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Introductions



Agenda
• How to Engage

• Grand Thesis

• AI in Historical Context

• Prompts

• Helping AI Help You Draft a Contract (Mark)

This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-SA

https://unlimited.hamk.fi/yrittajyys-ja-liiketoiminta/artificial-intelligence/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0/


How to Engage



Follow Along
• Openai.com (ChatGPT 3.5 is free)
• Bard.google.com (Personal Gmail account)



Grand Thesis



* Given the probabilistic nature of legal advice, use of our 
services may in some situations result in incorrect advice 
that does not accurately reflect real people, places, or facts. 

*



* The information provided may not be correct, 
complete, or fit for purpose.

*





The information provided 
by the App may not be 
correct, complete, or fit for 
purpose. Use at your own 
risk.
   — Legal Robot

Given the probabilistic nature of 
machine learning, use of our 
services may in some situations 
result in incorrect output that does 
not accurately reflect real people, 
places, or facts.
   — OpenAI, ChatGPT

We do not review any information you 
provide us for legal accuracy or 
sufficiency . . . .
   — DoNotPay

Casetext makes no warranty that . . . (iii) the results 
that may be obtained from the use of the materials 
will be accurate, reliable or error-free, or (iv) any 
errors in the materials will be corrected. The materials 
are provided on an “as is” and “as available” basis 
with all defects.
   — Casetext

Output generated by a machine learning model is 
probabilistic and should be evaluated for accuracy as 
appropriate for your use case, including by employing 
human review of such output.
   — Casetext

We strongly recommend you seek 
the advice of a qualified attorney 
licensed to practice in your 
jurisdiction for your particular 
situation.
   — Law ChatGPT
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PRESENTATION TITLE



PRESENTATION TITLE



All of this is wrong. We 
have to help our students 
help AI help their future 
clients.



9/3/20XX PRESENTATION TITLE 18



AI is helpful with the right help



AI in Historical 
Context



Egyptian Funerary Text

300 BCE to 100 CE



Ancient Times
• Receive client 

facts
• Research law
• Find form (on 

shelf)
• Adapt form

Modern Times
• Receive client 

facts
• Research law
• Find form 

(treatise, Wexis)
• Adapt form

AI Times
• Receive client 

facts
• Research law
• Collaborate with 

AI to create 
tailored form



Prompts



Goal
Save time by 
efficiently 
collaborating with AI 
to reduce manual 
tinkering.



“A prompt is a sentence or set of keywords you can input 
into generative AI tools, like ChatGPT, to instruct and receive 
an outcome. Based on its existing knowledge base, Chat GPT 
will interpret the prompt and generate a response for the 
user.”
   — Clio

https://www.clio.com/blog/chat-gpt-prompts/


Specific
Precise

Context
Action
Product
Audience
Tone
Sources

Prompt Substance Prompt Style

Polish
Prompt 
Advice



Specific
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Polish
Prompt 
Advice



Context

Prompt 
Advice

Action Product

Draft one paragraph of the law prohibiting spite fences in Michigan and 
then apply that law to a situation where Landowner 1 is angry that 
Landowner 2, who is a neighbor of Landowner 1, built a privacy fence but it 
blocks Landowner 1's view of a lake.



Context

Prompt 
Advice

Action
Draft
Apply
Summarize
Review

Product

Draft one paragraph of the law prohibiting spite fences in Michigan and 
then apply that law to a situation where Landowner 1 is angry that 
Landowner 2, who is a neighbor of Landowner 1, built a privacy fence but it 
blocks Landowner 1's view of a lake.



Context

Prompt 
Advice

Action
Draft
Apply
Summarize
Review

Product
Paragraph
Memo
Clause
Argument

Draft one paragraph of the law prohibiting spite fences in Michigan and 
then apply that law to a situation where Landowner 1 is angry that 
Landowner 2, who is a neighbor of Landowner 1, built a privacy fence but it 
blocks Landowner 1's view of a lake.



