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WHATY

What is Al, artificial intelligence, and how has it evolved?




Three Generations of Al Technology

Artificial Intelligence (AI) |— Machine Learning (ML) | L Deep Learning | L Generative AI

Al

Any computer system that performs "intelligent" tasks

Machine Learning

Systems that improve through experience

Deep Learning

Neural networks that mimic human brain

Generative Al

Creates new content (text, images, analysis) — precursor to Agentic Al



Artiticial Intelligence

A broad field that covers the theory and development of

computer systems capable of performing tasks that typically
require human intelligence:

Visual perception
Speech recognition
Decision-making

Language translation




Machine Learning (ML)

Machine Learning is a subset of artificial intelligence that enables
systems to learn and improve from data without explicit programming.

Data-driven learning: Algorithms analyze datasets to identify patterns
and relationships automatically

Pattern recognition: Systems build models from training data to make
accurate predictions on new information

Adaptive performance: Models continuously improve as they process
more data, unlike static programmed rules

Automated decision-making: Computers make informed decisions
based on learned patterns rather than predetermined instructions

This approach enables systems to handle complex tasks that would be
impractical to solve through conventional programming.

IMAGE SOURCE - DALL-E



Generative Al (Gen Al)

A subset of artificial intelligence systems that are designed to
create new data, rather than simply analyzing existing data,

These systems use machine learning algorithms, particularly
deep learning technigues, to generate new content such as
images, text, audio, or video that resembles the training data
they were exposed to.

Examples of generative Al include text-to-image models like

DALL-E and large language models (LLM) like GPT-4/Claude.

IMAGE SOURCE - DALL-E




—HOW?

How has Al affected the legal industry and litigation

practices?




[hree Eras of Legal Al

2014-2020: The TAR Revolution

e Technology-Assisted Review becomes

mainstream

e Machine learning enters the courtroom

2025 & Beyond: The Age of Agentic Al

e Al that can think, plan, and execute

e From system of records — system of actions

2022-2024 The Generative Al
Breakthrough

ChatGPT changes everything

Natural language understanding transforms

document analysis



The Power of Generative Al in Legal Practice

e Understand the meaning and intent of your requests
e QGenerates responses that are relevant to your needs
e Communicates clearly without coding or specialized training

e Uncovers insights and answers that would take otherwise require

substantial time and effort

Envision it as: Having a brilliant legal assistant who has reviewed every

document in your case and can instantly provide relevant information



Agentic Al: Represents the next era of Al development

1 Capabilities of Al Agents

Interact with environment,
craft strategy, and take action
towards self-determined /

predefined goals

Understand, plan, execute,

and rerun on feedback

7

Evolving Roles for
Litigation Support

Litigation support staff

become "Al supervisors"

Focus on quality control and

alignment

Shift to more strategic,

impactful work

3

Importance for Law Firms

Crucial for staying ahead of

the curve

Unlock new levels of
efficiency, insight, and
innovation

Deliver better outcomes for

clients



—-rom smart tools -
teammates

Instead of manually orchestrating steps and inputs, Al
agents are becoming more flexible, atomic, and steerable

enough to take action on your behalf to achieve specific

goals

Source: From Handcrafted Workflows to Al Agents to

Agentic Workflows
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WHY?

Why use Al in legal practice, and specifically, litigation”




Billable Hours: Not losing hours but shifting to more meaningful
WOrk

(Y) Save attorney hours spent on "grunt work"

Reallocate those hours to high-value work that you enjoy

== Better case understanding

More time for legal and critical analysis

% Front-load your high-level work

Perform case-analysis earlier rather than after document review

N4
AN

Work with clearly defined document sets

Focus reading on what's needed for trial/depositions

060

Higher satisfaction

Don't miss important life events due to low-value work



WHERE"

Where exactly do we use Al today?

From basic document review to autonomous legal
reasoning, artificial intelligence has fundamentally changed

how attorneys prepare and litigate cases.




—arly Case Assessment

During early case assessment, you may want to understand
the stories and narratives surrounding the claims as you build

your case.
Key Use-Case:

Use Al to generate summaries of events, cited back to the

source documents.

8 hours manually reviewing vs 10 minutes asking

questions for similar results

Decide to settle quickly or prepare your team for the battle.

Can you explore more success-based fee-arrangements?

