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How will Generative Al (LLMs)

Change Your Work?

@ @ CchatGPT 40 ! ) . Legal bona fides?

6]

How can | help you today?

Do my work for me. If it’s legal?

Lawyer since 2002

Chief Judge Michael
U.S. District Court — D. Minn.

Litigated for |5 years

ROBINS
KAPLAN..»

HOME LOANS




2/12/2025

CODER SINCE 1985

I/
/(' ' J
| T LAWYERS Li'\i ne

TECHNOLOGY

CiMeta  whov

xMeta facebook

I_Bm’ ensic Audits to
STROZ FRIEDBERG Investigate Cambridge
an Aon company Analytica Claims

THOMSON REUTERS

We remain committed to vigorously

enforcing our policies to pratect
people’s information.

Originally published March 19, 2018, 11:40 AM PT:
We have hired a digital forensics firmJStroz Friedberg Jto conduct a
comprehensive audit of Cambridge Analytica JCambridge Analytica has
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® Elon Musk € B @elonmusk - Aug 28
This guy rocks!

Q 136 1l L 4
° ConMusk @ B

1,824,821 views g 331K views & 50K views
Why all melodies should be free for musicians to use

1,824,821 views | Damien Riehl | TEDxMinneapolis * August 2019
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Geoffrey Hinton: “Godfather of Al”

For 5 years!
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FINANCIAL

i wosn s caneess e aeTs

= q FINANCIAL TIMES =3 -

HOME WORLD US COMPAMES TECH MARKETS CLMATE OPINION WORK G CAREERS LIFEGARTS WTSI

‘Special Repor! Accelerating Business Show acticles

Legat services { & AddromefT How Al is removing legal obstacles that slow
down business

Wanted: a data standard to underpin lawyers’ |
use of generative Al

Soli
Could & scheme 1o develop a univarsal taxonomy halp? X
f LEGAL DATA STANDARDISATION INITIATIVE
in Achievement: Making data standards easier to implement.
r ’ Comment: Soli (the Standard for Open Legal Information) is a common

language for organising, categorising and defining more than 18,000 legal
¥ concepts. Rigid adherence to the standards is encouraged to make the transfer
' of data between organisations as seamless as possible, and adoption is aided by

the release of resources such as automated tagging software,
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“What do you do?”  Product Bar Groups:

(Solutions Champion)
Al + Law
Speaking +
Evangelism

Strategy + LYA 1 Stat | A
Competitive \ssociatiol
Intelligence

Sales

(Solutions Champion)

American Bar Association

Chair: Al Committee
Al Sandbox
Lawyer Cybersecurity (Al to help Access to Justice)




Mlaneion
I Implications of Large'Language Models (LLMs)

MSBA

WORKING GROUP
ON

on the Unauthorized Practice of Law (UPL)
and Access to Justice

One month...

MAY 2024

TUE WED THU

Nevada Judiciary

CO-CHAIR:
Governor’s Council on
Connected and Automated Vehicles

AmlLaw 50 — 600 Iawyers

i "

Qa ) 2_!. A AR

Stanford Law School

T
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Montana Bar New York City

Law Schools Tallinn, Estonia

Williamsburg, Virginia
(Railway Lawyers)

September...
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Vegas: Corporate Legal Operations NYC:AmLaw 20 Firms

Join us for
LegalOps.com Running
Legal Like a Business

September 3-6,2024/

Phoenix: AmLaw 50 American Immigration Lawyers Association
Partner Retreat (600 lawyers)

> (AILA)

{4

Enhance your law
practice, build community,
and promote justice with
the American Immigration
Lawyers Association.

BECOME A MEMBER TODAY

Federal Judiciary

State Judiciary
Retreat




December...

600+
Latin American
Lawyers
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AmLaw 100
Texas Firm

AmLaw 20 Firm

in New York City
IR
S

Nevada Bar Association
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Access to Justice
Summit

Hosted 200+ Attendee
AmLaw 20 Conference
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The Legal Tech Fund
(World’s Largest Investors)

44

Indiana Appellate Courts

In 2024...
90+ Flights

95+ Cities

| 10+ presentations
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Any Al news!?

Bar Exam

Performance

penAl—

Dec. 2022 Mar. 2023
GPT 3.5 GPT 4

of humans of humans

...in only 3 months

50% below
humans?

remains
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v{\*"d‘a\ 12 900cs (A
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These
distinctions
matter!

But NOT

. .\...I;\.g.‘-.‘ﬁﬂa .
”- é’%}o".

to you!
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2023: LLMs exceed
human performance
/‘ Reading Comprehension
;' T Reading Comprehension
(I i + Unanswerable Questions

Language Understanding

= -

L5

Predictive Reasoning

1998 2005 2010 2015 2017
o3

GPT-3 GPT4 ] o1

Where are you?

52

0 SERIES PERFORWANCE / ARC-AGI SERI-PRIVATE EVAL

STEM GRAD -

_AVG. MTURKER

FREE:

\
o“‘“s :

o>

COST PER TASK




JgaltTweets
@JgaltTweets
When will an Al achieve a/98th percentile|score or higher in

admission test?

Sept. 2020: 2042 (22 years away)
Sept. 2021: 2031 (10 years away)
Sept. 2022: 2028 (6 years away)
Sept. 2023: 2026 (3 years away)

When will an Al achieve a 98th
percentile score or higher in a
Mensa admission test?

Resolved September 12, 2024 |

metaculus.com/questions/3698...

55

“l want Al to...”

! =
-

| 3
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that provide answers to basic
questions, including where to find
templates and court forms, how to
fill them out, and where to bring
them for presentation to the judge
— all without leaving home.

‘ { “For those who cannot afford a
| lawyer, Al can help.
It drives new, highly accessible tools
(IMEER]
U | |

These tools [Al] have the welcome
potential to smooth out any
mismatch between available
resources and urgent needs in our
court system.”

Create Counterarguments
+ Good Facts

10



f@a GitHub

! Copilot

License -

Microsoft

v @ openal

Breach of Contract
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OpenATL rfrrorcommrs

~t
g —_—
c

DOE 1et al v. GitHub, Inc. et al, 4_22-cv-

. ChatGPT

You are an expert lawyer. So am |. Attached is a|Motion to Dismiss|in Federal Court.

From the Table of Contents, please create a bullet-pointedl|list of counterarguments.

Paste each Motion's TOC item, then create a sub-bullet with the Counterargument

62

ChatGPT

Here's the counterargument list bas

d on the Table of Contents of the Motion to
Dismiss:

©0penAL
Plaintiffs|Lack Article Ill Standing ko Assert Their Claims.

: CHMGPT Plaintiffs fi(-!l\]()ll\mdllflU!)HCl(‘[v‘ and particularized injuries HHPCH

defendants’ actions]establishing the required standing under Article Il

§ You

Forjeach claimjinclude sub-bullets for that ciaum'a- oo ccecor gy

ChatGPT

Here's a det

counterarguments with sub-bullets for e

elements

Plaintiffs Lack Article Ill o Assert Their Claims.

* Counterargument: Plaintiffs derr

nstrate standing.

d injuries

2n injuries and defendants' actions

Court can provide relief for injuries.

63

e

64

Frpotetes Fact
&

v You
Make threq Factual Argumentsjthat provide hypothetical Facts
— if true — can|prove each Element.

Start with Standing, then move throug n the Moti¢

© chatGPT N

HypﬂlhnucalFa:H-l' nAl o ir tad

* Argument for Injury-in-Fact: The

Beymrttor e

arpomecctaas

* Argument for Causation:

Aepnantor Camiition

* Argument for Redressability:

Hypothetical Fact 2: OpenAl's us:

e of the coders' algorithms led to th coderslosing |

asignificant contract|with a|major client Jvho opted fof OpenAl's pro ad]

= Argument for Injury-in-Fact: T

of a significant contract re

tifiable and sg financial injur y"\';ﬂ'

= Argument for Causation: The de

of the client tojswitch to OpenAl

due to thq similar functionalities Hirectly links OpenAl's use of the code to the

and ar{injunction preventing OpenAl from using th

directh

ss the harm experienced by th

65

66
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i" You
Great! Now{ create a Questlonnaireho Plaintiffs. In that questionnaire, create upto 3
levels of multi-level bulletfasking questions}hat, if true, will jhelp Plaintiffs winjthis
Motion. Relate the Questionnaire to every single Claim and Element.

Plaintiffs Lack Article lll Standing to Assert Their Claims.
* Injury-in-Fact:
* Have you suffered adue to OpenAl's use of your code?

