIE B R A L DO R R RS . © X, R AT AR AIE & AR N —A
HYERN, RATREXHR UM AR TSR S5 R . T, AR ATIRERS, FTRARRE “4507 “Ab

© SJRBIE, MHRRAE “FESZRIE” (actual argument/real argument). “ B4 3EIRIE” (real-life argument). “ H %18
WE” (everyday argument) Bf “EH4RiGHE” (natural argument) £&; TiTERIGUEIENTER AT RS 4), iR
TRACIE 550 o BT R IERT (proof/demonstration).

@ WL, T2 W Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, pp. 90-91; Problems in Argument Analysis and
Evaluation, updated edition, pp. 337-338.

® 2 ). Trudy Govier: A Practical Study of Argument, enhanced 7" Edition, Wadsworth, 2014, p. 55.
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FE7 CIRUERTY” “CURURLERE” SRR ORI E £ — MR UE TR R B ANBRIR 2 45, AN B
SeRRIR LRI, AT E IRIEE TR A, AU AN 1R 2 (A A R SRR G R s A A
GEHE . X U BRIA T A RROZ WA TR IEEE R . IR IR UL L 2 i I S5 A4 AR
e PR, AATTE AR S L RR X IS AT PR, AnFEmEL T BORSABRHE, BIAF IR M 1% e AH
KA C(relevance). 7o/21% (sufficiency) SrI#:521% (acceptability) —AMrifE: B0 4518 4H
5, RIBRLAUN A IRUE 78 2 S RF DL R RT SR A AU P2 (. © MR S B3, IR AP A
AR T SO A AT AT VR VA, A e S T E BRI BRI . B, AV IR A A Y
TR, G RLAf € Ve UE TR O BUE,  TEMT R R T U RIE R K, X EREATIRE, BERXIR
TR SO = WA TEREAT 58 4k, K4 of 3 5K (9 S xR AT ] 7 46

MR EE, S RN 2 SR E S R X e R U e Je s sy B, et
JELZAE (R RILD) 56 5 S T A 2R BT DU A U e PR o B R T LR 2 Sl R AR NIRRT LR MK
— AR, AN R A At O TR R B S RN SR A PR 5 nT AR A R A R . BEAR R
A UL A3 i 45 B SR GE B oo (B ENE B T 1 AP S BY RN o IX Ee ) v e T L S
(FHMER — " @, I A IE B A MR T T B WAl AT B ROAZ A0 T AT IR, i FLiX
SR > IR ASF R AL, AR T R RN, A7 R TR SRR, 58 2 & T fo VA 15 A1
FAAE B — IO o 25 F- 000k, DR AR AR B = 30 30 H 22 DB SR & 40 M 04 NG 560 3Ll
X ERENE NI A R IR R S, IR A TR A AR 2 Sk o BRT ARSI
FRME, A AP R R0 Py LA N 25 B SRR PR IR PG AE LA PR BEAR

HERN M GG RO TG, A R 1 A T DGR JE AR, AT AN A 1 5% TR 0 g
KRR A RO AT HEAIE AR 7 R0 e T RL T IS iR BRSPS IRE A R —
BN AR . UONPRBEATIOEENS (Bl B S IPABIE——3 ) 0 vl 58 4 AT O e
ik, XARURXF R AR, 52 ) BB IE A AR R . 7 © X BB ST B2 Bt 2
ME K, BZEEKLERMAISRE, IR R 737058 FH 2 307 3 1) HAth 7 20 00 7 4 1)
PERAE AR, XU, A R 4EAR Gl JFO RN —— A g ). SEm mEe —
PR, AR SERE I M A BOMATHEA M A, M A 2 SEUS AR IR 20 # . e, OF
AR . AR FEAR AT LA A

