AN T RTRERY et D AE B ASTAY fEA

HA

B B —BAR RENIREA D ER  RBEIR o ARG KB E AR T RERE AL
Bk TR AW E M A - PR EREAN 0 B ERE TR EGERAE o B B A E AR
FH ARG BB T H O E AR WA T R EA AR R o KB M IR X8R A AR A
TAFAE A A A 5 1@ TR AR BB R A TR R B A BRI AR A R R AR I R
Bt Bl XBHEOZRER  BAELFRERELALY TR EE  HRRAZERBRIES
AR E A A ARE o RIS FRBEAGUEHE T T IRRAF LB AR T EEZE S R
BAME TR FAEREBAEATRE > BAFIRGEFTEAETHALTHE -

BASEER AAEAIEE HEDE FEHABE HEER

— 3l

1956 4, “ANTHEEE” (Artifical Intelligence) — &l RS &k A CFE T, HILAT
BAE I P S A BRI B R AR, SIS e A A AER BRI, i
HRERACEIRESERA, HFEANTHERUIEERERA . G, BN TR
LA R iR . — M) ARG 2 ik BN TRBE, BONERIEm N TR RERr S B I A . o) — R
R AR ERah G, PR e i A BT il A i AR U N TR RER . 2P,
TRAN T BE AR A O B S A Bl ST Tl o3 2y At T SRR A AT B TRty T et I ok
SOHELINEIO L, B N TR R M TR B BB S R R B BN T B B B IR, A
fEANTHEEERRA “BIEE E%E" Mk, FRERIEAE LA O RS, 2
[ R R R BB A . S AR e B R L S N LR REAR R RO
DM, MR T BEHNAIEER R,

SO FF IR E R AT AR A A TR BERY s a0 B — A SRR I SR A5 5
HAS ERAREAAN TR BRI R, TR TR R e 0 B R R nlik . 18RS
M AR, ARG AN S EER AR EL, H2 MR E B gt g TR

B, KR B
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FOMBRE . MR P 7 VA AR PR J2 B B A T e 2 A5 B, (B s
UM ERAE J7, ELAR A tH O o TR SRR 4 3 M T B A T A B
SRR EAETE, RN TR — R SR F YR B A . AR, E
BRI M AL A — RV A T AL B i B, 0 TR B0 S BB T TR R 0
AR, WL A LR T SR R M

FSCHE R S T R A E, ECRLA I T A B L e B PR R 8
S T AR, TS T ARSI R R TR . AN
SR EL A I (2T 507

SN E YN il 8 i e R Bl R

SRR IR R ISR R T AE R e A B AR AR S E M, (AR
K S AR RIS EEIL AR 0 B SRR v B . JEERIA, W]
DU 2 B A R TR A I UL . il RE TR, TS ORI A L Bty i
HIASERE . A—80E. RMOARERZENR, IFEEEIRN ARSI EREE, £ty
. BN ER . FHEAE L RN E S R E T, R RE A T A 2 T MR A A R R Y
ARG, A7 N T e (A H Ry S B

(—) T ThREGR A B B [

B ST, RE AR IR A VS E B (Frans H.van Eemeren) | fif 21 i (Rob
Grootendorst) ¢ A G4 H A —HMEREN EFR: B2 ERAWA . SR BEENEE,
R R B AR Y ARG AT A2 I, R IR LT o P s e A T R
R R SRMETIRE, KRB T AR S . B R A R
(argument-as-product) . IHE, HiFEEE1E R — 60 S A5 T G E B AT IR GV E I T A, SRR R R
FIRS AR 26 T2 AE AL "  (argument-as-process) o ‘&5 5 22 b 6 A5 2 i
T4 R R ez AT B AR AR, R BEh e, Higt. 28, 58
U . HEEE SRR B

T 3 s i i S S 1) B DA RO A I A TR . TR R A 2 B ) Y 2R T
2, FERTHRZ BTG LT A A A S il oA M At B B B 2 P40 H AR 12 FLA
WH—; fSPIERAN; WL, SRR &, MRdad A\ TR RS R Rk LN R
HATREEE, EMHRIBEZEAIN “HRRE" RiE AN TR, Y IS E AR MR R
AN TR RER SN Ty BRI TR KBS R, (BB 2R3 DR, Ey e eyl g il

(11 2ETEE. Wi, 2. s (BaEmeERERE) | W (BEUFBIE A TERE) 2021475511,
F2H,

[2] Frans van Eemeren, Rob Grootendorst & Franscisca Snoeck Henkemans, Argumentation: Analysis, Evaluation,
Presentation, Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, 2002, p. xii.

