All Rise: Here Comes The (AI)
Judge
This whole meme rests on “As computer researchers get closer to
creating true Artificial Intelligence”. The fact is, they haven’t created
‘true’ AI but persist in trying, keeping reality just around a corner that
never shows up. “Betting on the come” is an age-old con game. ⁃ TN
Editor
It’s likely that most people locked in our jails believe that with a better
lawyer, a more lenient judge or a more understanding jury things might
have been very different for them.
Human error, they will say, is to blame for them being banged up.
But can the human element be removed? Law firms are already using
computer algorithms to perform background research other tasks
traditionally performed by human staff. And that’s just the beginning.

As computer researchers get closer to creating true Artificial
Intelligence, it’s predicted to eliminate most paralegal and legal
research positions within the next decade.
The next step inevitably involves artificial intelligences aiding, or even
completely replacing lawyers. And if we have robot lawyers, why not
automated judges and juries too? Why not a fully solid-state legal
system?
Lawyer Tom Girardi, who was one of the real-life inspirations for the
movie Erin Brockovich, told Forbes: “It may even be considered legal
malpractice not to use AI one day
“It would be analogous to a lawyer in the late twentieth century still
doing everything by hand when this person could use a computer.”
Writer Rossalyn Warren points out that people are, by their nature,
flawed. Flesh-and-blood jurors and judges will always bring their own
prejudices into the courtroom.
But a robot juror, she says, “could be crammed with a far broader range
of facts and figures about the nature of crime, cases on record and the
law, making it much more worthwhile than a juror who has little
awareness on such matters.”
She goes on: “Expecting randomly selected members of the public to
decide the fate of a person in a jury system is outdated because the
notion of a fair and impartial jury doesn’t exist.”
Even cross examinations could be outsourced to an automated system. A
thought-provoking experiment shows that people are more likely to be
completely honest with an unemotional machine than a potentially
judgemental human.
When researchers led by Jonathan Gratch at the Institute for Creative
Technologies created an artificially intelligent robot psychologist named
Ellie they tested it on two groups of people.
Half were told Ellie was just a machine that was able to ask probing
questions and understand their respondents’ emotions with 3D cameras.

Those people were shown to give more honest responses to “her” while
the experimental subjects that were told that Ellie was being operated
by a human ‘puppeteer’ gave less direct answers.
Apart from the possibility of getting a fairer result, raw economics come
into play too.
“If a lawyer can use AI to win a case and do it for less than someone
without AI,” says Tom Girardi, “who do you think the client will choose
to work with next time?”
Read full story here…

