
Defendant/Accused Con:
My name is Jamie Smith. I never thought I’d end up in court but there I was, on trial, accused of something I swore I didn’t do. I remember walking into the courtroom expecting faces: a defense attorney who’d believe me, a prosecutor I’d have to convince, and a judge who’d look me in the eye when deciding my fate. Instead, it felt like I was being processed by a machine… just another faceless, nameless case.
My defense attorney fed everything into some AI program instead of sitting with me to go over the details of my life or my version of what happened; “It’ll build the best strategy,” she said, typing while barely looking up. This program didn’t know me. It didn’t understand why I froze when questioned or that the so-called "suspicious behavior" was just my anxiety over the situation. My lawyer, who was supposed to defend me, trusted the software’s logic over my truth and I paid the price for that. Since when can a computer understand why a person, a human, acts the way they do? 
Then there was the prosecution who used their own AI program to build a timeline that made me look guilty. It scoured my texts, my browser history, my location data and wove together a version of the story that sounded perfect, airtight, and totally wrong. Unfortunately the jury didn't see it as a version, they saw it as fact. If a computer said it, it must be accurate, right?
What scared me most, though, was the sentencing. The judge used a program to calculate my “risk score.” It spit out a number that claimed I was a higher risk for reoffending based on my zip code, education level, my ethnicity, my race, my religion, and who knows what else. I got more time than I expected, not because of anything I did, but because of a number generated by an algorithm trained on a broken system.
The whole process made me feel like I wasn’t being judged as a person, but as data. Like no one ever truly heard me. AI might help with speed or paperwork but justice isn’t supposed to be about efficiency. It’s about understanding; treating the accused impartially, fairly, and reasonably by the law but there was none of that in my trial. 
Definitions:
· Prosecutor
· Sentencing
· Risk score
· Reoffending
· Generated
· Algorithm
· Impartially
Questions:
1. Why does the defendant seem frustrated with the use of AI in their court case? Come up with as many examples as you can. 
2. How did the use of AI by both the defense and prosecution impact Jamie’s case?
3. What concerns does Jamie have about the AI-generated “risk score” used during sentencing?
4. What does Jamie think justice should be about and did this trial meet their idea of justice?


Defendant/Accused Pro:
I’m Amanda Corey. When I first found out I was facing charges I was scared and overwhelmed. I didn’t understand all the legal language and was worried I wouldn’t understand my trial, understand my sentencing, or even have a fair shot. I knew my lawyer was busy which added to my anxiety. Then something interesting happened, I was told the lawyers and judge in my case would be using AI. At first this made me even more nervous, but the way my defense attorney and the judge used AI made a huge difference in how my case was handled; I felt like the playing field was leveled. 
I couldn’t afford a private attorney, I had a public defender. Thanks to the sixth amendment we have the right to an attorney, but there is no guarantee that the attorney will have the time or energy to give your case their all. AI helped her handle a heavy workload. It took care of routine paperwork and organized information so she could spend more time actually working on my case, not just finding and reading files. I know she cared, and having that extra help from AI gave her more time to fight for me and everyone else on her case load. My lawyer was able to prepare my defense faster and more thoroughly than I ever expected. She used AI tools to dig through past court cases and legal records, I’m talking thousands of pages, and was able to find precedents (examples) that matched my situation to help her build arguments that were stronger and more convincing. Without that technology I don’t think she would’ve had the time or resources to do all of that on her own considering the massive case load defense attorneys have (it can be a hundred people at a time!)
AI also helped explain things to me plainly, in a way I understood. I don’t have a legal background, and the court system is hard to follow. With the tools my lawyer used, I got summaries of legal documents and even explanations of the charges against me that I could actually understand. It made me feel like I was part of the process.
The judge also used AI to look at how cases similar to mine had been sentenced in the past which helped make sure my sentence wasn’t out of line; that I wasn’t going to experience cruel and unusual punishment regardless of any human bias against my race, ethnicity, religion, where I’m from, or what I’m worth. I’m not saying the AI was perfect, but it seemed like it helped the judge be more fair and consistent. That really mattered to me.
Looking back, I still wish I hadn’t gone through the legal system at all; however, I honestly believe the way AI was used helped make things more fair. It gave me a voice, supported my lawyer, and helped the court see me more clearly. I didn’t feel invisible, I understood what was going on, and that made all the difference.