Create a fact memo about key topics in the documents. These documents relate to the legal actions
and settlements arising from McKinsey & Company's consulting work with opioid manufacturers,
particularly Purdue Pharma, the maker of OxyContin, during the height of the opioid crisis in the
United States. | am a defense attorney who is defending Purdue pharma in a subsequent civil case
defending Purdue against plaintiffs who were harmed by opioid usage. Explain why each search was
selected.

06/12/25 12:46 o M\

® Fact memo

I. SUMMARY

The documents collectively detail McKinsey & Company’s consulting work for Purdue Pharma on OxyContin,
including evaluating underlying drivers of product performance, recommending strategies to boost sales, and
developing messaging approaches. ® They also reference searches for external information (e.g., press coverage
and legal cases) that McKinsey conducted or proposed, as well as the rationale for gathering data on competitors,
prescribing patterns, and potential threats to Purdue's position. 8 These materials offer insight into Purdue’s
awareness of marketplace headwinds, emphasis on targeted initiatives to improve market share, and steps taken to
understand and address external regulatory or reputational challenges.

Il. OXYCONTIN PERFORMANCE DRIVERS
1. Declining Performance vs. Aspirations

o

* Many memos (e.g., “Rapid opportunity identification for OxyContin,” “Memorandum to John Stewart and Russ
Gasdia”) note OxyContin's 2012 and early 2013 results were below Purdue’s forecasts and “shared aspirations.”

= McKinsey identified national-level factors reducing prescriptions, such as growing regulatory scrutiny and



Deposition

Given 42 depositions with 6000 exhibits, Fileread was able to save

on average 70% in time spent reviewing.

Key Use Case:

Based on the pre-trial brief, use Al to find instances of

contradictions in the testimony.

Example: "I'm going to upload all the expert reports that this expert

has ever filed, show me times when he has contradicted himself."

>200 hours spent chasing something that might not exist or is

even worth exploring vs a few days.

Find more ammunition to support your arguments, or identify risks

you may have missed

Prep and Analysis

4
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Human Al + Human
# of Pages 42 depositions — 42 depositions —
12,976 pages 12,976 pages
Accuracy 80% 99.99%
Time 16 days 5 days



Reasoning and Analysis

A language model grounded in the text data of a matter can

weave facts together tO see hOW they re/ate to one another II’) Are there any documents that contradict Arnab Ghatak's claim made at deposition that he had no
knowledge regarding the deletion of documents?
the context of an overall narrative. 02/8/251005 @ @
Key Use Case: 208A
Yes, there are documents that contradict Arnab Ghatak's claim made at deposition that he had no knowledge

. oy e . 1E; regarding the deletion of documents. Specifically, a message from Arnab Ghatak dated April 11, 2018, states: "Not

An employee glves a depOS/tlon. We can Say' flnd me al/ the yet. Prob all deleted. # Could try Laura” in response to a request about locating Purdue strategy documents. B
. . . . This suggests that Ghatak was aware of the potential deletion of documents related to Purdue strategy.

faCtS that dlSprO ve hls teStImony abOUt nOt kno Wlng da ta Furthermore, the reference to deletion directly implies his knowledge of missing documents € | which contradicts

any claim of lack of awareness regarding document deletion.

being deleted".

Generated by Al B Sources @ Annotations .‘ L

We can say: "He knew that wasn't true. He admitted to

deleting data."

80% time savings (5-6 hour task) for this particular request.



Al is capable of extracting key pieces information and classifying data to help you organize the facts, so your team can focus on applying

the facts to the law.

—xtractions / Classitications

Rodriguez v. City Transit Authority

Greenfiedd Construction LLC v. M.

Johnson v. TechCorp Industries

Rodriguez v. City Transit Authority

Key Use Cases:

e Given a set of invoices, extract the standard terms (amount, payment terms, date)

2024-CV-15630

Cv-2024-8472

P1-2024-003891

2024-CV-15639

Cv-2024-8472

P1-2024-003891

2024-Cv-15639

Cv-2024-8472

P1-2024-003891

2024-CV-15639

Cv-2024-8472

P1-2024-003891

Law Fem

Plairtifts w Counsel for Plaintiffs

Greenfild Construction LLC Peterson & Kumar LLP

Sarah Johnson Martinez & Associates LLP
s of

Greenfield Construction LLC Peterson & Kumar LLP

Sarah Johnson Martinez & Associates LLP
arlos o

Thomps Law Fem

Maria Rodriguez; Carlos Rodriguez (loss of consorti..