B, fAMEBLENASOEAT, BT REGRMARN . R AT PPN AR UE 1 R
FU, A T BEALFE S8 E 2 AH 5 A 925 M40 (substantive knowledge) fE BT ZHIZ TG, BiE
PAESRE & N8R, IS H AR AR E A 3 (8] o (1) % Fh BAR SBT3 — Mg
WE, FUXZy e HERR B RIS ISIERIE S, H X ERIE S BT T OKESEFR MR SR,
AU RFRERIR . I THZEAMEACIRTIE Y N PR e i) 5 46 2 3 LRy 7 T2
AR D 5450 (E5K EAERERIEMNERTEE PRI, mFE 95 iR, A
AR W RMEF AR BB, DU TR MR R A S R

@ 2 Ralph H. Johnson and J. Anthony Blair: Logical Self-Defense, United States edition, McGraw-Hill, 1994.
@ Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, p. 91.
@ Trudy Govier: Problems in Argument Analysis and Evaluation, updated edition, p. 314.
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FEIE A AR HEVPA IR UE 2 1T, IO FE EEXIR ST R . i AIE2E, IXOCEESR “seithenii, Xt
B IBUR . SHESTR R SO AU T R R FIRIERR . SRR S TSR e e b, LK
SHEAEA TSI A28 ” %, © IR R, (OURSERME B4R, WA R g B 5 1EsL
AR DG R AP R S B I AR S, A M S A R AR MEAS B ROHAT 1.

Hk, BMESA TP B A RUN A RN, X SR ] A S FH R e R T ), PRl
WA R 5 VR AT TAn (T AR B R BT YO EANTRENS 15 R FRATTIX — RO A TRAT T R AR 106 55 5
iE Can infinite regress of rules).” © FE¥2¢ 5 I, RFEfl, 4ERRIRMAH. K2R (Lewis Carroll) %A
PRSI TE 55 IR B Z AN H 520 “ HUON A 2 FH R T AT g 1) 7 AT Ik, 4l /R AR N ARAT 118
RAEHARIFELHWICE T FUUSI A, © @52, B0 B8 5 ] o] 5 5k s 11
VAL — 26, T2 3 S5 R AR 0,47 76 56 G ] SN2 FH 1) o, T S e dX — o), g 2P IR
SE— ST e IR, RS ST IR © AR N% N — 2 MR B B AN AT 24 8
FH— 26U PR 1) 8, 5 SRR R S0 3E 3 3 B AR TN T 55 R B S By, T At (0 e 1R 7 2 ik
T DA ZRAESEA 4T 48, BET R R AR aUh N IZR. © 7E-R B R FTis A8 (bl 5t 5L
SO RE, S SR HE R P s A — SR HER U ERAE Ny — AT SR W S R, X —
EORBAM S SHLTER. © ERG T LT EERAIHZN, R4e/REH, BRATRTEEE
KT Q] S RO AR, NP ERRE B AN W] 8 58 A U 2 o A R, AR A T BRI
JEONRRN, AAAREFESR T 08 ke TEAS A RIE BRI, A FTREA RO AT AR 4

—. AR

R AR FRATTAN TT BE AT 5 T o] S AU AR I 3382 BRAT T A ART RSE i 0 (o] L TR I W 2 7 K 4
IRFER, “ON TR A RN, BRATTR ZEREAERRAE < RIEHLE " (mother wit) B ‘I (good sense)
(KW RIS e Ay, WA AR, CRUEA TSR R TR arD,
— AR ESRIE AT ) Gudgment) (302, IXAPEZ T OB SEEORIE IR, B AR R A Aok
SEAL, B AN RE 564 B IE TR —— IR Al ) i ——k i 7 © T O 08 SR T ORI

@ £ WL Trudy Govier: Problems in Argument Analysis and Evaluation, updated edition, pp. 314-322.

@ Trudy Govier: Problems in Argument Analysis and Evaluation, updated edition, p. 322.

® V£ Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, pp. 92-94; Problems in Argument Analysis and Evaluation, updated
edition, pp. 340-343.