Context
Facts
Jurisdiction

Prompt 
Advice

Action
Draft
Apply
Summarize
Review

Product
Paragraph
Memo
Clause
Argument

Draft one paragraph of the law prohibiting spite fences in Michigan and 
then apply that law to a situation where Landowner 1 is angry that 
Landowner 2, who is a neighbor of Landowner 1, built a privacy fence but it 
blocks Landowner 1's view of a lake.



Specific
Precise

Context
Action
Product
Audience
Tone
Sources

Prompt Substance Prompt Style

Polish
Prompt 
Advice



Audience
Client
Layperson
Judge
Attorney

Prompt 
Advice

Tone Sources

Draft one paragraph of the law prohibiting spite fences in Michigan and 
then apply that law to a situation where Landowner 1 is angry that 
Landowner 2, who is a neighbor of Landowner 1, built a privacy fence but it 
blocks Landowner 1's view of a lake.

v
for a layperson



Audience
Client
Layperson
Judge
Attorney

Prompt 
Advice

Tone
Friendly
Professional
Firm
Persuasive

Sources

Draft one paragraph of the law prohibiting spite fences in Michigan and 
then apply that law to a situation where Landowner 1 is angry that 
Landowner 2, who is a neighbor of Landowner 1, built a privacy fence but it 
blocks Landowner 1's view of a lake. Write in a professionally friendly tone.

v
for a layperson



Audience
Client
Layperson
Judge
Attorney

Prompt 
Advice

Tone
Friendly
Professional
Firm
Objective

Sources

Draft one paragraph of the law prohibiting spite fences in Michigan and 
then apply that law to a situation where Landowner 1 is angry that 
Landowner 2, who is a neighbor of Landowner 1, built a privacy fence but it 
blocks Landowner 1's view of a lake. Write in a professionally friendly tone. 
Please cite your sources.

v
for a layperson



Prompt 
Advice

Polish
Write in plain English
Condense
Clarify
Streamline
Illustrate
Explain



Specific
Precise

Context
Action
Product
Audience
Tone
Sources

Prompt Substance Prompt Style

Polish
Prompt 
Advice



Specific
Narrow 
prompts are 
best

Prompt 
Advice

Precise

Draft one paragraph that summarizes Michigan 
caselaw for spite fences

Draft one paragraph of the law prohibiting 
spite fences in Michigan

Specific More Specific



Section 125.3407 of the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act

(a) A spite fence is a fence that is built solely for the purpose of 
annoying or interfering with a neighbor's use and enjoyment of their 
property.

(b) Spite fences are considered a nuisance and can be ordered to be 
removed by the court.

(c) In determining whether a fence is a spite fence, the court shall 
consider the following factors:

* The purpose for which the fence was built.
* The relationship between the neighbors.
* The effect of the fence on the neighbors' use and enjoyment of their 
property.
* The intent of the person who built the fence.
(d) If a court finds that a fence is a spite fence, it may order the fence to 
be removed. The court may also award damages to the neighbor who 
was harmed by the fence.

This law prohibits the construction of fences that are built solely for the 
purpose of annoying or interfering with a neighbor's use and 
enjoyment of their property. These fences are considered a nuisance 
and can be ordered to be removed by the court.

The law also provides a number of factors that the court will consider 
in determining whether a fence is a spite fence. These factors include 
the purpose for which the fence was built, the relationship between the 
neighbors, the effect of the fence on the neighbors' use and enjoyment 
of their property, and the intent of the person who built the fence.

In Michigan, a spite fence is a fence that is built solely for the purpose of 
annoying or interfering with a neighbor's use and enjoyment of their 
property. Spite fences are considered a nuisance and can be ordered to be 
removed by the court.

The elements of a spite fence in Michigan are that the fence:

• Serves no useful purpose or advantage to the person who built it.
• Was built with malicious intent.
• Interferes with the neighbor's use and enjoyment of their property.

The court will consider a number of factors in determining whether a fence 
is a spite fence, including:

• The purpose for which the fence was built.
• The relationship between the neighbors.
• The effect of the fence on the neighbors' use and enjoyment of their 

property.
• The intent of the person who built the fence.