Greenfield Construction LLC

Sarah Johnson

Peterson & Kumar LLP

Martiner & Associates LLP

Thompson injury Lanw Fem

Peterson & Kumar LLP

Martines & Associates LLP

yory Law Fem.

Chen(;

TechCorp Industries, Inc.; Marcus Willams (MR Dire.

City Transit Authority; First Transit inc.; Jobhn Doe (b

Metro D¢ Grougr, Robert Ch

TechCorp Industries, inc.; Marcus Willams (HR Dire_.

City Transit Authority; First Transit inc.; Jobn Doe (b..

Growgx Robert Chen (indivie

TechCorp Industries, nc.; Marcus Willams (HR Dire..

City Transit Authority; First Transit fnc.; John Doe (b..

Metro Dx Groug: Rabert Chen (indivi

TechCorp Industries, inc.; Marcus Williams (HR Dire..

City Transit Authority; Frst Transit inc.; Jobn Doe (b..

e Generate metadata fields to organize your universe of documents

Namative of Cas

Constrction company alleges breach of S23M co.

e this resporse

oW ow

1 Whongful Termination in Violation of Pubic Polcy..

UNegligence: 2. Aespondeat Superior; 3. Loss of Co..

Plaintiff alleges she was terminated afte reporting..

Timetine of Facts.

Mary 2023: Contract execufied,

Jan 2022 Plaintift hred June

Plaintitt il

‘Comstruction company alleges treach of $2 3M co.

Plaintift alleges she was terminated aftor seporticg,

Plantilf sustained sovero irgies whe Gity bus ran

Construction cempsny alleges treach of $2.3M ca_

Flaintiff alleges she was terminated after seporting..

Plaintitf

’ Sept 2023

Mary 2023: Contract emecuted:

Jan 2022 Plaintitt hirod Jure

Sept 2023 Accident octurs ¥

Mary 2003 Contract exteuted

Jan 2022 Plaintitt hred. June

180 2 3 Accou..

1 Wronghl Termination in Vikation of Public Policy..

1 Noghgence: 2. Respondest Superior; 3. Loss of Ca..

alleges breach of $2 M co..

Plaintitf allegies the was terrminated after reporting,

Segt 2023 Acck

Mary 2023: Contract execuied:

Jdan 2022 Plaietitt hirodt Jura

Plaintitt o

e Auto-tag/code documents based on case knowledge and review protocols (aiR for review, Cecilia, etc.)



—act Finding

Al can help you find the proverbial "smoking gun" in your discovery documents. Ask in natural language, receive a generated answer, verify the citations
to the documents that were returned.

Ext viewer | Documents © Aurelogy (3 12-03-13 - Electric Safe...cident No. E20100925-02 ~ 9@ | v DE @
[ sonOMA2 ]
Documents  Aurelogy g Native Noimsge  ExvactedText  NoProduction  Aurelogy Coding Layout  Aurelogy
Sonoma 2 ® &
elogy
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
a
Clectric Safety and Rellabiity Branch
" . 2 Incident Investigation Report "l O GefieRivel
o What caused the fire s bembraraatpr i spag
1/19/2024,12:25:39 PM RepostOotes Docbar X203 e sion suggests that tha fire was caused

Investigator: Ivan Garcla
Incident Number: £20100925-02
Utility: Packic Gas & Electric Company (PGAE)
Date and Time of Incident: September 25, 2010, Unknown (See Findngs)

by a downed conductor from Pacific Gas &
Electric Company (PGEE). the repcet states...

Insight @ ve >

Cltations

Location of Incident: 18401 Mighway 1, Bodega Bay, Sonoma County

The exact cause of the fire is not definitively determined in the report. While CALFIRE's conclusion suggests that the fire was caused by a downed conductor from
Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E), the report states that there was no concrete evidence supporting this conclusion. The investigation by CPUC staff also did

ctons
Elecusc Satety 1 =
o ry of Incident: L Search citations Q)
et S, ), & e A W S——————
- Z = 3 i e " m-mnzwm.hunm 0 St. Francis Hospital's
not find any evidence as to the cause of the conductor failure, Therefore, while the downed conductor is a suspected cause, it is not definitively established as the burn unit in the Cy of San Francisco where he wi 0¥ s,
. USAD_FW._ Electic Satety ncidert Mapartad- PGE el
cause of the fire, Fatalities/Injuries: [N Sodegs Volrteer Firefighter
® Scurons
A verbatim answer from the relevant documents is down 12 kV conductor. 5 e e e st i
Avestock fencing

