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(1) Joseph Horovitz, Law and Logic: A Critical Account of Legal Argument, Springer-
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{1) Stephen Toulmin, The Uses of Argumens, Cambridge University Press, 1958, p. 102.
(2) Stephen Toulmin, The Uses of Argument, Cambridge University Press, 1958, p.7.
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(1) See Christopher W. Tindale, Acts of Arguing: A Rhetorical Model of Argument ,
State University of New York Press, 1999, p-71.
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(1) Chaim Perelman and Olbrechts-Tyteca, The New Rhetoric: A Treatise on Argumen-
tation , University of Notre Dame Press; 1969, p. 5.
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30 (B 5BHEEZE)  (Arithmetik und Logik als Spiele) , 2
T — T A 7 ¥k 20 X 2R AR 2 —— X 58 4 ( di-
alogue logic) o) tifi i 36 HE 4R B8 S J& 29 7 WKW 47 2 vh A7 5k
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(1) FEBF GERESE: AHEEBHOEAR) —4H8f, RAIE “van Eemeren”
R CHL - RBRIE”, (HAEMRATR T 2008 4FHL 5B S L XA L 1% —iF
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(2) See Eric C. W. Krabbe, “Logic and Game” , in Peter Houtlosser and Agnes van
Rees (eds. ), Considering Pragma-Dialectics, Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, 2006, pp. 185 ~
198.