If a court finds that a fence is a spite fence, it may order the fence to be 
removed. The court may also award damages to the neighbor who was 
harmed by the fence.

Here are some examples of cases in which Michigan courts have found that 
a fence was a spite fence:

In Burke v. Smith, the court found that a fence that was built to block the 
view of a neighbor's lake was a spite fence.

In Flaherty v. Moran, the court found that a fence that was built to prevent a 
neighbor from using a driveway was a spite fence.

In Racich v. Mastrovitch, the court found that a fence that was built to annoy 
a neighbor was a spite fence.

Specific: Draft one paragraph of the law 
prohibiting spite fences in Michigan

More specific: Draft one paragraph that summarizes 
Michigan caselaw for spite fences



Apply Michigan’s spite fence 
caselaw to a situation where a 
privacy fence was built and a lake 
view was blocked

Apply Michigan’s spite fence 
caselaw to a situation where 
Landowner 1 is angry that 
Landowner 2, who is a neighbor 
of Landowner 1, built a privacy 
fence but it blocks Landowner 1's 
view of a lake

Precise More Precise

Specific Precise
Unambiguous 
prompts are best

No passive voice

Obvious characters



Michigan's spite fence caselaw would likely apply to a situation where 
a privacy fence was built and a lake view was blocked. In order to 
determine whether the fence is a spite fence, the court would consider 
the following factors:

The purpose for which the fence was built. If the fence was built solely 
to block the neighbor's view of the lake, then this would be a strong 
indication that the fence was built with malicious intent.
The relationship between the neighbors. If the neighbors have a 
history of conflict, then this would also be a strong indication that the 
fence was built with malicious intent.

The effect of the fence on the neighbors' use and enjoyment of their 
property. If the fence blocks the neighbor's view of the lake, then this 
would significantly impair their use and enjoyment of their property.
The intent of the person who built the fence. If the person who built 
the fence admits that they built it to annoy or spite their neighbor, then 
this would be conclusive evidence that the fence is a spite fence.
If the court found that the fence was a spite fence, then it could order 
the fence to be removed. The court could also award damages to the 
neighbor who was harmed by the fence.

However, it is important to note that not all fences that block a 
neighbor's view are considered spite fences. If the fence serves a 
legitimate purpose, such as providing privacy or security, then it is not 
likely to be considered a spite fence.

For example, if a neighbor builds a privacy fence to block the view of 
their neighbor's pool, this would not likely be considered a spite fence. 
This is because the fence serves a legitimate purpose, even though it 
also blocks the neighbor's view.

*     *     *

In the situation where Landowner 1 is angry that Landowner 2 built a 
privacy fence that blocks their view of the lake, the court would consider the 
following factors in determining whether the fence is a spite fence:

The purpose for which the fence was built. If Landowner 2 built the fence 
solely to block Landowner 1's view of the lake, then this would be a strong 
indication that the fence was built with malicious intent.

The relationship between the neighbors. If Landowner 1 and Landowner 2 
have a history of conflict, then this would also be a strong indication that the 
fence was built with malicious intent.

The effect of the fence on the neighbors' use and enjoyment of their 
property. If the fence blocks Landowner 1's view of the lake, then this would 
significantly impair their use and enjoyment of their property.

The intent of the person who built the fence. If Landowner 2 admits that they 
built the fence to annoy or spite Landowner 1, then this would be conclusive 
evidence that the fence is a spite fence.

If the court found that the fence was a spite fence, then it could order the 
fence to be removed. The court could also award damages to Landowner 1.

However, it is important to note that not all fences that block a neighbor's 
view are considered spite fences. If the fence serves a legitimate purpose, 
such as providing privacy or security, then it is not likely to be considered a 
spite fence.

For example, if Landowner 2 built the fence to provide privacy for their 
family, then this would not likely be considered a spite fence. This is 
because the fence serves a legitimate purpose, even though it also blocks 
Landowner 1's view.