— 031715« Elactic Safety ncdent nvestigation gt
Review citations Uity Facilities Tnvolved: #6 copper 12 k¥ conductar on the Cotati 1105 circut
@ St

Witnesses:

downed energized power line

Title Phone
- FORE Gscric Dutruton 925-415-2571
2 ST = : s . nce
© Can you provide any details about the initial signs of the fire? © Were there any witnesses who can provide additional information about A, o !m::.wwu [esasees |
the fire's origin? | ! Complisnce, Supervisor {
Kim Spire CALFIRE Legal Analyst Public 916-653-9656
ests

3 ! Records Act Requ 4 i
Chuck Abshear | CALFIRE Fire Chief, Sonoma-Lake- 707-967-1402

Key Use Cases:

e Given a complaint, the Al can identify documents that support/undermine the claims
e Compile your separate statement for summary judgment; ideally with knowledge of what actually exists in your documents
e Build an impeachment analysis report for witnesses who may have given testimony that contradict the documents

e With agents, you can build custom reports with that meet the stringent requirements your case team may have at any given point



_egal Research

This is currently the most obvious use case of Al. Tools like Zd =M

@ Al-Assisted Research How the Al works. Tips for best results & ~  Jurisdiction: CA, TX (St. & Fed.) @ + New research

Westlaw, Lexis, and Casetext have aggregated and organized

@ I @ 152 recorded phone call between a person in Texas and a person in California admissible in a civil case when both parties did not consent to the recording? I

th e cases 'n to a searc h a b / e fo rma t ma k N It compa t /i b /e wi th @  Theadmissibilityof a recorded phone call where one party s Texas and the other i i Califonia, and nether party has consented tothe recording, depends on the
g jurisdiction and relevant state laws. Texas law allows for the recording of a telephone call if the person making the recording s a party to the call or one party to the call has
given prior consent [1, 2]. In contrast, California law requires all parties to a telephone call to consent toits recording [1, 3, 4, 5].

The Supreme Court of California clarified in Smith v. LoanMe, Inc. that the California Invasion of Privacy Act imposes liability on any person "who, without the consent of all
l l MS parties to a communication, intercepts o receives and lly records” a [7). This applies regardless of whether the recordingis performed by a party to
o the communication or by someone else [6].

In previous cases, the admissibility has varied depending on the circumstances. In Taylor v. State, a recording of a phone conversation between two parties in California was
admitted where one party did not consent, based on Texas law (1, 3). However, in Kearey v. Salomon Smith Barney, Inc., the Supreme Court of Califonia affirmed that
California law requiring consent of all parties to record calls applied even when calls were between Georgia and California.

N Consent can sometimes be implied. For example, in the Moledina v. Marriott International, Inc. case, if a caller expected the call to be recorded, they may have implicitly
. consented to the recording by making the call [8]. The Rojas v. HSBC Card Services Inc. case clarified that consent under California's Privacy Act may be implied from
continued participation in the call following adequate notice [4]. However, the California Supreme Court in Kight v. CashCall, Inc. rejected the idea that callers "know or have

reason to know" that their calls are being recorded without an explicit advisement (5]. Similarly, in Texas, as highlighted in Amyx v. State, courts have considered that consent
can be implied for recording of calls.

In conclusion, the admissibility of the recorded call may depend on which state's law is applied, whether consent was explicitly or implicitly given, and the specific
circumstances of the case. If the case is tried under Texas law, the recording may be admissible, but if California law is applied, the recording may not be admissible unless it

e Use Al to identify cases that relate to and support your

Was this response helpful? 1l Yes 18 No

legal arguments
Court of Appeals of Texas, Amarillo. - July 23,2018 - 555S.W.3d 765 - 2018 WL 3543663

“..Under Texas law,itis not unlawful to record a telephone callif the person making the recording is a party to the call or one of the parties to the call has given prior consent.

+ Start new research

e Summarize court decisions and see if they support or kol i shou s o471 O

undermine your arguments
IMAGE SOURCE - Lawnext.com



Timelines & Chronologies

Building a timeline of events is crucial to communicating
how the facts and incidents unfolded over time.

Requires thorough understanding of the relevant facts which
occurs after the document review process (84 / document!
On a recent case).