* Can you|[quantify this losdin terms of lost revenuelor[business |

opportunities|

* Can you provide[specific examples)or[documentation]of these losses?

* Causation:
* Canyou demonstrate abetween your losses and OpenAl's actions?
* Are there[specific dates or eventsthat coincide with the beginning of
FandPpenATs weepffour code}

= _Have other potential causes for vour losses been ryled out?

67
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That took me less than one minute

How long would it have taken an associate?
*If an associate charges $500/hour
* Would they have spent an hour?
«Maybe two ($1,000)?
«Maybe eight ($4,000)?
*What charge for my 45 seconds of prompting?
*Less time — baked into legal software (one click)

Hourly Billing = Flat Fee Billing?

Find Logical
Inconsistencies

E -
You are an experienced litigator. So am |. Below is an argument from a motion to dismiss in

federal district court. You're opposing this motion. Find[logical flaws|and[inconsistencies)]

Repeat each statement|with a logical inconsistency, and below that, provide gbullet point

|expiaining that inconsistency. |

@dpenAi -

Statement{"Plaintiffs assert no legal interestfhat would entitle them tojrestrict the study
by human or machine offfreely available code

his statement} that by making their codelfreely available} Plaintiffs
haveFeIinquished any legal interestfin how their code is used. However, open source

licenses often come with{terms and itions| and a viclation of these terms could give

Plaintiffs a cause of action.

@ODE“AI]P!JMUH: have alsqjfailed to specify| what acts they contendle:

thefsix OpenAl
jcommitted|individuallyjrequiring dismissal. A complaint that 'lumps together

[muttiple defendants in one broad allegation[fails to satisfy the notice requirement of
Rule 8{a)2)."

* Explanation of Inconsistency: The statement presumes that collective

allegations against multiple defendants are inherently insufficient, disregarding

the possibility of joint actionslor{unified corporate conductfhat can be legally

attributed to multiple entities within lhu{same corporate family.

* Counterargument:

* "The complaint appropriately addresses 1h4 collective :\cnonslonh

[Entities]due to theif operational interconnectivitylandjoint conduct]Given the

integrated nature of these entities' operations, especially in complex

corporate structures, it i reasonable and legally permissible]to address their

|<.<=\Ien:we actions as a unified eﬂmylum\ewmlu\l m:\geslol litigation.

|Su&cmcny l;aﬂ be lunherlla!medkhrwgh d\suoverv‘l

71

72
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B o v et oo et sentioe o b ek sy A i

oot o ostaitees o vllex

/i For each bullet, prcvide]factual assertions|how this would apply to|p|aintiff coders|in a
" |breach-of-contract cla‘\mlagainst creators of allarge language mndallallegxng that those

creatorgviolated the codes'license agreements ]

Answer a Question

@ NewQue

To demonstrate[standing] can a breach-of-contract plaintiff

|= vaeene | Argue that defendant's[contractual breach itselflconstitutes

o = wamesness Plaintiff'ginjury in fact?
Factual assertion: Plaintiffs could argue thaf their injury in fact|s thq breach of| o s

. However, in Patel v. Univ. of Vt. & State Agric. Coll,, 5:20-cv-61 (D.
[contract itself] which has caused them to{lose controlfover theirfcode contributions] e VAL OEE 01, 20213, the Gairt hoted fhat Sore sourts hold thats
and the| rights they intended to retainjunder the license agreements, regardless of breach-of-contract plaintiff must show the fact of injury to have
whether they specifically experienced lack of attribution or privacy invasion. Article Ill standing. Yet, other courts have ruled that the

[contractua\ rightps 4cancrete injury]for[Artic\e il purpnses_]even if Question

the plaintiff does not claim the breach caused any monetary loss or

M other concrete harm ("Other courts hold that Spokeo's logic

thosn aprenments, Causng the Piaintts 10 ook control over e Comtutiens ang

73 74

viex © s Unted Sttes
Expand upon this...

Patel v. Univ. of Vt. & State Agric. Coll., 5:20-cv-61

1] See Amrhein v. eClinical Works, LLC, 954 F.3d 328, 331 (1st Cir. 2020) (quoting Katz v.
Pershing, LLC, 672 F.3d 64, 72 (1st Cir. 2012)) (invasion of a common-law right,
"including a right conferred by contract” is an intangible loss that is "actionable
without wallet injury"); Dinerstein v. Google, LLC, 484 F.Supp.3d 561, 571 (N.D.
111. 2020) {breach of contract fonfers [Article I1I standing|even if plaintiff does . . .
not claim the breach caused any monetary loss or other concrete harm); In re
Google Referrer Header Priv. Litig., 465 F.Supp.3d 999, 1011 (N.D. Cal. 2020) Don’ “A #]"
("[TThe[breach of a contractual right]is a fonerete injury for{Article T} purposes . on't accept "Answer
..."); Culwick v. Wood, 384 F.Supp.3d 328, 339 (E.D.N.Y. 2019) (concluding as “final answer”

75

For this factual assertion:

Plaintiffs could argue that theirfnjury in factlis thefbreach of contract itself] which has caused C o ntraCts
them toflose control over their code contributionsjnd the

@ under the license ag dless of whether they ifically experienced lack of (e'g'! M&A)

attribution or privacy invasion.

B - sreach : Plaintiffs can argue that of the LLM violated the terms of
PleasdExpand upon This] the license that their code contributions, which
arguments: breach of contract.
et cu Terms: O come with specific
[Eongitionskuch as thd requirement of attribution] or festrictions on usage: Plaintitfs
canargue i de i LLM, the creators have failed to.

meet these conditions.
* 111[Attribution] Many open-source licenses require that users of the co
theforiginal creato] Plaintitfs can argue that the creators of the LLM have[falled to

* 11.2|Usage Restrictions]s: place restrictions on
be used, for exampld prohibiting commercial usage] thatthe
creators of the LLM may have used their code in ways that violate these
restrictions.

77
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{j‘ You

. LinkedIn Merger Agreement.docx o

You are an expert lawyer. Soam .

Attached is a|draft Contract] I}epresent the SellerkLinkedln).

|Ic£entify Ianguagdthadd\'sfavors my Clientl instead favoring a

ChatGPT

| have reviewed the Agreement and Plan of Merger between Microsoft Corporation, Liberty Merger

Sub Inc., and LinkedIn Corporation| and provisions that could be considered
asldisfavoring LinkedIn|Corporation (the "Seller” or "Company") and favering the Counterparty

(Microsoft Corporation, referred to as "Parent”):

© comerr

ot rgar et J Usany

Mecger Subc

comsneras apdatwmrea U peration Whe Seeror Comomny) rdtacrrgthe

1. Merger Consideration (Section 2.7(a)i Thelfixed merger consideration|of $196.00 per share might

bel|disadvantageousfto the Seller if the market value of LinkedIn's shareqincreases significantly
before the closing|of the merger.

cam

2. Termination Fee (Section 8.3(b)(i)): The Company is required to pay 4 termination fee |>fl$725 million

if the agreement is terminated under certain circumstances. This termination fee could be considered|
nd may deter the Company from considering alternative transactions that could be more

favorable.
Chsieg ConsSenathrtte VIK e ot ——

sesta ety

Compars ey might ke g o

I g e

20 o achusmpact of thesm roviskons s cepenc ontihe specific chcumetances

79

80

© You
For each item you've identified above, please|suggest lang uage|that's| more aligned }wilh m\d Client's|
i Preserve as much of the Counterparty's language as possible while incorporating my legal

positions.
Again, | represent the Seller, make the languagelmore Seller Friendly
Please be thorough.

1.|Merger Consideration [Section 2.7(a)i

* Original: "Each share of Company Common Stock issued and outstanding immediately prior to the

Effective Time (other than Owned Company Shares and Dissenting Company Shares) will be
canceled and automatically converted into the right to receive th

* Suggested: "Each share of Company Common Stock issued and outstanding immediately prior to
the Effective Time (other than Owned Company Shares and Dissenting Company Shares) will be
canceled and automatically converted into the right te receive thi : h :
| Consideration|or th4 Fair Market Valuebf such shares de!erminec

the Effective Time."

@ You

Ambiguous terms} Identify and list Agreement language that is ambiguous.
For each item you've identified, please provide (1) original language and (2) proposed language fo

eliminate that ambiguity.

For the Proposed Language, please annotate:
- deletions in markdown strikethrough, surrounding the deletions with tildes (e.g., ~~example

deletion~~)
- additions in markdown bold, surrounding the additions with asterisks (e.g., **example addition**)

Please be thorough.

