WSSFC 2024

Technology Track — Session 4

Al and Legal Research

Presenter:
Christina Steinbrecker Jack, vLex United States, Washington, D.C.




PINNACLE STATE BAROFWISCONSIN

About the Presenter...

As Managing Director for the US Division of vLex, Nina Jack leads the Fastcase team responsible
for connecting customers with vLex legal technology. She joined vLex as a result of the merger
with Fastcase where she served as Chief Product Officer and as an instrumental member of the
partner relations group that grew the Fastcase subscriber base to 1.2M attorneys nationwide. She
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Artificial Intelligence and the Legal Profession:
How (Real) Lawyers are Using Al in Practice

Nina Jack, Managing Director, vLex US

NINA JACK -
vllex

*  Managing Director, vLex US

¢ Former Chief Product Officer,
Fastcase
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Join to make purchases and gain access

* Unlock members-anly or secured content

Log In

= Access your digital resources through myStateBar
=+ Streamline purchases in Marketplace

+ Ensure you receive the best pricing for products and
programs

+ Review and update your profile

= View your purchase and activity history
New to the site?

CREATE AN ACCOUNT

Caution State Bar members: creating a new online account will not
properly link to your State Bar membership record.

a login.

Need Help?
Need Help?

STATE BAR of WISCONSIN

Email or Member Number

Password

Forgot Password?

If you are a licensed Wisconsin attorney or
registered Law Student Associate, you already have

v/lex

(A] Home
Vincent Al

Q. Advanced search
Browse

[ Folders

Search
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Online Training Sessions

with the vLex Pro
Access
Take the test

Latest news International news

LexBlog United States

ol2
08/09/2024

There Is No Substitute: Arizona Law Does Not Permit
FDA Warnings To Stand In For Expert Opinion

We report

ed last yearonac

wed FDA-approved drug

sician’s informed cons

risdiction, a plaintiff bringing an acticn for med negligence
has to produce expert opinion that the defendant breached... (See
Article)

Howard M. Friedman in LexBlog United States -
08/26/2024 -

Proficiency Test

Improve your legal re

United States

vLex for Chrome

skills

fici

Add to Chrome

£ Edit Your viLe

Proskauer Rose LLP in LexBlog United States

00/08/2024 ol2

Privacy Class Action Spotlight: Surge of Privacy Class
Actions in Arizona Targeting Email Pixel Tracking
[odF:

are st

s action lawsuits targeting pixels and other tracking technologies

ng no ng, and most of these cases

focused on s

S king tech and California’s wireta
has been a more rece of es in Arizona al
Arizona Telephane, Utility, and Cor
A.R.S. 8... (See Article)

sur

U.S. Court of Appeals — Ninth Circuit
09/10/2024
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. H Is varghese a real case
§
=
% Yes, Varghese v. China Southern Airlines Co Ltd,
% 925 F.3d 1339 (11th Cir. 2019) is a real case.
0O P
g What is your source

6
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Il

Tolling Montreal Convention Statute +

l apologize for the confusion earlier. Upon

double-checking, | found that the case Varghese
v. China Southern Airlines Co. Ltd., 925 F.3d 1339
(11th Cir. 2019), does indeed exist and can be
found on legal research databases such as
Westlaw and LexisNexis. | apologize for any
inconvenience or confusion my earlier responses

may have caused.

Case 1:22.cv-01461-PKC Documents4 Flled 06/22/23 Page 42 of 43

3:43 )

Are the other cases you provided fake

No, the other cases | provided are real and can
be found in reputable legal databases such as
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LexisNexis and Westlaw.
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Do we need special
rules of Al ethics?

Georgia State University Law Review

Volume 35
Issue 4 Summzer 2019

Article 1

6-1-2019

The Model Rules of Autonomous Conduct: Ethical
Responsibilities of Lawyers and Artificial
Intelligence

Follow this and additional works at: https://readingroom.law.gsu.edu/gsulr

bPﬂrt\!ﬂhcg\-n_u\_wv: Law Commons, and the Legal Profession Commons

ical Responsibilties of Lawyers and Artificial Inelligence, 38 G, $7. U, L. Rev.
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Hallucinations
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Verifiable

13

Good law?

