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Abstract

Beginning with the logical deficiencies in- Larenz’s “Syllogismus
der Rechtsfolgebestimmung”, this paper tries to use the modern symbol
logic to analyze the formal  structure of subsumption. The so called
“Legal Syllogism” stands only for the simple form of the application of
the law and is faced with its limitation when a “gap” (Kluf) exists
between the description of a concrete case and the condition of a norm.
This gap is to be bridged by the subsumption. In order to give a precise
account of the logical structure of subsumption, the legal syllogism
should be extended to the deductive scheme of subsumption. The
deductive scheme represents the complex form of internal justification.
The truth or rightness of the premises used in the deductive scheme is
the object of external justification. The internal justification requires not
only the logical deduction of the legal consequence from a set of
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premises, the premises in the deductive scheme, for their part, must also
satisfy the requirements of consistency, universalizability, and
justificatory completeness. All these requirements constitute the
minimal demands for a rational legal justification. The last part is a
critical assessment of Larenz’s theory of Typus.
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FLNTEHER ) B —FRRE > EENIORUETEAETS
BSERBRENS  MEFRECHEB)ERAR  EXEH
EAAEH Fikentscher Fife. T EZHEE , (Fallnorm)®™ » HEHZpt
EREINE T HIATE B ahHt LA B ERUR - RTTEBEER © (10)

- (1) (%) (Gx - Hx)

- (2) (x) (Fx—> Gx)

CAx) (Fx >H x) ) - EE
L@M@%ﬁmz&ﬁéﬁﬁ#‘ﬁ%mﬁ%x&ﬁwﬁ Babara __& D RO G

WRH, R At FAAG, TR MAe FAEH, kh—HwE
A T AT 2 24818 5] 16(UD S 4% — A 1t (universal generahzatxon UG RES .

# % F 218 % = & (Hypothetical Synoglsm)géﬁﬂﬁﬁ'l RS B Y
WA TS AL B - | 237-243 ¢

B T @4 s P28 8 41 4 18 Alexy, Theone der juristischen Argumentatlon S.279
Fn.41.:. .

Y mnERRE . AR Flkentscher Methoden'.des. Rechts ‘in verglelchender
Darstellung, IV, Tiibingen 1977, S. 129 ff; 202:f: X
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ERAELRE SRS - TEaE SEAHRAES - Kt - =5
RS EE RIS %Mﬁ%& _&%E@%Tﬁmmﬂ)
S R
a (1) @ Tx—> ORx)

Q) () (Mix - Tx)

- (3) () (Max —> Myx)

* (0-1) (x) (Mpx —> My.1x)
(M) ) (Sx > M,x)
- (nt+1) Sa
(n+2) ORa (1)-(o+1)
ID T/ Z % CE A E S, (Das deduktive Modell der
Subsumtion)™® o LR ZRFTEE FRRYEEARED - (e 1)fRsRe Rl
HFEENRHEL - QFIOARZER M(1<1 < n)i*f T FiksZRE %ﬁﬁ%

0 g~ X T £ 8 Alexy, Theorie der juristischen Argumentation, S.- 279;
Koch/Riilmann, Juristische Begriindungslehre, S. 56 » ##7(1)-(n-1) Koch 2
RiiBmann # & 8444 “o” (FLEE) Rk » $la“G)(Tr < ORx)” »
RAEAN  THBE TR EH T RIEH T RNEEKREOR s #F
HRERERRGTENM  RBEASKFIRARENFTES - # Koch
Riimann z % K1t 89443735 B Ratschow, Rechtswissenschaft und formale Logik,
Baden-Baden 1998, S. 136 ff.; MRARK - A ERBHEEZ AL R 312315~
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EREHERSRERRATNERE R - EREREREREEE
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EREEEA S ERNIEY — R GERIEY - T
A E BN RMERERRERIEE L EE AT ERER
FEIE—EEAEETHERENREEREC T - S mE
BAEP EHIEERERIR - AEEZe VRS e ARz R AR S &
SelBEFFRI R R (meta-rules)ZRARHR » BIAN T EALEAEEAY TALEL |
(lex superior derogat legi inferiori) » [ #&EMBHARETE:E 4 (lex posteori
derogat legi priori) » Mg RIEBHAEERE | (lex specialis derogat legi
generali) FEHEH RAREHN - EELE G EREUHRAE TR
HEZE  MUEETE—BRIERE LTI DI ERFEGR
HIBHIRE R R IRV R IS B RXBREIRZR &
7 ) (meta-subsumption)*’ « FEBHEREREE T AHE LB
%1% - BIEERAZGREEER AR  WEHERERR WA
EUB SRk » AR R E - B — R 2y s

