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SUPREME COURT OF TASMANIA 

 

Guidelines for the Use of Generative Artificial Intelligence 

As at 21 October 2026 

 

1. Introduction 

1.1 These guidelines apply to all proceedings in the Supreme Court of Tasmania. 

1.2 The guidelines apply to all court users.  This includes lawyers, litigants, witnesses, and other 

third parties who produce documents to the Court. 

1.3 These guidelines are intended to promote the responsible use of generative artificial 

intelligence (Gen AI) and maintain confidence in the Court.   

1.4 These guidelines commence on 21 October 2026. 

1.5 As artificial intelligence (AI) and Gen AI are developing rapidly, the Court’s approach to 

responsible use will be regularly reviewed.  

1.6 Appendix A contains a list of common terms used in these guidelines.   

 

2.  Court users’ responsibilities  

2.1 These guidelines apply when court users use Gen AI to help create, write, edit, modify or 

otherwise prepare a document for use in, or in relation to, court proceedings.   

2.2 The Court expects that Gen AI will be used appropriately, responsibly and with due care.  

All court users who use Gen AI should have a basic understanding of its capabilities, 

limitations and risks (see Appendix B). 

2.3 Any use of Gen AI must be in accordance with court users’ existing duties, responsibilities 

and obligations.  These include: 

a.  the fundamental duty of all court users not to mislead the court or other parties to the 

proceedings 

b.  the obligation of all court users not to use information obtained from other parties in 

the proceedings for any purpose other than the proper conduct of the proceedings, 

without the leave of the court or until the information has been received into evidence 

in open court 

c.  the responsibility of all court users for ensuring confidential, suppressed, legally 

privileged, sensitive or private information is not disclosed publicly 

d.  the legal and professional duties of lawyers  

e. the obligations of witnesses and other third parties, including the duties of expert 

witnesses. 
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3.  Particular areas for caution 

3.1 Some uses of Gen AI present more significant risks to the administration of justice.  Caution 

should be exercised before using Gen AI tools in the following areas. 

Pleadings, written submissions, lists of documents and other documents 

3.2 Court users are responsible for ensuring any documents prepared using Gen AI tools do not 

include false, inaccurate or irrelevant information.   

3.3  A court user who files or relies on a document in court proceedings, confirms to the Court 

that the information contained in the document is accurate and relevant. 

3.4 If Gen AI tools are used to help prepare documents, the person responsible for the document 

must verify the contents in accordance with part 4 below.  

Affidavits, expert reports and other evidentiary materials 

3.5 Court users should exercise particular caution if using Gen AI tools to assist with preparing 

affidavit materials, witness statements, or other documents which form the evidence or 

potential evidence of a witness. 

3.6 Any use of Gen AI in preparing evidentiary materials must be consistent with court users’ 

obligations, including the following:   

a.  affidavits or witness statements must reflect the person’s own knowledge, experience 

and words, and be true to the best of that person’s knowledge 

b.  expert reports must contain the expert’s own opinion and process of reasoning.  The 

preparation of expert reports must comply with the relevant Practice Direction and 

Expert Witness Code of Conduct. 

Confidential, suppressed or private information 

3.7 The law sometimes prohibits the disclosure of information, or limits how it can be used by 

parties and lawyers.  Examples include information that is: 

a.  subject to Court orders as to confidentiality, suppression, or non-publication 

b. privileged 

c. subject to an implied obligation not to use the information for a purpose other than 

the purpose of the proceedings in which the information was obtained 

d. otherwise confidential or private, without the consent of the person to whom it is 

confidential or private. 

3.8 Court users should not enter into an AI tool that is not a closed tool, any information which 

is confidential, privileged or private, including information subject to a suppression or non-

publication order, or where publication or use is otherwise restricted. 

3.9 Court users should, as far as possible, ensure any confidential, privileged or private 

information to be entered into a closed AI tool will be kept within a secure environment. 
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4.  When court users must verify, disclose and explain Gen AI use 

4.1 Any person who uses Gen AI to prepare a document must verify all content before 

submitting the document to the Court.   

4.2  Verifying content means checking and making any necessary changes, to ensure the details 

are accurate, relevant, current and applicable to the jurisdiction.  This includes ensuring that: 

a.   all references to facts and evidence are correct and the facts and evidence exist 

b.  all cases, legislation, textbooks and articles referred to exist, and that they support the 

legal propositions stated 

c.  content is authentic, for example, media such as images, videos, or sound recordings 

are not modified, enhanced or fabricated 

d. documents are concise, for example, irrelevant material or unnecessary repetition 

should be avoided 

e.  documents are proofread and edited, and any AI-generated content is adapted where 

necessary to suit the circumstances of the case.  

