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Produced by David Godden, this bibliography is based on the list of publications in Douglas
Walton’s curriculum vitae. It is printed here with Professor Walton’s consent. For a complete list
of Professor Walton’s publications, see his webpage: http://io.uwinnipeg.ca/~walton/. The 2007
entries include only January-April, 2007.

Items are listed in reverse chronological order by calendar year. Within each year, items are listed
in the following groups:

B = Books

J = Journal articles

E = Contributions to edited volumes

P = Published conference proceedings
Within each group, items are listed alphabetically by title, first publications with no author
named, which are authored by Douglas Walton alone, followed by co-authored items, listed
alphabetically by co-author.

Other abbreviations of journals referenced in the bibliography are:

A&A = Argumentation and Advocacy

AI&L = Artificial Intelligence and Law

APQ = American Philosophical Quarterly

Arg = Argumentation

CJP = Canadian Journal of Philosophy

IL = Informal Logic

Inq = Inquiry: Critical Thinking Across the Disciplines

JP = Journal of Pragmatics

L&A = Logique et Analyse

P&C = Pragmatics and Cognition

P&R = Philosophy and Rhetoric

Syn = Synthese

J = Journal

The following are abbreviations of publishers’ names:

CUP = Cambridge University Press

ISSA = International Society for the Study of Argumentation

LEA = Lawrence Erlbaum Associates

OUP = Oxford University Press

OSSA = Ontario Society for the Study of Argumentation

PSUP = The Pennsylvania State University Press

SUNY = State University of New York Press
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