@ Z WM. (SRR AL BRI, MR, AR R 20044FERR, 5513501,

© Z WYERFRITE: (PFARTT0) » BREEme, Lie N ARHE20014E 05, 5520671 . AHS: T X4E/R, XN AR (Kjell
S. Johannessen) FENIGVE (EFEAFST) 12884—887, Y ONHHRAR T /FIA4ERHRHM — AN ETW &R “—A4
JE SCE MU R ANRE B Ok ER ARSI R, BRI e T A AN R RO ARE o M rhrml DAAS XA 4518
BV 1) 5 — 25 BT RN AR 5 BT — 2% KRS BT e LT, R ANFTRE A AT SR o RUOIXRER) 3, FEFTRN 2 Fik
77 THIH PR T R P Ao S R AR P A AN TR 7 2 AR (R0, G SRR T 00 e X 2% AR 4R 03X A R AT
fIiE, AT TCMRMBERE T 25 Ha)ifil, X8 —40tk. Bk, fER—HrEt, Ef—sefiu e f o2
To2 R SRS 5 . BRI 2 3 PR SR SR T . 7 S K « S« Qs A AR GEIERIN. JF%%
PEVEREARAIER S RNIR D, YR « AR Uoe. BEHIR SN (BSBRIb R O 2 —— B /SR ) (TR, Bl
B2\ HRIRTESEVE, WK Hi k20164, 5528901 .

® 2 IlLewis Carroll: “What the Tortoise Said to Achilles”, Mind, Vol. 104, No. 416 (Oct., 1995), pp. 691-693.

@ Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, p. 92.

Trudy Govier: Problems in Argument Analysis and Evaluation, updated edition, p. 313.
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ORI, St R 1 O AT TR S 5 R IE S A G SE R M RTRTE N 2 AR T
AR SCIE AR AT A Rt SR, B8 A AEREE B4 2 G ROHAT P 35 2 “ L2 [ R i 7 o,
S RN R SR T, A IR 1 B 4 BT R AT BB K Cindispensable) . ”

M EL G, AR I 1 a0 0 R 5 W 0 0K R e AT n L S O R A
MAEFIR = m R AE S R E TN &, “ WURAE — RN L AR A RN I RE 77, F82 J0WT 77 240
HYAERIRONZ TGS, WA S PR TS TS RN R R R SR T
TR, LA TR —ANRRER S, B2 bR ) ok P R B AR AE SN 2 R o I U
FIWT Sy — PR A il SRR I RE 77, HaEB) 77 S0 e DURFIR S5 80 3t R 2 oK A48 T
5 I R ) 38 B S A8 U K i 2 L T 5 2 VA S R A A 1 R — AN R ) AT
LR R A, VA N A2 A U T LU 1 2 e e AN 8 T RS, AN RT R
AL XL oo — HAR i i R AR AR, FRAT R TR S A SRR SR R L R
ISP R B T IX LN, 43X A gt R R Pl — SRR AT o EX SR TE R A 2
SR, R BRI T (K — AR S o VA ERRIS I E I T, X TR U 1 8 P
FH A SRER I LA SR R S B ZR P8, T 0 (4 2R P st 0 00T s 53— 077 T DU 2 13 4 Wi ) A 5 AN g i
JERRUN, BB, I )RR DORNEIERIN 7 e . BEZ, EREER, BRI TR
L) 5 5 A S48 1 07 3 AASSEAE R0 1) 7 =X e s 2 AT T ] R 0

SR W A E I VE B LEAS P BRI R TG, DR E AN B e fe st R AW
R R b, VPSS @M S AT B, FTmEAMIMAN i, RSO EEE
AR AR ? #has IRME REAOIE B A L 7 TH 50U AR BERE G 2 B, SORPETE . B¢
A ) L e R SR RO TR AT ) e 2L 4 ] R S PR I 17D B PR 2 R S e SR 1
SR (AT AT ? B IR T2 B R S TE M, £EX0) 4 ISR UE BEAT B A I R A b FE IR L 7R 1 2
WAEJE TR R —— U2 (. AN SRELR), SERMIMRAL Y S i%ia AT AR AR SRR
BEATVRAL ? (EZKFRE LS, WP ASHE PP A BT MO ? S5, @ T 22 [m] 2 1K o o) R s X
AT 45 DA bt ) 1k SRR A3 20 kAT, AR SRR M B4R R R AN 1Y, BR T 7R S UE S
FHOG R F S T 1 IR 2, R TR BT