4.3 AI-generated content must be checked by a person, not solely by a Gen AI tool.  

4.4 Court users are not required to certify the use of Gen AI in preparing documents.  However, 

a.  all court users must disclose the use of Gen AI, if asked 

b.  expert witnesses must disclose the use of Gen AI in accordance with their obligations 

under the Expert Witness Code of Conduct. 

4.5  Any person who uses Gen AI in preparing a court document is expected to be able to 

explain to the Court which Gen AI tool was used, how it was used, and what steps the 

person took to check the content of the document. 

 

5. Consequences 

5.1  If Gen AI is used inconsistently with these guidelines or the Court’s orders or directions, 

there may be consequences.  Consequences may include: 

a.  documents being given less weight by the Court or being disregarded 

b.  adjournments or delays 

c. costs orders 

d. the case being dismissed. 

5.2 For lawyers, the inappropriate use of Gen AI may result in referral to the Legal Profession 

Board of Tasmania or personal costs orders. 
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APPENDIX A 

 

Common Terms  

The following terms are used in these guidelines: 

Artificial intelligence (AI) refers to a machine-based system that infers, from the input it receives, 

how to generate outputs such as predictions, content, recommendations, or decisions.  AI systems 

can perform tasks normally requiring human intelligence.  AI is an umbrella term that includes: 

a.  Generative artificial intelligence (Gen AI): systems which can generate new 

content such as text, images, code, music, audio, and videos, in response to a question 

or instructions (prompts), using models to learn patterns from existing data 

b.  Gen AI tools: or chatbots are computer programs that understand human language 

and use Gen AI to simulate an online conversation.  Examples include ChatGPT, 

Copilot Chat, Gemini, Meta AI, and Claude 

c. Public AI: tools that are openly accessible to the public, typically via the internet.  Public 

AI tools are trained on broad, often public datasets, most commonly for general 

purpose use 

d.  Closed AI: in contrast to public AI, closed AI tools are generally not openly accessible 

to the public and information remains within a controlled environment.  There are 

controls to reduce risks related to privacy, or confidentiality settings that protect 

information being made publicly available or used to train the AI tool.   
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APPENDIX B 

 

Understanding Gen AI Capabilities, Limitations and Risks 

The Court acknowledges that using Gen AI can enhance efficiency and access to justice, including 

by reducing costs and delays.  It can enable court users to participate effectively in proceedings and 

to express themselves more clearly. 

The Court also recognises that the inappropriate use of Gen AI poses risks to the proper 

administration of justice and public trust in the legal system.   

Limitations and Risks of Gen AI 

Gen AI tools do not think, reason, or understand the meaning of language as a person would.  

Rather, they predict the most probable combination of words, based on their training data.  

Outputs are based on statistical patterns, not necessarily the ‘truth’ or the most accurate answer.   

Content produced by Gen AI tools may sound plausible, authoritative and coherent but may in fact 

be inaccurate, biased or misleading.  This may include content that is: 

a. inaccurate or incorrect: such as made-up cases, legislation, or other secondary 

resources, sometimes called ‘hallucinations’.  As well as factually and legally incorrect 

content, the tool may inaccurately state legal propositions, which do not come from 

the sources cited 

b.  incomplete: content may not address all arguments a party is required to make or all 

issues that are relevant to the proceedings 

c. inapplicable: data used by the tool may come from other jurisdictions with different 

laws and procedural requirements.  It may not include the applicable law from Tasmania 

or Australia 

d.  biased: the tool may be trained on datasets that contain biases or misinformation, which 

may be reflected in AI-generated content 

e. out of date: the AI-generated content may not include more recent developments in 

the law 

f. in breach of copyright or intellectual property rights. 

When asked, Gen AI tools sometimes state that the content they produce is accurate, even when 

it is not. 

Data and information entered into Gen AI tools may be stored and used to train the AI system.  It 

could then use that information to respond to enquiries from others and make the information 

publicly available.  This could include confidential, privileged, suppressed, sensitive or private 

information.   
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Generative AI tools are no substitute for legal advice and should not be presumed to be correct.  

AI-generated content should not be relied upon as the sole or main source of legal information.  

Publicly available sources of information include: 

a. AustLII <https://www.austlii.edu.au> for Court and Tribunal decisions 

b. Tasmanian Legislation Online <https://www.legislation.tas.gov.au> for Tasmanian 

legislation  

c.  Federal Register of Legislation <https://www.legislation.gov.au> for Commonwealth 

legislation 

d. Tasmanian Law Library <https://www.lawlibrary.tas.gov.au> for information and links 

to further resources 

e.  Supreme Court of Tasmania <https://www.supremecourt.tas.gov.au> for Court 

publications and forms 

f. Tasmania Legal Aid <https://www.legalaid.tas.gov.au> for legal information and 

assistance. 

https://www.austlii.edu.au/
https://www.legislation.tas.gov.au/
https://www.legislation.gov.au/
https://www.lawlibrary.tas.gov.au/
https://www.legalaid.tas.gov.au/

