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On the Three Issues of Formalizing Informal Logic

WEI Bin'
(1.Center for the Studies of Logic and Intelligence, Southwest University, Chongging 400715, China;

2. School of Administrative Law, Southwest University of Political Science and Law, Chongqing 401120, China)

Abstract; The studies of formalizing informal logic hold a point of partial formalization, that is informal
logic can be partly formalized, but not all of them. Formal studies need to respond to three issues. The first is-
sue is how to determine the field of formalization, which means to confirm the subjects of the studies. The sec-
ond one is how to find the appropriate formalizing tools, which should be applicable to handle the subjects in
the field of formalization. The third one is how to apply the appropriate formalizing tools to the specific studies.
The responses to the above three issues make a foundation to build a theory of formalizing informal logic.

Key words: informal logic ; formal logic ; formalization field ; generalized formalization; differentiated formali-

zation
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