N EREAKSEBAEAEE RS AR EBRAN LA B ERREBS
TEREARE - XEH FEEREHZFAEREL > ATEZAEE —ENE
B—dErmikz r§4%J ERERETHEOBTLHERNEGENE M-M %k
B o KRV KR TR, ﬁ'Jﬂ'Jzi:% FEEwRT AT &

(1) (x) (Myxv...vMex < Tx)

HOEEEMEE = ENEE—RAZ]) &) (Tr > OR)BAMEFTIFE 24 %
BEAEREHEEAHRAE:

(1) (x) (Mixv...vMsx — ORx)
32 4 9.5 4 88 Alexy, On Balancing and Subsumption. A Structural Comparision, in:
Ratio Juris Vol. 16 No. 4 (2003), p. 434.
3 e 335 % £ #7988 (rules, Regeln)#= /& B (principles, Prinzipien)#) & 4 #H
L ARA AR EE A AR E R WA ERRR R E R (R Alexy,
Theorie der Grundrechte, 3. Aufl. Fra.nkfurt aM.,S.791f)> ZHRER P; L P8tk
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FRAEHREEERAEFTNHIN — 64 & B8
(Regel-Ausanhme-Struktur) - AR 4B E W 4N —RHRIRY
BREFCT @ AlEAREIE#ER I ERESR  BREECFEER
FHE T BIoMERR - SERFEIE R A AT ERIEERER » KRR
& FHTRRI—BIANER TR - HERFRIFERIE AR R AR - METE
RIS SR - BEBIME » SR RENIE SR ETIRE
WEERZ i TFHE - Atgsitis - BIETRMASETHEE=
B/ RE R EN BT HERENRESE =40
T (BT BEREG AR EEZSEREREY ) (M B2 REl
KRz - ERNERERITE ZHIIMER - EIELRBER T R AR
SRR CEREBR - TR BB B BRRENERANE
e —EIEFEPRIEME AR - (BEEEEBAE REErEE
R - RBAD)NRERERTRAS TR EREERIRRE
— BB @R RSGR R—BI R Rk iR R i 28 - HRHE B
BERRRER S —TEFE B (nonmonotonic reasoining) : ATEEHEE
B B R M F e AR R AT REHE B RS aml N RE = R R AR 4
b0 FENIASTRIETER (BN R AN ]38 A < 3R E B E 2oy AR #aslpl
SMERR) 8 RMEAEEAR RS o BEEERESL
HE R INLARR T RERE H pA R PRy FE B S RTRE - HFASE
BRI AR E R » Rt ERR Bt —RIRER, - BRI AT

B RXEEBEERBA DHELLERNALT P8 P2 HABESRE
T g M h » BRBRR PrAatskt C ZTF &L P2 BITH Alexy Zridé ik
B (Kollisionsgesez)3F i — 43X C BAERBH4 > LR P FERFBHEEHRRY
32,8 (Alexy, Theorie der Grundrechte, S. 83) » M TH AWML EHELRB/NET
RFEBERANEARHEREESR iRz BARAE R4 XEL
MGAEBBEBR AT AR —FELRRR o EFEE T A THSEEZTHRME
REEFEFELE > RRAARRINE R B BT RE AR Sttt 7B ERIRAH
RZABRARLETARERE  MARRBRUHEREZERAMN - LELGEGSE
Rl ARABBEEZEHME -
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2 - ERREA R R P ITeE
EDI T ERGRERNZ % 0 D TIEE— S R R
e R R RS R HAT -

\

- REBI I HEY

Fﬁ%%?f@.?ﬁéﬁ‘(jﬁr’sitsche Argumentation) » FHEEZRER - FRERHL
I (AR ) DAL FE R EaRE (R ) BTEE) - IRTEEIZEE Alexy
2R R TS B NEEE L (interne: Rechfertigung) B4R 1T
(externe Rechtfértigung)ﬁﬂﬁ]@ﬁ o PESEEILRALLATR » FTAKEEILHY
BERE—CERAENEENE BT RAE P IEREHATE
FRE SRR MM E R A RTRA S HYIERE
HREEN - NEEIIWES Y —TERREARET X LA
M —EERRE - ERTRE R EEIERER: - RUFTHES AL
RSB ESERE - Jit > AR E SRR a
ERESR T AT L faamt E B M BUEREE -

MG EREE RS SN X IELERE Y E4 - T B Sartor, Defeasibility in Legal
Reasoning, in: Rechtstheorie 24(1993), S. 281-316; Prakken, Logical Tools for
Modelling Legal Argument: A Study of Defeasible Reasoning in Law, Dordrecht/
Boston/London 1997; Wang, Defeasibility in der juristischen Begriindung,
Baden-Baden 2004.