Ambiguous: Apply Michigan's spite fence 
caselaw to a situation where a privacy fence 
was built and a lake view was blocked

Precise: Apply Michigan’s spite fence caselaw to a situation 
where Landowner 1 is angry that Landowner 2, who is a 
neighbor of Landowner 1, built a privacy fence but it blocks 
Landowner 1's view of a lake.



Specific

Prompt 
Advice

Precise
Unambiguous 
prompts are best

No passive voice

Obvious characters

Apply Michigan's spite fence caselaw to a situation where Landowner 1 
owns a back lot near a lake but not on it and Landowner 2 own a front lot 
on the lake. They built a privacy fence that blocks their view of the lake. Is 
that a spite fence?



*     *     *
For example, if Landowner 1 and Landowner 2 built the 
privacy fence to provide privacy for their families, then this 
would not likely be considered a spite fence. This is 
because the fence serves a legitimate purpose, even 
though it also blocks the view of the lake.

Ultimately, the question of whether a fence is a spite fence 
is a fact-specific one that will be decided by the court on a 
case-by-case basis.

Ambiguous: Apply Michigan's spite fence caselaw to 
a situation where Landowner 1 owns a back lot near a 
lake but not on it and Landowner 2 own a front lot on 
the lake. They built a privacy fence that blocks their 
view of the lake. Is that a spite fence?



AI is helpful 
with the right 

help



Take it away, Mark!



Incorporating ChatGPT 
in the Legal Research & 
Writing Classroom 



“You’ve Got a Friend in Me”: 

Helping Students Help AI



What are my thoughts? . . . Hmm . . . 



What are my thoughts? . . . Hmm . . . 

Let’s ask ChatGPT!













Specific, Concrete 
Ideas

for Incorporating ChatGPT 
in the Legal Research & Writing 
Classroom . . . 



In R&W course, for 
one paper (only) . . . 

• Require students to prepare first draft with nothing but 
Gen AI (system = their choice, though in class I use free 
versions)

• Require them to turn in that draft first one week before 
paper is due

• Require them to turn in all prompts used one week before 
paper is due

• Require them to revise and refine that draft with their own 
brains

• I will consider both versions when I grade the paper 
(heavier on final version)



In Drafting course (or any 
course w/ transactional or legis 
docs) . . . 

• First, teach them how to reimagine dense forms 
with their own brains, using a systematic approach

• Give their brains lots of practice on how to do it so 
that they become expert

• Then (and only then) let them help Gen AI 
reimagine the same provisions that they’ve 
worked on already



Sec. 20965.

(1) Unless an act or omission is the result of gross negligence or willful misconduct, the acts or 
omissions of a medical first responder, emergency medical technician, emergency medical 
technician specialist, paramedic, medical director of a medical control authority or his or her 
designee, or, subject to subsection (5), an individual acting as a clinical preceptor of a 
department-approved education program sponsor while providing services to a patient outside a 
hospital, in a hospital before transferring patient care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting 
that are consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the medical 
control authority including, but not limited to, services described in subsection (2), or consistent 
with an approved procedure for that particular education program do not impose liability in the 
treatment of a patient on those individuals or any of the following persons:

  (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.

  (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board, advisory body, or  
      committee of the medical control authority and an employee of the medical control                              
      authority. . . .



140-word complex sentence

Main subject and verb = 118 words apart

Multiple series (with ambiguous modifiers 
and one series item that is itself a series)

No division/subsections

It’s just a lead-in!  



Plan of Attack

1.  Read it (be confused)
2.  Read it again (be slightly less confused)
3.  Read it again — and jot down the big ideas
4.  Classify text (to match its big idea)  
5.  Smooth out the language
6.  Scrutinize the language 
7.  Test it



Step 1

•Read it . . . and be confused. 



Sec. 20965.