81

82

I Ambigunusherm:rFair Market Vaiue1' (Section 2.7(a)(iii) Suggested Revision)

*| Original|Language (Suggested Revision): "Each share of Company Common Stock issued and
outstanding immediately prior to the Effective Time (other than Owned Company Shares and
Dissenting Company Shares) will be canceled and automatically converted into the right to receive
the greater of the Merger Consideration or thd Fair Market Valuelof such shares determined as of

| five business days prior to the Effective Tlme.‘l

* |Proposed|Language: "Each share of Company Common Stock issued and outstanding

immediately prior to the Effective Time (other than Owned Company Shares and Dissenting

Company Shares) will be canceled and automatically converted inte the right to receive the

greater of the Merger Consideration or thel Fair Market Value bf such shares,lgefined aslthe

f the Company's lcommon stock bn theINASDAQ |s|ock exchange over the
five trading i diatel ding the Effective Time."

‘j‘ You

Post-Closing Obligations] Identify and list all post-closing obligations.

For each item you've identified, please include the Section and Subsection numk
(1} Summarsi he obligation in two sentences.

(2) determine whether that obligation igclear, achievablejand in my Client'ﬂ best

Please be thorough.

83

84
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hat language should m: b o
For each item you've identified, please propose a way to alleviate that worry. StatUto r)’ Logl C

IF

THEN

AND OR NOT
PENALTY

e first degree

he elements above
A persen s quilty of falsifying business records in the first degree the semvti shovs
when he commits the crime of falsifying business records in the secand

| am an experienced lawyer. o are youl

hagDonald Trump violatedthis statute, using

(d argue thar Donald Trump violat

the statute on fakifying

buste

another crime of to aid or conceal the commission thereol. I

Falsifying business records in the first degree is a class € felony.

Abowve is the text of a statute] Summanze}t in the form o[Batet ports

-
* 1) person commitffalsitying business recordy
) ntent to defraud includes

* fintent to commitlanother crime ying the business 5 o

aid or conceal the commission of ancther crme. such asgnsder trading or bribery. |
*|OR Jntent tt{md or mnrea\](he commission oianu[hel mme] 2
o, i o e e el

ing business tecards in the first degree

n the second degre|

ould show that Trump

is grouped. included that string in (1) parentheses and i;

* person is guilty of falsifying business records in the first degree

* PENALTY
* ELSE

* not applicable
* PENALTY ot legal consequences

mportant to note that

3 hypothet

ton or

! argument and not

87 88

Copyright Expiration - VAbo?Je is thle copyfight statute. When will[*Purple Rain'] by Prince be in the[public domain?]

“Purple Rain” by Prince was released in 1984. Since Prince (Prince Rogers Nelson) passed

away or| April 21, 2016 |we can calculate when the work will enter the public domain
according to subsection (a) of the copyright statute, which states that copyright lasts for the

life of the author|pl
Prince died in 2016, so adding 70 years to his year of death:
2016 + 70 = 2086

e “Purple Rain” will enter the public domain o_Janu y 1,208
- end of the calendar year|in which the term is completed.

s copyright expires at the

90
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How about "What a Wonderful World"?

E "What a Wonderful World" is a sang written by[Bob Thiele Jas “George Douglas’) and
it was first recorded by Louis Armstrang and released as a single in
1967,

To determine when this song will enter the public domain, we need to consider the year of

death for both songwaiters:

1. Bob Thisle passed away on January 30, 1996.

2 George David Weiss passed away on August 23, 2010,

According to the capyright statute subsection (b), in the case of afeTt work]the copyright
endures for a term consisting of the life of theflast sunviving authorfand[70 vearshfter such

last surviving author’s death

Since George David Weiss was the last surviving author andfiied 17 2010]we can calculate

when the work will enter the public domain.
010 + 70 = 2080)

“What a Wonderful World* will enter the public domain of{January 12081 bs copyright
expires at the end of the calandar year in which the term is completed

91
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Lobbying and
Government Relations

“,1‘ ‘You

You are anlexpert lobbyist]So am |. | represent a client named <NAME>. Below is a description of my

CLIENT:

SoulCapture |s a startup I Al locreatddlg\'ta! cop\es}:fiuuw' ‘I, and vomesihat can
be used to preserve their likeness and memories. This technology offers a unique opportunity to
create Iaslindiegacies]and Drowde{com!on to loved ones] while also exploring new avenues for digital
immortality and personal data preservation,

Attached is the text of a legislative BILL

My CLIENT would like to know whether or not thigBILL might affect my CLIENT. JAnd if the BILL might

affect my CLIENT, what those effects might be,

From this BILL, | need you to do many tasks. Here is this first:
'Summarize this BILLJin multi-level bullets, as though I'm th4 CEO of CLIENT.

ChatGPT
Summary of the No Artificial

(No Al FRAUD Act

Purpose:

* The Act aims to establish individ ual property rights]‘xr{ likeness and vuicelwoviding protection

against unauthorized use, especially in the context of irI artificial intelli (AD
and deepfakeltechnology.

% Definitions:

Replicas And L ized Dt Act of 2024

* The Act defines key terms such as "i = "di piction,T'personalized cloning service,
“digital voice replica,"|'voice," "likeness,” and "digital technelogy."

Property Right in Likeness and Voice:

* Every individual has  property rigm}
[descends after deatn]

* These rights ard ivelo thdindividual during their I Jrnd to their heirs]or
transferees lo{ ten years ;:-nsbdea?l

* The validity offagreementq authorizing the useo[digital depictionﬂvlvoice replicas is subject to
specific conditions|

likeness and vnice]wnlcn is freely transferable and

93

94

11

f individuals' faces and voices{without explicit consent] The company may need to

Effective Dat:
* The Act is effective] 180 days after enactmentfand applies regardless of whether the individual has

died before the effective date.

Given the focus of the|No Al FRAUD Act pn protecting individual property rights in likeness and voice,

il[cou!d potentially affect SoulCapture's operations] particularly if the technology involves creating

ensure compliance with the Act's provisions regardlng[auihorization. consent, and the use}Jf digital

depictions and voice replicas.

it You

Identify each|[portion of the billlthacould affect my CLIENT]In a markdown table:
Column A: Plain Languagd Summanyof the provision ==
Column B: Provision Languagfrom the BILL)
Column C: How that provision

Plain Language

Summary Provision Language How it might affect the CLIENT
Definition l:f digital (2) The term "digital depiction” means Sou ICapmra'sl{echnn\ngy creates
depiction [imitation, or ionof the i Jotan | digital copiedof individuals' faces

individual that is|created o alteredjin whole or

in part usinqdigital lechnolugﬂ

and voices, which could be
«considered "digital depictions"junder
the Act. Compliance with the Act's
provisions on the use of digital
depictions is necessary.

95

96
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Unauthorized

simulation of voice manner affecting interstate or foreign

(1) In general.--Any person or entity who, ina or
damages if it creates or distributes
ity of digital copies of individuals' faces
and voicedwithout their consent]
the individual holding the voice or especially if this affects interstate or
likeness rights affected thereby...shall be foreign commerce.

Ius set forth in paragraph (2).

or likeness commerce (or using any means or fa
interstate or foreign commerce), and]

(2) Harm.--For purposes of this section, the [SoulCapture needs to be cautiousjto

financial or term "harm" includes——(A‘ﬁnancial or physical avoid causi dﬁnanciat physical| or
physical injury, v.jor anfelevated risk f such injury, to any hrough the

person whose voice or likeness rights are unauthorized use of its technology, as

severe emotional

Think throughlall possible ways|that thi including each provision (not just the ocnes
ified above), migh HELP my CLIENT @

ing|Clear Legal Framewurkl

* The Act provides a clear legal framework for the protection of likeness and voice, helping

SoulCapturgunderstand and comply| with regulations regarding digital depictions and voice

replicas.

2. [Protecting Intellectual Property]

e Bylrecognizing likeness and voice as intellectual property rightsl the Act could help SoulCapture

protect its own digital creations and technology from unauthorized use by others.

distress affected by the conduct at issue; (B) severe this could result i nder the 4. Legal Precedent for|Licensing
f any person whose voice Act. * The Act's provisions regarding t
or likeness is used without consent... precedent for SoulCapture t: ts technology and digital creations, potentially openiﬂ
[revenue streamd]
97 98
{—'\ You i" You
PRQ For each PRO, please Include a list of 5 factual scenarios that might [cons]Think throughfall possible ways]that this BILL migh
ha exemplifying the PRO. -
= CO For each CON, please Include a list of 5 factual scenarios that might
ChatGPT happen, if this BILL is passed, exemplifying the CON.