Definitions:
· Sentencing
· Sixth amendment
· Attorney
· Precedents
· Bias
Questions:
1. How did AI help the public defender support this case?
2. How did AI help Amanda feel like part of the legal process?
3. What role did AI play in the judge’s decision making, and why was this important to Amanda?
4. Why did Amanda feel that the use of AI made the trial more fair despite being nervous at first?


Tax Payer Pro:
My name is Selena Gagnon from Poland, Maine. I fully support the use of AI in our court system because it has the potential to make the entire process more efficient and cost-effective. When judges and attorneys use AI for legal research, case preparation, and decision-making, trials can move more quickly. This efficiency can reduce the overall cost of running the courts—which means less tax money spent on lengthy legal proceedings. As a taxpayer, I want to be sure my tax dollars are being used properly. 
AI can help make trials quicker. Shorter trials also have a human benefit: defendants who are innocent but can’t afford bail wouldn’t have to spend as much time in jail waiting for their day in court. That could reduce the emotional and financial strain on their families and prevent long-term harm to their lives… and the financial strain on taxes allocated to jails and prisons.
AI is already being used by law enforcement to help predict areas where crime is more likely to happen, allowing departments to disperse officers more strategically. This proactive approach can improve safety in our communities and potentially lower crime rates. If crime decreases, fewer cases end up in court, which could lead to even greater savings for taxpayers and give public defenders (lawyers for people who can’t afford one) more time to focus on each individual client.
AI also has the ability to reduce human bias in legal decisions. Judges and juries, like anyone else, bring their own backgrounds and perspectives into the courtroom, which can sometimes lead to unfair or inconsistent outcomes for the accused. AI, when used responsibly and ethically, can help ground decisions in facts and data rather than personal opinions. This could lead to fewer wrongful convictions which would save on the cost of hosting prisoners and a fairer justice system overall.
Another benefit of AI becoming more integrated into the court system is the creation of new jobs in technology such as those involving the development, operation, and oversight of AI tools. That’s good news for the economy and for reducing unemployment.
AI in the courtroom offers a smarter, fairer, and more cost-effective path forward for taxpayers and for the justice system as a whole.
Definitions:
· Efficient
· Bias
· Jury
· Imprisonment
· Unemployment
Questions:
1. How does Selena believe AI can help save tax payer money in the court system?
2. In what ways does Selena think AI could improve the fairness of trials?
3. What are some additional benefits Selena mentions about integrating AI into the justice system beyond the courtroom?
Tax Payer Con:
My name is James Darl, and I’m a taxpayer living in Salt Lake City, Utah. I strongly oppose the use of AI in our court system. As a citizen and taxpayer my biggest concern is that AI could lead to biased decisions that unfairly target people based on race, religion, income, or other factors. Computers are built by humans, and if the data or design is flawed, those biases can be built into the system. I don’t want anyone to be sent to jail because of a program that can’t truly understand the complexity of a person’s life.
I’m also concerned that courts may put too much trust in AI, even though it’s not always accurate. We’ve already seen multiple examples of AI used in facial recognition that has misidentified people. If law enforcement or courts rely on these flawed tools, how many people will be wrongly accused or imprisoned? And what happens if a defense attorney isn’t able to challenge or even fully understand how the AI reached its conclusion?
Another major issue is privacy. If large tech companies are the ones developing these AI tools, they could gain access to sensitive personal and legal information which raises serious questions about who controls our data and whether our rights to privacy will be protected. Are our tax dollars funding these companies?
There’s also the risk of job loss. AI could replace many roles in the court system, particularly lower-wage jobs like clerks or legal assistants. These are real people who have built careers in the justice system. Could imagine working your whole life in the same career then losing your job because people think AI could do it better? Replacing them with machines would not only be devastating to those workers, but it could also weaken the human connection and judgment that’s essential in legal proceedings. It would also lead to an increase in unemployment which is funded by taxes. 
Lastly, I worry that easy access to AI could lead to misuse. Some people might use AI to file unnecessary or frivolous lawsuits just to make money. This could flood the court system with cases, wasting time and increasing costs for taxpayers like me. Instead of making justice more efficient, it could slow things down and strain public resources.
AI might seem like a technological advancement, but I believe it poses serious risks to fairness, accuracy, privacy, jobs, and the overall integrity of our justice system. As a taxpayer, I want a system that puts people before programs.
Definitions:
· Biased
· Discriminate
· Income
· Facial recognition
· Accused
· Imprisoned
· Clerk
· Legal Assistant
· Innocent
Questions:
1. Why is James concerned that AI could lead to unfair or biased decisions in court?
2. What are James’ worries about how much courts might trust AI and its decisions? 
3. How does James believe AI could impact jobs and privacy in the court system?
4. What examples does James give of AI misusing tax dollars?


Public Defender Pro:
My name is Cory Callaway and I’m a public defender, a lawyer who works on behalf of people in our state who are accused of a crime but can’t afford to hire their own attorney. Just like teachers in public schools, I’m a public servant, funded by taxpayer dollars, doing my best to meet the overwhelming needs of the people I serve. And like many public servants, I’m overworked and underpaid.