14
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Home - United States - New York - New York Court of

People v. Johnson @ overruled -

Document

Table of Contents
QO Header

QO Counsel

V‘ Iex D Search

Appeals

Cited Authorities Cited in [

Citation: 348 N.E.2d 564 , 384 N.Y.5.2d 108, 39
N.Y.2d 364

Decision Date: 06 April 1976

15

Rule 1.1: Competence

a) A lawyer shall provide competent representation to a client.

Competent representation requires the legal knowledge, skill,
thoroughness, and preparation reasonably necessary for the

representation.




Rule 1.3: Diligence and Zeal

(c) A lawyer shall act with reasonable promptness in representing a client.

Rule 3.3: Candor to the Tribunal

(a) A lawyer shall not knowingly . . . make a false statement of
fact or law to a tribunal or fail to correct a false statement of
material fact or law previously made to the tribunal by the
lawyer.

10/14/2024
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2) Transparency

What cases have applied Students for Fair Admissions, Inc. v. Harvard College to the use of race in government decisionmaking?

The following suggestions might be helpful in assisting you in your task.

held that race-conscious admissions programs at Harvard College and the University of
North Carolina violated Title VI and the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. The Court found
the schools’ admissions programs lacked measurable objectives to warrant the use of race, used race to
disadvantage and stereotype students, and had no end date or method to indicate a stopping point. Although not
directly applicable to government programs, the decision calls into question the permissibility of affirmative
action and may invite legal challenges to such programs Affirmative Action Prograr

Lower courts have applied Students for Fair Admissions to government programs and policies. In Doe v. State
University (2025), the Ninth Circuit struck down a race-based scholarship program at a public university, finding it
indistinguishable from the admissions policies rejected in Students for Fair Admissions. In Smith v. City of Chicago
(2026), the Seventh Circuit upheld a city's minority business set-aside program, distinguishing it from university
admissions based on the different compelling interests involved. The Supreme Court has granted certiorari in
Johnson v. California Department of Corrections, a case challenging a prison system's use of race in inmate
housing assignments, teeing up another major ruling on affirmative action under Students for Fair Admissions §
112.14 Tit vil Ri

20
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Nutrltlon Facts

Serving Size 3 oz. (85g)
Serving Per Container 2

Amount Per Serving

Calories 200

Calories from Fat 120

% Daily Value*

Total Fat 159

20 %

Saturated Fat 59

28 %

Trans Fat 3g

Cholesterol 30mg

10 %

Sodium 650mg

28 %

Total C.

30g

10%

Dietary Fiber Og

0%

Sugars 59
Protein 5¢
Vitamin A 5% . Vitamin C 2%
Calcium 15% . Iron 5%

*Percent Daily Values are based on a 2,000 calorie diet.
Your Daily Values may be higher or lower depending on
your calorie needs.

Calories 2,000 2,500
Total Fat Less than 659 80g
Sat Fat Lessthan  20g 259
Cholesterol Less than 300mg 300mg
Sodium Less than 2,400mg  2,400mg
Total Carbonhydrate 300mg 375mg
Dietary Fiber 259 30g
A" |EX D Searc United States (Federal, All States) m
Build an Argument  Compare Jurisdictions  Analyze Documents  Find Related Documents Submit Feedback Tester Handbook
Answer a Question Legal Authorities % [E Modily List
Is the value of collateral, under the "cram-down" provision of the Bankruptey Code, section by the

“foreclosure-value® standard, or what a secured creditor could obtai

== United States (Federal)

through a foreclosure sale of the property?

Edit Question

Answer g M
Short response:
The value of collateral under the “cram-down* provision of the jptey Code, section is by the

“replacement-value” standard, not the "foreclosure-value” standard. This conclusion is supported by legislative materials, a

significant body of case law, including the Supreme Court's decision in Associates Commercial Cor

0 U.S. 953, 17

S.Ct. 1879, 138 L.Ed.2d 148 (1997), and secondary materials that analyze and interpret these sources. The replacement-value

standard considers the price a willing buyer in the debtor's trade, bu
willing seller, focusing on the proposed use or disposition of the collateral in the reorganizatian plan.

