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On Evidential Reasoning in Litigation

QIN Bo
(School of Politics and Administration, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract; As the form of rational thinking by which the minor premises of judicial syllogism can be ob-
tained , evidential reasoning in the process of the proceedings is a series of inferences made by the judge to find
evidence and case facts. It includes two aspects, i. e. the reasoning about evidence, and reasoning with evi-
dence. lts natural characteristic is the logical defeasibility. Two basic models of evidential reasoning, namely
the argument — based model, and the story — based model, have different features and effects.
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