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WHAT DOES Al "THINK" ABOUT LEGAL PROCEEDINGS?

i

s o |

Dl

il

_._'_._

l



HSE

Litigation data analysis

COURT AND INFORMATION
[ higher courts }
N
cases - decisions
- -

law economics
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SYSTEMS THEORY APPROACH

Data
science

s,

complex | dynamic

Sociology

litigation analytics data analysis

systems
o input data flow measurable parameters
characteristics of court cases
system actions time series of parameters

characteristics of court gt ust
IS rrelation r
decisions output data flow correlations, clusters,

patterns, trends...
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INFORMATION = DATA
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DATA DRIVEN ANALYSIS
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COMPLEX DATA OF COMPLEX SYSTEMS (COURTS)
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» 83 regional courts
* 46 content categories
¥ » + 32 measurable parameters

é ¢ - 10 years history

January 2001 - December 2001 ‘
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WHAT DO WE ASK Al ABOUT?
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COURT'S WORKLOAD
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EXAMPLE
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NUMERICAL ANALYSIS OF COURTS AS SYSTEMS

fo Min,
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Data Science ° Legal Studies =
Legal Data Analysis
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Thanks for your attention

Gregory Krasnozhenov
Laboratory for Litigation Data Analysis
gkrasnozhenov@hse.ru