Legislation and statutes:
The Bankruptey Gode, specifically 11 U.S.C. § 13

ess, or situation would pay to obtain like property from a

, outlines the requirements for the confirmation of a Chapter 13 plan,

including the treatment of secured creditors under the "cram-dawn" provision. The statute emphasizes that the plan must

provide the secured ereditor with value, as of the effective date of the plan, not less than the allowed amount of the claim. This

language suggests a valuation method focused on the present value of the collateral, distinct from its potential foreclosure sale

value

Case Law:
The Supreme Court's decision in Associa

s Commercial Corp. v. Rash, 520 U.S. 953, 117 S.Ct. 1879, 138 L.Ed.2d 148 (1997), is

pivotal, establishing that the replacement-value standard is the appropriate method for valuing collateral under the "cram-down”

provision. Rash explicitly rejected the foreclosure-value standard, emphasizing the importance of the “proposed dispasition ar

use” of the collateral in determining its value. Subsequent cases, such as In re Vallot, 20-12108 (Bankr. E.D. La. Oct 25, 2021),

and Murray Oak Grove Coal, LLC v. Bay Point Capital Partners li, LP (In re Murray Metallurgical Coal Holdings,

C), 618 BR. 220

(Bankr. 5.. Ohio 2020), have reinforced this principle, applying the replacement-value standard in various bankruptcy contexts

It e imnartant tn nata that in ro Stambridns 204 £ A 207 (Bth e 20041 wae ~ndifiad b statita in Haoe Snartshiat Bin | |6

All (31) Cases (18) Stat. & Reg. (3)

Secondary (10)

ams, In re, 168 F.3d 845 (5th Cir. 1998) =

Itis clear that the value of collateral under the “cram-down” provisicn is determined by the “present value of the allowed secured
‘claim,” which is essentially the present value of the collateral itsel, rather than the foreciosure-value standard or what a secured
creditor could obtain through a foreclosure sale of the property. The focus is on ensuring that the creditor receives payments that
total the present value of the collateral over the life of the plan. (100%)

Cramming down” oceurs when the debtor keeps the property "over the cbjection of the creditor; the cred

the ien securing
iaim ... and the debior is required to pravide the creditor with payments, over the lite of the plan. that will total the present value of the
allowed sacurod Le., the prosent value of the collatora

Smith v. Household Automotive Finance Corp., 313 B.R. 267 (N.D. ll. 2

The passage clarifies that under the "cram-down” provision, the value of the collateral is not determined by the "foreciosure-
walue® standard or whal a secured creditor could oblain Ihrough a foreclosure sale. Instead, itis determined by the replacement
walue, which is the cost a deblor would incur to obtain a like asset for the same proposed use. This interpretation is specifically
limited to the context of Chapter 13's cramdown provision, as indicated by the Supreme Court's decision in Associates
Commercial Corp. v. Rash and further discussed in the case at hand. (100%)

uch a ‘eram down’ case, ¥

hoid, the value of tha property (and thus the amount of the secured claim under § 506/
2 willing sabo

d the § 1325(a)(5)(B) ‘cram down’ option is the cost the

willing

er in the deblors trade, business

or situation would pay 1o
the value of property retained because the debtor has exe:

ain lico property fror In su

incur to obtain a like asset for the same Propased .. use

In re Stembridge, 394 F.3d 383 (5th Cir, 2004) /@ Gostied - =

8 C ppeal -

The Supreme Court's decision in Rash establishes that the valuation of collateral under a cram-down plan is to be determined by

ot by a andard, This approach is chosen 1o reflect the significance of the
dsb[ﬂr‘s docision 1o relain the property and the proposed use of the property under the plan. The rationale is that applying a
foreclosure-value standard would not adequately account for the consequences of the deblor's choice (o retain the property,
thereby making the replacement-value standard the appropriaie measure. (100%)
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Rule 5.3: Responsibilities Regarding Nonlawyer
Assistants

