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DJ. Anthony Blair. “Arguments and Critical Thinking” ,in Anthony Blair(ed.). Studies in Critical Thinking,Windsor Studies in Argumenta-

tion Vol. 8, Windsor, Ontario; Centre for Research in Reasoning, Argumentation and Rhetoric, University of Windsor,2019,pp. 109-111.

@)J. Anthony Blair. “ Arguments and Critical Thinking” ,in Anthony Blair(ed.). Studies in Critical Thinking , Windsor Studies in Argumenta-
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On the Adaptation of University Logic Course to
Critical Thinking Education

WU Hong-zhi

(21st Century New Logic Research Institute, Yan’an University, Yan’an 716000, China)

Abstract ; The logic course with the property of public course should make direct contribution to the reali-
zation of the basic educational goal of critical thinking. Although our logic teaching has experienced the
baptism of symbolic logic, it is not nourished by “critical thinking and informal logic movement” as in devel-
oped countries. Therefore, how to adapt the logic curriculum to the critical thinking education is firstly reflec-
ted in the suitability, adequacy and extensibility of the logic teaching. The existing logic teaching from content
to method is not enough to achieve the goal of critical thinking training. It is deficient in the important aspects
of analyzing assumptions, considering sources of information, applying a wide range of forms of plausible rea-
soning, and fallacious analysis methods. Therefore, it is necessary to extend the teaching content of logic or
the boundary of logic system.

Key words: traditional logic; symbolic logic; introductory logic; informal logic; critical thinking
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