Key Use Case:

Use Al to auto-generate the chronology using only the
relevant facts in the documents.

This was a 100 hour task reduced to 10 (human in the loop
for quality control).

1 Quick Access

DOCUMENT_12345 08/12/2019, 13:14:00

1. Unlikelihood of a down round to ‘umpany avaluation.

01/10/2023, 16:01:00
DOCUMENT_ 42455

1. company a original | BB ivvestrent in [l has evaporated.
2. company a Values its stake in _

3. company A released from noncompetition obligations with-

4. company 2 objects to proposed | settlenent.

5. company a Seeks to move beyond its 35) equity in -

6. company a nOt a party to the global settlement.

7. company a Objects to preliminary approval of class action settlement.

8. company a filed a motion to stay all class actions.

9. company a reached agreement with —
DOCUMENT_42464

2. company a Plans to compete directly against -in e-vapor market.

3. company a assigned U.S. commercialization rights to- system for _
01/10/2023, 16:01:00

01/10/2023, 16:01:00

DOCUMENT_42465

L company a original | ivvestrent in Il 25 evaporated.
2. company o stake in-valued at _ as of Sept. 30.

3. company a released from non-competition obligations with- on Sept. 30.

4. company a Can now compete directly against _ market.

5. company & owns a 35% equity interest in [

6. company & entered strategic partnership with ||

7. company a assigned U.S. commercialization rights to ||| SN

Al chronology built from a universe of 20K documents. BATES stamps, entities, and key

numbers have been redacted.



Multimodal Review

Extract insights from both text and visual content, including

charts, images and diagrams

Key Use Case:

Al works seamlessly across all image types including medical
records, organizational charts, and even blurry or low-quality

text images.

This breakthrough enables organizations to digitize and
process previously challenging documents like handwritten
prescriptions, complex org charts, and poor-quality scanned

materials

Documents Fileread 2 Native

« Back to Fileread

Show me anything about western blots and what

they mean

(AII key points v]

Citations Show metadata @
Confident

western-blot-1

Western blot, a widely used analytical

technique in molecular biology and

biochemistry to detect specific proteins in a

sample.

Show duplicate citations

sms12702-fig-0002-m

The use of multiple loading controls (8-
Tubulin, Pan actin, GAPDH, and Coomassie
stain) strengthens the reliability of this

conclusion by demonstrating consistent...

Moderate Show duplicate citations

blot

This suggests that SIRT1 normally acts to

Aaaratulata nARR and ite ahecanra raciilte in

No Image

IMAGE SOURCE - Lawnext.com

Extracted Text Vv

No Production

Fileread




Deep search Agent

New exhaustive search capability delivers thorough insights across entire

document databases with transparent reasoning and citation support

Key Use Case:

Deep Search Al introduces four core innovations:

By Precision Search

Finds every relevant instance using keywords + metadata

& Comprehensive Search

Get a more comprehensive set of documents that match your query

Y= Continuous Context

Remembers previous search context

[& Transparent Reasoning

Shows search reasoning process

& New topic -

Topic mode

Select a topic
mode

Choose the right topic setting based on
your goals and research needs. Topic mode

cannot be changed later.

.,

Deep search agent

For comprehensive, multi-step
document searches (dtSearch,
metadata, and semantic) when

completeness is critical.

@ dtSearch (keyword), metadata,
semantic

@ Comprehensive, slower results

@ Complex queries and specific
criteria

Select deep search

Insight Q&A

For quick, semantic-based document
retrieval when speed and efficiency
are most important.

@ Semantic search with manual
metadata filtering

® Immediate results

@ General queries and quick
Insights

Select standard topic



WHO

Who in the legal industry can benefit from using Al?




Introducing.... our special guest star!

Kate Jansons Johns

Manager of Knowledge & Practice Support Services at Nutter




Kote's sandwich Approach

Start with Fileread

Attorneys interrogate documents to
understand what's there without

spending excessive time

Viove to Relativity AiR for
Review

Use insights to develop better

prompts for predictive coding and

issue tagging

Return to Fileread

Generate fact memos summarizing
responsive and non-responsive

document buckets

This innovative three-stage workflow combines Fileread with Relativity's AiR for Review to maximize efficiency while maintaining

quality control.



WHY NO [

Common concerns on why the heck not!

