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The new HELIC-II is a parallel legal reasoning systemn which solves eriminal cases by referring
to legal rules, old cases and viewpoints. [t genevates arguments supporting a given goal, Using a
viewpoint which is a set of priority relations hetween rules, arguments arve classified into several
categories such as justified ones, merely plansible ones and defeated ones. The new HELIC-
II consists of two agents - plaintiff and defendant. They have different viewpoints and try to
generate justified argument. The debate bewteen two agents are modeled by denying nppoeite-
argument or generating counter arguments. This paper introduces the knowledge representation

language and the debate model of new HELIC-II.
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