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Should lawyers use Al in the practice of law?

By: Max Langley

Al is everywhere — in our pockets, on our computers, in our cars, and in
modern golf carts. It’s now so easy to use Al a caveman could do it (don’t sue
me, Geico. Hire me.). That begs the question: should lawyers be using AI?

The answer, as always, is: “It depends.” It depends on what you're using Al
for. If you're using it as a substitute for critical thinking, you're in for a rude
awakening. And if you're using it to cite cases, you're in for a ruder awaken-
ing.

Al is best used for supplementing your practice — think: helping with format-
ting; summarizing a large body of text; organizing your text; or taking the
first stab at certain aspects of drafting; assisting with the review of large
amounts of data.

In the future, AI's abilities will increase. But for now and in the near future,
be very careful with Al. It can sometimes do more harm than good. And judg-
es are skeptical of the utility of Al

Some judges even require attorneys to disclose the use of Al. The author
agrees with these judges. The risks of hallucination are high. Al is simply not
reliable in terms of case citations. It will invent cases, and fabricate the “take
home” from cases.

I asked Al to help me write this article, and it came up with 4 pros and 4
cons:

Pros of Lawyers Using Al:

1. Efficiency and Time Savings
2. Cost Reduction

3. Enhanced Accuracy
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. Access to Justice
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To “Go Green”, our firm uses recy-
clable paper or ceramic cups and
no longer uses Styrofoam cups. In
addition, we have adopted a
less-paper office environment.

We hope that these changes make
big differences in the future.

Well done is better than well said.

- Benjamin Franklin
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Cons of Lawyers Using Al:

1. Ethical and Professional Responsibility
2. Data Security and Privacy

3. Bias and Fairness

4. Loss of Human Judgment

Let’s briefly discuss the pros. Efficiency does not equal efficacy. The
“garbage in: garbage out” principal applies. Al can definitely save time,
and it will save even more time as it gets refined/trained. The most dubi-
ous of the “pros” listed by ChatGPT would be “enhanced accuracy.” The
author has not seen studies showing Al enhances accuracy compared to
human lawyers.

Let’s briefly discuss the cons. Loss of human judgment is the biggest con
in my book. We have seen what happens when lawyers blindly rely on Al
Time and time again, lawyers (and even judges) get caught due to their
Al hallucinating cases.

So what’s the verdict? Use Al sparingly in 2025. Use it more in 2026. Use
it even more in 2027. Build custom Al programs with high levels of secu-
rity for data, and train your LLMs to conform to your needs.

Langley LLP uses Al for select tasks. We are cautiously optimistic that Al
will be more useful to attorneys in the future, and we will continue to
study the utility of Al in the practice of law.

Max Langley is a Partner at Langley LLP and may be contacted at mlan(qley@]—]]p.com or 214-722-7185
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