(31 2LieW. (Frbimid——avn MR | hEIBIE KR AR 201246 0T, 5524-27H .

[4] 4N, 19814F, ikii% (Donald Waterman) FIf5f5#% (Mark Peterson) LEFAKERIMERAYEAIEN L | H LAARIR
FEMEREE AT EE N E R AM; FIAF] (Kevin D.Ashley) FELHARGIE 134 (Edwina L.Risslan) RIEEAZ A
HEFRPAZE T3 (HYPO) ZHR4%G. see Rissland Edwina L. et al, Al and Law: A Fruitful Synergy, Artificial Intelligence,
2003, pp.1-15. see Kevin D.Ashley, Reasoning with cases and hypotheticals in HYPO, International Journal of Man-
Machine Studies, 1991, p.753-796.
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ZUHERY S . RARERELER, SRR T 20 3 0 e i e A R R e s — T
Bk, HAG A E— RS P B AR BB RIS 2R, N TR ABAE 5 SR 1 SR R B R R
R E AR IR, M AR SR B R BRAR” B BN EHERAR o IEIEA
(Max Weber) Frfc it fifih (9A8KR, btk B i Y sCH i 3 A 4G B AR I R ML~ B &)
BEW |, RALA R BHEE T SGESL . AR, RAsREE
Mo E R L. CHIEAL MR EAE, TR LR T RN . DA i5EsE
AR (Z20EHmLE) 7 .

BB, SRR B PR R B AR R AR SR . A A
Fidk, FEAAABIEIHE RN DR RS R AL T — R LS, I HAES A
B HE R SR P A N T REAE R A A B, (R ST R M P A B A T R B O e
HHEA S OREMFTE” (incompleteness) Bl “A—F#:”  (inconsistency) J&EEE —HEHMR
AR, HAscE:

DA SEM RS BLERE S IBORIE . BRI A1 A v Rk S T S5 . AR R S
ST R I SR R B S 2 YRR A B AR, SR AR B B T A PSS AR
BT AT IORREE M . FEMPTR ) AR B, A A A U R I S T
W VER— AR T, —RokER, MR T R S FTRE A R I Rk B, I
AR W RO T, MAEAEEE N = BRSSP, gETER
AT G FRE? U0 N2 SR NEREN . TR, BB hE
MEE R BN A G T DAZE A B O B R hH s R, AR S A T8 KR
HOra& MR, Kb, S4FENAMCES SRR, NMEEEERAM, e
B ey NER M s H 2], 8 AR UB G SRR S S U AR LR . e, T U
Fi T REBIR S “H R tLeim A AT E R LI,

PRtz sh, SANA—SME S B AR R R B K, S A B R B A
BRI 2. AR, AR A B 2 RIS LAY, AR T s (Y IR
M H A FER AT R AT RN RE R R A B (R b, (A — 3R 0 RO ) v A T e 1 2 i iy
4,

PAEBESN RN K AR @A R IR B AR, R
WA R HER . SRR R T U RS, BRI

B, “EEME" (plausibility) ARFIARES AT o U ERE TS, AR
5y B R X DI B —— AT e A i A B, RS s aR s L T AL P 1) JEAE HI il
RIS EE 22 [, 8 R U I &, RS e a6 . JRRTIE (Douglas
N. Walton) UL B A VR 2 1 7 AT AR B BN 1 48 =R, B — MR ue: iR aiie %
B, AR IR B, Hoa A N SEAS R A SRR R B . b PR B B R N

(51 2 RIMEUSTH » B0 GREREM PR mEY |, R, PO R MR 19984 1, Ham 4
22-30. 61H,

[6] [E]maks: GEARIBEEY , SROCHIERSE, rPEIRER S M 19965/, 125K

[7] 2 RN  (Fralma—af Rl IR T | T BEGE S AL 201246, 55605 .