(1) Unless an act or omission is the result of gross negligence or willful misconduct, the acts or 
omissions of a medical first responder, emergency medical technician, emergency medical 
technician specialist, paramedic, medical director of a medical control authority or his or her 
designee, or, subject to subsection (5), an individual acting as a clinical preceptor of a 
department-approved education program sponsor while providing services to a patient outside a 
hospital, in a hospital before transferring patient care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting 
that are consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the medical 
control authority including, but not limited to, services described in subsection (2), or consistent 
with an approved procedure for that particular education program do not impose liability in the 
treatment of a patient on those individuals or any of the following persons:

  (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.

  (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board, advisory body, or  
      committee of the medical control authority and an employee of the medical control                              
      authority. . . .
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hospital before transferring patient care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting that are 
consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the medical control 
authority including, but not limited to, services described in subsection (2), or consistent with an 
approved procedure for that particular education program do not impose liability in the treatment 
of a patient on those individuals or any of the following persons:

  (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.

  (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board, advisory body,       
      or committee of the medical control authority and an employee of the medical control 
      authority. . . .



Sec. 20965.

(1) Unless an act or omission is the result of gross negligence or willful misconduct, the acts or 
omissions of a medical first responder, emergency medical technician, emergency medical 
technician specialist, paramedic, medical director of a medical control authority or his or her 
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department-approved education program sponsor while providing services to a patient outside a 
hospital, in a hospital before transferring patient care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting 
that are consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the medical 
control authority including, but not limited to, services described in subsection (2), or consistent 
with an approved procedure for that particular education program do not impose liability in the 
treatment of a patient on those individuals or any of the following persons:

  (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.

  (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board, advisory       
      body, or committee of the medical control authority and an employee of the medical    
      control authority. . . .



Step 2

•Read it again . . . and be a bit less 
confused. 



Sec. 20965.

(1) Unless an act or omission is the result of gross negligence or willful misconduct, the acts or 
omissions of a medical first responder, emergency medical technician, emergency medical 
technician specialist, paramedic, medical director of a medical control authority or his or her 
designee, or, subject to subsection (5), an individual acting as a clinical preceptor of a 
department-approved education program sponsor while providing services to a patient outside a 
hospital, in a hospital before transferring patient care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting 
that are consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the medical 
control authority including, but not limited to, services described in subsection (2), or consistent 
with an approved procedure for that particular education program do not impose liability in the 
treatment of a patient on those individuals or any of the following persons:

  (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.

  (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board, advisory body, or  
      committee of the medical control authority and an employee of the medical control                              
      authority. . . .



Step 3

• Read it again . . . and jot down the  



Sec. 20965.

(1) Unless an act or omission is the result of gross negligence or willful misconduct, the acts or 
omissions of a medical first responder, emergency medical technician, emergency medical 
technician specialist, paramedic, medical director of a medical control authority or his or her 
designee, or, subject to subsection (5), an individual acting as a clinical preceptor of a 
department-approved education program sponsor while providing services to a patient outside a 
hospital, in a hospital before transferring patient care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting 
that are consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the medical 
control authority including, but not limited to, services described in subsection (2), or consistent 
with an approved procedure for that particular education program do not impose liability in the 
treatment of a patient on those individuals or any of the following persons:

  (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.

  (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board, advisory body, or  
      committee of the medical control authority and an employee of the medical control                              
      authority. . . .



Immunity (Qualified Immunity?)

Exception

Others Protected (Vicarious Liability?)



These big ideas = Primitive/Rough Headings

(1) Immunity

(2) Exception

(3) Others Protected 



Step 4

•Classify the raw text.
 



Immunity

Exception

Others Protected (Vicarious Liability?)



Sec. 20965.

(1) Unless an act or omission is the result of gross negligence or willful misconduct, 
the acts or omissions of a medical first responder, emergency medical technician, 
emergency medical technician specialist, paramedic, medical director of a medical 
control authority or his or her designee, or, subject to subsection (5), an individual 
acting as a clinical preceptor of a department-approved education program 
sponsor while providing services to a patient outside a hospital, in a hospital 
before transferring patient care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting that 
are consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the 
medical control authority including, but not limited to, services described in 
subsection (2), or consistent with an approved procedure for that particular 
education program do not impose liability in the treatment of a patient on those 
individuals or any of the following persons:

  (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.
  (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board,          

      advisory body, or committee of the medical control authority and an   
      employee of the medical control authority. . . .