3% 'Alexy, Theorie der juristischen Argumentation, S. 273 ff.” # 7 P9 35 35 31 $1 JM 5
BIZTXNBTERBBEARE > ok~ P E—Robert Alexy # A REE R
AR E AR THEEN > R 146 AT » 1998 £ - FAEHEAARR 645 ER
WA TREREI | B TAMERE L | WA 0 e MacCommick z TEEER L

(deductive justification) ™ =P8 3 |(second order justification)’ & MacCormick,
Legal Reasoning and Legal Theory, Oxford 1978, pp. 19, 100 ff. Koch # Riilmann
B T £ 28X | (Hauptschema)$z " i 44 &, | (Nebenschema) R #5++ 2 » B,
Koch/Riifmann, Juristische Begriindungslehre, S. 56 ff.
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BISMIE T » F SRR N R T BT - BN E
R EE SR L T ER AR R R IORIRE - B
REZIERTRC B ARSI ED: - HEETERY
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3% - #8BRFRAE (empirische Argumentation) > /Y E— KR EBHE
(allgemeine praktische Argumente) R REIRVERFBIL - £ E#IF » B
RQZHEFFAE 2RI G (FIESETREEEIK)
FrfgH - R EET A HEAR EFI()MER FJU&(?’)E'JE%F\ EZEL
— MRS ) SEEREAICEEIE . BRATRG)BGS)Z B IR
FEATE R EIEBRIFIB] - AERE BT SHE R - HIRNM@EEEG)
B ROASERIT o HRRENAEIRT (RRERERISERE Fisak
TNEAEEYT » AR A A E R -

36 Alexy, a.2.0. S. 283; Kocl/Riiimann, 2.a.0. S. 120 ff. 125478 S 6% #T32(1)
A—RERTEEAE AR MBEARAN  FELASGEZRLEA
BH MR BELRBYRINR b RERAEERTEEREFMA
Ho Bk TRENER PRAERBE GO LS HEIERBANBABRE

MmbAEAREHRBRELEL FAEM - #HbT4RBEIm a%&m%z#
WM ARERERBEEw 200445 F24-

3 Alexy, a.2.0.S.285 ff. » #i%%i%%&methmmJ@QSlﬂﬁ
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8l "E¥IL s (rechtfertigen)sk " FRE ) (begrinden)RTiAIE - fEATHLES
Kﬁ;_?ﬁmﬁﬁTuﬁ AR — B R MR TRR R A 2
WREET ZEARNEER - BRI T - MERREILER T
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(—) FRERRHELA-BETE | EEEREEENTIIMERE
B ES ) RERRTRARE AR T —B0 AIEATHRERE (3L
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RS RE (BIEHE)
(D) BRIEEREHFHEEMEE (SUEME) - X f—{E
R —BRIRTR R DR EBARE U — LA AT ex
falso quodlibet—7REIBATERT LIHEERILFTARELLAYaNE p » IRA]
LAeEmEE S E—p » [EEEMEEATRERRSE (BIEHE) - gt
ZB# - —EAUT B HESERATIENREERE 0 EER S
SEIRAVIERR - M SRR R D AT BTN RERGETLRIRE ) - )

B N EER AR TAO BB 45 £ T £ B Ratschow, Rechtswissenschaft
und formale Logik, S. 130 f. ;

P R -BRANRERBE—EAHBROTES Tp Akp - AN —EE KGR
HATHRARBAMERAB  TORATRLAAKRFGELS > Bibd R
— R EARNITRL KOS T —BAABHEY -
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(Z) HBEWRIRVAZY AT BRI —ET R
BEEERNED | FANRE EERSH AR E
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B TLOERIETY - B LB S (BITE
A KRB — TSR ERARTIE SR
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MR R SEEWE  EWEABEATEAARNE RS LR 2R
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BT S RPN ES - TSRS REROER
BB SRS ¢ BACRERBEE - EERERY
FAFHESa R BRI ORa” > RIARIIA
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SEMEREDIEFBRTRENT - SERIE T R EATERE LR
{BAER:E LAV RS « RITRALESS —EREEE S EERE
{8 b BT EOEEAAFEERE R - MRRMERET A
BRI () (Tx > ORRIEBR ARSI » 1t
BB T R ¢ R o B2 b TEAERIE R bR 2R - (8
IETEERETE S R TTHIRR TEEMSZ FE - RS
a S b EEAERIRISIR - BRBIER - BRI IRER A S8 -
RIGHPHT BB R IE R LA b+ LT IRy