(81 ZR[MVERKHIN - REIH:  GEMEamd ) |, REE. RV, PEEE RS L2010 8, 45

11H,
[9] FEME: GRUIEMEIAEEEAY | MBS, MEER: GREAITEY 2024831, B4 RIE20244F
M, ZB27H.
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ROFEFFEMEEA “PEME" SSRGS B R B I P A — a4
B MO T U B AR R B SR T R

Hk, vifmae “FEEr”  (dialectical) o SR -ZEAE GRBERY Hflial T smimrb i sess
R AR R AR A HRERERE, el R 0 RaaRa2 g, I HEGa A T
B S BEITT R B o 1 e AR I R AR U < I AN R e P AR, R, Ry
S BF F IO FFA I H B9, RV S i A8 355 ) v i SR T 15 AL H E RORRRA R
AR A A LA B R A w S A, e “ELEME” 5 RIROERE b, B LU R A R Y
BLIIRE -

{8 9% T A i S BB 7 0 4 325 i 6 P A R R IR AR T L L T e R AR R
(pragmatic) , i il HC A3 2R Bl )T i A SO IR D RE . I At v A9 R 8 A Ut i i A 2
BEAGH S RIS EEE, MAREIE I 38 BB B A I R, 1 K R B IR
i EAE B SR BB A RER LAE S 0, SRS R BT BURSREMEAREE
Al AT PR I, we R A R R E R B RO, EREMCGE AR AN e
CIRERMER” HIAEBEE. AANETESE T RIrE & AR E, 135 T RS B ] RE SR A
a0 AT AR RHLL SRR R .

(=) IR DhRE RO e

HbBle, AR SR EEE. BRAE. B, BR. SRR RNE A, Y B
T, A E Y AR R N B I R R B T AT R, DRI B R e R Y S B
SUIRIIRE. BLZ ARG, JEE AR B It e SR AR B S, 1R Y AR AT v
APER AT, M HAERITEE . TR R . RPEEE I S YA B
B R BT, B S 0 S R 32 ) e L [ I i R O UL R, IO AR SRR
R R A H SRR R AR, ERUER RS GBIy, T, 7)) Mk
fB. [RINE, EHRE M B R i e E AR, SRR A s Y T B RAE, g E U R A
B A e R R T TR S REBR AL ELAST S

S, JEIE U A W] g b [ R e R B, AR UE TR R AR
W, AR ATE L FRE R R SV ARG U RN, AT R TR A —
fAEAE . HIEASERTAT, A AR NARAS St AR EYE, TR LA S5 5 A R ) 2
ERE. CTIEEILT AR CMESHRIEEE A IMED P ekl o P E RS IR AR A
i Bt E R A AR R B, A 2 P (e TR 2R L B R L R TR N 22 B IR,
R EE LR AR HE B A BT RAEA T BB IE . T A RS AL w] LU o e
HET. PIAAAR R TPy EE" G50, EOIOMEDURZINE IR, A A Tl & 21 (.
il

[10] 2 RAICH:  Gflde s ) |, WERES) . ST  GEATTEY 2015552, IR AR
JRAL20154E /i, R1841H .

[11] See J. Anthony Blair, Ralph H. Johnson, Argumentation as dialectical, Argumentation, 1987, p.45-47.

(121 ZHEEEDT « Wi, CEEIRIE - BATE: (BB SCHRBERRAD |, i, HhE & RHEE H At 20084
e, H3H.

(13] 2HEEER. REE: (IR em bt o A AR SR |, W GRS (A a R
) ) 20144E5541, 239K

[14] ZHEAENE:  (Fabmd s IR @ AT | ThEIEE RS T A 20124 ), B1219.