Match the text to its big idea 
(but leave it ugly for now)

Immunity

 the acts or omissions of a medical first responder, emergency medical technician, emergency medical technician specialist, 
paramedic, medical director of a medical control authority or his or her designee, or, subject to subsection (5), an individual 
acting as a clinical preceptor of a department-approved education program sponsor while providing services to a patient 
outside a hospital, in a hospital before transferring patient care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting that are 
consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the medical control authority including, but not 
limited to, services described in subsection (2), or consistent with an approved procedure for that particular education 
program do not impose liability in the treatment of a patient on those individuals

Exception

 Unless an act or omission is the result of gross negligence or willful misconduct

Others Protected (Vicarious Liability?)

 or any of the following persons:

 (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.

 (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board, advisory body, or committee of the medical    
control authority and an employee of the medical control authority. . . . 



Step 5

•Start to smooth out the text. 



Immunity

 A “medical rescue worker” is not liable for his or her act or omission if
• it occurs while providing services to a patient outside a hospital, in a hospital before transferring patient 

care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting; and
• the treatment is consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the medical 

control authority, or is consistent with an approved procedure for that particular education program.

Exception

 This immunity does not apply if the act or omission amounts to gross negligence or willful misconduct.

Others Protected (Vicarious Liability?)
 If a medical rescue worker is immune for his or her act or omission, then none of the following persons or 

entities is liable:
 (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.
 (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board, advisory body, or committee of the     
       medical control authority and an employee of the medical control authority. . . . 



Step 6

• Keep smoothing and scrutinizing until “done” 

• Check carefully for ambiguity 

• Think carefully about language choices 



(1) Definition. “Emergency medical responder” means a medical first responder, an emergency  
medical technician, an emergency-medical-technician specialist, a paramedic, a clinical  
preceptor, or a medical-control-authority director or director designee. 

(2) Immunity. An emergency medical responder is not liable for their act or omission if:

 (a) it occurs while treating a patient outside a hospital, in a hospital before hospital 
      personnel take over the patient’s care, or in a clinical setting; and

 (b) the treatment is consistent with the responder’s licensure or required training, or with 
      an approved procedure for the responder’s educational program.

(3) Exception. This immunity does not apply if the emergency medical responder’s act or omission     
amounts to gross negligence or willful misconduct.

(4) Others Protected. If under subsection (1) an emergency medical responder is not liable, then
      the following persons and entities also are not liable for the responder’s act or omission:

 (a)  an employer, trainer, or supervisor;

 (b)  an educator or education-program sponsor; . . . 



Sec. 20965.

(1) Unless an act or omission is the result of gross negligence or willful misconduct, the acts or 
omissions of a medical first responder, emergency medical technician, emergency medical 
technician specialist, paramedic, medical director of a medical control authority or his or her 
designee, or, subject to subsection (5), an individual acting as a clinical preceptor of a 
department-approved education program sponsor while providing services to a patient outside a 
hospital, in a hospital before transferring patient care to hospital personnel, or in a clinical setting 
that are consistent with the individual's licensure or additional training required by the medical 
control authority including, but not limited to, services described in subsection (2), or consistent 
with an approved procedure for that particular education program do not impose liability in the 
treatment of a patient on those individuals or any of the following persons:

  (a) The authorizing physician or physician's designee.

  (b) The medical director and individuals serving on the governing board, advisory body, or  
      committee of the medical control authority and an employee of the medical control                              
      authority. . . .



Step 7

• Test redraft on colleagues, bosses, experts, client, 
consumers, or others (depending on the document).





ChatGPT Prompt

“Please redraft the following statute using plain 
language that a layperson can easily understand. Avoid 
legalese. Please use helpful, informative headings. Here 
is the statute: [insert provision]”



The Result . . . 









Questions?



Thank you!
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