AR AL S 1 GRS, I E P R A RE R RE: H—, Sk R Pt iAW /)
RETRIRA A7 2, A F BRI Sl NI 4R ? R SCEs &b AR O IE AR 1

52 E41 B (Harold 1. Brown) FHICHIEFEIIFEM, XHE/R N, FIWT )2 “ —FrASEIE RN (without
following rules) EDRePPAlitESE. PANIEME . (EHAHEHEZIERRES”, B2 “TATAUREIN

@ Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, p. 123.

@ REME:  (ADREBEPEACA))  SH13500. RRAECE CHIWT L) o IXor 7 PRI . — Il R fE R R B
NEEEEREL FRIAE . R AR G, BRI, BED #en T 7, IBAERRIAER T el N A
FUWT Sy oo iR E LR o AHEIR GRIRRLS T 1, I AU 25 5R¥E 3, B4R I it A2 &
BT " SRR CHIIBTAEAD)  XBBEEERe. bR, AR RRAE2004%FE0, 5513 — 1400, ASCiR K
WSy, AR T REAEPT UL — A BT 088 DUE PRI o 5 T BRI T D BEe, T IS AR . AR
TR o W7 g —— FRAEH T ) B HRD), (WAL 200545565

@) RRflE.  (AUpEREipEALHE) . 513500

@ Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, pp. 123-125.
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(without appealing to rules) I AE/EH AR A HEA). MR KPER s RN, ” © XgeiRRE
H 5 A ) DN IEAE RN i) 7 SRR R, 31X 5 R s V345 5 I 2 SR B 20 i A& 3 75 3 6
MNTE, st 3. A, anib b TAGRTEAE N AT =, A e Ra AR
e MAE LI BI PR R BT Ik, Wt — PR, ER AR —FREE ST, FIWT I e LS R B
TR, RTTEER): BN, BATIR, AR, M SRR, R, &5 A
g3~1 & (a sense of proportion). HIIEA 42 EEN, 5%, EFREAHAB K ES, FAEFEE S
FP&FER S Fe A E 7 S S, 10— R RIFAI 7B RN 0 IR e (5 SR ARG, A4
SN0 S5 U — AN S A R SR, IR AN S AR TR AR A E TE R At CUn A B, AN TR )
TRIE AT REM) 5 B A4, 255%,

BT A LB SNSRI A 7 G SR SZ A TR 1 MRS S DR SRR, A
SR B AR A2 T T 1 R R AT RO AT RV A A5 1, AT W] BEFA 5C T~ anf] B2 HI it A1)
P R RN PR R0, T 0 T A Dy — P A 5 R R IR RE g, R DA B FRATIAE 2 bt S R R, A
A PR A DA 0T . st b, R RIE X FEICNI . AERFH— G “ N T
Hofd FHREO, BRATTH EREAEARAE RIBRHLE 50 CWAR I RIS © IR, FIW 5]
NIEAEA T e e b 2 S R0 £ i) o

BEXTA N AT B 81 i 0 o0 AT 5 T SOR L S ENAT RN R e e B A, el R0 H o
BEAT TV CIRARUEIRATA ROZAE RN, B IR N A RN . AN ——TE MR AT
BE A0 R S B AG 0 LT B PP w2 B A IE A7 (H, RIS ZE A Se R AT S e 5 B 2% 4
WY&, AR B WA KO TRALENE T — 248 2 IRA 1 a0 a8 H 28 — 2 O i 7o R
W Ca meta-rule). BRVIHIUE, FRATXFEMHTR IR A 75 ZAS B AR U R 4k 22 ), A1 &A1
PG, P TRE MR © KPR, FEATEE ST W S U R e LR, 3147
RE % LAASEAE RN 1) 77 AL FRA TR R UE AR RS 20 Ar . VAR AL 38 <3 AR B AR RN, B
HUL, ISR 2 S TR IR IESE . TIX — VI Z FTLAATBE, 2BA “BAICS AR R
W, A TAREMRIL”, RIHA REFH . ACLRE NN . R W T DU, B
5552, Ao B SRR (1 40 T 7 BR A% S B ERAT VIS 2 S R, S R B =R A 0T g At
P R P AN P B R )

