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Questions and answers

Is it actually permissible to use generative AI in court-ordered disclosure?

Yes: PD 57AD's technology duty accommodates it, the ILTA best-practice guide (September
2025) exists precisely to structure it, and the Law Society's practical guidance points
practitioners to that framework: the conditions are methodology, verification, documentation
and disclosure of use, not permission. What the authorities punish: Ayinde's line: is unverified
reliance, not the tool.

How is this different from the TAR we already use?

TAR ranks by learned resemblance to coded examples; GenAI reads against written
instructions and returns assessments with reasons: instructions you can draft, test and
version like search terms: guide 89's constitution carries over, with the prompt file joining the
training record. In practice they combine: ranking for triage, prompted reading for
assessment, humans for decisions.

What is "hallucination" and how do we protect against it in disclosure work?

Confident output not grounded in the document: Example 2's invented concession is the
disclosure-native form. Protections are structural: citation-required prompts, verification
sampling at consequence-scaled rates, and the standing rule that summaries are leads: every
load-bearing assertion checked against the source before it enters work product.

Do we have to tell the other side we used AI?

Under PD 57AD's cooperation model, effectively yes for outgoing disclosure: methodology
transparency is the expectation the ILTA guide operationalises, and the DRD is the venue: what
is disclosed is workflow and verification, not your prompts' work product or document-level
outputs. Silent use discovered later is the most avoidable dispute in this guide.

Can AI make privilege calls?

It can flag, queue and alert: Example 3's architecture: and the determination remains a
lawyer's on a read document: the line every current authority draws and the one place
verification is never economised. An AI- accelerated privilege review is good practice; an
AI-adjudicated one is a waiver argument waiting to happen.

Our client's data is highly sensitive. Does that rule GenAI out?

It rules the posture in: platform terms, residency, security and process or obligations
assessed against UK GDPR and confidential it y duties before anything is processed: with
deployment models ranging from restricted enterprise environments to not-at-all: §7's
analysis decides, documented either way. Sensitivity shapes the how; it does not by itself
answer the whether. cflab. u k · e-disc ove r y. u k ©2026 Computer Forensics Lab Ltd
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