(151 ZEERR:  (ERmEEIRAEL RS SRR C— A TR E ) |, s, St Qk
BITEEY 20224E 1, v HARER 120224 ), 51745,
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B, PR ] AR R RE R VRO SRR B B R SR RE . BN R, R B Y
B ORESAARIN: BrE RSN IR —BEREHEL, ISR SEE, BEE
—REHIEIRBIER Y, E5IAT AR FIHEEREIE— BRIk E A R R
ALY A i 2 B B (monotonic logic) |, UME s YIS IS S I InA s, AN S i
BE A&, KIEA TE IR P RETTE AR RN gL H2, HEREERR
SESRHENAE B WRERERZ BN, ERNEREAEREE A, FIRRELE B
ARBLEH RS, S BORE B RS SR CFERT K MEHRT o EARATE (David
Hitchcock ) FrARARAIARER, Mt mmwte 2 i 2 ARSI H Y, AR SR E5RAY P R 2ACHT IR
BRNERE, B oRREE A R U IRIEINR %, SR BT R PR AT,
RIAHF T AR R R BTk R RN A, BRI Ry 2 E AR oA . N
IR A B /2 IEH IR (non-monotonic) , FEREIIEFFIERIMCE R 1L, FARIA R
R RE K 2B AR IS TR L o IR D O B 1T R v J L 5 | A B R R Sl 45 S P A T B A
FEHAERH T E M 2R TPy e e B R E AT o KUb, RIEEIRMERSE R B A H
RV SE B RO B RE AR C b, AR TTRCEE e N TR REAE Sl M B w0 A A R A i 1
S IIRE -

=, PR S | AGE I REEMERE, T BB i SO DR . S B 5 A A R
B, B S OT T RN R R AR iR e E AR AN R . AR S R SR T SRR
S, RIEAEAR -HRMA TSGR S; AE st El L, BRI = ek
B FEFMEE . AU TEAT OB S IR BRGR, RE R ERRF R LR 2 MR R . SRR
B RYEERR AR, E B A S Y R B ARGE S, i i I R R E A
JEPREY H APl DR, waali e pEal P AOAE L g, SRR BT B (1 F AP IR RO BR R . —
BRI BB B B a7 R BRI IR, O, SRR A
AL (validity) , HERAREEREL “2ARRE" TR, 28 7 s a8
HI% 55 Tamas FYBCARRERI L “ S8k (sufficiency) HUC “ARME” ZRHERRE, B
e i A TR R L Rr L, R — il e e S i R ALY, (B T RE T A2 HL A Sk 7E 01k
FRHE . FE MRS A A d s S i B SR AR R o AN, 2835 (E RE PR B 15 R
BE, MG LERITT 58 2 BB T s . IRAITEHRR S,  “Fea ik AR 2 TR — T I IE
M, TR SRR A TR, I, AR CTEE” ARE AN B SAE LARE )
B U TAREOR T U, IR AR R SMEAL, R AR R, (AR LB
IR RE -

HIR, ERAERIFTIED, oA — R R Y sUR A SRR b v) A BB R AU A
RIRRCR . filin, A SREREEEE A A AR BT, ARRBIIE R I A BRI R B R o, R
JEE D T LA S v O U A B e 5, T B B S T A (U S B g

[16] See David Hitchcock, The Practice of Argumentative Discussion, Argumentation, 2002, p.287-298.

(17] RAEAAHSC P — B TR A A: (1) B 8REE AFEER, WA R—RIHRER. B
BIRER RIS R M, 5 E A REEIEI T < F At mFE: (2) REAMEDREMISER . flan R
AESERE T MRS R, BT A E O ERORYESE IR, WSROI IV RE, IR M S A R o i
B (3) @R A s A R R R A, R T LA SR R A AR H (T K T R
M#aA] . see Douglas N. Walton, Defeasible Reasoning and Informal Fallacies, Synthese, 2011, p.377-407.

[18] See Douglas Walton, /nformal Logic: A Pragmatic Approach, Cambridge University Press, 2008, pp.1-3.