PRO: Establishing|Clear Legal Framework

Factual Scenarios:

1. Scenario 1: SoulCapture receives a request to create a digital replica of ajdeceased celebrit for a
documentary. With the|clear legal framework|provided by the Act, SoulCapture cal
lhand rights required for this project.

5. Scenario 5: SoulCapture develops a ne hat allows users to create[digital avatarsof

themselves. The Act's legal framework jhelps the company establish|clear terms of use knd privacy|
for this feature.

CON: Risk of|Legal Liability|

Factual Scenarios:

1 Scanariot:SoulCapturd; Jisss Jeigitalroplica pran {Fithout proper]

[ensent]resuiting in ffawsuitpnaffeputational damage]
Scenario 2: The company facesfclass-action lawsuitsfrom users claiming that their likeness or

voice was used without proper authorization.

o 3: Soul for not g property rights of i
likenesses and voices, leading tofcostly settlements. |

). Scenario 4: Thd company is held liablefor thefunauthorized usepf ts technology by a third party,
despite having[no direct involvement]
Scenario 5: SoulCapture faces legal action for not premptly addressing a breach of the Act, even

though it wasjunaware of the violation |

99

100

§© You
Given everything we've discussed, please recommend changeslto the bill's language. |

COLUMN A: Bill's priginal language |
COLUMN B: Suggested modified language}with your modifications in bold
COLUMN Cthat the suggested modified language could m te |

ChatGPT

al risk

‘Ways That the Suggested
Modified Language Could
Bill'dOriginal Languag9 Suggested|Modified Language Mitigate Legal Risk

(1) In general.--Every “(1) In general.--Every individusl has  This modification clarifies

individual has a property a property right in their own likeness thatindividuals can provide

lcr(he use of their

likeness and voice, reducing

xight in their own and voice,

likeness and voice.’

provided for ti
[digital
applicable laws and regulations.®*’

reation and use of
in accordance with the risk of legal disputes

over authorized uses.

“(e) Limitation.--(1) In “(e) Limitation.--(1) In general.--A This modification introduces

genexal.--A person or person ox entity who uses an a provision that exempts

entity who uses an individual's voice or likeness in a entities from liability if they

individual's veice or manner that violates subsection (c) adhere to industry
likeness in a manner that shall|not be liable|if the harm caused  standardsand best
violates subsection (¢) by such conduct is negligible **or if practices, encouraging

shall|not be liable|if the the use is in| compliance |with|industry responsible use of

harm caused by such [standazas|and| best | £ox

while reducing

conduet is negligible.’ digital replication.**' legal risks.

101

102
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“(g) No Preemption.--Nothing in this This modification clarifies
that the Act does not restrict

the rights of entities to use

“(g)| No Preemption/--

Nothing in this Act shall Act shall be construed to limit any

be construed to limit any  rights an individual may have under

rights an individual may any other law providing protections digital replication
have under any other law against the unauthorized use of an technology lawfully,
providing ns 1's name, voice, or likeness, providing legal clarity and

against the unauthorized **nor shall it|be construed tu[ Limit ] [reducindthdnsk Ufoverly]
use of an individual's the rights of |entities|to use digital broad interpretations.
name, voice, or likeness.’ zeplication technology[within the

bounds of and applicable

laws.**"

i:] You
Describelpotential next stepslfor the]lobbyinglefforts
Please think through this step by step. Be SPECIFIC about particular actions we can do

LIENTS]ikelihood of achieving itf goals fegarding the BILL.

ChatGPT

To improve SoulCapture's likelihood of achieving its goals regarding the No Al FRAUD Act, the

following specific steps can be taken:

1. IdentifyKey Legislatorshnd[Committees:|

* Research and identify the members of Congress, particularly those on thelJudiciary Committee,

who are involved in the drafting and review of the No Al FRAUD Act.

2. Develop alPosition Paper

* Draft a position paper outlining SoulCapture's stance on the No Al FRAUD Act, highlighting the

103

€ You

Now draft a{Position Paperl seeking tc[ advance my Client's goalsi. as expressed above.

Make it detailed an thorough and lengthy. Please free to allow it to span multiple chats.

104

Privacy Playbook

106

Build { privacy]

You are an in-house lawyer. You represent a company that is afre
contract[p\aybooid Use U. 5.[Law in Calilorma.]

B - 4 |Data Processing and Sharing
: Z of processing and sharing
* Categories off (e.g., service providers, affiliates, or third parties)
N accuracy. and storage limitation
* [International Hata transfers (e.g., compliance with th GDPRor other international

data protection laws)
. 5. |pata Subject Rights

* Right w
* Right to[spr-out oT Te]

T g
i * [Proceduresfor handling data subject rights requests

* [Rece Jd[reporting}

!3 For each bullet point, flesh out details. For each bullet point, giv of how a
" [retailer in California Jwill implement that bullet point

. Data Collection

a|Types of datg collected

Example 1: A California retailer collecls
customers sign up for theiq loyalty program.

Example 2: The retailer gathers|purchase history|data to understand customer
preferences and tailor fu(ure ommunications
Example 3: The retailer collectsjweb browsing datalto optimize website performance and

based on customer preferences.

dresses when

107




rview = Complaint
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Interview with Philana Holmes

E You are an expert lawyer. So am .

e Lk o ety e 11064 sty
Py il e e how et the ocel wan.*

] Dot drcarsrlsed fotho oo's

Below is ar{interview with a client:

Howwere we

ot i e fo0 s ook
o 2k, mnpaciay s o cracran”

Details of Incident:
Impact:

From that interview, create aldraf’t Complaintfin|Florida State Ccurt:l

- Select as many claims as possible. | will edit them down.

- Incorporate the facts into bot?“(‘l) the Fact section Fnd (2) the|Claims sections]

Draft the Complaint. e
0 o o mout whot o, B it poamod sactcnn”

Conclusion of the interview, with an overview of the next steps.
i om o st yous o o whar's gt for Olvia. Trvs iheuddr ave happened, and ) want 1o make sure §
e e hapomrs agan”

= ©rdor Description
o

4 il i, whscorfeTond seconw-degee U
W want gt 1o e emergancy oam, The docer conemed.
xS 2 e wament o wnek. s s il o e

2. Defendants had E{ history bf servinq excessively hot food Fo customers, as evidenced by
[erevious complaintsJand incidents.

FTILATR O e s &

5. The nugget was cooked at ar{unsafe and unnecessarily highlemperature. farexceeding  acsnas

Lstandard industry practice. ]
6. OLIVIA CARABALLO received immediate medical treatment]and endured several weeks of

medical care, includind skin graftsjand|physical therapy.

T s WHEREFORE. Paintis. PHILANA HOLMES and HUMBERTO CARABALLO ESTEVEZ,

A.NEGLIGENCE
of st

Defendantqowed a duty of carefto Plaintiffs.
. Defendantqbreached that duty by failing to properly train their employees in food safety,

cooking food at an unsafe temperature, and failing to warn Plaintiffs about the potential

r

dangers related to the food's temperature.

As aldirect and proximate resultjof Defendants' negligence, Plaintiffs suffered physical

injuries, pain and suffering, mental anguish, medical expenses, and other damages.

@

sedorrmine

111

110

112

‘3 You are a jury consultant. Createfvoir dire jury questions|for a case with these facts: Plaintiff
" codersare suing a Defendant company that has created a large language model (LLM) that

uses the Plaintiffs’' code as the LLM's training set. Create questions for the potential jury in

voir dire.

1. Havd you or any of your close family members or fr'rends]ever worked as a software

orin arelated field involving coding or artificial intelligence‘?]
2. Are you familiar with the concept offlarge language models (LLMs)lor artificial

intelligence? If so, pleasefexplain your understandlng_]]ofthese technologies.

E | represent the Plaintiff coders. For each of the above, createftwo sub-bullet lists The first list
" containgpreferred (favorable) answers]The second list contains[problematic (u nfavorable)]

answers.

P ii Ha or any of your{close family members or friendd ever worked as a software
developer, programmer, or in a related field involving coding or artificial intelligence?

ey e ans s s s

= * Preferred (favorable) answers:

* No, | have|no close connections|with anyone in the software development or

artificial intelligence field.

" * Problematic (unfavorable) answers:
* Yes, I/my close family member/friend have/has. Morked as a software developerbr

" in a related field.

