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Robot judges could soon be helping with
court cases

The study also turned up useful information about how the real judges come to decisions

Andrew Griffin + Monday 24 October 2016 10:06 BST + [<+=|Comments
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Since making headlines last year with his
DoNotPay chatbot to help people fight their
parking tickets, 19-year-old Joshua Browder
has been heads-down building in new

capabilities on his quest to democratize legal
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Dutch scandal serves as a
warning for Europe over risks
of using algorithms

The Dutch tax authority ruined thousands of lives after using an algorithm to
spot suspected benefits fraud — and critics say there is little stopping it from

happening again.
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In a startling intervention that seeks to limit the emerging litigation analytics and
prediction sector, the French Government has banned the publication of statistical
information about judges’ decisions — with a five year prison sentence set as the maximum
punishment for anyone who breaks the new law. LEGAL
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Is AI China's critical new productive force?

China uses Al assistive tech on court trial for
first time

Research into 6G technology promoted

By Jiang Wei | chinadaily.com.cn | Updated: 2019-01-24 14:23 girlfriend of 'Fat Cat' didn't scam him
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Interm te People's Court on Wednesday, the Legal Daily reported.

Inside the courtroom, a screen was placed in front of all people present at the trial,
. . . . . . Editor's Pick
including in the public gallery. When the judge, public prosecutor or defender asked
the system, named "206 system", it displayed all related evidence on the screen. For
example, playing the surveillance video at the entrance of Unit 2 or presenting the Lo L
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defendant's psychiatric report.
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GPT-4 Passes the Bar
Exam: What That Means
for Artificial Intelligence
Tools in the Legal
Profession
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By Pablo Arredondo, Q&A with Sharon Driscoll and Monica Schreiber

CodeX-The Stanford Center for Legal Informatics and the legal technology company Casetext recently
announced what they called “a watershed moment.” Research collaborators had deployed GPT-4, the latest
generation Large Language Model (LLM), to take—and pass—the Uniform Bar Exam (UBE). GPT-4 didn't just

https://law.stanford.edu/2023/04/19/gpt-4-passes-the-bar-exam-what-that-means-for-artificial-intelligence-tools-in-the-legal-industry/
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THE FACTS ARE EXTRACTED FROM JUDGMENTS THAT HAVE A VERDICT



THE FACTS IN A COURT CASE ARE NOT INDISPUTABLE



THE ‘CASE FACTS' ARE WRITTEN AFTER THE DECISION IS MADE
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~ MOST SYSTEMS PREDICT WHAT THE DECISION WAS, RATHER THAN WHAT IT WILL BE

HISTORICAL JUDGMENTS
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communicated case

STATEMENT OF FACTS

The applicant, Ms Jelena Krsti¢, is a Serbian national, who was born in
1948 and lives in Belgrade. She is represented before the Court by Mr R.
Subasi¢, a lawyer practising in the same city.

A. The circumstances of the case

The facts of the case, as submitted by the applicant, may be summarised
as follows.

On 25 April 2007 the Municipal Court (Opstinski sud) in Ni§ found the
applicant guilty of malfeasance (zloupotreba sluzbenog polozaja) and
forging official documents (falsifikovanje sluzbene isprave) and sentenced
her to eleven months in prison, suspended for a period of three years
(uslovna osuda).

On 14 June 2007, within fifteen days as of the date of receipt of this
judgment, the applicant personally filed a timely appeal with the District
Court (Okruzni sud) in NiS. This appeal referred to the legal grounds set out
in Article 367 of the Code of Criminal Procedure (Zakonik o krivicnom
postupku, see at B.3 below), but did not offer any reasoning. The applicant,
however, noted that detailed reasoning would be provided subsequently.

On 11 July 2007 a memorial containing such reasoning was submitted to
the District Court. It was signed by the applicant’s newly retained counsel
and stated that it should be deemed as the substantiation of the earlier appeal
lodged by the applicant personally. The submission referred to the legal
grounds relied on by the applicant in her appeal, but was particularly
focused on factual and evidentiary issues.

final judgment

THE FACTS

1. The applicant, Ms Jelena Krsti¢, is a Serbian national, who was bom
in 1948 and lives in Belgrade. She was represented before the Court by
Mr R. Subasi¢, a lawyer practising in the same city.