P EATXE (D)
#4574 88 Alexy, Logische Analyse der juristischen Entscheidungen, in: ders.,
Recht, Vernunft, Diskurs, Frankfurt a.M. 1995, S. 19.
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- HAIR RO 7 Wi FERA N EERWEE DS [ —
SRR ERATR - TSR TR E R R R
HE AR BUEANERELRE - BT FEREIE
REMIUEIAGRI MR RS B E B 2 T
SEEBN THSEZEERIAE - |

() MREAEERAIESRSR 2 R 8
B | \BE RS - EESNE MBS E TR IR
ERRERERILY  ENSEN EEREARGEES
I RS » BT RS R A R A R R
R TR RTSBEELR - —EREBIELRERNS
ERIERER - (BE R LR EERHRE - BN ERHm
IERENE - BRI EARPEIBERE S » SLAEIIAESNTR]
RN R USSR EA R B E RS ThE
EREBOFETIE - BRE BN RTHRE M AR B B
EEY BN EREESHRBMRRIINES - 552 Wl
HERE T E AT ARG L B HEREORERR © BB BIERE
FRRBRE S LERTHR - IR TSR I TR » SSRAERRLAIA T -
AR R AT AR RIIR © (ETIREE T BT
FASICEATA: O | .
| ERENIR T ER AR LA R TR

T HMALERRARRERKXZ MY ML T 2B Koch/Riifmann, Juristische
Begriindungslehre, S. 113; Koch, Deduktive Entscheidungsbegriindung, S. 38 ff.

O OREHANPEILHELE B R AN Alexy, Theorie der juristischen
Argumentation, S. 280.

a4 Alexy, a.a.0. S. 281.
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24 MUERE EA=EER - BFELIE (—) BB
Z3R (Anforderung der Konsistenz) * ( =) 2 B R EZR T EL
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Vollstindigkeit) » :& ={EERKATLIMEZ 5 T EEERIRRERR -

ERERAREBHRHER
B RE R A B B T R R (Gesetzesbindung) I
o BRE  BPIEZ IR FTAIE Z EEIH  SREAE A TLR RIAT
HHZ B HAEREEE EHE SR AE BRE T RRE
TEEE - RBREEILEN ) EEEEAT SRR ERE
BT REERAEESR « B - SRS —ERTRRLAR T
B—IREFE RN - — Bt - RIEEREUAT DI R R R E
HIRERCE R - EEBRAIREIELE - A HE—F4H » £
REZBHIERAT - ARRFEENHEE N ERPERER - it
KR T R A EEER A - AOEIMAREERRER
BHMORTR - TREERERSHRBERENR  EEEERES
HEFERERAARE - R EREA SRS - B TaE
SRR RV ERAEMA GBS IR R IR ELER 7 8
MY SRR E AR | R RS T/
MELFRE SRR ENREERIEE mE R BRERESLR
Wi o ERERBAEER TR LT S R R T B R
B {BEEEMZE - FaakE R ERE R E R EZ e

S MM EEH R E K > 3# B Koch, Uber juristisch-dogmatisches Argumentieren
im Staatsrecht, in: ders. (Hg.), Seminar: Die juristische Methode im Staatsrecht,
Frankfurt a.M. 1977, S. 56 ff.
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R MR TR EHBE - TR A AR IR E %
BOEEK - HERZEL BRI REIAR —REREEAE - HUEDL
BN EEIIEE ZHEENRERIGET R R - R
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s LA B R R
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{13538 #85% (Rechtsfortbildung) U A EIRIFIEIRIRE" - {28

4 2 b #E 2% B Koch/Riifmann, Jurisitsche Begriindungslehre, S. 112 £; Koch,
Deduktive Entscheidungsbegriindung, S. 37.

TR EERAMEZIN L2 EH 0 ¥ A Koch, Das Frankfurt Projekt zur
juristischen Argumentation: Zur Rehabilitation deduktiven Begriindens juristischer
Entscheidungen, in: ARSP Beiheft 14 (1930), S. 59, 76 f.; Koch/RiiBmann,
Juristische Begriindungslehre, S. 69 f.

8 1 arenz, Methodenlehre der Rechtswissenschaft, S. 366 ff.; B3FE> B 277 AT

EARAR  EEFEHERKRRE R385 UT -
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* %-B% Alexy, Theorie der juristischen Argumentation, S. 343 ff.; Koch/Riilmann,
Juristische Begriindungslehre, S. 124.
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