113

114
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7. Do you believe thatlindividuals ]ar ompanies ghould havdexclusive rightshotheEr
other intellectual property? Please explain your position.
* Preferred (favorable) answers:

believe that individuals and companies should have exclusive rights to their

code and intellectual property 14 protect their hard work and innovation. ]

* Problematic (unfavorable) answers:
- l do not believe in exclusive rights to code or intellectual property, as I think
[information should be shared freely]

115
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Motion to Dismiss:
Claims + Elements + Facts

v
s A

116

§  Oraft afmotion to dismisdinfSDNY:
Provide the[elementdoflbreach of contrac] claims undef New York Law] as well as

arguments.

Provide the|standardlforfmotion to dismissjunde]SDNY law.]

Provide the elements ofltrade secret claims undell California laM as well as arguments,

MOTION TO DISWISS PURSUANT TOIFED: R CIV.P. TENS) St el

Pursuiant 1o Feciera e of Civil Pocedire Ta(BKe), Defencant [Defen
CDetendart) espacttusy subemts this Motion o Dismiss the Complal
(Puinti ) Forthe Detenan

Court dismiss the Complaint It entirety

LINTRODUCTION

Prainif brings csumor (1) reach of contract undes New York

asscenia Lo Howevet

R s,

Complaint.

L STANDARD FOR MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER SDNY LAW

To surviee & matioato dsmiss

Cantinue

544,570 200M). A cisim

misconduct alieged, d. I considering # motion o ismiss, the courta

. Howeves,

couchod as ctusl atagatons 1

117

119

118

Cease and Desist Letter

R

120
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you must IMMEDIATELY STOP trying to]wish me a happy birthday].
o ' , , Decision Tree
You are an experienced lawyer. So am |. Please write a response that is[pleasant but firm. Jsay

that | will stop. But she shouldchiil out.bo so|professionally]

at Firstlplease accept my apologieﬂfor any discomfort or inconvenience my birthday wishes ‘ ‘
o
m may have caused you[ It was never my intention to harass or disturb you in any waz.]? assure ' ‘

+ you thaf | will respect your wishesland immediately cease all attempts to wish you a happy

= birthday.

F Dear Damien Riel

et Bt i i VIO PR

"™ Having said that, | would like to kindly remind you that the purpose of legal communication is

to address and|resolve disputes in a respectful, prefessional, and amicable manner]While |

understand that you might feel strongly about the situation, it is important to maintain a level

of decorum and civility jn our communications. In the future, please consider discussing the
issue at hand in ajmore tempered mannerjas it will foster a more productive and
« | collaborative resolution]process.

121 122

!;‘ Give me n whether to bring dbreach of contract lawsuitunder New York law.

1. Isthere {vaiid contractpetween the parties?
* Ifyes, proceed tostep 2.
® If no, a lawsuit for breach of contract is not possible because there is no agreement I

Simplify Billing Records

that can be enforced.

. Have the parties attempted to resolve the dispute throug| - r alternative ‘ k

dispute resolution?

* Ifyes, proceed to step 7.

* If no, the partie: ' hese options before filing a lawsuit.
Is !he1 amount in dispute Figmhcam enough tgjustify the costlof litigation?

* If yes, proceed to step 10.

* If no, the injured party may want to consider other options, such as negotiation or
alternative dispute resolution.

123 124

The invoice LEGAL-09 covers legal research on focd safety ions e
December 2021. Three timekeepers were responsible for the work, incluc

Break the above into bullet pointsand up to five levels of sub-bullets.

e 2 id the TabeT (e.g., researching law)

Real-Time
Witness Impeachment

You are a summarizei
Wherever thereisa
€300 for analysis and advice. Task code breakdowns by timekeeper shou
Krabappel's work was entirely devoted to C100, while Lisa Simpson billed
and C300, and 20% for C100. Marge Simpson split her work equally betw:
The timekeepers' narratives showed that Lisa Simpson conducted legal r
franchise agreement for a new Krusty Burger location, analyzed franchisi

states, and reviewed and revised a franchise agreement addendum base
feedback. Meanwhile, Marge Simpson conducted a client interview with |
reviewed and revised the franchise agreement, drafted the franchise agre

related to a new marketing campaign, and prepared and delivered email
client on matter progress. Edna Krabappel had a single entry, which invol
i i The total amount of th

P
$14,362.5, and the first and last billed activity dates were December 1 and
respectively.

ok e et b g
You are a summarizer. Break the above into bullet points and up to five le' e il W et
B e

Wherever there is a code (e.g., C200) add the label (e.g., researching law) © e a3 sl v acconet g ot

125 126
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Voice recognition

Prompt:
“Find contradictory evidence”

Dataset: Entire Record

eDiscovery Depositions

Declarations Pleadings

RESULT:
Real-time impeachment

127

.. AbovaistenhoI\\edinfedeval:oun

P\easn markdown. Extract verbatim text from <COMPLAINT>. If you're not sure, don't answer.
Cclumnwﬂ\ extract <COMPLAINT> references to days, weeks, months, or years.
Column |II include verbatim descriptions in <COMPLAINT> of what happened on each date.
Column: iH include names of each persen mentioned regarding what happened on each date

Dates. Relevant Facts Relevant Persons
October 22, 2020 Defendant’s phone had not mads a phone call since October 22, 2020, and had not sant a taxt message sincs August 19, 2020 Defendant Grailer
August 19, 2020 Defendants phone had not senl 2 text message since August 19, 2020 Defendant Grailer

| January 8, 2023 Defendant Graller advised Plaintis that she was voluntarily resigning to join PRINiis direct competitor, ChemTreat Detendant Graiier
January 1. 2023 Defondant retumad her company assigned laptop to Plainkis Defendant Grailer

| January 15, 2023 Defandant Grafler, vithout aulhorization, sccsssad Plainifis' computar natwork and documents thersin conlsining confidential  Defandant Grailer

chemical formulas, customer specific information, and personnel information

January 19, 2023 Plainiifs laamed that ater Dafandant Graller was separstad from emplayment. and ahtr she had retumed her Company assignad  Dafendant Grailer
laptop computar, that she accessed the PIaintfis” computer network thiough th cloud 10 access, view, and downioad numerous
4 s conlaining Plainifs' confidenilal and frac

129
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Create Chronology

128

Novel Legal Questions
(First Impression)

- ?

e ®

130

F You are an expert lawyer. So am |.

Define|" Affective Computing.'|Define it in the context of (1 and (2

- Affective computing is a multidisciplinary field that explores how{ ccmpulers‘]and related
technologies, car{ recognize, interpret, process, and simulatdlhuman emct\'ons}and

emotional responses. This encompasses everything from emotion recognition technology

such as[facia! expression hna\ysis‘[vcice pattern]anafysis, and biometric ]senscrs‘ to emotion

simulation technology such as virtual humanslemotion-awale conversational agents]and

n affective robots.

Now analyze how|Affective Computing might be used to analyze an

interactions.

A R
. 1| Emotion Recognition|and Analysis: Affective computing can be used to understand and
* measure thelemotional state of the callerin real-time. It can pick uprom voice

patternslchoice of wordsl andhpeed of sgeeclj providing valuable insights into the

+  customer's emotional state. This can be invaluable in situations where the customer is

: | highly emoticnal|due to an event such as anjaccident or loss.

p—"—

132
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Now, in the context of an insurer using Affective Computing in the context of call-center
interactions, please create ar\[enumerated Iist]u'[putential resultant legal Jssues.]

— emotional data from individuals. This raises serious privacy concerns. For instance, data

" protection regulations such as thd GDPR in Europeland thef CCPA in Californiaptipulate

e strict requirements for personal data collection and processing.

3. |Data Security: [Thd sensitive]nature of emotional datajmakes it { potential targefjfor data
™ breaches. Firms using affective computing must ensurd robust data security jneasures to

prevent unauthorized access and data leaks. Failure to do so may result in legal issues,

-y

For each of those issues abovd expand upon them]— pravidind five or more sub-bulletsjof

additmnand factual considerations.|

; Privacy Law Violations:
- Different countries and regions have different privacy laws and
q , 50 the ju in which tt .: or collects dalalwill have

implications for legal compliance.

* [Types of Data| Different categories of data may be subject to different levels of

protection. Some jurisdictions classify certain types of personal data a:

which requires additional protection.

*+ [Fhird-Party Sharing]t the data is shared with third parties, additional obligations and
considerations apply to ensure that these parties also comply with privacy laws.

o [m Meost privacy laws require that companies collect on\y as much data

3.1 y for their d which is a key consideration in d i f

computing systems.

* Privacy laws often include rules abouf how long personal data can be

Problem to solve:

& ol

“What are my odds of winning
- ...this motion
...for this case type
...in this court
..before this judge?