2. The Serbian Government (“the Government”) were represented by
their Agent, Mr S. Cari¢.

A. The circumstances of the case

3. The facts of the case, as submitted by the parties, may be summarised
as follows.

4. On 25 April 2007 the Municipal Court (Opstinski sud) in Ni§ found
the applicant guilty of malfeasance (zloupotreba sluzbenog polozaja) and

forging official documents (falsifikovanje sluzbene isprave) and sentenced
her to eleven months in prison, suspended for a period of three years
(uslovna osuda).

5. On 14 June 2007, within fifteen days as of the date of receipt of this
judgment, the applicant personally filed an appeal on time with the District
Court (Okruzni sud) in NiS. This appeal referred to the legal grounds set out
in Article 367 of the Code of Criminal Procedure (Zakonik o krivicnom
postupku, see paragraph 21 below), but did not offer any reasoning. The
applicant, however, noted that detailed reasoning would be provided
subsequently since she had been ill and could not retain a lawyer earlier.

6. On 11 July 2007 a memorial containing such reasoning was submitted
to the District Court. It was signed by the applicant’s newly retained counsel
and referred to the legal grounds relied on by the applicant in her appeal, but
was particularly focused on factual issues.




communicated case

STATEMENT OF FACTS

The applicant, Ms Jelena Krsti¢, is a Serbian national, who was born in
1948 and lives in Belgrade. She is represented before the Court by Mr R.
Subasi¢, a lawyer practising in the same city.

A. The circumstances of the case

The facts of the case, as submitted by the applicant, may be summarised
as follows.

final judgment

On 25 April 2007 the Municipal Court (Opstinski sud) in Nis found the
applicant guilty of malfeasance (zloupotreba sluzbenog polozaja) and
forging official documents (falsifikovanje sluzbene isprave) and sentenced
her to eleven months in prison, suspended for a period of three years

(1clovma norida)

THE FACTS

1. The applicant, Ms Jelena Krsti¢, is a Serbian national, who was bom
in 1948 and lives in Belgrade. She was represented before the Court by
Mr R. Subasi¢, a lawyer practising in the same city.

2. The Serbian Government (“the Government”) were represented by
their Agent, Mr S. Cari¢.

A. The circumstances of the case

3. The facts of the case, as submitted by the parties, may be summarised
as follows.

On 14 June 2007, within fifteen days as of the date of receipt of this
judgment, the applicant personally filed a timely appeal with the District
Court (Okruzni sud) in NiS. This appeal referred to the legal grounds set out
in Article 367 of the Code of Criminal Procedure (Zakonik o krivicnom
postupku, see at B.3 below), but did not offer any reasoning. The applicant,
however, noted that detailed reasoning would be provided subsequently.

On 11 July 2007 a memorial containing such reasoning was submitted to
the District Court. It was signed by the applicant’s newly retained counsel
and stated that it should be deemed as the substantiation of the earlier appeal
lodged by the applicant personally. The submission referred to the legal
grounds relied on by the applicant in her appeal, but was particularly
focused on factual and evidentiary issues.

4. On 25 Apnl 2007 the Municipal Court (Opstinski sud) m NiS tound
the applicant guilty of malfeasance (zloupotreba sluzbenog polozaja) and

forging official documents (falsifikovanje sluzbene isprave) and sentenced
her to eleven months in prison, suspended for a period of three years
(uslovna osuda).

5. On 14 June 2007, within fifteen days as of the date of receipt of this
judgment, the applicant personally filed an appeal on time with the District
Court (Okruzni sud) in NiS. This appeal referred to the legal grounds set out
in Article 367 of the Code of Criminal Procedure (Zakonik o krivicnom
postupku, see paragraph 21 below), but did not offer any reasoning. The
applicant, however, noted that detailed reasoning would be provided
subsequently since she had been ill and could not retain a lawyer earlier.

