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I. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Artificial intelligence ("AI") tools have become increasingly integrated into the legal system. 

Attorneys use Al-powered research platforms such as Westlaw and LexisNexis, as well as 

generative AI tools such as ChatGPT, Claude, and CoCounsel, for legal r .. .,�arch, document 

analysis, case summarization, and drafting. Judges and court personnel likewise use AI tools to 

assist in research and analysis. The use of these tools confers significant advantages in research 

speed, analytical depth, precedent identification, and argument structuring. 

Courts across the country - particularly federal district courts - have responded to the growing 

use of AI with a rapidly expanding and inconsistent patchwork of standing orders. Some orders 

ban AI use outright for every filer in a case, some require disclosure and certification from every 

filer, and some courts and jurisdictions have declined to adopt any AI-specific rule at all, 

concluding that existing rules of professional conduct and Rule 11 already suffice. Wisconsin 

itself currently has no statewide rule; only a small number of circuit courts have adopted local 

disclosure requirements. 

This inconsistency disproportionately harms self-represented litigants. A represented party has 

counsel to track which standing orders apply, to build compliant disclosure language into every 

filing, and to verify Al-assisted work as a matter of routine practice. A self-represented litigant 

typically has none of that infrastructure, and may not learn that a disclosure or verification 

obligation applied to their filing until after a court has already penalized them for missing it. At 

the same time, no court or jurisdiction reviewed by the petitioner requires a judge to disclose the 

judge's own use of AI in reaching a decision - even as litigant-facing disclosure obligations 

multiply. This petition seeks to establish uniform Wisconsin rules that guarantee equal access, 

prohibit discrimination based on AI use, require transparency from every participant in the 

system - including the judiciary - and preserve existing obligations of accuracy and candor. 

II. THE PROBLEM OF INCONSISTENT AND ONE-SIDED AI RULES

The core problem addressed by this petition is not that any single rule formally exempts 

attorneys from disclosure while binding only self-represented litigants - in fact, as discussed in 

Section IX below, most of the federal standing orders reviewed by the petitioner apply their 

disclosure or certification requirements to attorneys and pro se litigants alike. The problem is 

narrower, but no less real: 
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