135

Problem to solve:
\ /

“Show me winning motions like mine!”
- ...for this case type
- ...in this court
..before this judge

137

134

DOCKET
ALARM

Maaictrara Magistrata ludoalanl Rrichaic

12812021
chard Nelsgr ™ Summary Judgment by &

by Defendant U.5. Merchants Financial Greup, Inc.

tham A

MOTION for Summary Ju

= it fled by LLS, Merchants Financial Group, Inc, LS.
1023 (Manske, 2 01/28/2021)
CLOSED, CV, = -

Search & Analytics Options

Filter on Documents.
fo o Updal & Federaicouns > 130 Orders * Order

peenadded to thi & This Court v 56% Granted
o M A ouier

* 154 days avg.

tective Order b1
® Summary Judgment by by ¢Judgment
® in Umine: Exclude

5 In Limine: Exclude

136

Neweit by fiingdate) v

Mo, 65 ORDER granting 51 Motion for Summary. Judgment
Document Gustili v. Hennepin Healthcare System, Inc.. 0:22-cv-00352,

 Motion for Summary Judgmer

Minn. Oct. 24, 2023)

Gustilo's Social Media Presence On March 20, .\)m Gustil nww afundraising lin x toher public Facebook account entitled,
ORIGN

Fund ealthcare Foundatior
2,2020,eticle n “the chs obst v at Hennepin
to ber gwn hands and initiated a fundraising request. spreading the
Decl, Ex. 26 at 2
Firstthey canprovkd it evidence s specic ok imtveeen el dlcriminaory anis it challeged

to support a finding by a re.
ent actien],

bie tact finder that an lllegtimate criterion actually motivated the adverse

o stated in her depasition that she vocalited hee to°p
00352 :rw DJF Doc. 65 Filed 10/24/23 Paga 27 of

secple towhom she e

tifies an unnamed groupof

fact HHS Board's reliance

R Cite Documy ¥ Analyze

o, 78 ORDER granting. 5 Motion for Summary.Judsment (Written Oninion) Signed by Judee Susan Richard
12.20:

Document Provitas. LLC v, Quality Ingredients Corpacation, 0:22-cv-00013, No, 78 (DMin

astht o eporsedthe iamin 02 poser it pemi o fortiy s DOC KET

etarian and vegan consumers.

 Motion for Summary udgment

In August 2017, DSM notified P
milk, uttimately intended for sale tow

138
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Problem to solve: X Motion fof Summary Judgment] Order,|Granted| X

-

“Draft a Motion Summary Judgment...”
- ... statistically likely to win

- ... for this claim

- ... in this court

- ... for this judge

139 140

Problem to solve: Deposition Extraction
E3

“What counterarguments can | make?”
- ...to prove these elements
- ...with these facts

141 142

Baked Into Legal Software il d “The best way to
(Prompting Unnecessary) / ) pred ict the future
is to create it”

143 144
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w-a MY Times v. Microsoft, OpenAl, et al, 1_23-cv. Cor 3 e pyrig ontent
Parties Relief
Defe
Research
Detailed Analysis .. Download T
1[Copyriaht Infngement} 7 US.C. § 501) Claim Polnt ol L Specifc or Poteriel

+ [a] Related Citations

« [b] Governing Law:

+ [c] Related Facts:

oft Corporation

tion LLC, OpenAl Holdings L

Fact:

148

Questionnaire

Copyright Infringement|(17 U.5.C. § 501)

2. Training Data:

+ How was thqtraining data Jor the GPT modelsfcollected? ]
« Were any specifiq sources priaritized or v

- Did you obtair[ permissior] from

ighted more he

vily in the training data?

¢ York Times Jo use their content in the training data

3. Use of Content:

«[How much of The New York Times

« Wha| measures ere t

4. Transformative Use:

tent]was used in the tre

ng data?

ken to ensure thatfco

ghted content was not improperly used

« How do you define the purpose and ¢

aracter of the use of The New York Times content

your A

do you believe tF New York Times content is transformative?

Analyze a Contract

din Merg:

Definitions Overlaps

Risk Mitigation
Language 0

and list the agre

tial risks and proj

client

s for each risk

Obligations

liback positions, tactic

Compliance Checklist Timeline

a complian: < all regulatory and

edural requ

149

150
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Drills or Holes?

“The future is already here —
it’s just not very evenly

Ryouted. — William Gibson

151 152

Why do we
research?

Want drills?

. ;M / ,// L [l \; '1” ‘hﬂf‘h" p
. ™ . - ;' z ,’_ | 1"l 1 Pe— Wpen N—‘F
B (. rh P
Or holes? 1 - *"":-3 b I .\
: S ~ i Jrate)olp i -

?AM

153 154

155 156
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~ . -
CASE LAW
STATUTS | 24

159 160

162
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How do lawyers
use treatises (mostly)?

ETED Table of Contents
I % % % « “Lay of the land”
1111

Treatises

Jump to Section(s)

o Skim the commentary
¢ Find statutes + cases like mine
e ...in my jurisdiction.

LEEELELLT

L LECREERERL R

163

215t Century Treatise How do lawyers
Treatise  LLM + Law use treatises (mostly)?
Cases? v i
Statutes? . Table of Contents

Regulations? | ¢ “Lay of the land” @ \/

Summaries?

iEE - Jump to Section(s)
148 Analyses?
EE| 3333 o TEEE

Updated 43131111. o Skim the commentary
i  LELLELLLL FEEEEE ‘ 1 e Find statutes + cases like mine V Iex

2| =] = =
i;;‘i ;;;ii 11] Cost? gEsinlmyjjurisciction: Customized!

b b bbb R b EE 1 For my matter!
165 166

Analyze a Complaint

ww MNational Presto Industries, Inc, v. U.S. Mercha... Complaint for trade dress and trademark infringement

costreArsT

COUNT I - FEDERAL[TRADE DRESS INFRINGEMEN TJUNDE{ 15 US.C. § 1125 fFoR Claims

C APT) NCE O PRODUC
THE AESTHETIC APPEARANCE OF THE PRODUCT Extract and analyze all claims NO

PLAINTIFF XATIONAL FRESTO INDUSTRILS, IXC. 0kt

PROMPTING
NECESSARY!

! "™ which National Presto has no adequate remedy at kaw

Defenses

Propose defenses to each claim

COUNT V [FALSE DESIGNATION OF ORIGIN il\ THE SALES RECEIPTS UNDER Trade Dress Infringement
1ISUSC.§1128

What are the legal standards for proving trade dress infringement under 15 U.S.C. § 1125 in the 8th Circuit?

COUNT IV - FEDERAL[TRADEMARK INFRINGEMENT]U NDER[ISUS.C. § 1125]

Tortious Interference

COUNT VI -[COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT JUNDER[17 U.S.C. § 501]

What are the elements required to prove tortious interference with prospective business relations under Minnesota la

167 168
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Extracted Claims
1. Federal Trade Dress Infringement for the Aesthetic Appearance of the Product
2. Federal Trade Dress Infringement for the Aesthetic Advertisement of the Product at the Point of Sale
3. Federal Trade Dress Infringement for the Aesthetic Packaging of the Product
4. Federal Trademark Infringement
5. False Designation of Origin on the Sales Receipts
6. Copyright Infringement
7. Tortious Interference with Prospective Business Relations
8. Federal Unfair Competition for False and Misleading Conduct
9. Common Law Unfair Competition

10. Deceptive Trade Practices under Minnesota Deceptive Trade Practices Act

Details for Each Claim

Details for Each Claim

Federal Trade Dress Infringement for the Aesthetic Appearance of the Product

Citations: 15 US.C.§ 1125

Governing Law: Federal

ATDISH ®, including the dish, gril,

Facts: National Presto alleges that U.S. Merchants' HEAT MACHINE has a nearly identical design to the
and emblem design, which causes consumer confusion (p. 14)

« Parties and Witnesses: National Presto, U.S. Merchants, Costco customers.

ikt pot of sabe dispny metho includes an clevated and angled

6. Copyright Infringement

Citations: 17 US.C. § 501

Governing Law: Federal

Facts: US. Merchants allegedly copied National Presto’s instructien manuals and packaging (p. 26}. °

Parties and Witnesses: National Presto, U.S. Merchants, copyright experts

4, Faderal Trademark Infringement

11. Unfair Trade Practices under Minn. Stat. § 325D.13

169

170

What are the legal standards for proving trade dress infringement under 15 U.S.C. § 1125 in the 8th Circuit?

