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The petitioner, Patrick Fagan, respectfully petitions the Supreme Court of Wisconsin to create 

Supreme Court Rules (SCR) 76.20, 76.21, 76.22, 76.23, and 76.24, relating to the use of artificial 

intelligence in legal proceedings, as follows: 

This petition is directed to the Supreme Court's rule-making authority under WIS. CONST., art. 

VII, sec. 3(1) and WIS. STAT. § 751.12. The petitioner submits this petition with a Supporting 

Memorandum and Cover Sheet in support of this request. 

The petitioner respectfully requests that the Supreme Court adopt the following new rules: 

SECTION 1: SCR 76.20 is created to read: 

76.20 Equal access to artificial intelligence tools for all litigants. 

(1) Right to use AI tools. All litigants, including self-represented litigants, shall have the right to

use artificial intelligence tools in the research, drafting, analysis, and preparation of any

pleading, motion, brief, memorandum, or other document filed in any court in the State of

Wisconsin. No court, judge, or administrative authority shall prohibit, restrict, or penalize the use

of AI tools by any litigant who complies with the disclosure and verification requirements of

SCR 76.22.

(2) Prohibition on inconsistent standards. No court or judge shall adopt any standing order,

local rule, or policy that prohibits or restricts the use of AI tools by litigants while permitting the

use of AI tools by attorneys, judges, or court personnel. Any existing standing order, local rule,

or policy that creates such an inconsistency is void and unenforceable upon the effective date of

these rules.

(3) Elimination of two-tiered access. No court shall maintain or enforce a policy that results in

a two-tiered system of justice in which legal professionals and judges are permitted to use AI

tools for research, analysis, and drafting, while self-represented litigants are prohibited from

using the same or equivalent AI tools for the same purposes.

(4) Court obligation to inform self-represented litigants. Every court shall provide written

notice to all self-represented litigants at the time of filing of their first document, informing them

of: (a) their right to use AI tools in preparing their filings under this rule; (b) the disclosure and
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