=. 5l REEAWIRER ¢

AR B LA B T8 AN REIE R R, AWy 3 e KLU RT3 A0 RE PR A e 4 =4 L TR o 8
2, AEHCAITE B YRR A Tz dn o Ab BRI 55 W7 ) — 5 iR AR WE? O 1A RGHAT LI E B 4E,

@ Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, p. 127, p. 129. 75A] 2 i.Harold 1. Brown: Rationality, Routedge, 1988, pp.
137-177. AN EHE (rationality) FFEAVACZRI A 2 N AN N ol 1E At 0 7 R0, T v 35 e B g
MR A HIERNEE R —.

@ Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, p. 92.

@ Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, p. 125, p. 128.

@ AFTHBEE R IR EZF] TAIREACIA KR K, EIGESOHIL . 2 WARE: (ufl. IAERZ A1),

(HEZRIMIE R 2240 (AR 20084F 5541, 5547 —5471.

6



FAZ U B R 22 A (R Wy e 2

FEXRAEREAR, R A AW 0 TAEA I YR e AT Bk, #8730 B AT BEATS AR BEASE
FU S rh R P SRR A W 0 ) 5 R — PR AR BRI A S, A AT TR R RO
ST BRI A A A SR R Ay PR AR IR AR . DA e a5
U, AAZR BT AT 7 A ) R —— Ak P G AR ) BP0 P B 3 NS, KR A
Wy FJBEAT AEREASAE Ul WA A ] e SR FL PR o IS Aot A W 7 B EL 1 i) 7 5 s
(). SHEHME B H AR S A — .

XTI EL G R . PRAE AT TR R ER M o S AT A B2 AR R
4, U SR A B, SCHEIRRT I AT E o XA UL, FIWT B 5 A A RRE S I 5 5E
N T A BT REANE B, JCHRXS TR AR RO S ok, 2 S B % Rt 1 S R 0
KRR ARR L ER . BUR (Gilbert Ryle) H2ifigid 5 IR M. fEMA R, S TR A AR
“EEHCAE R, BIFEFAREESEAE A ST U TAT S AT SR AE 2 . ENUR T3+
DS IS B/ PRI CATR BT A 7 IR L SRR U AR AR bR XS T2 AR AN R 52
VIRV FEREEWBIN . " AR, I s — RN T & BE ), FOE U B 3R 2 A 1
FWr 7 UAEHEA R B YEAS DA AT IE ? Y /RA NI BRI SR I AN A, 35 Ok A
SRR I BE BRIk Sl it i

PisihE, RS iR LA R gR: © BARFNE RE A RDREAT i e A &%, (EAIIT A
— MR A BE, ERAARMHT, TRREZR . BILAK )t Bl RIEHUE fRe e, e Rst
ZARAEATEE S BT REAME I "2, — DR MEE B AN BUAR AR T LS 2
FEABBUA AN, (B Rk = A 7y, BN AKX AB A 1%, RIAS R E A BARSE
Bl BIARRTR RN 2 T ERERR, AR S Z A G AE—FE T DUE R 2 > U
77 R TRAN, (HEIATDUE SR ] . EBTEE (example) SRAFRIRFREH-E . “T0MH] 552 R W i
DI, ERAEHI ] B Z RIKA BERI N AR A TSR 7, MBI AT SEBR AT 55 A B AR XA
FUWT 7 EAFE RS IR AE, XX ) (K — O, RIS A A5 .