£ United States (E

ighth Circuit)

Legal Authorities
Short response

Real, Non-Hallucinated ot i Co . Mol Cor, 94 24 120,15 UsPQza 103
Cases, Statutes, Regs

CEIR Non-Hallucinated
Ground Truth: Source
Text

ular cen on, an inner side

* Design Elements: The
with a metal appearance, an el

h bars spaced apart to create distinctive

Il has a specific curvature witl

harizontal an Jar portion features an emblem with a red and bk
depict a parabola. The ve backing on the inner side of the dish is configured
impression of warmth (p. 4

3. Aesthetic Packaging of the Product

& HEATDISH® features a red, w
of the pr
trademark

- Packaging Design: The packaging of
nge glow. The packaging prominently displays featu

he HEATD!

of the packaging ir

Allegations of Infringement

The HEAT MACH to the HEATDISH®, including

d overall

id by US. M
ice, which is likely to cause consumer confusion (p

« similarity in Design.
the dish, grill, emblen

nearly identical manner to the HEATDISH®, us,

« Similarity in Display: The HEAT MACHIN
isplay method with adjacent advertisem

disp!

s (p.

®, employing a similar

g of the HEAT MACHINE is afleged to be nea

- similarity in Packaging: The pac

171

Me-tise!

i

Table of Contents

¢ “Lay of the land”

b b o

R N

[S———

Jump to Section(s)

e Commentary

¢ Find statutes + cases like
mine

|l ddzmid

Customized!
For my matter!

172

.

KNOWLEDGE MANAGEMENT:

Challenge + Solution
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The Challenge

Solution

& Structured Data
(e.g., Knowledge Graphs)

+ & Neural Nets (eg.LLMs)

A : = # Transformative
Law grapples W|th unstructured data i

hindering analyses and insights.

175 176

How to measure “good”?

ALY \\
WO W, \\\\\\\\
\\\\\ %\\\\\%\\\% 3 ' Precision + Recall

§\\\ 1%
A\

177 178

GOAL:

@ HIGH PRECISION

T @: HIGH RECALL
THINGS LIKE MINE!

179 180
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PRECISION

@

181

LOW
PRECISION

©]

183

HIGH
PRECISION

©]

185

EVERYTHING

RETRIEVED RELEVANT

=

FALSE FALSE
POSITIVES NEGATIVES

EVERYTHING

RETRIEVED RELEVANT
w &

EVERYTHING

RETRIEVED
o
GOOD!

RELEVANT

.

RECALL LOW

4

182

HIGH HIGH
RECALL PRECISION
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HIGH
RECALL
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©
b

EVERYTHING

RETRIEVED RELEVANT

EVERYTHING

RETRIEVED  RELEVANT
I

GOOD? BAD!

GOAL:

HIGH

PRECISION

HIGH
RECALL
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PROMISE:
& Structured Data + G LLMs
- x e Transactional Law: M&A
‘ i e g #*
& Structured Data @) & LLMs Enhance : jmm =
. ==t
® Find Bl Better RAG =t
Y Filter Q Legal reasoning — 4 Timekeeping + Project Mgmt. »
*What's our experience? @ Decision-making == ="
*...in this Area of Law? . Boie
. .
for these Legal Services? WHO TAGS? P Disouc
e 4 ? @ Dispute
*...in these Jurisdictions? ® 2. Pt
[ 3. Clients (probably not)
187 188
( ,
:| What if tools could extract... \
- g . i, -
)| ... every single thing that matters
Substance of Law
What if tools could mark spans: « Research « RFPs + Experience
* ...between document sections * Analytics * Pricing / Spend
« ...for every single thing that matters » Knowledge Mgmt. * E.g., Flat Fees
* Experience Mgmt. * E.g., Billing Mgmt.
* Document Mgmt. * E.g., Budget Mgmt.
« Litigation Mgmt. * Utilization
* E.g., eDiscovery * Matter Mgmt.
¢ Transaction Management * Info. Governance
* E.g., Due Diligence * Intake

189

191

“IT DEPENDS..."

“There’s a tag

190

“Wh__g’r kind of claimg”

Civil Claims ‘

—— ’"(-Torl Claims f iM\steuresenlat\onI

“77“' Negligence C\;lﬁw;TiDefamal\on I

| Negligent isrepresental

MULTIPLE
PARENTAGE

192
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What if
tagging were Greener Acres Lease - Bt
ELLE 7] LT ELEL I This Lease Agreement (ihe "Agreement’) is made and entered nto asof January 3rd,
o - b 2020, by and between:
lunn;‘ Acme, Inc., hereinafter referred to as the "Lessor”,
. .
] and
T Securely EmcaLLC, hereinafter referred to as the “Lessee".
: (local)! WITNESSETH:
\_NHEREAS,Lesst_‘xisﬂwmufm'lahrmipm'peﬂyhm’lw, lying and situated in the
- County of Anytown, State of ST, and legally described as follows: real property having a
street address of 123 Main Street, Anytown, ST 12345 .
Martione Negllerkss
[] The term of this Lease shall begin on February 1st, 2020, and shall continue until January.
For FREE! 31st, 2021, unless earlier terminated as provided herein.
o RELATIONSHIPS
(Knowledge Graph)
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i odd Fredrikson _—'=Agi|0ft

LEWIS | 'ROCA  ST|NSON ) cowuns wig
(™ Radiant Law kpmG Akin Gump 273; l-Upl-
Ballard Spahr

netdocument
AFilevine s ShareFile

MAYER /BROWN
lexsoft
T

@ Manage F zr s Ui
@ FacTOR

DocuSign

Implementers + Contributors

@‘ LexisNexis Vllex

loombed  pockET
ALARM

S ZUVQ NejtChapter’
Intapp.

L% MindAlliance

@ upland @ndex .

centari eplQ (£ Courtroom Insight
ContractPodAi CourtAlert”
it Ironclad  RRGHTER I crouscount

Free Law|
|LAW.COM 1’:‘:»]?::[““ EC‘W"‘ LaannIEm-

@

B8 Microsoft

GSK

Many Others

that don’t fit on this graphic

Extraction @V[llﬁ[ﬂ.‘i

* ALEA: Mike Bommarito + Damien Riehl
* Free Law: Enrico Shippole
e Latham & Watkins: John Scrudato
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Vi A" €

an, lagally

The genesis o KL3M|Iies in ourIKerin Legal DataPackla proprietary dataset that now

ns over| two ftrillion tokens|of|legal, financial, and general domain|text. Our

* Statutes

* Rules

* Regulations

+ Judicial Opinions
+ Contracts

* Financial docs

« Eg,10K
* Eg,10-Q
* E.g., Proxy

Statements

196

=€) sevinn

@ Overview &l Repositories 20

B e © Packages A People
ALEA Institute

Al toomers @

=

GitHub - - - . - .

.. opensource | e
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SOLUTION: Better RAG
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SYMBOLIC Al

O
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@ 0penAI anTHROPC

Gemini 0QMeta

o

HYBRID? %-4‘ .

2 SYMBOLIC Al

| s 4 l

NEURAL NETS

Knowledge Graphs
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NATIONALITY
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HUMAN VECTOR KNOWLEDGE
VIEW VIEW GRAPH VIEW

205 206

qJ: UQ_P
Complete
Question Rcsp‘unsﬂ

5

Complete
Response

v

GenAl Application

Graph %Ocumems&
Retrieval Context

Knowledge
Graph

+ Vectors

207 208

PROBLEMS WE SOLVE

|. 4 Extraction (Tagging)

2. &% Interoperability (System |<>System 2)
3. @ Deterministic (not Probabilistic)
4
)

B Analytics ("How many...")
£s Preprocessed (faster results)

What if you could do all five?
Programmatically? For free?

Humans don’t want to tag!

209 210
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) Legal data:
| *Vast
*Complex
*Unstructured

211

212
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Current Systems = Inadequate

Nature of Suit 840 Trademark
Cause 15:1125 Trademark Infringement (Lanham Act)
TRAS

COUNT V { FALSE DESIGNATION OF ORIGIN (8 SHE SALES RECEIPTS UNDER
1SUS.C. § 1125

COUNT VI-[COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT | NDER[17 US.C.. § 5111?

Tame

Bl Fverything that matters

213

¢ Interoperability Problem:

FIRMS

(Providers)

CLIENTS

(Buyers)

215
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cLirrone
ewAncE

ReedSmith
JacksonlLewis
Ogletree troutman?
Deakins ~ pepper
€2 Bilzin Sumberg
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W Radiant Law
Ballard Spahr
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AFilevine

Implementers + Contributors
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z orfns ContractPodAi CourtAlert
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¥ ShareFile’ | @ FACTOR

Free Law| s
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B® Microsoft

GsK

Many Others

that don’t fit on this graphic
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INTERNAL SYSTEMS EXTERNAL

1.8 -8

— -
=1 =
= =
- =
—] —]
] =

Can an LLM do that?