6. On 11 July 2007 a memorial containing such reasoning was submitted
to the District Court. It was signed by the applicant’s newly retained counsel
and referred to the legal grounds relied on by the applicant in her appeal, but
was particularly focused on factual issues.




communicated case

STATEMENT OF FACTS

The applicant, Ms Jelena Krsti¢, is a Serbian national, who was born in
1948 and lives in Belgrade. She is represented before the Court by Mr R.
Subasi¢, a lawyer practising in the same city.

A. The circumstances of the case

The facts of the case, as submitted by the applicant, may be summarised
as follows.

final judgment

On 25 April 2007 the Municipal Court (Opstinski sud) in Nis found the
applicant guilty of malfeasance (zloupotreba sluzbenog polozaja) and
forging official documents (falsifikovanje sluzbene isprave) and sentenced
her to eleven months in prison, suspended for a period of three years

(1clovma norida)

THE FACTS

1. The applicant, Ms Jelena Krsti¢, is a Serbian national, who was bom
in 1948 and lives in Belgrade. She was represented before the Court by
Mr R. Subasi¢, a lawyer practising in the same city.

2. The Serbian Government (“the Government”) were represented by
their Agent, Mr S. Cari¢.

A. The circumstances of the case

3. The facts of the case, as submitted by the parties, may be summarised
as follows.

On 14 June 2007, within fifteen days as of the date of receipt of this
judgment, the applicant personally filed a timely appeal with the District
Court (Okruzni sud) in NiS. This appeal referred to the legal grounds set out
in Article 367 of the Code of Criminal Procedure (Zakonik o krivicnom
postupku, see at B.3 below), but did not offer any reasoning. The applicant,
however, noted that detailed reasoning would be provided subsequently.

On 11 July 2007 a memorial containing such reasoning was submitted to
the District Court. It was signed by the applicant’s newly retained counsel
and stated that it should be deemed as the substantiation of the earlier appeal
lodged by the applicant personally. The submission referred to the legal
grounds relied on by the applicant in her appeal, but was particularly
focused on factual and evidentiary issues.

4. On 25 Apnl 2007 the Municipal Court (Opstinski sud) m NiS tound
the applicant guilty of malfeasance (zloupotreba sluzbenog polozaja) and

forging official documents (falsifikovanje sluzbene isprave) and sentenced
her to eleven months in prison, suspended for a period of three years
(uslovna osuda).

5. On 14 June 2007, within fifteen days as of the date of receipt of this
judgment, the applicant personally filed an appeal on time with the District
Court (Okruzni sud) in NiS. This appeal referred to the legal grounds set out
in Article 367 of the Code of Criminal Procedure (Zakonik o krivicnom
postupku, see paragraph 21 below) but did not offer any reasomng The
applicant, howe er 1 . 2 p e rov1ded
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to the District Court. It was srgned by the apphcant ] newly retained counsel
and referred to the legal grounds relied on by the applicant in her appeal, but
was particularly focused on factual issues.
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Why does this happen?

Systems are not built for any particular
purpose, and do not have a specific end-user
In mind



Who is building the models?

Computer scientists don’'t understand law

Lawyers don't understand machine learning



What if systems are used?



What if systems are used?
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What if systems are used?
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What if systems are used?
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Other limitations

Cost of error

Biases

Wrong data

Bad evaluations
Unreliable updates
Erosion of public trust
Over-reliance
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Lawyer Used ChatGPT In
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TopLINE The lawyer for a man suing an airline in a
routine personal injury suit used ChatGPT to prepare a
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prompting a judge to weigh sanctions as the

community grapples with one of the first cases
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What could the future look like?

Al in lower-risk scenarios (e.g. search)
More automation with less machine learning

Investment in incremental steps instead of AGI
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Typology of Legal Technologies

A Method - A Mindset

The Typology is a curated set of legal technologies (applications, scientific papers, and datasets) that we
handpicked to demonstrate the potential impact on legal effect of different types of ‘legal tech’. To understand
how and why we created this, see the FAQs & methodology page.

Use the filters below to find legal techs you are interested in. Click a system to view its full profile.
Compare systems by clicking {J | ' on one or more systems (view the comparison at the bottom of this
page).
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