[19] See Peng-Hsiang Wang, Defeasibility in der juristischen Begriindung, Baden-Baden: Nomos, 2004, S.143-173, ##5| 5
W CNTERER AR B B AR A —— R B I R 202y | 30 CCLEOADIIE) 2022455 111,
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i, i BT R A AR R = A L RO DT BB v A m RO R SOR,, RIMEAE SR T RE
£, @R AURRAAAE RN R R AT I A B T R BRSO B P TR R, (5 B
FEHTALAR S AT A VAR BIAMEDL . Besh, AN T Rl AL A B EE H RIS, BRI L
N TR RERE S AR St I O B2t B8 H B, JRIP U@ i s IR RS A S0 —
HAR.

= BRI AR Al A T

FAE EA ARG, B S (Alan M. Turing) $2 107 “edvgy BAENS " 15— & 23 2RE,
B Sl R 4y “BHTEEE”  (the Imitation Game) HEEEBRETH . HIE L, (@
BER AN, M AR B R0, B R MR R B AT SR T LA A A

“HE RO TR o sk, A LR RERY R DI RE B B B R B T A R A
FETE L. Eﬁiﬁﬂ’mtﬂﬁ’]ﬁﬁﬁﬁmtﬁ JE A w] LU s AR O A MR B BE A
TR FEDIRE: H—, R AE IR . E%iﬁﬁiﬁﬂ?'ﬁﬁﬁ}i@ﬁ’] R A
HZ, ZETAE Fﬁzﬁf TESE AR A7 H15E @Zﬁ% AR BE T B AR HEE ~%E1’1
A RCH B ANERE SR ¢ B R YR R A, T ELRE A A AN L ﬁEB’JaﬁﬁE@?ﬂEEIﬁ EHEFT A
T

(—) FBRIREEE A “pish” By

EWER 2, PP ERIEERA B RIEAERE . R B BIEER
FIFH . AFEERRR PRI SCRC, AREIRE A SR U 1. PP RS S
HIALEE, TR e i e Y R AR il A R BRI B, I X U 5 1 oo i 0 A S P I — A
e, PRI, LA SR 2R I AR s A e A T A R PR R R L S A T i s L
H,

Bt RN ], AR R B AR R A R, it R e PR AR
B SRR AR R, B E R E R AR TR, RSB IE. TR
AR AT LA A 5

E<d, Ad, Ad,.....A

AEERLE JE i T LA i 2y S IR IR, EARGER CBREET B HA
7R, Aﬁ?@ﬁ%mi‘%ﬁi%ﬁo HEORE B AR AT R B I 2V RS — R - R - AR
EI’J{WFI 7256 R MR A RO REE 2 S B AR B 3 AR Fp b iy BT B, R ARy 1 o1 B
#ﬂﬁ%fﬁ(ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%qj{fﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁao AR, AT e 5 RS f i B R SE3RT I Al
(Neumann Jr.) %@%*%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬂ\@@/‘\ C—HAT AR BT, Al B AT s EL AT LA
TR — =l — 18 LA_E 4141, L%WJ%TH{REHI%H# R A B BRI R 2, Al ) & i
M. P YPFERT (Sartor. G) ML ERA, SRALAR AR R EA S AWM S AR *ﬁ%
HJEZE" (elements to be proved) “ﬂi%ﬁ‘%xﬁj HJZZE" (elements not to be refuted) . “BfF

H15H,
[20] ZRAENIME: GEAA TR | W CRZET) 202055861, 91K,
21] Z2REZEE. FEi. FE: Gpp@Eam) (B6) , ARMREE2009%0, 135K,
[22] See Richard K. Neumann, Legal Reasoning and Legal Writing: Structure, Strategy, and Style, Wolters Kluwer Law and

Business, 2013, p.10.
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AR AN 2 N BERE A TR, R TP IO R B B, 0 H. IR BB A 22
ORI, R T LA E A AR R A0S AR . Y R, BB e T LA
B
E<—A, Ay, A<dp>--<4q, >

Hep, A 4 1065% “AFENRER" | <d4>. <a> 165 “RPREIRNER" . mit—%,
HHERL AL AT PR 8 5 A BRI BEER, (ERE TN R SR AR 28 Al R SR R P Y A C