Fe b, Va2 2] (learn by example) Ko7 — A GEIL i AR N SAR A TE HUU T 5 4

ZEEES), X —INRIFAERE A . 3 22J8 (Michael Polanyi) ik, “—FiHfE DAud BN 15 147
SAREEIEME Cprescription) Jide T %, EONIFAAAER TRMEZHIME. © RAgdday]h

DT LR A 2 o 7 I YA 27 ST R IR e ARG T 2 A ARE AR A A 7 =K, R A AR
ABEIRAN A I W R RE . BRI S, B pgvasl, BOrR s mss 7y, AR
HUBRAG T AZE MR, CLERITE B CEASR A TR Y B, SRR Z R I T,
XA B AR AT 5 R DU SE TR BE CARAT IR (1024 S AR [

@ £ W.Trudy Govier: The Philosophy of Argument, p. 135.

@ % ILGilbert Ryle: “Knowing How and Knowing That: The Presidential Address”, Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society,
\Vol. 46 (1945-1946), pp. 12-14

® ZWEEME. (AUEFMERLA)Y , 55135—13671. ¥ A s, 2 MImmanuel Kant: Critique of Pure Reason, translated
by Norman Kemp Smith, Macmillan and Co., Limited, 1929, A135.

@ Z WK PR MNIR—E R EHAE ) WIREE, SEHNRH RAE20004F0, 5578—8001 .
BECH 23, WMichael Polanyi: Personal Knowledge: Towards a Post-critical Philosophy, Routledge, 1962, p. 55.
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U SR PATTN T TE AT g 5 2% sy 5 ST R pR Jatk, A5 E— 20 I8 1)l A& Y451 2 21 & e gE AT
B1? B U, Y 2E ST R BARNLE A4 2 FRATEIE B HEEE (reasoning based on examples) B,
KELEYE (analogical thinking). @ FHFEHR K, XA RE )5 ST S FRAR TG B ER . SEELE
YEFFAR — TR BB I RE , 0 A 35 0 JER AT 50 T AR AR AT 3L P 352 1 SR ARABL” (Family
resemblance). {5 HAth S5 2 (8] O Z AR AL, AR AR BT IR — B &R, T2 AR S5 2 Stk i 4t
—o AE—MRILE AR B L R (IR, A8 ) 0 A W g R SR A A AN [ S 2 T
[l AT LA, FRH BT (R AR 22 S, i 28 LU BRSS9 SR A R 5 24 iy S48 AH 5 7D 1)
R, AE R Pl 2 8 A R L — A AN KON D S RE RSl AU A5 2 I T AR R S

A 5] IR R 05 S B IR A A T NSO S AU . AERFIR T E R “ RATIIE 2
&7 B (T8 5 VAR T AN J2 R R 4518 5 1) e RO i 4R R T8 PR AP e —— 0 Bl AT 1) 78 20 RO )
MEE—2, BAH RS, T YOx 5iE 5 R LA BLE N L % R (object of
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Critical thinking is purposeful, reflective judgment that manifests itself in giving reasoned and
fair-minded consideration to evidence, conceptualizations, methods, contexts, and standards in order
to decide what to believe or what to do. ©
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Rule, Judgment and Critical Thinking
Jin Rongdong

Abstract: Logically speaking, critical thinking is to decide reasonably what to believe or what to do
through identifying, interpreting, analyzing, evaluating and constructing substantial arguments that occur in
everyday life, various special disciplines or public sphere. Critical thinking is rule-governed, but cannot be
reduced to rules. Any type of rules does not provide us with adequate tools for the identification,
interpretation, analysis, evaluation and construction of argument. To employ rules properly in the process of
critical thinking needs not only knowledge of rules, various kinds of substantive knowledge but also
judgment as a faculty that connects the universal and the particular. To learn by example, or to emulate
paradigmatic cases of successful critical thinking, is an important approach to developing judgment and
thinking critically.

Keywords: Critical Thinking; Rule; Judgment; Learn by Example
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