My caseload is enormous. Even the most efficient attorney couldn’t keep up with the demands I face on a daily basis. I’m often working 60+ hours a week, even though I’m only paid for 40, that’s 20+ hours of unpaid labor. No matter how hard I work, there’s always more to do, more paperwork, more preparation, and more people who need my help. I love helping people, but this job can be exhausting. This is where AI could make a real difference.
AI tools could help with time-consuming but necessary tasks like drafting letters to clients, summarizing long transcripts, and organizing files. For example, it takes me about 15 minutes to write a basic client letter, but AI could create a strong first draft in under a minute which would give me more time to actually connect with and support my many clients.
AI could also help me find important legal information faster. Searching through case law and legal databases takes up a huge portion of my day. With AI, I could quickly locate relevant court decisions and legal precedents (examples), allowing me to focus more of my energy on building a strong defense to best help my clients.
This isn’t just about convenience, it’s about justice. Every hour I save on administrative tasks is an hour I can spend preparing a client for their court appearance, explaining their rights, or simply being there for them to answer their questions. For many of my clients, this is one of the most frightening and confusing times in their lives. They deserve to feel heard, supported, and defended, not lost in a system that moves too fast for them and too slowly for me.
AI won’t replace my job, but it could make it possible for me to focus on what matters, which is standing beside the people who need me, when they need me most. With the right tools, I could do more of what I became a lawyer to do: fight for justice and fairness for every person, not just those who can afford it.
Definitions:
· Public servant
· Caseload
· Efficient
· Attorney
· Clients
· Transcripts
· Administrative
Questions:
1. What challenges does Cory face as a public defender, and how do these affect his ability to help clients?
2. How could AI help save Cory time, and why is that important to his clients?

Public Defender Con:
My name is Jada Brown. As a public defender, a lawyer who works on behalf of people in our state who are accused of a crime but can’t afford to hire their own attorney, I understand the pressure of an overburdened legal system. I know AI is often presented as a tool that could make our work more efficient, but I have serious concerns about the use of AI in the courtroom.
Lawyers are not just processors of information, we are decision-makers, guided by legal training, experience, and most importantly, a strong sense of ethics and humanity. I took an oath to uphold justice, and that means I have to consider the weight of every piece of information I use, every recommendation I make, and every argument I put before a judge. AI, no matter how sophisticated, cannot do that. It doesn't understand right from wrong, it simply processes data based on pre-programmed algorithms made by private companies with their own bias.
Think of it like social media: your feed is filled with content based on what you’ve searched for, liked, or clicked on. AI systems work similarly, it uses patterns and predictions to produce outcomes, not the wisdom or compassion of a human. If an overworked attorney starts relying too heavily on AI they may unintentionally sideline their own ethical responsibility. What if AI overlooks something important? What if it misrepresents the facts? That shortcut could have devastating consequences, not just for one case, but for the entire justice system.
Then there’s the issue of bias. People often think AI is neutral but that’s far from true. AI can only work with the data it’s given, and if that data reflects bias, the outcomes will too. Imagine an AI trained on case history where harsher sentences were more frequently given to people of color or to low-income defendants. It will continue recommending those same patterns, reinforcing injustice instead of fighting for a more fair system. Unlike a human who can question their own assumptions, AI doesn’t “know” when something is unfair, it just repeats patterns. Bias in humans can be identified and challenged. Bias in machines is hidden behind layers of code and complexity, making it harder to spot and even harder to fix. That’s dangerous and scary when people’s lives, freedom, and futures are on the line.
AI may look like a convenient solution to a strained system, but justice cannot be automated. It requires critical thinking, reflection, and human empathy which a machine can not offer. The long-term impact of relying on AI in the courtroom could be a system that looks more efficient on the surface, but is actually more flawed, more biased, and less just. In my work, every client deserves to be seen, heard, and defended by a person who understands their humanity. No technology, no matter how advanced, should ever replace that.
Definitions:
· Attorney
· Ethics
· Humanity
· Justice
· Bias
Questions:
1. Why does Jada believe that AI cannot replace the role of a human lawyer in the courtroom?
2. What are Jada’s main concerns about how bias in AI can affect court decisions?
3. What risks does Jada see in overworked attorneys relying too heavily on AI?
Judge Con:
My name is Judge Bertha Martin, and I serve as a criminal court judge. I judge cases involving people accused of breaking the law in our state. These are serious matters, cases that can change lives forever. I understand the growing interest in using artificial intelligence in the courtroom, I have deep concerns about how it could negatively impact our justice system.