Al Rl oEE . (P EE N RILAE Bk ) (LA RS (R ) 26 1245 flie:
“ERENBYIE MR ER, BeE A E BRI RERE: (B2, ARIRFEL
WA HE A SMOR BB A G R, T A RSB i s T, AR, B R aee A

FIE P NREEREE BT, SATAYBHE R e 2 i e A BEas . IR AR iR EER, RZmT AR
iy

x JEH RIEERERAE
IF B z t x A B AT E B
AND #1¥) z Bjii 1 1745 £
AND 17725 £12% 7 y W RFHER G K T EH
AND < B2 H N y A EABCEEER K >
AR, B O BT A T AL TR,
<WRFN y AERAHCEECEIE K > AR T N SER ORI R .
FW, EFESYMBNBENZEAY, BYREE NSNS TR EORERE, RIEHEAEY]
WARENARCEEEEIA K. Ty BRI IeR AP E x i, R R e & i
HENG, RS BRI R A R
B I T A i A e A R E R R R R PR R T RS S SR AR, R
IR AR SN AR e BL R b o FI BRI B9 ] S D0 2 s A s A Sy B
B HUEATIREE, BLRIA B —E R RS FHANR E R IR AT . fEBOCEH, BLHIBE141
—REAWEIEA: —REOIMENA S AL S R . ol (REEH) 55 985 ik “fRFIA
RABARIBEIUGAE R R, ZHREH A LSRR N E SR, B2 PR —
HIERSE: eee "o A REE RIS, e R A B B R RE R R E o
FAFERR AT LMED) “RBEEI R B ZR" K (R a) B8 1245 R B AME DU oK. AR
Himh, <#RFEN y ARAHCEEE RS > V2 v s NSRRI RIEN, B RO H A
MBS E AR TR <, gt SRR B AR 2%
e E<—4°
e: x NEEKIEEERT
IF gz H N y BAMGERE R E K (v AEPNE 2)
T EE b SR R A R D 25 -
E — 4, AAz ...... (—|Ae)[25]
Hrpr, #HLZ 5 (o) AEEEH G (E) BAEMEN, AR “RPEMEIR 2R 8@

23] 2R&&: (ATEHRRASAMERN R AR LS 2 3 |, W (EBGETEY 202246451
W1, 16K,

[24] See Giovanni Sartor, The structure of norm conditions and nonmonotonic reasoning in law, In Proceedings of the 3rd
International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Law, 1991, p.155.

[25] Ibid., p.158.
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BHIMEDLR A ESR (74°) TR, AR AEm R SR EAT TAF B, R I U B A R
AL BEL {51 A1 R R B ) LAY B B S I S R A P R, TS I Y SR R AT S
FIHY .

(7)) BREsmiB B AR

FERCES RO T, SR R AR R 2 ERISL (BIAARIEIAL) AR E AR R
BRI EER" HIBR, MEMIERERITRY MR BB MR T PR, NI n] DU AE
S B A, LS el AR RN LR A (I8 1) - G, R ITRR
L SR BT PR O R A Bh, R WIRAL (r: if q then p) AYZLAFEIFER BELAOMAEEE T
LMWL, A S RESHE M p &S5 . K, B IEEEJT RESLEUE 2R B SN ) af ik 4 14 4 70
o fEdmdnt Dy ST, IR TR A, sIEREA SRR C MRS et D, JE T, BT BTk
() A, it ATEAS Y — B Bl Sk ey, METTROEISEER T A, AR C (R, AT C) A5R AL
S, GIHARR Co; AERIRHY Dy T, REFRIT A A, wafg FAR T AS | HH 15k e, ), BORERR
JTH Ay St MTRAE A, SR B R C RS Ry DAEE, B2 U7 3 P A B 2 1 Bl 2
IR, B B R R M EHE R T R . e R, ST R A LS R N R
(R 7 amonr ey I A R ETR R,  tEIT (E I  RE AR

@) A
D1 D3
D2
Clh W
c2t
Al A2 A3 A4 '.%mm)