2/12/2025

B Analytics Problem (Counting)

*“How often does <COURT> in
<JURISDICTION> decide <RESULT>"

*“What’s market for <DOCTYPE> in
<JURISDICTION> and <INDUSTRY>?"

*“How often do <TYPE> matters include
<ASPECT>?"

Can an LLM do that?

217 218
y
////\N:i»,, Ll chard Nelsar
X "//\\ - - o tham A
/7 77’ ‘\777::7 ”Odds are pretty gOOd" “LOSED, CV, Siaschﬁmialyuc Option: N )
| / 2 Updat e * 130 Order R Order m
y \ T it ) v 56% Granted
B //"i;g n. I = 154 days avg i
T > - mn:' = I:
.
L1 ’/O\\X
— - e DOCKET Can an LLM do that? -
219 220

Not everything you can count
actually counts.

Dydallin

o ~everything that cou Ints

13 countable

Knowledge Graphs:
Nouns + Verbs

222
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N |
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Nouns

§AN%!

Verbs

) salidrafted
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223

225

Triples
Subject + Verb + Direct Object

Drafted

O sali-drafted
]

Lawyer Contract

Buyer NegotiatedWith Seller

Knowledge Graphs
Reflect the World

227

224

226

228

Triples
Subject + Verb + Direct Object

Owes Duty to

Party A Party B

Assistant Served Notice

TOP DOWN

KNOWLEDGE GRAPH

BOTTOM UP

KNOWLEDGE GRAPH

38



BOTTOM UP:
Concepts from Statutes

HOMIC o

[
California Caselaw Access Project

Concepts from Caselaw

2/12/2025

229

TOP DOWN

KNOWLEDGE GRAPH

BOTTOM UP

KNOWLEDGE GRAPH

230

Curating All Legal Tasks

231 232
Gosgle - ~ o= KM Hundreds of Complete Matter Plans
Sytems and methods for workflow and practice management LITIGATION
Abstract
Inventor: Mike DAHN, Shelly ALBAUM, Brian C. Quinn, David TRABAGIE
: Rawson, Chris HENDRY, Damien RIEHL, Emily COLBERT, Scott ADVISORY/COMPLIANCE
»  Francis, Colleen SCIMECA
Discoviry / i ,
tantecap “::"i Trade Secrets Litigation -
Engincering & Computer Sclence Q S e T
Business, Economics & Management aQ Riehl E;;zt:: sy g
233 234
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“I have an

|deas vs. Expressions
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¥ © Industry and Market

© Service
Advisory Service
Bankruptcy and Financ
() Dispute Service

J Regulatory Services (N

4V VYVY

© Transactional Practice

© Development of Pt

» O Employment Trans

» O Entity Formation P

» ) Financing Practice
» ) Funds Practice
J Lease Praclice

© Licensing Practice

» O Mergers and Acqu :

O Mortgage Practice >

» ) Purchase and Sale >

>

>

»>

O Education Law

Y

D) Energy La

raction Industry

vy

D Securitization Prac
) Separation Agreen

de Industry

YYvy

D Services Agreemen riavuve _

. Ideas = Uncopyrightable

® Facts = Uncopyrightable
4 Expressions (of Ideas + Facts):
- %y Human created?

+ “Modicum of creativity”?

- IF YES: Copyrightable

- IF NO: Uncopyrightable
| Machine created? Uncopyrightable

=08

ALL
FACTS +
IDEAS!

1.0
or 2 Dimensions
Qoven & microwave s =
refrigerator’
o o
05 +
=l @ charger .2
@ kitchen @ battery ‘
arity @teble .
-
B @bathroom @ =V @ dewalt .
bathtub @ = . tool . L
@fauc eh

@ finish
© sprinkder

@ concrete

ALL
FACTS +,
IDEAS!

RO 5) @ -
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Dispute Service

Regulatory Services (N

Transactional Practice

Lease Practice

Licensing Practice

AL
FACTS + °
IDEAS!

s and Acqu
Practice
se and Sal¢
tion Prac

T tion Agreen
Services Agreer

Structured Thinking
Structured Data

2/12/2025

241 242
e ‘Punﬂkt;:u::::::“ i the plaintifPy theary of recovery mu]
:| What if tools could extract...
.. every single thing that matters
What if tools could mark spans:
* ..between document sections
« ...for every single thing that matters
243 244

"If only there were a menu of 18,000+

standardized legal tags that matter!"

Implementers + Contributors

@ LexisNexis V'iex

s Ly ek THOMSON  Bloomber
ﬁ;l\\\l;\\;w " PORKING oie REUTERS Law 9 DOC KET

WIS COVINGTON

 Sov'NSTON  LfeRa O ZUVA Nex tcnm(r
LEWIS ROCA 0 AgllOf‘ Intopp.

Sheet @ upland Endex

Sradartion oo AknGump 2731 LUpl Courtroom Insight
Ballurd Spaliy  MAVER [BROWN softp centari ep«iF wrtroom sy
net £ iManage - = 2 tmm‘\\;u CC

AFilevine s ShareFile @ FacTor r”:'“Clad ROFiLER 2 <

DocuSign LAWCOM Fme k™ (ko LawToolBox D

B® Microsoft GsSK Many Others

intel H that dan't fit an this graphic

& Mind Alliance

SALI

ALLIANCE

ContractPod

245
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Solution:

Standardized ontology for legal data.
Tag all the text

Everyone uses the same tags
*Law Firms (Legal Service Providers)
*Every firm department
*Clients (Legal Buyers)
*Tech Providers
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INTERNAL SYSTEMS EXTERNAL
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Can an LLM do that?
247

Better Structure than
your 1980s Frankenstein taxonomy

SALI SALI
AT = FIRM_CODE CAT1 = LABEL1 =
AOL Appeals to the PTAB | AOL Pater

Servi Regulatory Practice

Forums & Venues U.S. Patent Trial and Appeal Board (PTAB),

Open Source! Free!

249
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Tagging Benefits

Interoperability
*Unique identifiers (IDs) for each concept
*Used industry-wide

https:/soli.openlegalstandard.or o) GEEC L M A NAAC Vs

Annotations

Trade Secret Law
Trademark and Trade Dress
Labor and Employment Law rdfs:label Patent Law

Law of Obliga

skos:definition Law is designed to encourage inventors o disclose

Municipal L their new technology to the world by offering the

skos:aliLabel

Implementing SALI

Validate: Your tag structure solid? Expand your offering —
Map: Your tags > SALI tags to include SALI tags

® o
® o
o—0
® o

Contribute to SALI, Add SALI graph
5o customers (present + relationships/verbs —
future) use your tags enriching your data/analyses

®
‘ (@9
®
')

9

l

250

DOC MGMT

SYSTEM

DATA LAKE
aka DATA WAREHOUSE

KNOWLE
MANAGEMENT

N —

e
EXPERIENCE
MANAGEMENT

MARKETING +
BUS DEV + CRM

251

Tags: Types of...

- Areas of Law
( - Services
&

Industries

S@ L! Jurisdictions

Metadata
Standards

noslegal - Document Types
ST - Clause Types
18,000+ other tags

Bonterms  poc contents

Clause Contents
“NDAs have this standard language”

“Force majeure standard language”

Content
Standards

“Steps to do <TASK> are...”
“For <DOCTYPE>, include <CLAUSES>.”

Process 27?
Standards

252
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Metadata Standards = Content Standards But that sounds hard!
zUS.

SRS )

5 s,
F »
>

.
Force Majeure. Lorem ipsum dolor sit
amet, consectetur adipiscing elit, sed do
eiusmod tempor incididunt ut labore et
dolore magna aliqua. Ut enim ad minim
veniam, quis nostrud exercitation ullamco

Then...

% Content
Standards

Automate it!

253 254

Various standards over the years

*Legal XML
*UTBMS _
*LEDES e
In common? DEMO:
‘ Human tagging! Extraction Avengers

Tools to tag ever
Automatically?
For free?

255 256

What if Wbty . g [ETER @ G *
tagging were e
automated?
) CH— . e
)
aao
o
Securely
(local)! =
am
] The term of this Lease shall begin on February st, 2020, and shall continue until January
For FREE! 3st, 2021, unless earlier terminated as provided herein. ' D
257 258
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