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Universality of Regulations and Reasoning from Analogy
CHEN Jing- hui

(Institute of Jurisprudence, China University of Political Science and Law, Beijing 100088, China)

Abstract:Although there are many studies focused on how to reduce the arbitrariness of reasoning from
analogy, the reasons resulting in it are lack. If we can not find the reasons, other discussions will not be
based on a solid foundation. The application of this kind of reasoning results from the exceptional case
outside universality of regulations——Iatent inclusion. Only when we understand this can we know exactly
that the importance of reasoning from analogy lies in the objective of the regulations.
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