® (@ ()
1 FrREABFRA M SGFEHE

FIA—AEMEE S E TR WEA—F L. WAETRIA, 185 5 50RO e
HYARTE L, HE S IR i B R B E IS . R RR, £ N RlikRi it
HF, LIRS AMNPEEARE. ZEME. Hh, 2885 (REHRY B 1127 6, SHECRTN
AN, R AREEREE. WRHRITT PAZRR 2

ry: CAT EAEZ5 PR ) SR N HE P50 40 2
IF it (a)
AND HEGEASEHITHERE; (b)
AND ZRH L ()

PIES| CEEEHL) 55 1158 16 “ AR A AT LABRAE & A LSO AR Al 8 A\ B m i Y ER 22 ik
Rk, ZARECE R RIS RN BRI R, ZAEERER] . 7 SRR LAk
TNy

1y AT LIE 2552 3 I NS R 3 0 4
IF 24t (a)

[26]  (ofrsie A RALFIBIRIS ) BU2TERIRE (—) B R PR (—) B R,
Th RE
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AND A GHEASE AT EE;  (b)
AND NEER| AT LRI, (d)
AND Hl. W HAGEARREREN®, (2

e, EFaifIrEFEYOHEE, L. NIRRT RHER I o er. R, JiimiE
ATLARIR % 4, (ry, as by ¢) , WIERIETTLAER RS 4, (ry, av by do g) o BEEE WK H 8
JitR AR BB A (5 -

fi (RFEE) « OB R E EfApm HACHL
f (CHEmeE) - WHEKR T FaEEERBERES, DIAREMNE O rees=q

I 4 o

FIT i BRI 2y (RELY 55 1125 (5R58 1 30 RAAE /K N Bl 52 38 G\ S804 R i B <2 1 Y
e, " HA LR A

e: LR K R HB o R 2
IF 2 G &8 B JEApa
ey PNIERERESE B I
IF T {8 R85y T e el [ A &

UUIE, BEJTHHRH T RSB O WITERS BRI G AMED, BRI . WERR T (RZH)
1125 55 1 JHUE R BT 2 IRe, AT B U R REB 2 B I RE Rk . IR £ £ BT RE, S0k
BT T LA A, A, B I AR AR 45 (e, fi) B Ay (e, fo) , ML SH A A AT IE
e, MRV e>r e>r,, JEURM A, A, i S0 rE i, AN R R E . %
TR R 2 B, FRAM T AR SR A F A8 RO, MRS | AR MR
CATLMEHERE £ ARG BB U O R, PR, GBS A AT LA
TR

e : O LIRS W B 8 Mok N\ A8 Y 1 o0 B e
IF CHEA MR
AND F AR i 5 a8 5 i P A O FROR R

i, CHTERIEE A (eas fi) EATLMER 4y (e fi) w9 S A B HBERL, AR
"4, (r, a. booc) IR, HEMIEIERZ AR 24 o

AEEAH, FRAIEE AR BRI RS AR S SRR A A 7T S RS Y R, R R T 1 3R
iz, S ELAR G R BT BB A D B R o AR R B T = AR b I B 4 1 R PR
AERIEERZ Bl —IREE A KRR E R, 2L “but” BEEEHE M. STy A )
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Abstract: In general, argumentation serves three primary functions: justification, rebuttal,
and persuasion. Traditional Al argumentation systems that rely on formal logic often overlook the
plausibility, dialectical nature, and pragmatic aspects of legal reasoning, limiting their focus primarily
to justification. Non-formal logic provides a new method for modeling legal argumentation in Al,
addressing the shortcomings of formal approaches. This paper seeks to incorporate non-formal logic
into the construction of legal Al argumentation models. By focusing on the concept of “defeasibility”,
we will explore rebuttal in Al legal reasoning from both a dialogical and argumentative perspective.
Through the pragmatic dimension of non-formal logic, we will further develop a framework
of “acceptability”, which highlights how to persuade the target audience as a crucial standard for
evaluating the adequacy of arguments. Additionally, the evidentiary reasoning and the presence of
subjective factors in value judgments remind us of the inherent limitations of computational models,

indicating that appropriate human intervention is sometimes very important.

Key words: Legal Artificial Intelligence; Function of Argumentation; Non-formal Logic;

Argument Model
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