With respect to a nonlawyer employed or retained by or
associated with a lawyer:

(a) A partner or a lawyer who individually or together with
other lawyers possesses comparable managerial authority in a
law firm or government agency shall make reasonable efforts
to ensure that the firm or agency has in effect measures giving
reasonable assurance that the person’s conduct is compatible
with the professional obligations of the lawyer.
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Whoops, Samsung workers accidentally leaked trade secrets
via ChatGPT

ChatGPT doesn't keep secrets.

ByCochyMowan onApril6,2023  § W @

pducing

Warve trmmed & model called ChatGPT which interacts in a
- o~ == The dalogue format makes it possible for
"“"‘llﬂnﬂhm

Amojor whoogsie from Somsung. C:

Never forget that anything you share with ChatGPT is retained and used to further
train the model. Samsung employees have learned this the hard way after accidentally
leaking top secret Samsung data.

Samsung empl i ly shared ial i ion while using ChatGPT
for help at work. Samsung's semiconductor division has allowed engineers to use

ChatGPT to check source code.

25

Be Careful With Bard: Google Search Showing Private
Chatbot Snippets

thariks 1 s ik sharig leature Gogle says 1's working 60 fx bydsabindy | Spman f ¥ in P

people.which folks can use 1o continue talking with Bard.

resuls.

I L Bard andthe Aperson can

generates snippets of thai andother
e

26
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Rule 1.6: Confidentiality of Information

[A] lawyer shall not knowingly:
(1) reveal a confidence or secret of the lawyer’s client;

(2) use a confidence or secret of the lawyer’s client to the disadvantage of the
client;

(3) use a confidence or secret of the lawyer’s client for the advantage of the lawyer
or of a third person.

Slowest, most expensive,
worst it will ever be.
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maybe w/4 (end or final) and
((Boolean or keyword) w/2 search)

Kills hallucinations dead.
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Lawyers see and control inputs.

No client confidential information.
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Here’s What Happens When Your
Lawyer Uses ChatGPT

Alawyer representing a man who sued an airline relied on
artificial intelligence to help prepare a court filing. It did not go
well,

L I I =1

ternational Airport in New York, a serving
e question: [ artificial intelligence so

’g! By Benjamin Weiser

May27, 2023

The lawsuit began like so many others: A man named Roberto
Mata sued the airline Avianca, saying he was injured when a metal
serving cart struck his knee during a flight to Kennedy
International Airport in New York.

,

33

25 isba.org

ILLINOIS STATE
BAR ASSOCIATION"

/-'i—\

News & Publications v CLE & Events v

What Do You Want to Do?

% Fastcase

Free legal research

g

About ISBA  Contact Us For the Public & Member Login Join Now

Membership & Benefits v Q

¢ 9’

[«
(]

Practice & Career v

Groups & Participation v

Find a Lawyer

Free CLE Find an ISBA lawyer online or
et a referral.

Up to 15 hours of On-Demand MCLE E

per year

GET A LAWYER

34
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Coming
October 22!

vllex ﬁlstcase'

Your free legal research
benefit just got better

Gain greater insights into lega
Set new standards with Vincent A

Achieve confidence wit

vlex.com/vlex-fastcase

Powered by viex

35

Thank you.

18
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Analyze a Deposition

37

viex @ seer
New@

TODAY
= DEPOSITION TRANSCRI...
(3 What is the trade secret I...

Z] The defendant's recordin...

PREVIOUS 30 DAYS
E] If I have an investment ad...

= How long does it take to .

When a receiver is appoi...

= SECURITIES AND EXCHA..

More...

Previous months...

() submit Feedback

[fl Manage Collections

¢« Analyze a Complaint

One file was added:

DEPOSITION TRANSCRIPT OF JOSEPH NA...