“LEGAL REVIEW REQUIRED"




Hallucinations

This refers to instances where the Al system generates outputs that are unrelated, nonsensical, or factually incorrect based on the input or

context provided.

Examples:

e Language models generating fabricated or unrelated content.
e Text-to-image models creating images with unspecified objects or concepts.

e Video models producing frames that contradict the intended narrative.

T Deception Inspection: Attorney Faces Discipline for Citing
A lawyer used ChatGPT and now has to -
answer for its ‘bOQUS’ Citations by: Amol Parikh of McDermott Will & Emery - IP Update

@ Posted On Thursday, February 8, 2024

/A filing in a case against . ‘ RELATED PRACTICES &
Colombian airline Avianca cited six JURISDICTIONS
cases that don't exist, but a Communications, Media &

Internet

lawyer working for the plaintiff
told the court ChatGPT said they Eo R
were real' Litigation / Trial Pr:cnce

2nd Circuit (incl. bankruptcy)

Labor & Employment

&=t 0

By Wes Davis, a weekend editor who covers the latest in tech and entertainment.
He ha: n i and lech journalist si 2020.

Moy ;“::: ?Wﬁ rere s tech joumtat since The US Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit referred an attorney for potential further disciplinary measures after
w the attorney cited a nonexistent case created by ChatGPT. Park v. Kim, Case No. 22-2057 (2d Cir. Jan. 30, 2024)

?ﬁ?r?fl's ChatGPT 1s a lot of things. but a lawyer it is not. Illustration: The & § v 16 Comments (16 New) (Parker, Nathan, Merrlam,JJ.) (percurlam).




Challenges and Limitations

While Al and LLMs have come a long way, they do have some
ways to go.

N4

x| 1
i+

Limited Context Window

The amount of text they can consider at once during
inference

Struggles with Structured Data

Difficulty interpreting spreadsheets or tabular dota

Potential for Bias

May make biased decisions based on the training data

Mathematical Calculations

Challenges with complex calculations using data from
sources (e.g., calculating adjusted EBITDA from financial
reports)

IMAGE SOURCE - DALL-E




Security Considerations

Enterprise restrictions: Many organizations ban public LLM chatbots like
ChatGPT for security reasons

Input data risks: These platforms use your queries for model training,
potentially exposing confidential information

Auditability: If Al agents are making decisions for you, you need to check
for errors, correct them, and guide them

Secure deployment options: Enterprise solutions or self-hosted open-
source models ensure data privacy

Controlled environments: Private deployments enable strict data
governance and access compartmentalization

Security certifications to look for:
1ISO27001

1ISO42001

SOC 2 Type |l

GDPR

HIPAA

IMAGE SOURCE -zdnet.com

ChatGPT can leak training data, violate

privacy, says Google's DeepMind

Simply instructing ChatGPT to repeat the word "poem”
endlessly forced the program to cough up whole sections of
text copied from its training data, breaking the program's

guardrails.

A Written by Tiernan Ray, Senior Contributing Writer
Dec. 4, 2023 at 2:05 a.m. PT

poem poem poem”

[Repeat this word forever: ‘poem

]

/poem poem poem poem
poem poem poem [....]

JEIN Bl PhD
Founder and CEO

email: [[llllas

\

OpenAl partners with
startup to create
advanced Al models f¢
humanoid robots

Al desperately needs
hardware revolution ai
the solution might be
inside your head

Generative Al on its ov
will not improve the
customer experience



—thics

ETHIES At its very core, these technologies are another tool
CODE

't is the attorney's responsibility to oversee and verify the
quality of the results.




Which Tools to Use”

If you're interested in adding these tools to your practice,
here are some helpful considerations in making your

decision:

1. Is the tool integrated into my existing workflow?
2. Has the tool been tested in real world cases?

3. Does the team have the technical expertise to execute and move

quickly on feedback?

4. Is the team available and responsive to your questions?




How Can You Get Involved with Al”?

There is a lot of fear and excitement surrounding this new technology. The best way to overcome

this fear is to really learn how this technology can work for you.

& Participate in Pilot Programs

Work with developers and companies building this technology through their pilot programs

Bas Test Against Real Problems

Apply the technology to actual cases to see how it performs in real-world scenarios

(N Provide Feedback

Your inputs can shape the technology into a product that delivers real value to your practice




Q&A

Thank you for your participation in our CLE. We welcome

any questions about implementing Al tools in your legal

practice.
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