AI could speed up the judicial process, but in my courtroom, speed should never come at the expense of fairness or understanding. Justice isn’t something that should be rushed. AI might help process information faster, but speed means nothing if the outcome isn’t just.
A major concern I have is about the reliability of AI. As a judge, I make decisions based on verified facts and established precedents (examples) of similar cases. I know exactly where my information is coming from and how it applies to the law. With AI, I can’t always say the same. I don’t know what data it’s pulling from or whether those sources are accurate, biased, or even truthful. Unlike a witness or an expert, AI can’t be cross-examined on the stand. I can’t ask it to clarify its reasoning, explain its logic, or consider a new piece of evidence. To me, that’s a problem. I was elected by the people of this state to serve them as a judge. The public put their trust in a human being, not a machine, to make difficult decisions with care, empathy, and accountability. A spreadsheet or algorithm can't detect remorse in a defendant's voice, or hesitation in a witness’s testimony. These are things only a human can truly interpret.
AI systems rely heavily on past rulings but history doesn’t always reflect justice. There are patterns of racial and socioeconomic bias embedded in our legal past. As a judge, I can recognize those patterns and actively work to avoid repeating them. I don’t trust that AI will do the same.
We’re still trying to understand what AI is truly capable of and what its limits are. My concern is that juries, made up of ordinary citizens, might place too much faith in AI-generated evidence or conclusions, simply because they assume the technology is always accurate. But AI is created by people, and people make mistakes. Technology should never be blindly trusted in a courtroom where freedom is at stake.
At the end of the day, this is about real people with real lives and Constitutional rights. If we remove the human element from the justice system, we risk turning it into something cold, mechanical, and disconnected from the values the judicial system is supposed to uphold. As a judge, I want to ensure that every person who enters my courtroom is treated with fairness, dignity, and humanity. I believe only a human being can truly ensure that.
Definitions:
· Judicial
· Justice
· Precedents
· Cross-examined
· Empathy
· Socioeconomic
· Bias
Questions:
1. Why does Judge Martin believe speed should not be the main goal when using AI in the courtroom?
2. How does Judge Martin explain the difference between human judgement and AI decision-making?
3. What does Judge Martin mean when she says history doesn’t always reflect justice, and why is that a problem for AI?
Judge Pro:
My name is Judge Tanner Orantes, and I serve as a criminal court judge in my district. I judge trials involving individuals accused of breaking the law, cases that carry real consequences for the people involved. I take this responsibility seriously and strive to make sure each case is heard with care, fairness, and respect for everyone’s time.
I’ve always embraced technology when it helps me work more efficiently without sacrificing the integrity of the process. That’s why I’m genuinely excited about the potential for using artificial intelligence in the courtroom. I don’t see AI as a replacement for judges, but rather as a tool that if used wisely, can help me better serve justice. Preparing everything for my courtroom each day can be a complex task. With dozens of cases waiting to be heard, AI could help prioritize them based on urgency, complexity, or legal deadlines, making the scheduling process smoother and more efficient for everyone from attorneys to defendants to jurors.
AI can also assist by quickly summarizing long legal documents and highlighting the most relevant parts. That means I can spend less time sorting through repetitive or irrelevant material and more time focusing on the facts that truly matter. In a busy courtroom, where every minute counts, that kind of support is invaluable. One of the most intriguing possibilities is using AI to help analyze evidence. Imagine being able to cross-check testimony or compare witness statements to identify inconsistencies that might otherwise go unnoticed. That could make a real difference in getting to the truth.
Jury selection could also benefit from AI by helping to identify potential jurors who are more likely to be fair and impartial, based on data instead of personal impressions or assumptions. This could reduce bias and help ensure a more balanced jury.
AI can also help with sentencing by referencing precedent (examples) showing what sentencing has looked like in similar cases across the state or country. That doesn’t mean I’d rely on AI to make the decision for me, but it could serve as a useful guide, helping me stay consistent with legal standards while tailoring my decisions to the individual circumstances of the case.
I understand why some judges might be cautious. There’s fear that AI could diminish the role of the human judge but I don’t see it that way. I will always be the one responsible for the decisions made in my courtroom. AI won’t replace judgment, empathy, or legal reasoning, it will simply support me in doing my job more effectively.
Definitions:
· Consequences 
· Efficiently
· Integrity 
· Attorney
· Defendant
· Cross-check
· Testimony
· Bias
Questions:
1. How does Judge Orantes believe AI can help with organizing and scheduling court cases?
2. What are some specific tasks that AI could help with in the courtroom?
3. How might AI be useful during jury selection?
4. Why does Judge Orantes say that AI will not replace his responsibility as a judge?