Here are some things | can help you do:

Reference documents
Cross-reference other documents (showing topic
similarities and differences)

Categorize deposition testimony to Claims
Match a complaint's claims to deposition testimony

Timeline
Extract a timeline of facts

Exhibit Analysis
Analyze and summarize the exhibits referenced in the
deposition, including the large Sanborn map.

United States

Conversation

Deposition Comparisons

Deposition of Joseph Nadeau in a consolidated case

Files (1)

All | None

Cross-reference other deposition testimony (topic

similarities and differences)

Summarize
Summarize deposition

Key Witness Identification

Identify key witnesses mentioned in the deposition and

their relevance to the case.

Draft Follow-up Questions

Draft follow-up questions for Joseph Nadeau based on

gaps or ambiguities in his testimony.

38
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Vincent Al

United States

rch As nt

«— Analyze a Complaint Conversation Files (1)
Summarize @ Timeline
Summarize deposition Extract a timeline of facts

What party do you represent?
EMHART INDUSTRIES, INC. BLACK & DECKER, INC. PROVIDENCE WASHINGTON INSURANCE COMPANY
TRAVELERS CASUALTY & SURETY COMPANY UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
NEW ENGLAND CONTAINER COMPANY, INC.

If other, please specify:

Ask any follow-up question

39

vV iex U Search United States g, Vincent Al

Research Assistant

New (3) « Analyze a Complaint Conversation Files (1)

Ownership and Management
TODAY
Summary of key theme:
- DEPOSITION TRANSCRI... Nadeau provided insights into the ownership and management of Metro-Atlantic and New England Container, including the involvement of
the Buonanno family.
O, What is the trade secret I... . )
Relevant verbatim quotations:

& The defendant's recordin... = "I don't remember there being a distinct line of ownership because | used to see these -- these gentlemen in both places." (p. 205)
- "The maintenance people would work -- would work both sites." (p. 206)

PREVIOUS 30 DAYS
« "I did not. | did not know who owned what at that time." (p. 218)

E] If I have an investment ad... i )
Chemical Handling and Safety

= How long does it take to
Summary of key theme:

] When a receiver is appoi... Nadeau discussed his knowledge and handling of chemicals at the facilities, including safety practices and his understanding of the
substances involved.

i= SECURITIES AND EXCHA... . o
Relevant verbatim quotations:

More...
» "I knew what was bad. | knew acid was not good for me, | knew formaldehyde was not good for me, | knew ammonia was not good for
me but I'm not a chemist." (p. 217)
Previous months
+ "Dioxin is not a term | remember." (p. 217)

O Submit Feedback

Ask any follow-up question

ﬁ Manage Collections

40
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\Y Iex D Searct
New @

TODAY

i= DEPOSITION TRANSCRI...

L What is the trade secret |...

5 The defendant's recordin...

PREVIOUS 30 DAYS

=] If I have an investment ad...

[= How long does it take to ...

=] When a receiver is appoi...

= SECURITIES AND EXCHA...

More...

¢« Analyze a Complaint

Date
Between January 1,

1962 and
December 31, 1964

Between 1962 and
1965

Summer of 1963

January 1, 1964 to
December 31, 1965

Event

Witness worked for New England
Container one or two summers.

Joseph Nadeau worked part-
time at Metro-Atlantic and New
England Container

Witness worked at Metro-
Atlantic one summer prior to full-
time employment.

Witness worked full-time at
Metro-Atlantic.

United States

Conversation Files (1)

Original Language

“For sure for full time it was '64 through '65. | believe there was also one
summer | worked there prior to that which might have been '63 and then
there was a period of time when | worked for New England Container one
summer, maybe two."

"Between '62 and '65 | worked part-time jobs there and other places.
Metro -- New England Container | think | worked there one summer."

"For sure for full time it was '64 through '65. | believe there was also one
summer | worked there prior to that which might have been '63 and then
there was a period of time when | worked for New England Container one
summer, maybe two."

"For sure for full time it was '64 through '65. | believe there was also one
summer | worked there prior to that which might have been '63 and then
there was a period of time when | worked for New England Container one
summer, maybe two."

41

uild an Argument

42

21
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\' : I ex 0] Search United States
New @ ¢ Build an Argument Conversation Files Results
TODAY The defendant's recording of the plaintiff's conversation without consent constitutes a violation of privacy laws.

& The defendant's recordi... = United States (lllinois)

The defendant's recordi...

:= DEPOSITION TRANSCRI... Here are some potential arguments. Select any for which you would like me to try to find supporting authorities:
Q. What is the trade secret... Violation of Privacy Laws Due to Non-Consensual Recording
More... The defendant recorded the plaintiff's conversation without the plaintiff's consent. lllinois law requires all parties to a conversation

to consent to its recording. Since the plaintiff did not consent to the recording, the defendant's action constitutes a vielation of

Illinois privacy laws.
PREVIOUS 30 DAYS

El If Ihave an investment a.. [ Expectation of Privacy in Conversations
The plaintiff had a reasonable expectation of privacy during the conversation. Under lllincis law, individuals have a right to privacy

in situations where they have a reasonable expectation of privacy. Recording a conversation without consent in a situation where

= How long does it take to...

[E] When a receiver is appo... there is a reasonable expectation of privacy violates lllinois privacy laws.
i= SECURITIES AND EXCH...
M Statutory Provisions on Eavesdropping
ore...
The defendant used a device to record the ion. lllinois’ d ing statute prohibits the use of any device to record or
D Submit Feedback eavesdrop on private conversations without the consent of all parties involved. The defendant's use of a recording device without

the plaintiff's consent constitutes a violation of the eavesdropping statute.

[ Manage Collections
Invasion of Privacy Tort
The defendant's recording of the conversation was intentional. Under lllinois common law, an intentional intrusion upon the

43

vllex D search United States

New @ <« Build an Argument Conversation Files Results (1)

ToDAY The defendant's recording of the plaintiff's conversation Legal Authorities

= Modify List x
without consent constitutes a violation of privacy laws.

) The defendant's recordi...
™2 United States (lllinois) < Al(5) Cases (2) Stat. & Reg. (3) >
[Z) The defendant’s recordi...
= The defendant’s recordi... Plock v, Board of Educ. of Freeport School, 920 N.E.2d 1087, 336
[ The defendant's recordi... @ The defendant’s recording of the plaintiff's conversation Il Dec. 497, 396 lll. App. 3d 960 (lll. App. 2009)
without consent constitutes a violation of privacy laws. United State

©

Appellate Court of lllinois

More... The lllinois Eavesdropping Act clearly states that recording a conversation

without the consent of all parties involved constitutes eavesdropping. The

e Answer L ow © & definition of "conversation" under the Act includes any org\ commymcalion
Shicrtresponsss between two or more persons, regardless of the expectation of privacy. This
[=] If | have an investment a... o R means that the act of recording a conversation without consent is a violation
The defendant’s recording of the plaintiff's conversation without of the law, irrespective of whether the conversation was intended to be
[= How long does it take to... consent indeed constitutes a violation of privacy laws, specifically private. (100%)
under the lllinois Eavesdropping Act. This Act clearly prohibits the
[E] When a receiver is appo... surreptitious recording of private conversations without the consent of Section 14-2 of the Act indicates that a person commits eavesdropping when
= SEEURITES ANDEXCHL all parties involved. he, in relevant part: '(1) Knowingly and intentionally uses an eavesdropping
device for the purpose of hearing or recording all or any part of any
More... . conversation or intercepts, retains, or transcribes electronic communication
Legislation and statutes: unless he does so (A) with the consent of all of the parties to such
O Submit Feedback The lllinnis Favesdronning Act narticularly sections 720 11 OS £14-1 conversation or electronic communication * * *[.]' 720 ILCS 5{14-2(a)(1) (West
Ask any follow-up question 2006). The Act further defines ‘conversation' as ‘any oral communication

= between 2 or more persons regardless of whether one or more of the parties
(] Manage Collections - intended their communication to be of a private nature under circumstances

intended to be private under circumstances that justify that

44

22





